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TWENTY-SECOND  CONGRESS-FIRST  SESSION: 

rROX  DKCEHBER  5,  1831,  TO  JUtI  17,  1832. 

DEBATES  IN  THE  SENATE. 


LIST  OF  THE  SENATORS. 

HA.1NE.— John  Holmes,  Peleg Sprague. 
ysZVf  HAMPSHIRE.— Samuel  Bell,  Isaac  Hill. 
MASS  ACHUSETFS.— Oan'l  Webster,  Nath'l  Silsbee. 
RHODE  ISLAND.— N.  U.  Knight,  Asher  Robbins. 
CONNECTICUT— Sam'l  A.  Foot,  Gideon  Tomlinson. 
VERMONT.— Horatio  Seymour,  Samuel  Prent'ss. 
NEW  YORK.— Charles  E.  Dudley,  William  Marcy. 
NEW  JERSEY— M.  Dickerson,  Theo.  Frclinglniprsen. 

PENNSVLV'.*MA.— Geo.  M.  Dallas,  Wm.  Wilkms. 
jjoa^AWARE.— J.  M.  Cla>ton,  Arnold  Naudain. 
MAUYLAND.— E.  F.  Chambers,  Samuel  Smith. 
VIRGINIA.— Littleton  W.  Tazewell,  John  Tyler. 
NORTH  CAROLINA.— B.  Brown,  W.  P.  Mangum. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA — R.  V.  Hayne,  S.  D.  Miller. 

GEORGIA — George  M.  Troup,  John  Forsyth. 

KENTUCKY— George  M.  Bibb,  Henry  Clay. 

TENNESSEE.- Felix  Gnmdy,  Hugh  L.  White. 

OHIO. — Benjamin  Rugglcs,  Thtiraas  Ewing. 

LOUISIANA. — J.  S.  Johnston,  Geo.  A.  Waggaman. 

INDIANA Wm.  Hendricks,  Robert  Hanna.* 

MISSISSIPPI — Powhatan  Ellis,  Geo.  Poindexfer. 

ILLINOIS.— Elias  K.  Kane,  John  M.  Robinson. 

-ALABAMA.— William  It.  King,  Gabriel  Moore. 

jnSSOURI.- Thomas  II.  Benton,  Alex.  Buckner. 

MoxuAY,  Dbckxbir  5,  1831. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  President  pro  tern,  of  the 
Senate,  in  the  absence  of  the  Vice  President,  look  the 
chair  at  tweWe  o'clock;  and,  on  calling  the  House  to  order, 
k  appeared  that  thirhr-four  members  were  present. 

Mr.  DUDLEY,  of  New  York,  stated  that,  by  some 
omisBion  or  inadvertence,  the  credentials  of  his  colleague, 
the  honorable  Wm.  MiBcr,  had  not  been  forwarded.  He 
could,  however,  testify  that  Mr.  Miner  was  duly  elected 
Senator  for  that  State;  and  as  similar  instances  of  such 
omission  were  on  record,  he  hoped  the  present  would  not 
operate  as  an  obstacle  to  his  admission,  and  moved  that 
Mr.  Mabct  be  permitted  to  take  his  scat;  which  motion 
WIS  agreed  to,  nem.  eon. 

Mr.  BBXL,  of  New  Hampshire,  moved  that  the  honor- 

C*  Mr.  H.  wu  luptncdcd,  January  i,  bjr  Juhn  TipivR.] 
VoIm  VIIL— I 


able  JusiAH  S.  JouirsTax,  Senator  elect  for  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  be  permitted  to  take  his  seat.  The  credentiab 
of  Mr.  J.  bad  not,  Mr.  B.  stated,  yet  arrived,  but  his  elec- 
tion was  a  matter  of  such  public  notoriety,  as  to  induce 
him  to  hope  tliat  the  Senate  would  not  hesitate  to  admit 
him.  In  which  motion,  after  a  brief  sug^geation  from  Mr. 
HAYNE,  on  the  propriety  of  having  these  credentiab 
filed,  the  Senate  concurred. 

The  usual  message  was  then  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, notifying  that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  had  as- 
sembled. 

Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  FOOT  were  appointed  a  commit- 
tee to  join  the  committeeof  the  House  of  Representatives 
to  inform  the  President  of  the  United  Statu  that  the  two 
Houses  had  organized,  and  were  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  twelve  o'clock  to4iorrow. 

TuisoAT,  Decbkbsb  6. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed  to  wait 
on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  reported  that  they 
had  performed  the  duty  enjoined  them,  and  had  received 
an  intimation  that  the  President  woidd,  at  twelve  o'clock 
this  day,  make  a  written  communication  to  both  Houses  of 
Congress. 

The  communication  promised  by  the  President  was  re- 
ceived by  the  hands  of  Mr.  Doitelso^,  his  private  Secre- 
tarj';  which,  havingbeen  read,  [see  Appendix.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  it  was  ordered  that  three 
thousand  copies  of  the  message,  and  fifteen  hundred  co- 
pies of  the  accoUhpanying  documents,  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Senate. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  34th  nrie  of  the  Senate  be 
so  far  suspended  as  to  authorize  the  Senate,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Vice  President,  to  appoint,  by  ballot,  a  churman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance;  which  motion  being  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  ballot  for  a  chairman  of  that 
committee,  and  Mr.  Smitu,  of  Maryland,  was  chosen. 

The  following  standing  committees  were  then  announc- 
ed from  the  chair: 

On  Foreign  Relations. — Messrs.  Tazewell,  White,  King, 
Forsyth,  and  Bell. 
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Smith,  Tyler,  Marcy,  Sibbee, 


On  Fmanee. — Messrs. 
und  Johnston. 

On  Commerce. — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Dudley,  Silsbee,  John- 
ston, and  Wilkins. 

On  Mmuifaeturea. — Messrs.  Dickerson,  Clay,  Knight, 
Miller,  and  Seymour. 

On  AgrieuUurt. — Messrs.  Seymour,  Brown,  Moore, 
Hanna,  and  Wagvuman. 

On  Military  Jiffairi — Messrs.  Benton,  Barnard,  Troup, 
Clay,  and  Kane. 

Onthe MiUtia. — Messrs.  Barnard,  Frelinghuysen,  Clay- 
ton, Prentiss,  and  Waggaman. 

On  Naeal4ffair». — Messrs.  Hayne,  Tazewell,  Robbins, 
Webster,  and  Bibb. 

On  PubUc  Lands. — Messrs.  King,  Ellis,  Holmes,  Robin- 
son, and  Hanna. 

On  Private  Land  Ckdms. — Messrs.  Kane,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Ruggles,  and  Hendricks. 

On  Indian  Affairt. — Messrs.  White,  Troup,  Poindcx- 
ter,  Benton,  and  Wilkins. 

On  Claimi. — Messrs.  Ruggles,  Bell,  Naudain,  Brown, 
and  Moore. 

On  the  Judieiary. — Messrs.  Marcy,  Hayne,  Webster, 
Frelinghuysen,  and  Gnmdy. 

On  the  Pott  Office  and  Pert  Roads. — Messrs.  Grundy, 
EUiSytliU,  Ewing,  and  Tomfinson. 

On  Roade  and  Canalt.—Measn.  Hendricks,  Poindex- 
ter.  Hill,  Mangum,  and  Sprague. 

OnPentiom. — Messrs.  Foot,  Chambers,  Mangum,  Buck- 
ner,  and  Sprague. 

On  the  bUiriet  •/  Cokmtbia. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Ty. 
ler,  Hofanes,  Clayton,  and  Miller. 

On  the  Oontit^ent  Fund. — Messrs.  Knight,  Dudley,  and 
Tomlinson. 

On  Engrmted  BiUs. — Messrs.  Robinson,  Ewiag,  and 
Buckner. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WioxiaDAT,  Decmbib  7. 
STATE  OF  THE  FINANCES. 

The  President  of  the  Senate  communicated  the  annual 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  the  state  of 
the  finances,  the  reading  of  which  was  dispensed  with, 
and  fifteen  hundred  additional  copies  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

After  the  reception  of  sundry  resolutions,  and  a  short 
time  spent  in  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  twelve  o'clock  to-morrow. 


Thuxsdat,  DicsMBm  8. 
IMPRISONMENT  OF  AMERICAN  CITIZENS. 

The  following  resolution,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
Sfbaouk,  was -considered  and  agreed  to: 

"  Beeolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  conununicate  to  the  Senate,  if  not  incompa- 
tible with  the  public  interest,  all  the  information  in  his 
power,  relative  to  the  capture,  abduction,  and  imprison- 
ment of  American  citizens  by  the  provincial  authorities 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  the  measures  which,  in  conse 
quence  thereof,  have  been  adopted  by  the  Executive  of 
the  United  States." 

NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  resolution,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
HoLxxs,  was  taken  up: 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any  further  negotiation  is  commenc- 
ed, proposed,  or  intended,  in  regard  to  the  Northeastern 
boundary  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  the  general  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  treated  fully  on  the  sub- 


ject; and  he  was  of  opinion  that  no  additional  information 
would  be  elicited  by  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  was  satisfied  that  the  message  of 
the  President  did  not  embrace  the  information  which  the 
resolution  called  for.  The  question  was,  whether  the 
decision  by  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  to  settle  the 
question  of  boundarj-.  If  not,  the  President  would  doubt- 
less propose  ftirtlier  negotiations  on  the  subject,  and  the 
object  of  the  resolution  was  to  obtain  the  information  whe- 
ther further  negotiations  were  or  would  be  proposed. 
The  Prendent,  m  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  could 
pve  the  Senate  such  information  on  this  important  matter 
as  they  required,  either  confidentially  or  otherwise,  as  he 
might  judge  proper.  It  was  due  to  the  public  to  require 
sucli  information;  for  there  was  no  small  anxiety  in  the 
public  mind  to  know  whether  or  not  the  decision  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  was  considered  to  be  binding  on 
the  two  Governments  concerned,  &c. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  was  generally  in  favor  of  motion* 
for  inquiry;  but,  in  this  case,  he  would  prefer  a  postpone- 
ment for  a  few  days.  He  thought  the  resolution,  at  this 
time,  premature.  ^The  President  had  informed  Congress 
that  he  would,  hereafter,  fully  communicate,  by  special 
message,  all  the  papers  in  relation  to  the  subject;  and  he 
[Mr.  H.I  was  of  opinion  that  the  better  course  would  be 
to  wait  n>r  that  information,  when,  if  necessary,  a  motion 
for  inquiry  could  be  properly  shaped. 

Mr.  HOLMES  regretted  the  suggestion  for  delay. 
There  was  a  very  strong  feeling  on  the  subject  in  the 
State  of  Maine;  many  of  the  citizens  of  which  State 
thought  tliey  had  been  treated  eooUy,  if  not  cavalierly. 
He  would  not,  however,  object  to  the  delay  for  a  few  days, 
but,  taking  example  from  i  ■.  cojistHucnts,  would  be  at 
least  as  indulgent  m  this  m-itu  r  ..s  tln-y  had  already  hoen 
He  would,  therefore,  com  -t  that  the  resolution  sliotihi 
lay  on  the  the  table  till  ne  '  v.  <.  ek. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYl.l'.,  ihe  resolution  wxsthen  l'«i. 
upon  the  table. 

The  Senate  went  into  the  con.^ldfatioi.  i-f  oxcdii.v. 
business;  and,  after  sitting  with  cIomu  ao^rstoi  »  ^,.,. 
time. 

Adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

MoKOAT,  Deczmber  13. 

The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States  attended  to- 
day, and  took  the  chair  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  it  was  ordered  that 
the  several  oflicersof  the  Senate,  who  are  now  officiating, 
shall  continue  to  act  in  their  respective  stations  until  Mon- 
day next. 

After  the  reception  of  petitions  and  resolutions,  and 
spending  a  short  time  in  executive  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TcESDAT,  Dkcehbeb  13. 

The  Senate  spent  a  short  time  in  receiving  petitions 
and  resolutions;  and  then 

Adjourned.  

WxosESOAT,  Deckxbeb  14. 

The  following  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  received,  and  read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed: 

Wasrixgtok,  December  IS,  1831. 
7b  the  Senate  of  ihe  United  Stoics.- 

I  transmit  herewith,  in  obedience  to  a  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  8th  December,  1831,  all  the  information  in 
the  possession  of  the  Executive,  relative  to  the  capture, 
abduction,  and  imprisonment  of  American  citizens  by  the 
provincial  authorities  of  New  Brunswick;  and  the  mea- 
sures which,  in  consequence  thereof,  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Executive  of  the  United  States. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
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[SsitJlTB. 


The  reauinder  of  the  litting  was  spent  in  tb«  reception 
of  petitioM  and  other  minor  business. 


TnvMBAT,  Dkcxkbib  15. 


Tke  Prendent's  message  was  taken  up,  and  its  varioui  unount  to  two  millions.    The  service  of  a  militiaman,  ua- 


lopics  distributed  to  appropriate  committeesi  and  then, 
aneraahoK  time  spent  in  executive  bumiesa, 
Adiouraed  to  Monday. 


MaVDAT,  DlCSMBKk 

DUTY  ON  TEA. 


19. 


Mr.  SMITH,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  whom 
Itad  been  referred  memoriaU  from  sundry  merchants  of  the 
d6es  of  New  York,  Philadelphia,-  and  PittAiirg',  in  fitvor 
of  a  further  reduction  of  the  duties  on  teas,  made  a  re- 
port accompanied  by  a  resolution,  that  it  is  inexpedient 
to  set  on  tbe  subject  of  the  memonala  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  to  inquire  of  the  chairman  of  the  com. 
nittee,  whether  it  was  intended  that  the  report  should 
remain  on  the  table  or  be  acted  on.  Entertaining  very 
different  views  from  those  which  he  understood  to  be 
expressed  in  the  report,  he  was  desirous  Aat  the  question 
of  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on  tea  should  be  fully  and  early 
coosdered  by  the  Senate.  This  was  due  to  the  merchant, 
to  the  consumer,  and  to  the  important  interests  of  the 
eoontry.  He  would,  therefore,  ask  whether  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  report  should,  by  reference  to  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  or  in  any  other  manner,  be  broug'ht  be- 
fore the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  so  that  there  may  be 
some  general  expression  of  the  sentiments  of  the  whole 
body  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  SMITH,  chairman  of  the  committee,  replied  that 
the  usual  course  was  not  to  act  on  reports  on  the  day 
they  were  presented  to  the  Senate;  they  hud  on  the  table 
one  day  of  course,  and  were  taken  up  and  disposed  of 
ea  the  day  following. 

THE  MILITIA.  ** 
The  following  resolution,  submitted  on  Thursday  last 
by  Ur.  Haxsi,  was  taken  up: 

Bfobed,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Militia  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  an  organization  of 
the  militia,  such  as  will  embrace  those  only  between  the 
ages  of  twenty-one  and  thirty-five;  and  also  of  increasing 
the  annual  appropriation  for  arming  the  militia  of  the 
United  States. 

Hr.  FOOT  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
ool  the  word  an,  and  inserting  the  words  "a  reorgani- 
zation. 

Mr.  HANNA  replied  that  his  object  was  not  to  limit 
the  inquiry  of  the  committee,  but  rather  to  impart  to  it 
all  possible  light  and  information  on  the  subject.  His  sole 
abject  in  submitting  the  resolution  was  to  reduce  the  en- 
rwment  of  the  miUtia,  and  raise  the  appropriation  to jpro- 
Tide  arms  in  such  a  manner  as  at  once  to  anbrd  an  eilect- 
i\t  militia  force.  He  would,  however,  accept  the  amend- 
neat  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  observed  that  he  was  not  apprised 
ofaiqr  organization  of  the  miUtiaby  Congress.  He,  there- 
fiire,  tho«^t  the  word  reorganization  would  be  improper. 
Mr.  HAJiNA  would  state  to  the  Senator  from  Missis- 
sppi,  that  there  was  an  act  of  Congress  which  purported 
to  be  anact  organizing  the  militia  oithe  United  States,  and 
referred  to  the  act  of  1806.  It  was  on  account  of  the  requi- 
utions  of  that  act,  he  had  offered  the  resolution  in  question. 
Tbat  act  was  in  itself  a  nullity,  because  it  required  of  the 
nilitia  of  the  United  States  an  impos«bility.  It  required 
tbem  to  provide  their  own  arms,  and  to  appear  on  days  of 
tniiung  with  proper  equipment.  Now,  if  all  the  arms  in 
the  Uuted  States,  both  public  and  private,  were  put  into 
the  hands  of  the  militia,  they  would  not  all  be  supplied. 
Aceading  to  tbe  last  return  of  tlie  militia,  their  numbers 


were  upwards  of  one  million  and  aixtjr  thousand,  but  some 
States  had  not  made  returns  of  their  strength  nnce  1820. 
At  the  present  time,  it  would  be  absurd  to  suppose  that 
the  militia,  according  to  their  new  owanization,  would 


der  the  existing  regulation,  is  twenty-seven  years.  Under 
„  that  which  he  proposed,  the  term  of  servjce  would  be  only 
/|  fourteen  years.  Then,  if  Congress  should  think  proper 
to  organize  the  militia  according  to  the  above  proposed 
plan,  and  the  appropriation  b«  raised  to  four,  instead  of 
two  hundred  thouaand  dollars,  we  might  reasonably  hope 
for  an  effieieat  n^tia  in  a  reasonable  time,  bendes  tne 
great  saving  of  time  which  that  organization  would  afford 
to  those  left  out  of  the  new  enrolment. 

Mr.  FOOT  withdrew  his  notion  to  amend,  and  the  re- 
solution was  adopted. 

NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

Mr.  HOLMES  called  up  his  resolution  which  was  laid 
on  the  table  last  week,  inquiring  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  whether  any  negotiation  was  commenced, 
proposed,  or  intended,  in  regardto  the  Northeast  boundary. 

He  stated  that  it  was  laid  on  the  table  in  accordance  with 
the  suggestion  of  a  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Hatsi,]  that  the  documents  expected  from  the  President 
might  convey  the  information  required  by^e  resolution. 
But  he  had  examined  the  documents  since  transmitted  by 
the  Executive,  none  of  which  conveyed  the  information 
required.  * 

Mr.  POINDEXTEB  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
striking  out  the  words  "proposed  or  intended,"  as  he 
thought  it  improper  to  inquire  of  the  President  what  ne- 
gotiations he  intended  to  institute. 

Mr.  HOLMES  remarked  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  be 
very  fastidious,  even  in  regnud  to  asking  the  President's 
intentions;  but  still  he  cauld  not  perceive  why  he  bad  not 
on  this  subject  a  right  to  knoi^  what  the  President  did  in- 
tend. But  as  tbe  words  "  commenced  or  proposed"  would 
embrace  his  whole  object,  he  hsul  no  objection  to  modify^ 
the  resolution  by  omitting  the  word  "intended,"  but  ob- 
jected to  expunging  the  word  "  proposed." 

Mr.  BIBB,  suggesting  that  the  resolution  might  involve 
a  discussion  whidi  would  not  be  proper  in  public  aesiioii, 
hoped  the  gfentleman  would  consent  to  transfer  it  to  the 
executive  j  ournal. 

Mr.  U.  consented  to  transfer  the  resolution  to  the  execu- 
tive journal,  and  accordingly  moved  that  it  be  so  trans- 
ferred. 

Mr.  KING  objected,  stating  that  it  was  not  the  practice, 
and  was  improper.  The  gentleman  could  reach  the  ob- 
ject by  withdrawing  it  now,  and  offering  it  in  secret  session. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  resolutions  had  been  transferred  both 
ways.  Legislative  resolutions  to  the  executive,  and  exe- 
cutive to  tbe  legislative  journals.  It  might,  however,  occur 
that  our  legisUtive  proceedings  might  bring  into  discussion 
matter  exdusively  executive,  and  the  proper  course  was 
to  transfer  the  subject  and  discuss  it  with  closed  doors. 
On  the  other  hand,  a  subject  might  be  presented  as  an  ex- 
ecutive subject,  which  mig^t  become  of  a  legislative  cha- 
racter, or  which  did  not  require  secrecy,  and  it  would  be 
proper  to  make  it  public  by  placing  it  on  the  legialative 
journal.  These  changes  often  become  necesaaty,  and  the 
practice  had  been  such  as  he  suKgested. 

The  question  bong  taken,  the  motion  to  transfer  the 
resolution  to  the  confidential  sitting  was  agreed  to  by  a 
large  majority. 

ELECTION  OF  OFFICERS. 

The  Chair  announced  the  order  of  the  day,  for  pro- 
ceeding to  the  election  of  the  officers  of  the  Senate,  and 
desired  the  members  to  prepare  their  ballots  for  Secretary. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  rose,  and  said  that,  before  the  ballot 
for  Secretary  be  taken,  he  desired  to  obtain  information  in 
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Further,  sir,  in  recurring  to  the  negotiation  in  thi*  af- 
fur,  it  seems  that,  on  our  part,  every  thing  was  yielded, 
and  in  the  humblest  terms  of  concession.  The  Earl  of 
Aberdeen  triumphantly  quotes  Mr.  McLane  upon  him- 
self, thus:  **  It  (the  measure  of  the  American  Congress) 
concedes  in  its  terms  all  the  power  in  the  negotiation  of 
the  colonial  trade,  and  autliorizes  the  President  to  con- 
fer on  British  subjects  all  those  privileges,  as  well  in  the 
circuitous  as  the  direct  voyage,  which  Great  Britain  has 
at  any  time  demanded  or  desired."  So  it  seems  we  have 
yielded  every  thing,  permitted,  nay,  solicited  Great  Britain 
to  prescribe  the  terms,  and  the  consequence  has  been,  as 
every  one  might  have  expected,  a  desid  loss  to  our  navi- 
gating interest. 

1  have,  nr,  another  inqiury  which  I  wish  to  propose. 
It  has  been  intimated  that  this  trade  has  taken  this  course : 
our  productions  are  subjected  to  a  much  bigger  duty  in 
the  British  West  Indies  than  in  their  North  American  pro- 
vinces. We  are  exoluded  from  carrying  from  these  pro- 
vinces to  their  West  Indies.  To  avoid  this  duty  charge- 
able from  our  ports  direct  to  the  West  Indies,  the  British 
vessel  obtains  a  clearance,  say  from  Halifax  or  St.  John's, 
and  clears  from  a  port  in  the  United  States  to  a  British 
continental  port,  sails  directly  to  the  West  Indies,  enters 
under  this  clearance  from  Halifax  or  St  John's,  and  thus 
avoids  the  high  duty  on  our  products  from  our  ports  to 
the  West  Indies  direct.  If  such  a  practice  is  going  on,  it 
at  once,  and  totally,  excludes  our  participation  in  the 
whole  trade. 

One  other  inquiry  is  embraced  by  the  resolutions  which 
I  intend  to  offer.  It  appears  by  Mr.  McLane's  despatches 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  that  Mr.  Herries,  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  had  presented  a  proposition  for  a 
modification  of  the  tariff'  on  importation  into  those  British 
colonies,  in  which  he  had  exhibited  a  schedule  of  the 
present  and  proposed  duties.  Mr.  McLane,  in  his  letter 
of  the  22d  November,  1830,  indulges  a  hope  of  relaxation 
of  the  proposed  duties,  and  this  is  the  last  we  bear  on  the 
subject.  Part  of  my  purpose  is  to  ascertain  what  are  the 
duties  now  chargeable  in  the  British  colonies. 

On  the  whole,  sir,  this  subject  is  involved  in  too  much 
mystery.  Maine,  it  is  feared,  has  lost  a  valuable  portion 
of  her  territory  in  exchange  fur  Rouse's  Point,  in  New 
York.  If,  in  addition  to  this,  a  large  amount  of  her  ton- 
nage is  to  be  dismantled  to  benefit  this  and  other  larg^ 
States,  let  us  know  how,  why,  and  wherefore;  and  lor 
this  purpose  I  offer  the  following  resolutions: 

Hen^ved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause  to 
be  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  number  of  vessels, 
and  their  tonnage  and  cargoes,  which  have  cleared  from 
any  ports  in  the  United  States  to  any  port  or  place  in 
the  British  American  colonies  since  the  President's  pro- 
clamation of  5th  October,  1830;  distinguishing  those,  if 
any,  which  cleared  for  such  port  and  place,  "and  a  mar- 
ket," or  for  a  British  port  or  place,  or  some  other  port  or 
place;  distinguishing,  also,  American  from  fOTeign  ton- 
nage, and  also  the  entjaes  of  all  vessels  from  any  British 
colonial  port,  with  their  cargoes,  since  the  above  procla- 
mation) distinguishing  the  tonnage  as  above,  and  designat- 
ing the  British  port  or  place  from  whence  the  cargoes 
were  imported. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  amount  of  American  and  fiireign  tonnage 
(distinguishing  them)  has  been  cleared  for,  and  entered 
from,  the  Swedish  and  Danish  West  Indies,  since  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  of  the  5th  October,  1830,  with  the 
kind  and  amount  of  the  cargoes. 

Resobed,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether,  since  his  proclamation  of  the  5th 
October,  1850,  British  vessels  have  cleared  from  the  United 
States  for  any  port  in  the  British  continental  colonies  in 
America,  and  have  sailed  directly  to  the  British  West  In- 
dies, by  virtue  of  clearances  previously  obtained   from 


custom-houses  m  those  continental  colonies,  thus  perform- 
ing voyages  circuitous  on  paper,  but  in  ftct  direct. 

Seailved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  are  the  duties  paid  on  British  American 
vessels  and  their  cargoes  respectively  in  British  ports  in 
the  West  Indies  and  the  other  British  American  colonies, 
distinguishing  between  the  West  Indies  and  the  other 
colonies,  and  between  American  and  British  vessels,  and 
the  produce  of  tlie  United  States  and  of  the  colonies. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  resolutions  wece  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

THE  TARIFF— DUTIES  ON  TEAS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
following  report,  made  yesterday  from  the  Committee  on 

Finance: 

The  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which  were  referred  the 
memorials  of  the  importers  and  dealers  in  teas,  of  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  Pittsburg,  report: 
That  the  memorialists  pray,  that  in  case  Congress  shall 
contemplate  any  reduction  in  the  duties  on  teas,  that  such 
reduction  may  be  made  to  take  effect  from  and  aAer  the 
31st  December  of  the  present  year;  being  the  same  time 
at  which  the  act  of  the  20th  May,  1830,  entided  "  An  act 
to  reduce  the  duties  on  coffiee,  tea,  and  cocoa,"  will  take 
effect  on  teas:  their  object  being  that  whenever  reduc- 
tion in  the  duties  on  teas  may  be  made,  that  it  may  operate 
simultaneously-  with  the  stud  act  of  May,  1830. 

The  committee  deemed  it  proper  to  consult  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  on  the  subject,  and  particularly  as  to 
the  effect  an  immediate  reduction  of  the  duties  w<>uld  have 
on  the  finances  of  the  nation.  His  answer,  they  ask  per- 
mission to  submit  as  part  of  their  report. 

The  committee  are  fully  aware  of  the  inconvenience 
which  must  arise  to  commercial  men,  by  frequent  changes 
in  the  duties.  They  are  constrained,  however,  to  report 
that  it  is  inexpedient  to  act  on  the  subject  of  the  me- 
morials at  this  time. 

TbIASUBT   DBrABTKlKT, 

Deetmber  15,  1831. 

Sib:  I  had  the  honor  to  receive  yesterday  your  letter 
of  the  14th  instant,  accompanied  by  a  memorial  of  sundry 
merchants  of  New  York,  praying  that  any  further  con- 
templated reduction  in  the  duties  on  tea  may  take  effect 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1832. 

In  answer  to  your  request  that  I  would  state  the  effect 
upon  the  revenue  of  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  teas 
to  certain  rates  which  liave  been  proposed  by  persons  en- 
gaged in  the  tea  trade,  to  go  into  operation  at  the  time 
above  mentioned,  I  beg  leave  to  state,  generally^  that  such 
a  reduction  could  not  be  made  without  materially  disturb- 
ing the  estimates  presented  in  the  late  annual  report  from 
tlus  department  on  the  state  of  the  finances,  nor  consist- 
ently with  the  views  entertained  as  to  the  entire  payment 
of  the  debt  on  or  before  the  3d  of  March,  1833. 

Without  mere  precise  information  than  the  department 
possesses  of  the  quantity  of  tea  in  store,  it  is  difficult  to 
furnish  the  details  you  request.  The  quantity,  however, 
may  be  supposed  to  be  greater  than  it  otherwise  would 
be,  in  consequence  of  the  mutual  desire,  both  of  the  im- 
porter and  the  retail  dealer,  to  preserve  as  much  as  pos- 
sible of  the  imporUtion  for  the  benefit  of  the  reduced 
duties  which  are  to  take  eff"ect  on  the  1st  of  January  next. 

It  will  appear  from  the  sUtement  herewith  transmitted, 
that  the  proposed  reduction  would  be  attended  with  a  pro- 
bable diminution  in  the  revenue,  varying  from  half  a  mil- 
lion downwards,  according  to  tiie  quantity  of  tea  which 
may  be  found  actually  in  store  on  the  1st  of  January. 

It  is  believed,  moreover,  that  the  principal  benefits  of 
the  proposed  reduction  would  be  conferred  on  the  im-     j 
porter  rather  than  the  consumer.    If,  as  is  underMood  to 
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be  the  Act,  there  is  annaU  quanti^  of  tea  in  the  hands  of 
tke  letiil  dealers,  it  might  not  follow  that  the  prices  either 
of  thit  DOV  in  bond,  or  of  that  ordered  for  importation, 
voaUftll  in  proportion  to  the  reduction;  whereas,  the 
iapoter  cao  suffer  nather  loss  nor  inconvenience  from 
the  operation  of  a  law,  yrith  a  view  to  which  liis  business 
iiM  been  regulated  for  more  than  a  rear  past 

The  department  is  not  satisfied — tkm^^h  upon  this  point 
I  do  aot  wish  to  be  conndered  as  expresnng  a  positive 
opioioD— that  it  will  be  expedient  at  any  time  to  reduce 
the  duties  on  teas  materially  lower  than  the  rates  of  Janu- 

Sr  neit  These  duties  will  not  be  sufficiently  hi^  to 
ect,  in  any  sensible  degree,  the  consumption  of  the 
trtide;  and  though  diminidied  upon  an  importation  equal 
Id  that  of  1830,  from  $2,049,342  02  to  $898,974  46,  as 
Tin  be  seen  in  the  accompanying  statement,  yet  they 
viU  ihrays  be  a  safe  source  of  revenue.  In  a  general  re- 
TinoB  of  the  tuifT,  Congress  will  find  a  f^reat  convenience 
is  dnwing  the  revenue  from  as  few  articles  as  may  be 
conatent  with  the  interests  of  the  community,  instead  of 
bciBg  subjected  to  the  neccsai^  of  spreading  it  over 
nmoennu  commodities;  and  there  are  cogent  reasons  why 
•ajiiirther  reduction  on  teas  should  await  such  general 
reriwm  of  the  existing  duties  as  the  state  of  the  finances 
lad  public  expenditure  may  call  for.  The  memorial  is 
herevith  returned. 

Any  fiirther  reduction  which  it  may  then  be  found  ex. 
pedient  to  make,  may  be  readily  adapted,  both  in  amount 
•nd  in  time,  to  the  interests  and  convenience  of  the  im- 
porters. 

1  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obedi- 
ent servant, 

LOUIS  McLANE, 
Secretary  of  the  TVeaeurff. 

The  Hon.  S.  Sjiith, 

Chairmaa  of  the  Committee  on  Pinanu,  Senate. 

A  STATEMENT  exhibiting  the  quantity  of  tea  import- 
ed during  the  year  1880,  after  deducting  that  which 
was  exported  entitled  to  drawback,  ana  tlie  duties 
thereon,  calculated  at  the  present  rates,  at  the  rates 
payable  after  the  1st  January,  1832,  and  at  the  rates 
proposed  by  certain  importers. 
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The  report  being  read, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the 
aoxptance  of  the  report.  Under  all  circumstances  it 
■ught,  he  thought,  be  as  well  to  accept  it,  and  put  the 
natter  at  rest  Neverthelesa,  he  was  of  opinion  the  com- 
nittee  ought  to  have  come  to  a  diflerent  conclusion. 
The  present  moment  was  exceedingly  favorable  to  a  fur- 
ther reduction  of  duties  (m  teas.  By  the  provisions  of  the 
act  of  1830,  a  considerable  reduction  is  now  to  take  place 
00  the  1st  of  next  month,  and  is  to  apply  to  teas  already 
mported,  but  then  in  bond,  as  well  as  to  teas  imported 
•fter  that  period.  In  consequence  of  this  provision  of 
hw,  nearly  all  the  teas  in  the  country  were  now  in  bond, 
ind  if  a  further  reduction  ofduties  be  intended,  this  seems 
the  very  time  to  give  it  efiect,  or,  by  applying  to  the  great 


msss  of  the  teas  already  in  the  couatry,  as  well  as  to  fu- 
ture importations,  the  Kdoction  would  operate  with  great 
equality,  and  prevent  that  injustice  which  often  happens 
to  holders  and  importers  of  commodities  from  sudden 
reduction  of  duties.  He  believed  there  was  quite  time 
enough  to  have  accomplished  this  desirable  object,  if  it, 
had  met  the  concurrence  of  the  treasury,  and  bad  re- 
ceived the  prompt  action  of  the  committee. 

But  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  expressed  ^tbe 
opinion  that  no  further  reduction  of  duties  in  this  article 
ou^t  to  take  place;  and  his  [Mr.  W.'s]  main  object  in 
riamg  was  to  prevent  that  opinion  from  being  received 
as  the  unanimous  opinion  of  all  those  who  might  be  called 
on  to  act  on  the  subject.  He,  for  one,  certainly  was  quite 
(^aaother  way  of  thinking.  He  thought  that  a  fiinher 
and  a  very  large  reduction  of  duties  on  teas  o«^t  to  be 
made,  and  to  be  made  as  soon  as  might  be  connstent  with 
justice  and  equity  to  the  dealers  in  the  artide.  It  is  im- 
possible that  this  question  should  not  come  before  Con- 
gress. It  would  certainly  be  agitated.  The  golden  op- 
portunity for  disposing  of  it,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  in  a 
manner  satisfiu:tory  to  all  interests,  had  been  presented, 
and  had  been  lost,  and  he  greatly  regretted  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  called  for  the  reading  of  one  of  the  memo- 
rials, in  order  that  the  Senate  might  better  understand 
the  object  the  memorialists  had  in  view.  One  of  the  me- 
morials was  then  read  by  the  Secretary. 

Mr.  S.  then  observed  that,  in  Hay,  1830,  hn  act  was 
passed  reducing  the  duties  on  teas  to  about  one-half  of 
the  then  existing  duty,  to  take  efiect  from  the  1st  of 
January  coming.  Now,  said  Hr.  S.,  the  object  of  these 
memorials  is  to  have  it  settled,  that  if  any  redaction  of  the 
duties  on  teas  be  made,  that  such  reduction  shall  take 
effect  simultaneously  with  that  provided  for  under  the  ex- 
isting law.  The  petitioners  have  shown  to  the  commit- 
tee,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  the  holders  of  teas  have  suffered  to 
the  amount  of  two  millions  of  dollars,  in  consequence  of 
being  kept  in  a  state  of  suspense  by  Congress  tampering 
so  frequently  with  the  subject,  no  law  having  effectually 
taken  place  till  Hay,  1830,  although  the  proposition  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  teas  had  frequently  been  agitated. 
When  the  memorials  were  referred  to  the  committee,  they 
took  lip  the  subject  with  the  most  favorable  impressions, 
and  with  the  fuUest  intention  to  bestow  on  it  the  speediest 
action;  but,  on  mature  deliberation,  it  bad  been  consder- 
ed  ttiat  it  would  be  impossible,  at  tbia  late  period  of  the 
month,  to  act  on  it  ao  as  to  get  a  biU  through  both  Houses 
of  Congress  before  the  1st  of  January.  A  very  respect- 
able deputation  from  the  memorialists,  said  Mr.  S.,  at- 
tended the  committee,  and  they  had  been  perfectly  satis- 
fied tluit  the  objects  they  had  in  view  could  not  now  be 
carried  into  effect  Many  gentlemen  of  the  other  House, 
and  some  <^  this,  remarked  Mr.  S.,  would  not  consent  to 
act  on  a  bill  of  the  nature  contemplated  by  the  memo- 
rialists, without  going  into  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  committee  bad  been 
compelled  to  report,  as  ihey  had  done,  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient at  this  time  to  act  on  the  subject.  He  [Mr.  3.] 
was  in  &vor  of  a  considerable  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
teas,  to  take  effect  after  the  public  debt  shall  have  been 
paid.  He  did  not  differ  materially  with  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts:  he  agreed  with  him  that  a  further 
reduction  of  the  duties  was  necessary;  he  would  even  re- 
duce the  duties  to  a  greater  degree  than  asked  for  by  the 
petitioners  themselves.  The  Senator  from  Massacliusetts 
disagreed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  Se- 
cretary, said  Mr.  S.,  had  given  no  opinion  on  the  subject. 
The  committee  had  addressed  a  letter  to  him,  stating  the 
views  of  the  memorialists,  and  the  necessity  of  an  irame- 
dii^  answer.  An  answer  had  been  returned  the  very 
next  day;  and  what  (Ud  the  Secretary  say? 

'*  The  department  is  not  satisfied — though  upon  this 
point  I  do  not  wish  to  be  conmdered  as  expressing  a  posi- 
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tive  opinion — that  it  will  be  expedient  at  any  time  to  re- 
duce the  duties  on  teas  materiidl}-  lower  than  the  rates  of 
January  next." 

How  fiir  the  Secretary  was  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of 
duties  on  teas,  he  could  not  say;  but  he,  for  one,  would 
be  willing  to  take  off  the  duties  altogether,  not  only  on 
teas,  but  on  many  other  articles  not  necessary  for  the  en- 
couragement of  American  industry.  He  had  no  conceal- 
ment of  his  views  as  to  the  tariff;  he  was  prepared,  or 
nearly  so,  to  report  a  modification  of  it,  though  he  did 
not  know  if  the  Committee  on  Finance  had  a  right  to  in- 
terfere with  the  subject  It  was  their  appropriate  duty, 
to  be  sure,  but  the  buuness  had  been  taken  from  under 
their  control  nnce  the  year  1828,  and  confided  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  If  the  Senate  would  con- 
fide the  business  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  he  would 
pledge  himself  tlutt  a  bill  would  be  speedily  reported  for 
tlte  reduction  of  the  duties  on  articles  of  importation. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said,  that  when  the  report  was 
presented  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  he  under- 
stood that  it  was  against  any  further  reduction  of  the  du- 
ties on  tea,  in  conformity  to  what  seemed  to  be  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  committee, 
he  «ras  glad  now  to  learn,  only  thought  it  impracticable 
to  effect  the  reduction  by  the  1st  of  January,  but  were 
in  favor  of  reducing  the  duty.  The  intention  of  the  me- 
morialists from  New  York  and  Philadelphia,  to  which  be 
was  disposed  to  assent,  was  to  have  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  take  place  on  the  Ist  of  January  next.  _  But  this 
was  not  the  exclusive  time  to  which  the  memorialists  con- 
fined their  petition.  Their  object  was  to  have  the  reduc- 
tion take  place  as  early  as  possible.  And  if  it  could  not 
be  effected  at  the  time  first  mentioned,  the  1st  of  Febru- 
ary, or  even  the  1st  day  of  March,  would  meet  their 
wishes.  The  tea  now  in  bond,  with  the  exception  of 
occasional  parcels  taken  otit  for  immediate  consumption, 
would  have  remuned  in  the  custom-house  until  tliat  act 
should  take  effect,  if  it  was  not  before  the  1st  of  Febnu^ 
ry  or  March,  and  thus  their  object  would  be  substantially 
attuned.  This,  however,  said  Mr.  C,  was  not  the  most 
important  aim  of  the  memorials.  The  principal  motive  in 
presenting  them  was  to  ascertain  the  sentiments  of  Con- 
gress in  relation  to  a  further  and  definitive  reduction  of 
the  duty,  with  the  view  to  the  regulation  of  their  commer- 
cial operations,  and  on  this  point  they  were  left  totally  in 
suspense  by  the  report  of  the  committee.  No  gentleman, 
continued  Mr.  C.  in  answer  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
huid,  who  has  reflected  on  the  subject,  as  connected 
with  the  financial  interests  of  the  country,  would  believe 
that  a  retention  of  the  duty  was  necessary  to  effect  the 
payment  of  the  national  debt  by  the  day  which  had  been 
designated  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

It  was  impos.<iible  to  consider  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  this  article  ulone,  without  examining  the  g^eat  and  im- 
portant question  of  the  tariff  in  general,  which  embraced 
the  leading  interests  of  the  country  within_  its  scope. 
The  unimportant  as  well  as  important  articles  included  in 
the  tariff  must  come  into  consideration.  Those  which 
were  protected,  as  well  as  those  which  were  unprotected, 
by  our  present  system  of  policy,  demanded  their  due  share 
of  our  consideration.  It  would  be  impossible  to  examine 
one  ai'ticle  separately,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  connexion  which  it  bore  with  others  which  were 
equally  subject  to  duties,  nor  without  considering  the 
whole  system  of  protection  and  revenue  of  the  country. 
But  if  there  were  any  one  article  which  might  be  consi- 
dered distinctly,  that  article  was  tea,  which,  if  we  take  its 
almost  universal  consumption  into  view,  must  be  regarded 
as  one  of  the  necessaries  of  life.  The  gentleman  who 
submitted  the  report  stated  that  he  did  not  intend  to  an- 
nounce the  determination  of  the  committee,  much  less  of 
the  Senate,  as  being  indisposed  to  the  granting  of  a  further 
reduction.    To  this  explanation  he  was  not  disposed  to 


object;  but  he  thought  the  committee  mi^ht  have  acted 
imme<Uately  on  the  subject  of  the  memorials  without  in- 
convenience or  injury.  He  did  not  wish  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  the  bill  which  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee had  proposed  in  relation  to  the  total  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  this  article. 

But  that  Senator  had  stated  as  his  individual  opinion, 
and  not  that  of  the  committee,  that  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  ought  not  to  take  effect  until  the  liquidation  of  the 
national  debt.  He  [Mr.  C]  would,  in  reply,  observe, 
that  if  the  Senator  did  intend  to  defer  it  until  the  whole 
debt,  including  the  three  per  cent.,  was  paid,  be  might 
perhaps  luve  to  wait  much  long^er  tlian  he  supposed.  It 
could,  said  Mr.  C,  be  easily  shown  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  effect  the  payment  of  the  entire  debt  by  the  time 
proposed,  to  retain  any  part  of  the  duty  upon  tea.  The' 
debt  may  be  discharged  by  the  4th  March,  1833,  and  the 
duty  be  now  reduced  or  repealed  tn  ioio.  He  hoped, 
however,  tlut  few  would  be  found  willing  to  sanction  the 
improvident  project  of  paying  off  a  capital  yielding  only 
three  per  cent,  by  the  appropriation  of  a  capital  worth  six 
per  cent.,  and  raising  this  capital  by  an  unnecessary  con- 
tinuance of  burden  from  which  the  consumption  of  the 
country  might  be  relieved.  The  report  submitted  yes- 
terday by  the  committee  being  now  explained  to  settle 
nothing  but  that  a  bill  could  not  be  got  through  the  two 
Houses  to  take  effect  on  the  1st  of  January  next,  he  was 
not  disposed,  with  that  explanation,  to  call  for  any  expres- 
sion of  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  but  would  acquiesce  in 
any  disposition  of  tha  report. 

Having  placed  a  different  construction  on  the  report, 
especially  afler  perusing  the  accompanying  letter  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  had  intended  to  make  a 
proposition,  which  he  would  not  now  submit.  Whilst  he 
was  decidedly  in  favor  of  a  substantial  preservation  of  the 
system  of  protection,  he  was  ready  to  concur  in  any  mea- 
sure of  relief  to  the  country  not  inconsistent  with  it. 
And  he  did  not  think  that  the  object  of  paying  off  the 
whole  public  debt  by  a  precise  day  in  the  vear  1833, 
ou'glit  to  delay,  for  one  moment,  the  repeal  of  duties 
on  objects  not  falling  within  the  scope  of  that  system. 
Having  njtde  this  explanation,  he  would  not  fui  tlier  trou- 
ble the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  if  gentlemen  had  suffered  tlie  ques- 
tion to  be  taken  on  this  report  without  debate,  lie  would 
have  been  content  to  give  his  silent  vote  in  its  favor.  The 
only  question  presented  by  the  report  was,  whether  it  was 
expedient  to  pass  a  bill  greatly  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
teas,  to  take  effect  on  the  Ist  of  January  next.  He  con- 
curred with  the  committee,  that  such  a  measure  would  not 
be  expedient,  even  if  it  were  practicable.  But,  said  Mr. 
H.,  as  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the  Senatfe  have  not 
confined  themselves  to  this  cjuestion,  but  have  gone  into 
an  explanation  of  some  of  their  views  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  tariff,  (a  modification  of  some 
sort  being  admitted  on  all  hands  to  have  become  neces- 
sary,) it  was  perhaps  proper  that  he  should  also  express 
his  opinion,  in  order  to  "  exclude  the  conclosion"  that 
there  was  a  general  concurrence  in  all  the  views  which 
had  been  presented  in  the  report,  or  by  the  gentlemen 
who  had  favored  the  Senate  with  their  sentiments.  It  was 
certainly  desirable  that  tliere  should  be  no  misunderstand- 
ing on  this  subject,  either  here  or  elsewhere,  and  he  was 
most  anxious  that.^o  far  as  his  own  views  were  concerned, 
and,  perhaps,  he  might  add,  the  views  of  those  with  whom 
be  usually  acted  on  such  questions,  gentlemen  should 
not  delude  themselves  with  the  belief  that  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  tariff  would  be  at  all  satisfactory,  which  should 
not  be  effected  on  the  broad  principle  of  perfect  justice 
and  equality.  The  churman  of  the  committce^[Mr. 
Smith]  had  told  us  that  he  was  not  only  prepared  gveativ 
to  reduce  the  duties  upon  tea,  but  upon  nil  other  articlts 
which  did  not  enter  into  competition  with  our  mamifac- 
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tnrtt)  he  spoke  of  imposing  upon  such  articles  what  he 
WIS  plessed  to  call  pro  forma  duties,  while  the  obnoxious 
amclcs,  by  which  I  presume  he  meant  the  protected  arti- 
cles, vere  to  remain  subject  to  other,  and,  of  course, 
higher — perhaps  the  existing — ^rate  of  duties.  The  gen- 
tleman had  referred,  in  illustration  of  his  views,  to  a  bill 
rtported  by  himself  last  year  for  the  reduction  often  mil- 
Coos  of  taxes.  Against  the  scheme  embraced  in  that  bill, 
Mr.  H.  felt  himself  bound,  now  and  at  all  times,  to  enter 
his  earnest  and  decided  protest.  What  was  that  scheme? 
Why,  that  from  all  articles  of  luxury  the  taxes  should  be 
tskenctf  entirely,  while  from  articles  of  absolute  necessity 
they  were  to  remain  undiminished — articles  consumed  by 
the  rich  were  to  come  into  the  country  duty  free,  while 
irtides  consumed  by  tlie  poor  were  to  be  burdened  with 
eiorbiUnt  taxation.  The  rich  man  was  to  drinlc  his  costly 
wine^  »nd  hii  family  to  be  arrayed  in  fine  silks,  without 
piling  one  cent  towards  the  expenses  of  tJie  Government, 
while  the  poor  man  was  to  be  heavily  taxed  on  the  coarse 
woollens  which  were  to  shield  himself  and  his  family  from 
the  winter's  cold.  Now,  could  a  system  of  taxation,  rest- 
ii^  on  such  principles,  be  seriously  defended.'  Could  it 
be  tolerated  in  a  free  country,  and  a  Uberal  and  enlighten- 
ed «gt'    He  trusted  not.     There  is  another  objecUon  to 

this  scheme,  which  was  to  his  mind  equally  conclusive 

H  WIS,  that  by  it  the  duties  were  to  be  taken  off  from  what 
WM  called  the  unprotected  articles— articles,  too,  of  gene- 
ni  consumption,  (and  which,  according  to  the  acknow- 
ledged principles  of  political  economy,  and  the  common 
consent  of  all  mankind,  are  tlie  proper  subjects  for  taxa- 
hoo,)  and  the  entire  revenue  of  the  country  was  to  be 
nb«l  upon  the  protected  articles— upon  cottons,  woollens, 
tna  iron—articles  of  necessity,  on  wliich  enormous  duties 
«re  now  imposed — duties  wh'ich  operate  as  a  heavy  tax  on 
certain  portions  of  tlie  country,  and  certain  branches  of 
industry,  and  as  a  bounty  to  other  portions  of  the  country, 
ud  other  branches  of  industry. 

Against  a  system  so  unjust,  unequal,  and  oppresave,  the 
tix-piymg  people  of  the  United  States,  those  who  receive 
00  portion  of  the  bounties  of  the  protecting  system,  the 
people  of  the  Southern  States,  those  whom  he  in  part  re- 
presented on  this  floor,  must  forever  protest.  Let  not 
•ny  gentleman  "  lay  the  flattering  unction  to  his  soul," 
that  these  people  would  be  satisfied  with  any  arrange- 
ment of  the  tariff  which  shall  not  go  the  full  length  of 
"wging  down  the  duties  to  the  true  revenue  standard, 
the  rusing  no  more  money  from  duties  than  may  be  ne- 
c««»ry  for  the  just  purposes  of  Government,  and  to  raise 
this  amount  from  duties  to  be  arranged  on  fair  and  equal 
principles— a  reasonable  ad  valorem  duty  on  all  articles 
protected  or  unprotected— a  system  which  shall  be  based 
on  the  great  principle  of  equal  benefits  and  equal  bur- 
m"\  ^""^"^  '  ^***™»  »"d  such  only,  could  ever  recon- 
cile the  people  to  the  operation  of  the  tariff,  or  quiet  the 
discontents  which  hatl  sprung  out  of  the  existing,  unjust, 
and  oppressive  system. 

There  was  one  remark  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ci.at,]  which  met  his  hearty  concurrence; 
it  was,  that  this  system  could  not  be  satis&ctorily  arranged 
by  taking  np  a  single  article — as  tea,  for  instance — and 
acting  separately  upon  that.  The  gentleman  laid  down 
fte  true  rule,  when  he  said,  that,  to  determine  the  reduc- 
tion proper  on  any  given  article,  you  must  take  a  compre- 
hensive view  of  the  whole  system.  Nothing  can  be  clearer, 
s«d  Mr.  H.,  than  that,  in  order  to  decide  what  reduction 
oueht  to  be  made  upon  tea,  you  must  also  inquire  what 
itauction  should  be  made  upon  wines,  silks,  and  spices. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  to  determine  the  reduction  pro- 
per to  be  made  upon  these  articles,  without  also  taking 
nto  consideration  what  reduction  should  be  made  upon 
cottons,  woollens,  and  iron.  We  must  take  a  large  and 
ccmprehenave  view  of  the  whole  subject,  and  examine 
erery  article,  whether  pVotected  or  unprotected,  before 
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we  can  decide  wisely  or  justly  as  to  the  extent  of  the  re- 
duction to  be  made  upon  each. 

There  was  anotlier  remark  which  fell  from  that  gentle- 
man, in  which  he  [Mr.  H.]  entirely  concurred;  it  was^ 
that  it  was  more  important  that  the  proposed  reduction  of 
duties  should  take  effect  at  an  early  day,  than  that  the 
public  debt  should  be  extinguished  on  the  4th  March,  1833, 
as  suggested  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  He  was 
one  of  those  (as  was  well  known  to  the  Senate)  who  had 
been,  for  years  past,  constantly  pressing  for  the  speedy 
extinction  of  the  pubHc  debt.  But  this  was  not  because 
he  considered  the  small  amount  which  remained  of  that 
debt  as  any  very  grievous  burden  on  the  country,  but 
because  he  hoped  that  when  the  public  debt  should  be 
extinguished,  there  would  no  longer  remain  any  excuse 
or  apology  for  keeping  up  the  enormous  duties  under 
which  those  whom  he  represented,  as  well  as  the  people 
of  other  portions  of  the  country,  had  been  borne  down. 
But  if  the  question  was  presented  to  him,  whether  the 
taxes  should  be  kept  up  for  two  yeara  longer,  in  order  to 
extinguish  the  debt,  on  a  given  day,  or  be  immediately  re- 
duced, he  should  go  for  the  reduction,  even  though  the 
payment  of  the  £bt  should  be  made  in  three  aniuial  in- 
stalments instead  of  being  entirely  paid  off  in  one  year. 
The  most  important  conaderation,  in  his  estimation — more 
important,  he  was  persuaded,  at  this  time,  than  all  othen 
put  together,  was,  that  there  should  be  an  immediate  re- 
duction of  the  public  burdens,  and  that  the  duties  should, 
as  speedily  as  possible,  be  brought  down  to  the  lowest 
amount  necessary  to  provide  for  the  expencUtures  of  the 
Government,  on  proper  and  constitutional  objects.  Until 
this  is  done,  it  is  in  vain  to  hope  that  the  people  will  ever 
be  reconciled  to  the  operation  of  this  system;  and  should 
we  be  able  to  effect  it,  the  causes  of  discontent  will  be  re- 
moved, and  peace  and  harmony  will  once  more  be  happily 
restoreid. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  he  did  not  perceive  a  posmble 
advantage  to  either  of  the  several  interests  alluded  to  in 
debate,  which  could  arise  from  a  vote  of  concurrence 
with  the  committee.  The  report  adopts  no  opinion;  sug- 
gests no  course  of  policy;  invites  no  commitment  by  t^ 
Senate  in  regard  to  the  continuance  or  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  teas.  As  now  explained  by  the  chairman,  it  as> 
serts  the  fact,  that  such  an  act  as  the  memorialists  ask  for, 
cannot  be  preraed  through  Congress  within  the  period 
limited  by  the  memorial.  The  committee  did  not  mtend 
it  to  have  any  influence  whatever  upon  the  question  of  a 
partial  or  total  repeal  of  the  duty.  ^  In  this  view  of  the 
subject,  it  would  accomplish  the  object  of  the  committee, 
to  allow  the  report  to  lie  on  the  table,  as  effectually  as  to 
adopt  it  by  tlie  resolution  now  before  the  Senate.  A  con- 
trary course  might  have  the  effect  to  embarrass  the  Senate 
in  its  future  action  upon  this  subject,  by  a  technical  appli- 
cation of  the  rule  which  prohibits  the  consideration  of  a 
subject  a  second  time,  after  a  previous  disposition  of  it  Uie 
same  session.  The  committee  say  it  is  inexpedient  now 
to  legisUte,  thereby,  it  seems,  intending  the  interval  be- 
tween the  report  and  the  1st  of  January;  but  it  may  well 
be  contended  at  a  future  day,  that  noMf  will  apply  to  any 
part  and  all  of  the  session.  He  certainly  anticipated  the 
appearance  of  this  question  at  a  future  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, and  wislied  to  avoid  any  possible  d/fiBculty  from  tiie 
rule. 

There  were,  however,  more  important  considerations 
to  urge  the  propriety  of  the  dispoation  he  proposed  to 
make  of  the  report.  The  committee  set  forth  the  nature 
and  object  of  the  memorial,  that  they  had  addressed  a 
letter  to  the  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury,  inviting  a  disclo- 
sure of  his  views  in  regard  to  the  probable  effect  on  the 
finances;  tiiey  refer  to  his  letter  in  answer,  which  is  given 
at  large,  and  conclude,  without  entering  into  any  argu- 
ment, that  it  is  inexpedient  now  to  legislate  upon  the 
subject.    In  his  letter,  the  Secretary  g^ves  an  opinion  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


19 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


20 


.SlKATE.] 


The  Tariff— nt  British  Colonial  Trade. 


[Dec.  21,  22,  1831. 


pes' live  terms,  that  it  is  not  expedient  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  tea  before  March,  1833,  and  an  opinion,  not  positive, 
that  the  policy  of  reducing  it  at  any  time  thereafter  is,  at 
least,  questionable.  He  was  pleased  to  hear  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  unequivocally  dissent  from  this  last 
opinion.  For  himself,  he  was  directly  opposed  both  to 
the  positivie  opinion,  and  the  opinion  not  positive;  but  he 
did  not  rise  to  discuss  that  matter.  His  object  was,  to 
leave  the  way  open  for  a  future  discussion,  unprejudiced 
by  what  should  be  done  with  this  report. 

Upon  this  statement,  then,  he  submitted  to  the  commit- 
tee, whether  the  publication  of  their  report,  with  the 
letter  of  the  Secretary,  which,  although  not  adopted  in 
terms  by  the  language  of  the  report,  is  yet  referred  to  as 
>  document  proper  to  be  considered,  and  against  the 
doctrines  of  which  no  exception  is  taken — ^he  submitted 
to  the  Senate,  whether  the  putting  forth  such  a  paper 
would  not  be  likely  to  create  the  belief  that  the  Secreta- 
ry's argument  and  reasons  were  the  foundation  upon  which 
the  conclunon  of  the  committee  rested.  And  whether, 
if  the  Senate  were  to  vote  its  concurrence,  it  would  not 
be  received  as  an  acquiescence  with  the  opinions  of  tlie 
Secretary.  As  the  actual  state  of  opinion  m  the  Senate 
was  probably  of  a  character  quite  opposed  to  such  acqui- 
escence, and  as  such  an  effect  on  public  sentiment  was  not 
designed  or  desired,  he  would  propose  what  seemed  to 
be  the  effectual  means  of  preventing  it.  He  therefore 
moved  to  lay  the  report  with  the  memorial  on  the  table. 

The  report  was  laid  on  the  table  accordingly. 

WiDVISDAT,  DeCEKBIB  21. 

THE  TARIFF. 
Hr.  POINDEXTER  laid  the  following  resolutions  on 
the  Uble: 

1.  Haohed,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  duties 
on  foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed  on  any  article  imported 
into  the  United  States  more  than  twenty  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  so  im- 
ported below  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem;  and  to  arrange 
such  duties,  having  regard  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the 
country,  so  as  to  produce  a  nett  revenue  of  not  less  than 
fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually. 

2.  Retohtd,  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  ope- 
ration to  said  system  of  duties  on  the  30tb  day  of  June  next. 

THE  BRITISH  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  resolutions  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Hoines, 
asking  further  information  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  relation  to  the  British  West  India  colonial  trade, 
were  taken  up. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  the  resolution  asked  information 
on  a  subject  which  was  as  yet  involved  in  uncertainty, 
and  on  which  further  information  was  highly  necessary 
and  important.  He  made  these  remarks  as  a  preface  to 
an  amendment  of  the  resolution  which  he  was  about  to 
propose.  Some  time  since,  measures  had  been  taken,  and 
negotiations  entered  into,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
place  our  commercial  intercourse  with  the  British  Ameri- 
can colonies  on  terms  of  reciprocal  advantages.  This 
negotiation  had  failed;  and  the  endeavors  to  make  such 
arrangements  and  fix  the  duties  on  either  part  on  some 


Government  here  to  the  minister  at  the  court  of  St. 
James;  pven,  sir,  in  terms  and  in  a  temper  which  may 
very  properly  become  the  subject  of  public  examination 
and  comment  herei  I  say,  sir,  of  pubUc  examination  and 
comment. 

There  is  at  least  %  large  portion  of  the  commercial  com- 
munity, who  have  felt,  and  seriously  felt,  the  inconvenience 
of  the  present  arrangement.  The  resolution  submitted 
by  the  gentleman  from  Maine  asks  for  important  informa- 
tion on  the  subject;  but  there  are  some  particulars  which, 
if  known,  would  enable  the  Senate  to  understand  more 
clearly  the  effect  which  the  present  arrangement'  has  had 
on  our  commerce,  and  which  are  not  embraced  in  the 
call.  The  resolution  does  not  ask  the  President  to  state 
the  months  in  which  such  clearances  were  respectively 
made,  and  whether  from  British  colonial  ports  or  British 
West  India  ports,  which  it  is  equally  important  that  the 
Senate  should  understand  as  the  particulars  mentioned  in 
the  resolution.  Immediately  on  the  annunciation  of  the 
arrangement  entered  into  by  Mr.  McLane  with  the  British 
negotiators,  a  bill  was  entered  into  the  British  Parliament, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  enhance  the  duties  on  those 
articles  of  commerce  which  were  carried  by  our  vessels 
to  the  colonies,  which  would,  if  adopted,  produce  an  im- 
portant change  in  the  trade  to  the  colonies,  and  serious 
injuries  would  result  to  the  commercial  interest. 

The  State  of  Maine  exported  a  great  quantity  of  lumber 
(and  ship  timber^  to  the  British  colonies  previous  to  this 
arrangement,  in  her  own  vessels;  but  since  that  time  the 
trade  had  been  almost  exclusively  carried  on  by  Britislt 
merchants  in  British  vessels.  This  was  true  with  regard 
to  most  articles  exported  from  the  New  England  States, 
with  the  exception  of  live  stock,  which  was  still  exported 
fi'omt)onnecticut,and  perhaps  some  elsewhere,  in  Ameri- 
can vessels;  therefore  the  object  of  the  resolution,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  is  to  learn  in  what  employment 
our  ships  had  been  engaged  since  the  commercial  treaty 
went  into  operation.  Before  this  arrangement,  our  ship* 
went  a  longer  and  more  circuitous  voyage  than  those  of 
England;  but  our  profits  were  also  much  greater,  by 
trading  with  the  British  colonies  tliroughthe  neutral  ports, 
than  those  of  British  vessels  emjiloyed  in  the  direct  trade. 
Mr.  W.  said  he  conceived  the  information  requested  by 
the  resolution  insufficient  to  enable  the  Senate  to  ascertain 
the  precise  bearing  which  the  present  arrangement  has 
had  upon  our  commerce,  and  submitted  the  follo'wing 
amendment,  which  was  agreed  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Maine,  and  adopted  as  part  of  the  resolutions,  as  follows: 

"And  state  the  months  in  which  such  clearances  were 
respectively  made,  and  whether  from  British  colonial  ports 
or  from  British  West  India  ports;" 

Which  amendment  was  inserted  immediately  following 
the  words  "since  the  President's  proclamation,  5lh  Octo- 
ber, 1830." 

After  some  conversation  between  Mr.  Hoimes  and  Mr. 
Smith,  the  resolutions  were  laid  on  the  table,  on  the  pro- 
mise of  the  lattergentleman  to  call  them  up  again  to-morroy. 

Thubsbat,  Decembeb  22. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Poix- 
DEXTER,  were,  on  his  motion,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given,  Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked 
and  obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  concerning  Martha 


equal  basis,  sothatthe  duties  imposed  on  American  vessels !  Hjnaolph,  daughter  and  only  surviving  child  of  Thomas 
entering  the  British  colonial  ports  should  be  no  higher  jeflerson,  deceased;  which  was  twice  read,  and  referred 
than  those  imposed  on  their  own  vessels,  were  then  inef.  to  a  select  committee,  consisting  of  Mr.  Poixdexteb,  Mr. 
fectual.     The  object  of  that  proposed  arrangement jvas  Clat,  Mr.  Tyler,  Mr.  Hatne,  and  Mr.  Webster. 


for  the  benefit  of  commerce  as  well  as  navigation.  The 
British  Government  not  consenting  to  comply  with  terms 
which  that  administration  conceived  just  and  necessary, 
the  navigation  was,  by  direction  of  the  Executive,  aban- 


THE  BRITISH  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.    SMITH,  agreeably  to  his  promise  of  yesterday, 
called  up   for  consideration  the  following  resolutions  of 


doned)   since   which    period  an   arrangement  has  been  Mr.  Hoixes,  as  amended  by  Mr.  Websteb. 

completed,  in  conformity  with  instructions  pven  by  the  |     Raolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause  to 
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be  communicated  to  the  Senate  the  number  of  vessels,  and 
their  tonna(^  and  cargoes,  which  have  cleared  from  any 
ports  in  the  United  States  to  any  port  or  place  in  the 
Britldi  American  colonics  since  the  President's  proclama- 
tion of  5th  October,  1830,  and  state  the  months  in  which 
such  clearances  were  respectively  made;  and  whether 
finm  British  colonial  ports,  or  British  AVest  India  ports — 
distinguishing^  those,  if  any,  which  cleared  for  such  ports 
and  place,  "and  a  market,"  or  for  a  British  port  or  place, 
or  some  other  port  or  place;  distinguishing,  also,American 
from  foreign  tonnage,  and  also  the  entries  of  all  vessels 
from  any  British  colonial  port,  with  their  cargoes,  since 
the  above  proclamation;  distinguishing  the  tonnage  as 
above,  and  designating  the  British  -port  or  place  from 
whence  the  cargoes  were  imported. 

Rooked,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform  the 
Senate  what  amount  of  American  and  foreign  tonnage 
(distinguishing  them)  has  been  cleared  for,  and  entered 
from,  Oie  Swedish  and  Danish  West  Indies,  since  the  Prc- 
sadent's  proclamation  of  the  5th  October,  1830,  with  the 
kizKl  and  amount  of  the  cargoes. 

BcKthed,  Tliat  the  President  be  requested  to  inform  the 
Senate  w^hether,  since  hb  proclamation  of  the  5th  of 
October,  1830,  Britbh  vessels  have  cleared  from  the 
United  States  for  any  port  in  the  British  continental 
colonies  in  America,  and  have  sailed  directly  to  the  British 
West  Indies,  by  virtue  of  clearances  previously  obtained 
Irom  custom-houses  in  those  continental  colonies,  thus 
performing  voyages  circuitous  on  paper,  but  in  fact  direct. 

Seaohed,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  what  are  the  duties  paid  on  British  American 
vessels  and  their  cargoes  respectively,  in  British  ports  in 
the  West  Indies  and  the  other  British  American  colonies, 
(fistinguishing  between  the  West  Indies  and  the  other 
colonies,  between  American  and  British  vesseb,  and  the 
produce  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  colonies. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  had  no  intention  to  oppose  the 
adoption  of  the  resolutions;  they  would  probably  elicit 
information,  which  might  be  desmible  to  the  Senate.  He 
thought  that  the  third  resolution  might  be  withdrawn, 
although  he  would  make  no  motion  on  the  subject.  He 
merely  submitted  the  idea  to  the  mover.  That  resolution 
supposed  a  case,  on  which  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
can  hare  no  information.  It  supposes  that  a  captain  shall 
present  a  manifest,  on  oath,  to  the  collector  of  a  port, 
say  of  New  Brunswick,  dechtrlng  that  he  has  on  board  of 
the  vessel  he  commands  five  hundred  barrels  of  flour, 
slthough  he  has  not  a  single  barrel;  but  he  has  bribed  the 
tide-waiter  to  report  that  he  has  on  board  the  quantity 
represented  in  his  manifest.  He  obtains  a  clearance  for 
Jamaica,  and  proceeds  to  a  port  in  the  United  States,  say 
Alexandria;  he  there  takes  on  board  his  vessel  exactly 
five  hundred  barrels  of  flour,  clears  out  for  Jamaica,  and 
immediately  on  getting  to  sea  destroys  his  American  clear- 
ance, and  makes  his  entry  in  that  port  under  his  British 
clearance,  and  thus  cheats  his  own  country  of  fuur-fii\hs 
of  the  duty,  say  four  hundred  dollars,  and  defrauds  our 
narigation  of  the  carrying  of  that  quantity  of  flour.  Now 
all  this  may  be  done  at  the  risk  of  vessel  and  cargo,  and 
of  being  punished  for  pequry,  fiar  tlius  defrauding  the 
revenue.  But,  «r,  he  must  be  not  only  a  rogue,  but  a 
CdoI,  if  he  shall  communicate  the  trick  he  has  played  on 
his  Government  to  the  collector  of  Alexandria;  without 
vhich  disclosure,  he  [Mr,  S.]  could  not  perceive  how  the 
Secretarj-  of  the  Treasury  can  be  informed  of  the  trans- 
action. However,  said  Mr.  S.,  if  the  Senator  from  Maine 
wishes  that  it  shall  go  to  the  Secretary,  I  shall  make  no 
oppoetion. 

Mr.  S.  proceeded  to  remark,  that  a  mode  had  been  in- 
troduced by  a  celebrated  gentleman,  which  was  said  to 
be  parliamentary.  It  was,  that  a  Senator  intending  to 
introduce  a  resolution,  prefixed  it  with  a  speech,  which 
be  bad  considered  and  prepared  with  calculations  of  his 


own,  and  documents  selected  for  the  purpose.  It  came 
on  the  Senate  by  surprise :  few,  if  any,  Senators  were  pre- 
pared to  answer.  This  was  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Senator  from  Maine:  he  did  not  wait  for  the  information 
which  the  resolutions  required,  but  took  his  own  views, 
which  might  be  rig^t,  or  might  be  wrong.  He  has  pro- 
duced figures  to  show  a  great  loss  to  the  navigating 
interest.  He  may  be  right.  Mr.  S.  said  he  had  not  ex-  ■ 
amined  his  figures,  nor  had  he  time  to  examine  them. 
The  answers  to  the  resolutions  may  show  a  different  re- 
sult. Mr.  S.  would  not  pretend  to  say  that  they  would; 
but  he  would  say  that  he  had  seen  statements  made  from 
wrong  documents  to  make  out  a  case,  which  statements 
proved  to  be  entirely  unfounded  when  the  true  documents 
were  applied.  The  Senator  from  Maine  has  shown  a 
large  amount  of  tonnage  employed  in  the  trade  to  the 
neutral  islands,  whilst  they  were  tlie  entrepot  for  all  the 
islands,  deducting  from  which  the  tonnage  employed  since 
the  arrangement  made  with  Great  Britain,  he  derives  an 
immense  Toss  to  our  navigation,  and  concludes  that  the 
bargain  has  eventuated  to  our  great  injury.  But,  Mr. 
President,  no  fair  trial  has  been  made:  the  proclamation 
of  the  President,  opening  our  ports,  was  issued  on  the  5th 
October,  and  probably  went  by  the  packetfof  the  8th.  It 
may  have  arrived  in  England  in  thirty  days.  Some  days 
ought  to  be  allowed  for  the  British  Government  to  make 
up  their  despatches  to  their  minister  here,  and  to  the 
island  and  North  American  colonies.  A  passage  to  the 
United  States  of  five  or  six  weeks,  at  that  season  of  the 
year,  would  be  considered  a  fair  one.  Wo  may,  there- 
fore, presume  that  it  took  three  months,  whicu  would 
bring  the  receipt  to  the  8th  January,  when  our  riven 
and  many  of  our  harbors  were  obstructejl  by  the  ice, 
which  continued  until  the  1st  March,  so  that  we  can  only 
count  on  seven  montlis  of  open  trade.  Our  merchants 
were  not  prepared  for  this  trade:  it  had  been  stopped  for 
a  long  period,  and  had  been  diverted  into  other  channels. 
The  merchants  had,  before  they  could  commence,  to 
arrange  their  correspondence,  procure  vessels  properly 
fitted  for  the  trade,  and  assort  their  cargoes.  A  merchant 
does  not  enter  at  once  into  a  new  branch  of  commerce;  it 
takes  him  some  time  to  arrange  his  bumness,  mature  his 
plans,  and  .to  be  well  satisfied  with  the  prospects  held 
out,  before  he  engages  in  a  commerce  tliat  is  new  to  him. 
Is  it  then  fiur  or  candid,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  compare  such  a 
trade  of  seven  months,  withaknoMm  and  established  trade 
to  an  emporium  such  as  St.  Thomas,  for  twelve  months? 
Besides,  St.  Thomas  was  a  great  entrepot  for  all  the 
islands,  and  the  neighboring  continent.  Droghers  went 
there  from  other  than  the  British  islands,  some  from  the 
out-ports  of  Porto  Rico,  and  perhaps  from  the  French 
islands;  many  of  our  vessels  touched  at  St.  Thomas,  ard 
not  finding  a  good  market,  proceeded,  as  is  very  common, 
to  Porto  Rico,  to  all  the  ports  of  St.  Domingo,  to  Cuba, 
and  even  to  the  Spanish  main.  Besides,  the  consumption 
of  St.  Thomas  and  St  Cruz  (Danish  idands)  is  equal,  if 
not  greater,  than  any  of  the  British  windward  islands. 
The  simple  clearances  for  the  neutral  trade  were  no  cri- 
teria on  which  to  form  a  judgment  of  the  actual  bonafiU 
navigation  that  had  been  employed  in  it.  The  trade  is 
now  understood,  and  we  shall  be  better  capable  of  form- 
ing a  correct  judgment  on  the  subject  next  year.  Mr.  S. 
knew,  he  SMd,  that  the  trade  was  daily  increasing,  and 
would,  he  thought,  continue  to  increase.  This  fact  is  un- 
doubted, that  every  shipyard  in  the  United  States  has 
been  fully  employed  in  the  building  of  vessels  during  the 
present  year,  which  afforded  strong  presumptive  proof 
that  the  opening  of  the  colonial  trade  had  not  operated 
unfavorably  to  the  navigation  of  the  country.  It  is  equally 
well  known  that  very  few  of  the  shipyards  had  full  em- 
ployment prior  to  the  arrangement  having  been_  made. 
Many  of  the  vessels  that  have  been  built,  and  which  are 
now  building,  are  intended  for  the  West  India  trade}  and 
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if  he  [Mr.  8.]  was  well  informed,  (and  he  believed  he 
was,)  few  States  will  produce  more  new  tonnage  for  this 
trade  than  the  State  of  Maine.  Mr.  8.  remarked  that  he 
had  been  informed  that  the  commerce  of  Maine  had  in- 
creased most  rapidly  since  this  arrang'ement  had  been 
made,  and  that  the  merchants  had  attributed  the  increase 
mainhr  to  the  opening  of  the  West  India  trade;  tliat  they 
had  full  employment  for  their  sawmills,  the  rents  having 
risen  full  twenty -five  per  cent.  If  these  fiicts  be  correct, 
he  [Mr.  S.]  could  not  understand  that  the  navigating  in- 
terest had  suffered  any  injury,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had 
derived  benefit  from  the  arrangement  made  for  the  colo- 
nial trade  with  Great  Britain. 

The  Senator  from  Maine,  said  Mr.  8.,  read  yesterday  a 
schedule  of  duties  presented  by  Mr.  Herries  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  reasoned  upon  it  as  if  it  had  passed,  and 
had  become  a  law.  He  showed,  what  was  the  fact,  that 
it  would  have  imposed  such  duties  as  would  nearly  have 
annihilated  all  the  advantages  which  had  been  expected 
to  result  from  the  opening  of  the  blands  to  our  commerce. 
But,  Mr.  President,  was  it  fair,  was  it  acting  with  candor, 
to  attempt  to  pass  on  the  Senate  as  a  law  a  schedule  that 
never  bad  been  acted  upon — that,  in  fact,  was  no  law? 
It  it  well  known,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  Mr.  Herries  had  been 
one  of  the  late  ministry  of  Great  Britain,  and  had  retired 
from  office  a  few  days  afler  he  had  presented  his  schedule; 
that  he  [Mr.  S.l'had  said  yesterday,  that  he  well  remem- 
bered the  schedule  having  been  presented,  but,  as  far  as 
his  recollection  enabled  him  to  say,  he  felt  confident  that 
the  schedule  had  never  passed  into  a  law.  He  had  since 
reflected  on  the  subject,  and  would  now  say  that  the 
schedule  referred  to  never  had  become  a  law;  that  it  had 
died  a  natural  death,  as  some  of  our  own  propositions  do 
at  every  session.  He  [Mr.  9.]  admitted  that  new  regula- 
tions, perhaps  a  law,  had  been  made;  that  he  had  seen 
them;  and  that  they  were,  in  his  opinion,  highly  beneficial 
to  the  United  States.  Some  of  tiiem  he  would  mention 
from  memory.  Salted  beef  and  pork  had  been  prohibited 
by  the  act  of  1825;  they  were  now  admitted  into  their 
colonies  on  a  moderate  duty.  Much  of  the  produce  of  the 
United  States  is  admitted  into  Canada,  and  sent  even  to 
the  mother  country,  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of  Canada. 
Flour  is  not:  it  must  be  deposited  in  the  public  store,  and 
exported  agreeably  to  the  act  of  1825.  If  taken  out  for 
consumption,  it  must  pay  the  duty  imposed  by  that  act. 
But  flour  made  from  the  wheat  of  the  United  States  is 
frte,  as  if  made  from  the  grain  of.  Canada, 'and  may  be  ex- 
ported even  to  England,  where  it  will  be  admitted  when 
our  flour  is  not,  as  is  well  known.  Here,  then,  said  Mr. 
S.,  is  an  immense  advantage  to  our  fiirmers  of  Ohio, 
Michigan,  part  of  Pennsylvania,  New  York,  and  Vermont. 
But,  said  the  Senator  from  Maine,  is  it  right  that,  for  the 
advantage  to  those  States,  the  navigating  interest  should 
be  destroyed  by  depriving  it  of  the  carrying  of  those  pro- 
ducts? These  benefits  were  g^tuitous  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain;  they  form  no  part  of  the  arrangement  for 
the  colonial  trade;  they  might  have  been  adopted  by  Great 
Britain  if  no  arrangement  had  ever  been  made,  and  would 
have  produced  precisely  the  same  effect  as  to  the  navi. 
gating  interest.  There  may  be,  and  he  [Mr.  8.]  thought 
there  was,  some  addition  of  duty  in  the  new  regulations, 
differing  from  those  in  the  act  of  1825,  but,  as  far  as  he 
could  recollect,  they  were  unimportant. 

Mr.  S.  then  said  that  he  had  been  a  merchant,  and  had 
always  been  attentive  to  the  interests  of  navigation  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  but  he  had  never  lost  sight  of  the 
interest  of  agriculture:  on  that  all-important  interest  we 
depend;  and  if  the  agriculturist  has  now  obtained  an  ad- 
vantage to  the  injury  of  the  navigating  interest,  (which  he 
utterly  denied,)  it  is  for  the  first  tiipe.  Tlie  agrlculturisU 
have  been  deprived  of  a  free  and  open  market  for  their 
produce,  for  nearly  half  a  century;  and  for  what,  he 
would  ask?  To  subserve  the  interest  of  navigation.   They 


never  complained,  although  some  of  them  might  have 
thought  that  it  was  of  no  consequence  to  them  who  car- 
ried their  produce;  yet  they  submitted,  like  good  citizens, 
to  a  policy  that  was  for  the  general  interest. 

It  IS  idle,  said  Mr.  S.|  to  assert  that  the  navigating  In- 
terest has  suffered  from  the  effect  of  the  opening  of  the 
trade  to  the  British  colonies.  Every  circumstance  con- 
tradicts the  assertion.  When,  or  at  what  time,  were  the 
shipyards  as  fully  employed  in  building  as  at  present^ 
When  was  the  commerce  of  our  country  more  active  or 
more  flourishing  than  at  present?  When  were  the  wages 
of  all  persons  employed  in  ship-building  higher  than  at 
present?  In  fine,  when  was  our  nation  more  flourishing 
and  happy  than  at  the  present  day?  If  the  navigating  in- 
terest has  suffered,  the  loss,  if  any,  is  fully  compensated 
by  the  great  advantage  derived  from  the  open  trade  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  which  he  [Mr.  S.]  should  and 
did  consider  as  the  predominant  interest;  one  which  has 
never  received  any  special  advantage  from  the  GoTcm- 
ment,  but  in  many  instances  had  been  oppressed. 

We  legislate,  Mr.  President,  for  the  whole,  as  one 
great  whole;  and  in  commercial  legislation  advantages 
will  arise  to  one  portion  of  the  Union  that  cannot  be  en- 
joyed by  others.  What  special  interest  have  the  Western 
States  in  navigation?  How  small  is  the  interest  of  the 
Southern  States  in  it?  Tet  we  have  seen  those  States 
invariably  promoting  this  interest. 

Mr.  S.  had  not  intended,  when  he  rose,  to  say  more 
than  a  few  words  on  the  subject.  He  confessed  that  he 
was  not  fully  prepared;  that  he  had  spoken  from  recol- 
lection only;  had  looked  into  no  document,  but  had  been 
induced  to  make  these  remarks  in  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Maine. 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed  that  the  Senator  from  Mart- 
land  was  certainly  correct  in  saying  that  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  matter  under  discussion,  or  he  would  not  hare 
made  the  statements  he  did  yesterday,  and  repeated  to- 
day, that  the  British  Government  had  laid  no  discriminat- 
ing duties  on  the  American  trade  with  the  West  Indies. 
If  they  had  not,  how  then,  said  Mr.  H.,  could  our  agri- 
culture of  the  interior  be  benefited  at  the  expense  of  the 
commerce  of  the  Atlantic,  the  Britirii  tariff  remaining 
precisely  the  s.'une?  How  could  the  arrangement  of  Mr. 
McLane  produce  any  such  advantages  as  those  claimed  in 
the  President's  message  ?  Sir,  when  the  outlets  to  the 
Atlantic  are  closed,  our  produce  will  rush  out  through  the 
Canadas;  but  I  do  not  understand,  when  the  Atlantic  door 
is  opened,  how  our  agriculture  of  the  interior  can  beto 
much  benefited  when  our  tonnage  is  apparently  so  in- 
jured. When  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  made 
himself  acquainted  with  the  subject,  Mr.  H.  would  be 
pleased  to  be  informed  on  these  points.  Mr.  H.  observed, 
that,  before  the  arrangen»ent  of  Mr.  McLane,  we  had  a  vcrj- 
valuable  circuitous  trade  with  the  British,  which  was  rapidly 
increasing;  but  by  the  new  arrangement  it  appeared  to  be 
considerably  diminishing.  As  he  understood  the  gentle- 
man not  to  object  to  the  passage  of  the  resolution,  be 
should  not  now  enter  into  elaborate  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  the  positions  he  had  assumed;  but  when  the  matter 
should  again  come  before  the  Senate,  with  the  answer  ^ 
th6  President,  be  would  undertake  to  show  that  we  baa 
relinquished  a  productive  trade  for  one  less  valuable;  that 
we  had,  instead  of  abolishing  a  circuitous  trade,  made  one 
still  more  circuitous,  for  tlie  benefit  of  the  British,  snd 
carried  on  in  British  instead  of  American  vessels.  He 
would  undertake  to  show  what  was  the  state  of  our  com- 
merce in  1821,  what  was  the  tonnage  employed  in  it,  and, 
CMrying  it  down  to  1830,  show  how  it  stood  then;  and, 
said  he,  if  the  President  will  undertake  to  show  us  how  it 
has  stood  since,  we  shall  be  able  to  appreciate  the  mighty 
advantages  gained  to  us  under  this  much  lauded  iurange- 
mcnt.  He  would  undertake  to  show  that  we  had  sacrificed 
enough,  heaven  knew;  that  we  had  gt)ne  down  on  our 
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miRow-booes  to  the  British,  and  begred  them  to  take  all 
we  were  n  anxious  to  gfive  them,  and  that  they  were  not 
slow  to  arsil  themselres  of  the  advantages  so  liberally 
held  out  to  them.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  had 
conmitted,  aa  he  bad  before  observed,  a  f(reat  error  in 
supposng  tb»t  the  British  had  laid  no  discriminating  duties 
OD  our  tnde  with  the  West  Indies.  He  was  positive  that 
they  had,  and  he  would  tell  the  gentleman  where  he 
might  find  the  law.  It  was  published  in  the  British  Albion 
a  few  months  ago;  he  would  not  poKtively  say  it  was  the 
identical  schedule  prepared  by  Mr.  Herries;  but,  if  it  was 
not  that,  it  was  one  far  more  obnoxious.  The  gentleman 
had  £Ulen  into  another  error,  which  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  awrecting.  So  far  from  its  taking  our  mer- 
chants a  long  time  to  determine  how  to  shape  their 
iit>yages,  tlje  vessels  were  actually  loaded,  and  waiting  to 
sail  as  soon  as  they  beard  of  the  West  India  ports  being 
opened;  and  some  of  them,  when  they  amved  in  the 
Britidi  West  Indies,  found  that  they  had  no  business  there, 
and  were  forced  to  carry  theu-  cargoes  to  a  port  of  de- 
posite.  As  to  our  vesseb  being  blocked  up  by  the  ice, 
that  was  out  of  the  question.  Do  we  not  know  that  our 
vesseU  go  to  the  West  India  ports  all  the  winter?  Why, 
said  Mr.  H.,  those  are  the  very  places  in  winter  Ihey 
should  go  to;  so  that,  for  ten  month*  at  least,  we  might 
have  had  the  benefit  of  the  trade. 

The  calculation  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland  must  be 
wild  indeed,  if  he  supposes  that  three  months  must  tran- 
spire after  the  President's  proclamation  of  the  5th  Octo- 
ber, 1830,  before  the  Westlndia  trade  could  be  commenced 
by  OS.  If  the  trade  offered  any  prospect  of  bene^t,  every 
sdvcnturer  would  be  watching  and  ready  to  embrace  it. 
The  Americans  not  prepared  for  the  trade!  What,  sir, 
when  the  President's  proclamation  bad  opened  It  to  the 
British  far  two  months,  and  we  were  expecting  it  every 
day  to  be  opened  to  us,  and  we  not  prepared  for  it!  No, 
«r,  the  mercliants  were  much  better  prepared  to  under- 
stand this  trade,  than  the  Senator  is  to  discuss  the  subject. 
If  the  trade  were  worth  any  thing,  they  had  ample  time 
to  find  it  out.  And  pray,  sir,  what  was  the  wonderful 
change  which  required  so  much  deliberation  before  our 
ncrchants  could  venture  >  We  had  hitherto  furnished  the 
British  colonies  through  cert^n  ports  of  deposite:  if,  in- 
stead of  these,  we  could  go  direct  to  the  places  of  con- 
Runption,  did  it  require  much  time  for  deliberation  how 
to  manajre?  Time  for  those  who  understood  a  circuitous 
»07»ge,  to  consider  how  to'  manage  a  direct  one?  Now, 
this  IS  wonderful  The  merchants  must  have  time  to  ar- 
rant their  correspondence,  procure  proper  vessels  for  the 
trade,  and  assort  their  cargoes.  And  pn^r,  sir,  if  the 
trade  were  worth  a  thought,  would  they  not  be  doing  all 
this  Jrom  the  moment  of  the  President's  proclamation? 
Prop*' *e»el8!  Sir,  I  would  ask  the  Senator  whether  a 
vessel  fit  for  the  trade  to  St.  BarU  and  St.  Thomas  would 
not  be  as  fit  for  Barbadoes  or  Jamaica?  And  I  confess  I 
cannot  well  discover  why  an  assorted  cargfo  for  British 
consumption,  through  a  Danish  or  Swedish  port,  would 
not  be  just  as  good  an  assortment  when  transported  di- 
rect. But  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  about  assorted  car- 
groes  when  the  information  comes  which  is  called  for  by 
toe  resolutions. 

In  regard  to  the  period  it  did  require  after  the  procla- 
maboo  of  the  5th  October,  before  information  was  re- 
turned, he  [Mr.  H.]  spoke  from  recollection  only,  and  he 
so  stated.  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  it  seems,  does 
v"  P'^'^'^  to  know,  but  he  speaks  from  conjecture. 
Kow,  that  information  might  gjo  and  return  in  siirty  days, 
Uwre  is  no  doubt;  indeed,  it  is  about  the  ordinary  time. 
What  time  the  news  that  the  British  ports  were  open  to 
OS  did  arrive,  be  did  not  pretend  to  state  precisely,  but 
he  was  pretty  sure  it  was  in  December;  it  might  be  little 
more  than  two  months  after  the  proclamation. 
In  his  remarks  on  the  third  resolution,  the  Senator  from 


Maryland  is  equally  unfortunate.  He  [Mr.  H.]  did  not 
object  to  the  practice  supposed  by  that  resolution,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  a  frvud  on  the  revenues  of  Great  Bri- 
tain. It  is  of  no  importance  to  us  how  much  the  British 
navigators  in  this  trade  avoid  British  duties,  unless  by 
it  they  gain  an  advantage  over  our  navigation.  And  it 
then  does  become  a  ground  of  complaint.  Our  products, 
say  flour  and  lumber,  carried  to  their  Northern  colonies, 
pay  a  very  trifling,  or  no  dut}-,  whether  in  American  or 
British  vessels,  and  thus  far  ttie  trade  is  apparently  on  an 
equal  footing.  But  these  products  must  be  transported 
thence  to  the  Southern  colonies  in  British  vessels  exclu- 
sively: for  this  is,  by  British  construction,  "coasting 
trade,"  in-whiah  we  are  not  permitted  to  participate. 
Again:  British  and  American  vessels  can  on  equal  terms 
clear  from  our  ports  for  the  West  Indies,  and  ^  directlpr 
there.  But  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  duties  in  this 
direct  voyage  on  these  articles  amount  to  a  prohibition. 
Now  it  will  be  readily  perceived  that  an  American  vessel 
could  not,  but  a  British  vessel  could,  under  a  false  clear- 
ance horn  St.  John's,  clear  from  Richmond  for  the  West 
Indies,  and  enter  there  by  her  clearance  from  St.  John's, 
and  thus  avoid  the  duty.  This  would  avoid  the  delay  in- 
cident to  a  circuitous  voyage,  and  operate  a  saving  of 
from  #400  to  $600  on  each  cargo.  And,  as  this  circuitous 
voyage  would  be  of  no  manner  of  benefit  to  the  British, 
and  the  direct  vovage  would  throw  all  the  carrying  into 
their  hands,  I,  said  Mr.  H.,  can  see  no  obstacle  to  the 
British  custom-houses  giving  countenance  to  such  a  trans- 
action. Whether  the  Executive  has  any  information,  or 
can  obtain  any,  may  be  doubtful;  at  least,  we  can  ask.  If 
such  a  practice  is  indulged,  and  should  become  generalj 
the  whole  carrying  trade  will  inevitably  go  to  the  British. 
The  resolutions  were  then  agreed  to. 

Fbidat,  Dbcembik  33. 

This  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  the  reception  of  petitions 
and  resolutions,  and  in  acting  on  sundry  private  bills;  and 
then 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Tuesday  next. 

TvssDAT,  Decimbis  37. 

This  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  disposing  of  a  variety  of 
petitions  and  other  private  business. 

Wedxesdat,  Deczmbex  38. 
ARMAMENT  OF  FORTIFICATIONS. 

The  Senate  took  up  the  following  bill: 

"Be  it  enacted,  &c.  That  the  sum  of  one  million  of 
dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appropriated,  for  the 
purchase  of  timber,  iron,  and  other  necessary  materials 
for  artillery  carriages,  and  for  providing  the  cannon,  mor- 
tars, cannon  shot,  shells,  8cc.  for  tlie  armament  of  the 
new  fortifications,  and  such  of  the  old  fortifications  as,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President,  ought  to  be  armed:  Pro- 
vided, That  a  sum  not  exceeding  two  hundrpd  thousand 
dollars  be  annually  applied  to  the  purposes  aforesaid. 

"Sec  3.  That  the  moneys  appropriated  by  this  act 
shall  not  be  transferred  to  any  other  object  of  expendi- 
ture, nor  shall  any  part  thereof  be  cai-ried  to  the  fiind  de- 
nominated the  '  surplus  fund.' " 

[The  annual  appropriation  has  heretofore  been  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  The  present  bill  was  intro- 
duced by  Mr.  Smith,  on  leave,  and  was  referred  to  the 
Committte  on  Military  Affairs,  which  committee  reported 
the  bill  with  a  recommendation  that  it  be  rejected.  Ac- 
cordingly, when  the  bill  came  up  to-day,] 

Mr.  BENTON,  in  pursuance  of  instructions  from  the  mi- 
litary committee,  moved  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  S.MITH  said  he  should  have  been  glad  to  concur 
with  the  committee  in  their  motion  for  an  indefinite  post- 
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ponement  of  the  bill  under  conmderation,  had  they  pven 
any  satisfactory  reasons  for  their  motion.  He  believed 
now,  and  he  had  long  believed,  that  an  additional  appro- 
priation for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  the  national  de- 
fence was  a  measure  not  only  desirable,  but  highly 
important  and  necessary,  as  a  precautionary  step  to  pre- 
vent the  danger  of  a  sudden  invasion  from  a  hostile  force, 
and  the  losses  and  disgrace  unavoidiibly  resulting  from  en- 
tering into  a  war  unprepared.  Ten  years  since  he  had 
prepared  and  introduced  a  similar  bill  into  that  Home, 
which  had  been  submitted  to  the  then  Secretary  of  War 
for  his  opinion  upon  the  propriety  of  bringing  it  forward, 
and  which  had  been  warmly  approved  by  him,  and 
earnestly  recommended  to  the  favorable  ponsideration  of 
Congress.  He  had  expressed  some  doubts  of  his  being 
able  to  carry  it  through  both  Houses  of  the  Legislature, 
but  considered  it  of  sufficient  importance  to  demand  their 
exertion  in  its  favor. 

The  engineer  of  the  department  had  also  deemed  the 
provisions  of  that  bill  of  so  much  importance  as  to  induce 
him  to  malce  a  particular  reference  to  it  in  his  repoi-t,  as 
having  been  introduced  into  the  Senate,  and  the  Presi- 
dent was  also  favorably  disposed  towards  it.  That  report, 
said  Mr.  8.,  tells  us  that  it  will  take  twenty  years  to  com- 
plete the  armament  of  these  fortifications,  according  to 
the  present  sum  appropriated  for  that  purpose.  Now,  in 
the  event  of  war  with  any  foreign  Power  within  that 
period,  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  how  they  were  to 
prevent  these  fortifications  from  becoming  an  easy  prey 
to  the  enemy.  They  would  be  destitute  of  the  necessary 
weapons  of  defence,  and  of  course  Ml  into  the  hands  of 
the  hostile  troops,  who  would  take  possession  of  the  forts, 
and  blow  them  up.  It  was  the  object  of  the  bill  now  be- 
fore the  Senate  to  prevent  an  occurrence  of  this  kind 
from  again  disgracing  the  nation.  It  was  founded  on  the 
same  basis,  and  embraced  the  same  principles  as  those 
which  had  been  advanced  by  the  previous  bill.  It  was 
intended  to  be  similar  in  its  effects  with  those  of  the  pre- 
vious appropriations.  There  was  no  difference  in  the 
pnnciple  between  this  bill  and  that  system  which  had  long 
since  been  matured  and  carried  into  effect  by  the  states- 
men of  a  former  period,  whose  wisdom  had  been  appre- 
ciated and  acknowledged  by  the  nation.  It  was  only  an 
e.\tension  of  this  principle  which  was  proposed  by  the 
present  bill.  He  had  taken  the  pains  to  prepare  and 
introduce  it,  and  he  thought  it  was  a  measure  of  great 
importance,  deserving  the  deliberate  consideration  of 
Congfress. 

Mr.  S.  then  went  into  a  statement,  exhibiting  the  pre- 
sent situation  of  the  various  armories  of  the  United  States, 
and  to  show  that  the  present  amount  of  the  appropriation 
(one  hundred  thousand  dollars)  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding arms  and  other  necessaries  for  the  defence  of  the 
country,  was  too  diminutive  to  be  an  inducement  for  Go- 
vernment contractors  to  make  proposals  for  arming  or 
completmg  the  fortifications,  or  to  prevent  the  head  of 
that  department  from  making  annual  demands  for  new  ap- 
propriations. This  bill,  by  mcreasing  the  appropriation 
to  two  hundred  tliousand  dollars  yearly,  would  obviate 
these  objections,  and  perhaps  induce  the  contractors  to 
undertake  the  ai-ming  and  completion  of  the  public  works 
twenty  per  cent,  cheaper  than  they  would  do  it  now.  It 
would  also  enable  them  to  complete  the  armament  in  ten 
years,  or  one-half  the  time  that  was  required  by  the  pre- 
sent plan.  This  Mr.  8.  considered  an  object  of  great 
importance,  as  it  would  require  no  more  of  the  public 
funds  to  complete  the  works  in  ten  years,  than  would  be 
necessary  if  they  were  delayed  twenty  years.  He  could 
not  see  the  propriety  of  an  indefinite  postponement. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  the' grounds  on  which  the 
committee  had  recommended  an  indefinite  postponement 
of  this  measure,  were,  that  it  was  of  a  character  not  en- 
titling it  to  be  ranked  with  those  necessary  appropriations 


which  could  not  be  left  unprovided  for  by  Congress,  but 
was  a  mere  measure  of  convenience,  not  of  necessity, 
which  might  well  be  ^spensed  with  without  any  real  loss 
or  disadvantage  to  the  country.  He  conceived  that  the 
argument  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that  this  mea- 
sure was  necessary  to  enable  the  country  to  avoid  the 
danger  of  sudden  invasion,  was  one  which  the  present 
situation  of  this  country,  with  respect  to  foreign' Powers, 
did  not  support.  He  could  discover  nothing  m  the  poli- 
tical aspect  at  this  time,  indicating  a  danger  that  would 
warrant  tlie  making  so  la:]ge  an  appropriation,  or,  in  fact, 
any  additional  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  arming 
the  fortifications.  He  did  not  think  that  any  European 
nation  was  disposed  to  enter  into  a  war  with  this  country. 
There  was,  on  the  contrary,  abundant  evidence  of  their 
disposition  to  cultivate  the  friendly  relations  now  subsist- 
ing between  them,  and  which  it  was  the  determination  of 
this  Government  to  reciprocate.  But  if  there  should  a 
rupture  take  place  with  any  foreign  Power,  there  would 
undoubtedly  be  sufficient  warning  given  to  the  country 
to  enable  them  to  prepare  for  the  event.  We  were  not 
situated  like  the  nations  of  Europe,  in  the  neighborhood 
of  powerful  and  warlike  rivals,  with  armies  restless  from 
inactivity,  and  ready  to  invade  the  territories  of  contigu- 
ous Powers  at  the  command  of  their  sovereign.  We  were 
situated  at  so  great  a  distance  from  any  powerfid  nation, 
that  the  argument  which  the  gentleman  had  used,  though 
it  might  apply  to  Europe,  was  quite  inapplicable  to  our 
country.  If  at  any  time  the  aspect  of  affairs  should  be 
even  threatening,  it  might  then  be  advisable  to  make  an 
appropriation  of  this  nature.  But,  as  we  were  now 
situated,  there  were  other  objects  far  more  deserving  of 
our  attention.  He  should  oppose  .this  measure,  on  the 
principle  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  grant  an  appropriation 
of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  at  this  time  to  any  object 
that  could  well  be  dispensed  with,  or  wliich  was  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  country. 
He  was  sorry  to  see  the  national  expenditures  regularly 
increasing,  and  such  a  disposition  to  augment  them  still 
more. 

Mr.  B.  added,  that  the  measure  was  not  supported  by 
any  recommendation  from  the  Executive  branch  of  the 
Government.  The  committee  had,  according  to  usage, 
sent  the  bill  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  by  whom  it  was 
returned,  without  objection,  but  without  any  particular 
recommendation. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  was  equally  unwilling  with 
the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  enter  into  unnecessary 
and  extravagant  expenditures  of  the  public  money;  but 
we  had  erected  fortifications  at  great  expense,  and  he 
Uiought  it  a  prudent  and  necessary  measure  to  provide 
them  with  arms  for  tiieir  defence;  otherwise,  they  would 
be  in  danger  of  being  destroyed  by  tlie  first  enemy  that 
might  appear  on  our  shores,  and  choose  to  advance  against 
them.  Notwithstiinding  the  reasons  that  have  been  urged 
by  the  gentleman,  he  was  still  disposed  to  consider  this 
appropriation  a  measure  of  prudent  foresight  and  wise 
precaution.  In  answer  to  the  argument  that  we  were  not 
liable  to  be  called  into  sudden  war,  he  would  appeal^  to 
the  facts  which  were  well  known  that  transpired  during 
the  last  war.  At  that  time  we  found  ourselves  engaged 
with  one  of  the  most  powerful  nations  of  theworld,  pro- 
vided at  every  point  for  attack  or  defence,  in  a  contest 
which  threatened  the  existence  of  our  liberty,  and  on  our 
part  totally  unprepared.  I  was  at  Baltimore,  said  Mr.  S., 
when  the  British  troops  approached  that  city,  and  witness- 
ed the  evib  of  neglecting  m  time  of  peace  to  prepare  for 
war.  I  was  engaged  at  that  time  in  examining  the  fortress 
below  the  citj',  to  ascertain  its  ability  to  stand  tiie  expect- 
ed attack,  and  found  but  ffve  guns  in  that  important 
fortress  on  which  to  rely  for  the  defence  of  the  fort  and 
of  the  city.  In  this  dilemma  he  was  induced,  from  the 
necessity  of  the  case,  to  apply  his  private  fortune  to  pro- 
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fide  for  tfie  deficiency  of  the  public  appropriations.  The 
Government  had  left  the  works  unarmed,  and  unprovided 
with  the  necessary  means  of  defence.  We  found  our- 
setres  engaged  in  a  war,  and  our  country  actually  invaded 
by  the  enemy,  before  the  fortifications  were  armed,  which 
vcfc  necessary  to  save  the  country  from  being  ravaged, 
ud  the  public  buildings  and  monuments  from  destruction. 
Hov,  nid  Mr.  S.,  can  we  expect  to  g^t  through  another 
mr  irith  safety  or  success,  without  providing  now,  while 
TC  ue  at  peace,  and  have  the  means,  for  future  events 
of  this  nature,  which  it  was  natural  to  suppose  would 
tgiin  occur?  War  will  come,  and  without  such  an  appro- 
priation we  must  get  through  it  as  we  did  before,  by  acci- 
dent H»  fiiend  from  New  Jersey  had  expressed  the 
opioonlhat  we  were  not  in  want  of  arms;  we  had  already 
u  many  as  were  necessary,  and  if  we  had  more,  he  did 
DOtknov  what  we -should  do  with  them.  This,  Mr.  S 
consdered  mere  anticipation — nothing  more.  He  wished 
the  bill  might  not  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  HObHES  said,  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  from 
Hnyland,  [Mr.  Smith,]  that  he  did  not  consider  that  the 
bcfof  our  having  been  in  some  measure  unprepared  for 
the  last  war  at  its  commencement,  any  argument  in  proof 
of  the  position  that  we  should  again  be  unprepared  for 
Mch  in  event,  if  we  took  into  consideration  the  extensive 
preparations  which  had  been  made  for  the  national  defence 
rithin  the  last  twenty  years.  Our  navy  had  rapidly  in 
creased  in  magnitude  and  power;  our  seaboiird  was  lined 
vith  fortresses,  and  our  armories  filled  with  munitions 
and  arms,  ready  for  use  whenever  occason  might  re- 

r'  t.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  appealed  to 
tut  war  in  proof  of  the  argument  of  our  liability  to 
dinger  and  sudden  surprise.  If  his  recollection  served 
Um,  Mr.  H.  said  it  was  not  England,  but  the  United 
Slates,  that  struck  the  first  blow  in  that  contest;  and  if  we 
were  unprepared  for  it,  it  was  our  own  fault.  He  did  not 
apprehend  this  argument  would  have  much  force  when 
K  consider  the  situation  of  this  country,  and  its  relations 
to  foragn  Powers.  He  did  not  agree  with  the  gentle- 
wn'i  assertion,  that  we  should  be  unable  to  austun  a  war 
if  an  event  of  that  nature  should  again  occur.  He  had  no 
fears  or  apprehension  of  this  description  to  alarm  him, 
ind  urge  him  into  extraordinary  appropriations  for  safety 
or  defence.  But,  if  the  gentleman's  argument  of  danger 
ind  jurprise  was  correct,  he  did  not  see  the  propriety  of 
doubling  that  danger,  fi)r  now  the  enemy  could  only  take 
the  naked  fortifications;  but,  if  this  measure  was  adopted, 
they  would  have  an  opportunity  not  onlv  to  destroy  the  forts, 
bottake  possession  of  the  arms  also.  If' we  made  this  apprO' 
priation,  it  would  be  necessary  to  go  still  further,  and 
pnwide  for  the  manning  of  the  forts,  by  raising  a  suitable 
umy,  tcf  prevent  those  arms  from  becoming  weapons  of 
Xbck  instead  of  defence. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  H.  observed  that  he  considered  the 
fttttnt  appropriation  amply  sufficient,  and  should  not 
be  in  favor  of  granting  an  increased  sum  for  this  purpose, 
•hie  the  poUtical  horizon  was  as  clear  as  it  at  present 
tppeared  to  be,  and  gave  no  indication  of  immediate  dan. 
prftom  any  quarter.  If  there  should  be  any  apprehen- 
jw  in  future  of  a  war,  it  would  then  be  proper  to  make 
nirther  provision;  and  a  few  weeks,  or  a  few  months,  at 
leu*,  would  be  a  sufficient  time  to  enable  them  to  procure 
"ms,  and  make  the  necessary  preparations  for  defence. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  he  was  opposed  not  only  to  the 
prorisons  of  the  bill,  but  he  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  brought  forward.  He  considered  that  it  was 
»n  idrisable  course  to  mark  out  and  mature  some  plan  of 
proceeding,  and  adhere  to  it;  such  a  plan  had  been  adopt- 
ed in  regard  to  arming  the  fortifications,  and  had  received 
the  sanction  of  the  Government,  and  he  thought  it  should 
be  strictly  adhered  to.  By  tliis  plan,  a  provision  was 
^<ie  for  the  gradual  perfection  of^the  national  defence, 
bran  appropriation  of  #100,000  annually  for  the  advance- 


ment of  the  object  which  was  embraced  in  this  bill.  Not- 
withstanding which,  this  measure  proposed  to  change  the 
entire  system,  without  giving  any  reasons  for  doing  so, 
without  the  slightest  prospect  of  war,  or  any  evidence  that 
the  measure  was  called  tor,  either  by  the  exigencies  of 
the  country,  without  being  recommended  by  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  officers  of  the  Navy  or  War  Department,  by 
appropriating  one  million  of  dollars  for  this  purpose — a 
sum  larger  than  had  ever  before  been  appropriated  for 
such  an  object.  The  meastire  appeared  to  be  of  a  novel 
character,  and  was  thus  regarded  by  the  committee  to 
which  it  was  referred,  and  which  had  recommended  its 
indefinite  postponement.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland 
[Mr.  Smith]  nad  intimated  that  the  Executive  would, 
probably,  look  with  favor  upon  this  measure;  but  it  was 
one  that  involved  high  responsibility,  and  which  should  not 
be  volunteered  in  advance  upon  a  mere  suggestion  that  the 
Government  would  not  oppose  it.  He  was  opposed  to 
the  course  pursued,  and  was  of  opinion  that  the  bill  should 
not  be  acted  on  without  having  emanated  from  the  proper 
source,  and  passed  the  channel  through  which  such  mea- 
sures usually  come.  This  responsibility  should  nut  be 
incurred,  or  this  larg^  expenditure  of  the  public  money 
granted  by  Congress,  without  the  particular  recommen- 
dation of  the  President,  or  the  heads  of  departments.  The 
gentleman  from  Maryland  had  said  that  it  would  take 
twenty  years  to  complete  the  arming  of  the  forts,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  appropriation.  But,  sir,  said  Mr.  H., 
it  will  probably  take  that  time  to  finish  the  fortifications 
themselves,  and  there  would  be  time  enough  to  think  of 
arming  them  after  they  were  completed.  The  gentleman 
had  made  use  of  an  argument  in  support  of  his  measure, 
which  was  wise  in  itself  but  which  had  been  much  abused 
in  this  country;  he  alluded  to  the  maxim,  "  in  peace  pre- 
pare for  war."  It  was  an  argument  which  had  been  made 
use  of  on  almost  every  occasion,  for  almost  every  purpose, 
in  support  of  the  wildest  schemes  of  legislation.  If  pro- 
tection was  wanted  for  a  manufacturing  establishment,  it 
must  be  granted,  because  the  soldier  must  have  a  woollen 
coat.  If  an  appropriation  was  wanted  to  fill  with  pap  the 
hungry  jaws  of  some  Government  contractor,  the  same 
maxim  was  made  to  apply  successfully  to  Justify  the  de- 
mand. Thus,  whenever  an  appropriation  for  any  purpose 
was  wanted,  this  favorite  maxim  was  always  at  hand  to 
sanction  the  measure. 

It  had  been  urged  that  this  appropriation  was  necessarj' 
to  prevent  surprise  and  danger.  But,  said  Mr.  H.,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  the  circumstances  with  which 
we  are  surrounded  to  make  this  appropriation  necessary. 
The  settled  policy  of  the  country  was  peace  with  all  na- 
tions. It  was  undoubtedly  a  wise  policy,  and  one  in  which 
the  nation  would  persevere.  From  the  nations  of  Europe 
there  was  nothing  to  be  apprehended.  It  was  undoubtedly 
the  interest  of  tiie  whole  world  to  be  at  peace  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  Peace  was  the  natural  con- 
dition of  this  country,  and  it  was  for  that  condition  that 
we  ought  to  legislate,  not  for  war,  which  none  here  might 
live  to  see. 

There  was  another  observation  made  use  of  by  the  gen- 
tleman fi-om  Maryland,  namely,  that  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
know  what  should  be  done  with  the  siu-plus  revenue.  On 
this  score  Mr.  H.  felt  no  anxiety.  We  had  seen  bills  re- 
ported demanding  appropriations  of  more  than  ten  millions 
of  dollars.  Mr.  H.  said  his  method  to  avoid  the  perplexity 
in  which  the  gentleman  seemed  to  be,  was  simple  and 
natural — it  was  to  leave  the  surplus  money  in  the  pockets 
of  the  people,  where  it  belonged,  and  from  whence  it 
could  not  be  rightfully  taken,  without  the  exigencies  of 
the  Government  indispensably  required  it. 

The  gentleman  from  Missouri  had  remarked  that  our 
expenditures  were  annually  increasing,  notwithstanding 
the  cry  of  retrenchment  and  refbrm;  and  he  saw  no  pros- 
pect of  amendment.  Ever  since  he  bad  had  the  honor  of  a 
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seat  in  the  Senate,  Mr.  H.  said,  the, expenditures  of  the 
Government  had  been  rapidly  increasing.  The  gentleman 
from  Mar>'land  had  asked,  what  are  we  to  do  with  our 
money?  [Mr.  SMITH  interrupted  Mr.  H.  to  say  that  he 
bad  not  made  use  of  the  expression.]  Mr.  H.  said  be 
stood  corrected.  It  was  an  expression  which  was  usual  on 
such  occasions,  and  he  had  understood  the  gentleman  to 
have  used  it.  He  concluded  with  the  hope  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  would  set  an  example  of  retrench- 
ment, and  show  a  disposition  not  to  go  beyond  the  neces- 
sary appropriations  to  meet  the  unavoidable  expenses  of 
the  Governm"nt. 

He  hoped  they  would  see  the  necessity  of  lightening 
the  public  burdens,  and  that  neither  the  idle  apprehen- 
sion of  war,  nor  any  other  motive,  would  induce  Congress 
to  pursue  a  course  of  extravagant  expenditure,  dr  adopt 
unconstitutional  modes  of  disposing  of  the  surplus  reve- 
nue. Their  attention  could  not  be  too  earnestly  directed 
to  the  removal  of  unequal  and  excessive  taxation.  He 
should  oppose  the  bill  on  the  ground  that  it  was  one  of  a 
numerous  class  that  were  not  called  for  by  the  real  neces- 
sity arising  from  the  condition  of  the  country;  and  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  deliberate  and  marked  expression 
of  the  sense  of  the  Senate  in  deciding  the  question,  he 
would  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied-that  there  was  something  extraor- 
dinary in  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina. His  reasoning  seemed  to  convey  the  idea  that  they 
were  wide  apart  in  their  views,  when,  in  fact,  they  were  of 
the  same  opinion.  He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  entirely. 
He  was  as  much  in  favor  of  retrenchment  as  any  gentle- 
man who  heard  him,  and  was  equally  averse  to  entering 
into  any  extravagant  and  useless  expenditures.  There  had 
been  a  charge  of  this  kind  made  during  the  preceding 
year,  which  had  induced  the  people  to  examine  into  the 
correctness  of  the  assertion.  A  committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed for  the  express  purpose  of  makingastrict  inquiry; 
and,  after  carefully  investigating  the  subj  cct,  they  reported 
that  they  found  nothing  of  that  character.  There  had 
been  large  appropriations  for  purposes  of  internal  im- 
provement, but  nothing  had  been  done  to  provide  for  the 
armament  of  the  fortifications.  The  bill  now  before  the 
Senate  was  of  the  same  character  and  description  with 
tliat  which  had  heretofore  been  passed  and  carried  into 
effect  for  the  gradual  increase  of  the  navy.  It  was  to  that 
provision,  and  that  principle,  tliat  we  were  indebted  for 
the  present  prosperotis  condition  of  our  naval  armament. 
The  statesman  who  proposed  and  carried  that  measure 
into  effect,  acted  on  the  same  principle  which  he  was  now 
advocating.  The  wisdom  of  that  measure  was  universally 
acknowledged,  and  its  advantages  appreciated  by  the 
nation.  Such  a  measure,  said  Mr.  S.,  could  not  be  car- 
ried through  Congress  at  this  day.  Tlie  gentleman  from 
Maine  had  said  that  we  should  increase  the  danger  by 
adopting  this  bill.  In  answer  to  that  objection,  he  ob- 
served, that  though  it  was  true  that  we  were  destitute  of 
regular  troops,  we  should  never  want  for  men  to  defend 
these  works;  the  spirit  of  patriotism  which  pervaded  the 
hearts  of  freemen  would  never  suffer  them  to  permit  a 
foreign  enemy  to  take  their  arms  from  their  hands  with 
impunity.  There  was  no  danger  of  our  incurring  this  dis- 
(^ace;  it  was  not  men  but  arms  that  were  wanted, 

Mr.  BENTON  made  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Smitb,  and  in  further  explanation  of  the  views  of  the 
military  committee  in  recommending  tlie  rejection  of  the 
bill;  when 

The  question  bein|  taken  on  the  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Hanna,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 31. 


NAYS. — Messrs.     Bibb,    Dallas,    Dudley,    Johnston, 
Knight,  Silsbee,  Smith. — 7. 
So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

Thdbsdat,  Decexbeb  29. 

Agreeably  to  notice  given,  Mr.  BENTON  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  abolish  the  duty  on 
alum  salt;  which  was  introduced  accordingly,  and  read  the 
first  time. 

The  remainder  of  the  sitting  was  spent  on  petitions  and 
private  bills. 


Fbidat,  Decembbb  30. 
DUTY  ON  ALUM  SALT. 

The  bill  to  abolish  the  duty  on  alum  salt  having  receiv- 
ed its  second  reading,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  BENTON 
to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  CLAY  thought  that  the  bill  ought  to  take  another 
direction,  and  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. Not  perceiving  the  chairman  of  that  committee  in 
his  place — [At  tliat  moment  Mr.  Dickebsoit  caught  the 
eye  of  Mr.  C,  who  gave  w^ay  to  him.] 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  some  points  of  view,  it 
might  be  proper  to  give  to  the  bill  tlie  direction  suggested 
by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  It  interfered  with  an 
important  part  of  our  manufactures.  He  therefore  moved 
its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  considered  this  question,  al- 
though one  merely  of  reference,  a.s  involving  some  import- 
ance. If  it  was  committed  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
such  a  commitment  would  imply  tliat  tite  home  manu- 
facture was  unworthy  of  any  consideration.  On  the  con- 
trary, a  reference  of  it  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
would  require  of  that  committee  a  full  consideration  of  the 
effect  upon  the  manufacturer  and  the  consumer,  likely  to 
be  produced  by  a  still  further  reduction  of  the  duty  on  salt. 
It  has  been  said  that  if  we  withdraw  from  the  Committee 
on  Finance  articles  subject  to  duty,  because  the  manufac- 
tures of  the  country  might  be  affected,  that  committee 
would  liave  nothing  to  do.  But  was  it  not  equally  true 
that,  if  all  subjects,  touching  the  revenue,  were,  for  that 
reason,  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  Committee  on  Manufiic- 
tures,  and  assigned  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  the  Com- 
mittee on  .Manufactures  would  have  nothing  to  do?  The 
respective  provinces  of  the  two  committees  were  plainly 
marked  by  the  nature  of  the  two  classes  of  articles  liable 
to  duties.  One  is  produced  or  manufactured  within,  the 
other  out  of  the  country— one  is  tlie  protected  class,  the 
other  unprotected.  Whatever  falb  directly  within  the 
system  ofprotection,  appertalnstothe  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures, and  the  unprotected  class  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

This  was  not  a  time  to  discuss  the  propriety  of  a  further 
reduction  of  the  duty  on  salt.  Such  a  time  would  doubt- 
less occur  in  the  .progress  of  the  session.  But  he  must  say 
that  it  struck  him  to  be  inexpedient  so  soon  again  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject.  In  May,  1830,  Congress  had  repeal- 
ed one-half  of  the  duty  then  existing,  tlie  repeal  as  to  five 
cents  to  take  effect  on  the  31st  of  December  of  that  year, 
and  as  to  the  other  five,  on  tlie  31st  of  December  of  this 
year,  that  is,  to-morrow.  Whatever  may  be  the  policy  of 
a  country,  all  concurred  in  the  utility  of  its  being  steady 
and  settled.  It  did  seem  to  him  to  be  reasonable  to  wait 
a  while  to  see  the  practical  effect  of  ;the  law  of  1830,  at 
least  to  see  all  parts  of  it  go  into  operation  before  we  again 
acted.  He  was  aware  of  the  necessity  of  adapting  the 
revenue  of  the  country  to  the  expenditure  of  the  country, 
after  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  and,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  proper  arrangement  of  the  revenue,  he  was  wil- 
ling now  to  act  on  the  suppontion  of  the  entire  payment 
of  the  small  remnant  of  the  debt.  But,  whatever  was 
done,  he  trusted  tliat  the  system  of  protection  would  be 


Digitized  by 


Google 


3S 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


34 


Dk.  30,  1831.] 


Duty  on  Alum  Salt. 


[SlITATI- 


presenred — that  system  under  which  this  country  had  at- 
bined  unparalteled  prosperity.  Among  tlie  essential  arti- 
cles which  it  embraces  are  salt,  iron,  woollens,  cotton, 
hemp,  and  leather.  If  a  gentleman  can  on  one  day  give 
notice  of  his  intention  to  introduce  a  bill  respecting  either 
of  those  articles,  and  when  his  bill  is  presented  move  its 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  another  may  pur- 
sue the  same  course  in  reference  to  another  article,  and 
thus  the  whole  subject,  by  separate  bills,  be  withdrawn 
from  the  ^propriate  committee,  and  assigned  to  that  of 
iJBUice.  Mr.  C.  did  not  think  this  was  right.  And,  re- 
ipiding  this  movement  as  one  of  the  sigfns  of  the  times,  he 
sboold  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  although  it  had  never 
been  his  custom  to  make  such  calls. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  viewed  this  question  to 
be  of  but  little  importance  to  the  finances  of  the  country; 
but,  in  another  point  of  view,  it  was  one  which  was  of  the 
rreatest  importance  to  the  nation.  The  question  whether 
they  should  or  should  not  abandon  the  protecting  system, 
ia  regard  to  this  article,  would  be  determined  by  this  bill. 
He  objected  to  its  provisions  as  being  partial  and  not  of 
general  application  even  to  the  article  of  salt  itself.  There 
were  two  kinds  of  salt  manufactured  in  the  country;  one 
w»s  evaporated  by  the  sun,  the  other  by  the  application 
of  fire;  and  these  two  modes  of  manufacturing  the  article 
were  fS:quently  both  carried  on  in  the  same  establishment. 
Now  this  bill  proposed  to  take  off  the  duty  on  one  of  these 
kinds  of  salt,  and  made  no  provision  for  the  other — a 
course  of  proceeding  which  did  not  strike  him  to  be  just 
or  expedient.  He  considered  the  question  of  reference 
«ne  of  little  consequence,  but  the  measure  itself  would 
hare  an  important  bearing  on  the  interest  of  the  salt  mana 
Bu^ories  throngfaout  the  countrj*. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  tliat  the  practice  had  always  been  to 
refer  a  bill  of  this  character  to  the  Finance  Committee. 
The  bill  belonged  to  that  class  of  measures  which  went  to 
the  reduction  of  the  revenue  consequent  upon  the  extinc- 
tioii  of  die  public  debt;  it  belonged  to  that  class  of  bills 
vhjdl  comprehended  the  whole  hne  of  policy  connected 
with  that  reduction,  and  therefore  the  Committee  on  V\- 
oaace,  who  were  charged  with  adjusting  the  revenue  to  be 
collected  to  the  amount  of  the  revenue  needed  for  the  sup- 
port of  the  Government.  H  was  generally  admitted  that  a 
orgereduction  ofrevenueoughttobemade;the  Committee 
on  Finance  bad  that  subject  under  connderation,  and  this 
bin  ought  to  be  sent  to  them,  as  beinga  part  of  the  subject 
with  iriiich  they  were  occupied.  If  you  take  tbis  bill  from 
tint  committee  because  salt  is  made  in  the  United  States, 
jrou  may  withdraw  all  the  subjects  of  revenue  from  them, 
by  an  application  uf  the  same  rule  to  other  subjects;  and 
the  leveiuies  of  the  country  might  be  lost  sight  of  in  indi' 
ndud  <^jects. 

Mr.  UAYNE  said  that  the  propoution  to  refer  a  bill  to 
any  cf  the  standing  committees  of  the  Senate  usually  ez- 
dted  but  little  interest,  because,  in  most  cases,  the  merits 
of  the  queation  could  be  a*  well  examined  and  decided  by 
one  committee  as  another.  But  the  question  now  before 
the  Senate  was  assuming  vast  importance  from  the  course 
which  the  debate  had  taken.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  BisTon]  had  introduced  a  bill  to  take  oflT  the 
duty  horn  alum  salt,  and,  as  such  a  measure  must  of  course 
affect  the  revenue,  had  very  properly  moved  to  commit  it 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance.  To  this  the  Senator  from 
Kentocky  (Mr.  Ci,at]  had  strenuously  objected,  and  in- 
nted  that  the  bill  riiould  go  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. He  had  ui^red  that  tiie  bill  should  take  thisdirection, 
because  it  touched  the  protectingsystem,  and  embraced  one 
flftbemoit  important  manufiu^res  of  the  country.  But,said 
Mr.  H.,  doesnot^the  duty  on  salt  also  touch-the  revenue? 
«id,  what  is  more  important,  does  it  not  operate  as  a  heavy 
t«  upon  the  whole  body  of  the  people?  And  are  we, 
mtwitbttanding,  to  examine  the  subject  with  a  nngle  eye 
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to  the  protection  which  may  be  afforded  by  the  existing 
law  to  the  manufacturer?  But  there  was  one  view  of  the 
subject  which  was  conclusive  to  show  that  the  appropri- 
ate reference  of  this  subject  was  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance;  and  here  he  was  happy  to  find  himself  supported 
by  the  admission  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  hmiselfv 
made  but  a  few  days  ago.  That  gentleman  had  then  said 
(what  he  has  repeated  here  to-day)  tlut  the  period  had 
arrived  for  a  general  modification  ofibe  tariff,  to  be  found- 
ed on  the  approaching  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  and 
he  did,  on  that  occasion,  expressly  declare  that  it  was  im- 
possible  to  act  wisely  upon  the  subject,  without  taking 
one  broad  and  connected  view  of  the  whole  subject;  that 
it  was  impossible  to  decide  what  reduction  ought  to  be 
made  upon  one  article,  without  taking  into  consideration 
the  reductions  to  be  made  upon  other  articles;  that  it  was 
impossible  to  determine  what  rate  of  duties  should  be  im- 
posed upon  the  protected  articles,  without  also  taking  into 
consideration  the  unprotected  articles;  in  short,  that  the 
whole  system  must  undergo  a  careful  and  judicious  revi- 
sion. Now,  if  these  views  of  the  gentleman  be  correct, 
it  cannot  be  doubted  that  they  lead  uresistibly  to  the  coti- 
clusion  that  this  bill  ought  not  to  go  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures.  That  committee,  as  has  been  admitted, 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  pubUc  revenue.  It 
is  their  business  (according  to  the  known  views  of  the  ' 
chairman  of  that  committee)  to  look  to  the  interests  of 
the  manufacturers  alone,  and  to  see  that  the  protecting 
system  is  preserved  unimpaired.  That  ^^larged  and  com- 
prehensive view,  therefore,  of  the  whoK  ground,  which 
IS  necessary  to  enable  us  to  decide  on  the  modifications 
proper  to  be  made  at  this  time  in  our  revenue  system,  can- 
not be  taken  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  The 
whole  subject  is  not  before  them.  They  must,  of  neces- 
sity, in  the  performance  of  their  apprcmriate  duties,  take 
a  partial,  limited,  and  one-sided  view  of  the  question.  If 
we  admit,  for  tiie  sake  of  the  argument,  that  the  claims  of 
the  manufacturers  for  protection  property  belong  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  surely  this  rule  cannot  apply 
to  a  great  crisis  like  the  present  in  the  affurs  of  this  coufr 
try — when  tlie  approacbmg  extinction  of  the  public  debt 
is  about  to  relieve  the  treasury  of  a  charge  of  ten  or  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  annually,  and  when,  by  common  con- 
sent, a  new  system  of  finance  is  to  be  devised,  and  a  new 
tariff  enacted,  adapted  to  this  new  and  improved  condi- 
tion of  the  counby.  The  Committee  on  Finance,  as  we 
all  know,  have  this -whole  matter  already  before  them. 
The  chairman  tells  us,  indeed,  that  they  have  already 
made  great  progress  in  maturing  a  bill;  and  every  gentle- 
man must  see  that  it  is  utterly  impossible  fbr  them  to  com- 
plete the  task  which  has  been  assigned  them,  without  tak- 
mg  into  consideration  the  entire  Subject,  and  determining 
what  duties  shall  be  imposed  on  the  protected  as  well  as 
the  unprotected  articles — salt,  among  the  rest.  Mr.  H. 
repeated,  therefore,  that  at  this  crisis  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  refer  one  class  of  cases  to  one  committee,  and 
another  class  to  another,  without  producing  the  most  in- 
extricable confusion.  If  the  views  which  had  this  day  been 
presented  to  the  Senate  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
should  prevail,  what  would  be  the  consequence?  We  are 
about  to  take  a  review  of  the  whole  tarin  system,  with  the 
design  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  913,000,000.  And  it 
is  proposed  to  confine  the  Committee  on  IHn^ce  to  one 
class — the  unprotected  articles— «uch  as  wines,  teas,  nlks, 
&c.,  while  all  the  protected  articles,  cottons,  woollens, 
iron,  su(^,  &c.  ere  to  be  exclusively  confided  to  the  care 
of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  Now,  how  could  the 
Committee  on  Finance  possibly  say  what  reduction  should 
be  made  on  wines  and  silks,  unlefe  they,  at  the  same  time, 
determine  the  reduction  to  be  made  on  cottons,  wooDens, 
and  iron  ?  If  things  are  to  take  this  course,  the  consequen- 
ces may  be  easily  foreseen.  The  Committee  on  llanu- 
fiictures,  who  will  bare  the  protected  articles  under  their 
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care,  and  whose  opinion  on  this  subject  is  pretty  well 
known,  will  recommend  no  reduction  whaterer  on  these 
articles,  and  the  Committee  on  Finance,  if  they  are  to  be 
confined  to  the  unprotected  articles,  will  have  nothing  to 
do  but  to  recommend  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  these 
articles.  Cientlemen  nuKbt,  perhaps,  consider  such  an 
arrangement  as  constituting  a  judicious  revision  of  the 
tariff;  but,  for  his  own  part,  he  bad  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing tiiat  be  would  consider  a  repeat  of  all  duties  on  the 
unprotected  articles,  while  the  duties  on  the  others  should 
remain  untouched,  as  the  worst  of  all  possible  adjustments 
of  that  great  question  which  now  agitates  and  disturbs  the 
whole  country;  and  it  was  because  be  considered  the  mo- 
tion now  made  as  equivalent  to  a  declaration  that  the  pro- 
tecting system  was  to  remain  untouched,  and  to  be  main- 
tuned  in  all  its  rigor;  in  fikcttbat  nothing  was  to  be  yielded 
to  the  just  expectations  of  the  country,  that  he  earnestly 
desired  that  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
should  not  prevail.  Should  it  do  so,  he  should  entertain 
very  feeble  hopes  of  seeing  any  reduction  of  duties  on  the 
protected  articles,  during  the  present  lesnon;  for,  sure  he 
was  that  no  such  reduction  would  be  recommended  by 
the  Committee  on  Manufitctures.  Mr.  H.  concluded  by 
saying  that  be  <£d  not  wish  to  be  considered  as  an  advo- 
cate of  the  bin  before  the  Senate  in  the  precise  form  in 
which  it  was  presented.  The  duty  on  salt,  as  an  article 
of  necessity,  should  doubtless  be  a  very  moderate  one,  but 
he  doubted  the  propriety  of  removing  it  entirely,  and  he 
should  certainly  be  disposed  to  extend  the  reduction  to 
every  descriptidh  of  salt.  AB  these,  however,  are  ques- 
tions for  the  conaderation  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  CLAY  (in  reply  to  BIr.  Hathi)  said,  it  was  true 
he  had,  on  a  former  occasion,  remarked  that  the  question 
of  an  arrangement  of  the  public  revenue,  in  reference  to 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  required  a  deliberate 
survey  of  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country,  and  con- 
sequently a  glance  at  all  the  duties,  whether  on  protected 
or  unprotected  articles.  He  still  thought  so;  and  heun- 
derstood  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  as  then  ex- 
pressing a  umuar  opinion.  But  the  blU  under  consideration 
was  not  his.  It  was  here  brought  by  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri,  who  has  thought  proper  to  present  a  single  iso- 
lated subject.  And  the  question  is,  how  shall  we  dispose 
of  M  If  it  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  it  will  be 
considered  exclusively  in  respect  to  revenue.  If  to  the 
Committee  on  Hanu&ctures,  they  will  examine  it  in  con- 
nexion with  the  8;^i'^>i>  of  which  it  forms  part.  In  the 
course  of  the  sesnon  perhaps  some  collision  may  arise  in 
the  action  of  those  two  committees.  If  the  Comnuttee 
on  Manufactures  should  sometimes  draw  subjects  to  it 
of  doubtful  character,  the  Committee  on  Finance  will  pro- 
bably do  the  same.     But  this  is  not  one. 

The  proposed  reduction  of  duty  affects  an  important 
article  of  me  manufactures  of  the  country.  It  affected 
every  description  of  salt  which  they  produced.  The  ope- 
ration of  the  measure  was  not  confined  to  the  salt  made 
by  solar  evaporation  on  the  coasts  of  North  Carolina  and 
New  England,  but  it  extended  to  the  great  manu&ctures 
in  the  western  part  of  New  York,  \vhere,  by  the  same 
process,  salt  was  produced,  though  not  from  marine  wa- 
ter. And  it  reached  all  other  manufiu:tures,  by  whatever 
process  they  operated.  If  any  question  were  to  be  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures,  it  was  surely  this. 
It  lays  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  American  manufacture; 
and  a  measure  of  such  fatal  tendency  ought  to  be  examin- 
ed deliberately  by  the  proper  committee.  He  hoped  the 
Senate  would  concur  in  this  opinion. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
well  knew  that  this  subject  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  in  the  other  House.  A  number  of 
memorials  praying  protection  for  manufiu:tures  had  been 
presented,  and  were  universally  referred  to  that  commit- 


take  this  duty  from  that  committee,  which  had  always 
performed  it,  and  make  a  new  reference,  without  any  new 
reason  or  motive  for  doing  so  ?  When  it  falls  into  the 
hands  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  it  would  be  re- 
garded only  in  a  political  point  of  view,  without  a  refer- 
ence to  the  finance  or  revenue  of  the  country.  Now, 
the  object  of  this  class  of  measures  was,  to  reduce  the 
revenue  from  its  present  amount  down  to  about  fifteen 
millions  annually.  This  object  would  be  entirely  lost 
sight  of  if  it  was  referred  to  that  committee.  They 
could  not  take  up  the  whole  subject.  The  Committee 
on  Finance,  of  which  he  was  a  member,  had  long  had 
this  subject  under  consideration,  and  had  labored  hard 
to  mature  a  plan  for  the  new  system,  and  he  thought 
the  subject  should  not  now  be  taken  out  of  their  hands. 
The  comralttee  found  it  difficult  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
how  to  act  on  some  points;  and  he  did  not  yet  know  the 
full  extent  of  their  measures.  It  would  take  some  time 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  all  the  points  under  considera- 
tion. The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  said  that  it 
would  be  advisable  to  examine  into  the  expediency  of  • 
reducing  tiie  duty  on  iron  and  other  articles.  He  would 
answer,  that  there  had  been  a  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
that  article,  but  not  any  reduction  on  the  article  of  salt. 
If  we  proceeded  to  repeal  the  duty  on  articles  imported 
fhim  one  fbrelgn  nation,  we  must  repeal  it  on  othdrs  im- 
ported from  o&eT  nations,  which  claimed,  and  had  a  right 
by  treaty,  to  be  pUced  on  the  footing  of  the  most  fiivwed 
nation.  It  would  be  necessary  to  make  some  provfiiOD 
of  this  nature,  to  accompany  the  repeal  of  the  duty  on 
salt,  should  that  bill  receive  the  sanction  of  Congress. 

Mr.  BENTON  repUed.  The  Senator  from  South  Canv 
Una  [Mr.  Hatss]  objected  to  the  bill  because  it  did  not 
go  fer  enough;  bu*  that  was  an  objection  to  a  detail,  and 
subject  to  a  motion  for  amendment.  The  Senator  from 
Marybind  [Mr.  Sxith}  objected  to  it  because  it  made  a 
distinction  which  miglit  prejudice  Great  Britain,  andmske 
ill  feelings  towards  the  United  States.  Not  so,  Mr.  B. 
said.  Turk's  Island  was  hers,  and  would  send  the  greatest 
proportion  of  alum  salt.  Beades,  the  distinction  was  not 
new  to  Great  Britain.  She  had  made  it  herself;  before 
she  abofished  Uie  salt  tax.  She  admitted  alum  salt,  called  m 
her  sbittttes  bay  salt,  because  it  came,  ^t  that  time,  chiefly 
from  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  duty  free,  for  the  fisheries,  and 
for  curing  beef  and  pork,  and  saving  butter.  She  re- 
pealed the  duty  on  natural  sun-made  salt  long  since,  ro 
&vor  of  provision  curers,  while  furnishing  to  the  United 
States  anmially  millions  of  bushels  of  the  inferior  fire- 
made  salt  Salt  made  by  bmling,  no  matter  from  what 
water,  was  unfit  to  cure  fish,  beeft  pork,  bkcon,  orbutto", 
for  a  southern  market.  Great  Britain,  while  grinding  »• 
Irish  to  the  earth  with  every  species  of  oppresaon,  stui 
let  them  have  foreign  salt  free  of  duty,  for  curing  their 
provinons;  and  that  at  the  moment  that  she  was  exporting 
millions  of  bushels  annual!;^  of  her  own  domestic  fire- 
made  salt  from  Liverpool,  in  the  very  neighborhood  w 
the  Irish  coast;  and  he  hoped  the  American  Senate  woj^ 
be  as  compassionate  to  the  "farmers' of  the  West  as  the 
British  Parliament  was  to  the  Irish.  Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  m 
proposing  the  total  repeal  of  this  duty  in  April  next,  I  m 
not  going  as  fiisi  as  Mr.  Jeflerson  did  in  1807.  He  bad 
the  whole  salt  tax  suppressed  in  one  year.  When  did 
this  odious  tax  reach  its  maximum  of  twenty  cents?  to 
th^time  of  the  elder  Adams,  when  standing  armies  w»d 
eight  per  cent,  loans  were  tiie  order  of  the  day,  and  the 
people  had  to  be  oppressed  to  support  the  extravagance* 
of  the  Government  The  origin  of  this  heavy  tax  refer- 
red itself,  both  in  England  and  America,  to  disastrous  pe- 
riods in  their  history.  It  began  in  England  in  the  reign 
of  William  III,  who,  taking  advantage  of  the  national  pre- 
judices against  France,  gottbe  salt  tax  imposed  as  a  mean* 
^f  helping  to  carry  on  the  war  against  the  French.     '''"• 


The 


tee.     Shall  we,  then,  said  Mr.  &.,  now,  for  the  first  time,  bill  was  entitled,  to  enable  his  Mi^esty  to  carry  on  a  vigor- 
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oas  war  i^nst  France.  To  that  •disastrous  period,  Eng- 
land looks  for  the  origin  of  her  public  debt,  and  the  origin 
of  her  laH  tax.  The  Utter  she  has  lately  abolished;  the 
{brmer  will  remain  forever,  and  will  be  tiie  most  durable 
monument  of  the  effects  of  war  upon  France.  Mr.  Jef- 
fenoD,  when  President,  did  for  America  what  the  whigs 
hare  lately  done  for  England.  He  produced  the  abolition 
of  the  salt  tax.  His  language,  in  recommending  the  abo- 
lition, was  very  remarkable,  and  particularly  appropriate. 
He  did  not  say,  repeal,  reduce,  abolish,  but  suppress  the 
ah  tax.  He  used  the  term  which  is  applied  to  vice,  and 
called  for  the  suppression  of  the  tax. 

The  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  Dickebbox]  was 
oraosed  to  the  repeal  of  the  tax  on  alum  salt,  because  he 
befiered  it  would  affect  the  manufacture  of  another  kind 
of  silt  made  in  the  United  States.  Mr.  B.  appealed  to 
the  Senate — to  those  members  who  looked  to  the  relief  of 
the  people  from  a  part  of  their  burdens — he  called  their 
attention  to  the  doctrine  advanced  by  that  gentleman,  and 
asked  them  to  make  its  application  to  other  articles,  and 
follow  it  out  to  its  legitimate  consequences.  It  would  pre- 
vent the  repeal  of  any  taxes.  Worsted  stuff  g^oods,  an 
article  of  such  general  wear,  and  so  essential  to  the  shoe 
manu&cture  for  women  and  children,  might  be  kept  tax- 
ed, akhou^  we  made  no  such  goods,  but  because  the  free 
importation  of  them  might  affect  the  woollen  manufacture. 
The  manufacturers  of  leather  might  object  also,  because 
the  more  prunella  and  stuff  shoes  worn,  the  less  the  de- 
Band  for  leather  shoes.  Even  the  reduction  of  the  duty 
00  tea  mi^ht  be  resisted,  because  the  free  use  of  tea  might 
lessen  the  consumption  of  milk  and  apple  pies,  and  there- 
by diminish  the  value  of  cows,  and  oxen,  and  orchards. 
He  [Mr.  B.I  had  fixed  his  eye  on  tliis  monstrous  doctrine, 
and  wished  its  first  approaches  to  be  marked  by  the  Se- 
aate.  He  wished  to  know  if  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey proposed  to  compel  people  to  use  improper  and 
unsuitable  things  by  way  of  substitute  for  a  proper  and 
nitable  one,  which  was  to  be  taxed  out  of  the  country. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  had  a  bill  to  bring  in  for  reducing  the  duty 
on  Indian  blankets — the  best  bunkets  in  the  world — and 
indispensable  to  the  Indian  trade;  was  that  bill  to  be  re- 
sbted,  and  a  superior  blanket,  the  best  and  cheapest, 
if  the  duty  was  off,  that  ever  the  laboring  classes  beheld, 
to  be  taxed  out  of  the  country  to  make  room  for  a  base 
substitute?  A  great  sensibility  was  manifested  for  the 
interest  of  the  manuiacturers;  but  there  are  other  interests 
in  the  country  which  also  deserve  consideration.  There 
were  the  a^icultural  and  commercial  interests,  besides  the 
mnufacturing;  all  great  interests;  all  to  be  considered 
by  the  man  who  was  entrusted  to  make  laws  for  the  na- 
tion; and  no  one  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  others.  They 
were  each  of  them  important,  but  they  had  their  degrees 
of  importance.  Agriculture  ranked  first,  because  it  fur- 
lobed  the  means  of  subsistence  for  man  and  beast,  and 
the  elements  of  employment  to  the' other  two;  manufac- 
tores  came  next,  because  they  fashioned  and  prepared  the 
products  of  agriculture  for  the  use,  convenience,  and  orna- 
iDentofman;  commerce,  which  exchanged  the  superfluities 
of  different  countries,  and  contributed  to  the  civilization  of 
the  human  race,  came  third.  He  would  sacrifice  no  one 
to  the  other.  He  would  not  sacrifice  the  interest  of  all 
the  provision-raising  and  provimon-curing  farmers  of  the 
West  to  the  interest  of  a  handful  of  monopolizing  salt 
manufacturers.  Where,  he  exclaimed,  is  the  operation  of 
the  salt  tax  most  severely  felt?  In  the  West;  in  that  vast 
and  magnificent  region  drained  by  the  Ung  of  floods. 
Here  were  the  myriads  of  living  animals-.- horses,  cattle, 
iheep,  hogs,  which  rfequire  salt  with  their  daily  food. 

There  was  the  national  magazine  of  salted  provioons 
vhich  supplied  the  South,  and  the  Lower  Mississippi,  and 
iiinushed  millions  of  dollars  worth  for  foreign  exporta- 
tion. And  there  was  the  place  where  salt  was  wanted  in 
the  greatest  quantity  of  the  purest  and  strongest  kind. 


and  at  the  cheapest  rate.  Artificial  salt  would  not  an- 
swer; crystallized  salt  made  by  solar  evaporation  alone 
would  do.  It  alone  was  pure.  It  alone  would  answer 
for  curing  provisions  for  Southern  consumption,  for  ex- 
portation, or  long  keeping.  Look  to  the  inspection  laws 
in  New  Orleans — no  beef  or  pork  to  pass  inspection,  un- 
less put  up  in  crystallized  salt  Look  to  your  army  and 
navy  advertisements — no  beef  or  pork  to  be  bought  but 
what  is  cured  in  the  same  kind.  I  plead,  said  Bfr.  B., 
the  cause  of  Western  farmers,  when  I  demand  an  aboli- 
tion of  the  alum  salt  duty.  Not  a  pound  of  it  is  made  in 
the  West,  nor  any  rival  to  it,  or  substitute  for  it.  North 
Carolina  makes  a  little,  but  not  the  twentieth  part  sufficient 
for  her  own  consumption.  New  England  makes  some, 
but  not  near  enough  for  her  own  fisheries,  as  we  have  to 
pay  about  two  hundred  and  fifW  thousand  dollars  per  an- 
num to  her  fishermen  as  drawback,  or  bounty  in  lieu  of 
drawback,  of  the  duty  supposed  to  be  paid  on  the  foreign 
salt  supposed  to  be  used  in  curing  fish.  New  York  makes 
some,  nothing  adeqnate  to  her  own  consumption.  A  lit- 
tle of  it  has  gone  t(y  Cincinnati,  and  made  Ohio,  in  that 
particular,  a  tax  payer  to  New  York:  for  salt  is  excised  at 
the  works  in  New  York;  the  manufacturer  pays  an  ex- 
cise, and  that  is  collected,  with  a  profit  besides,  from  the 
consumer.  So  &r  as  Ohio  has  used  New  York  salt,  she 
has  paid  an  excise  tax  to  that  Stattf.  The  West  India 
islands  between  the  tropics  is  the  place  to  fiirnish  the  West 
with  alum  salt.  New  Orleans  the  port  for  its  importa- 
tion, the  Mississippi  the  great  channel  for  its  introduc- 
tion, and  steamboats  the  only  adequate  vessels  to  bring 
it.  This  salt  is  best;  it  u  cheapest,  for  it  costs  but  eight 
or  nine  cents,  independent  of  tlie  duty;  (I  speak  of  the 
import  price  as  shown  on  the  custom-house  books;)  and 
it  is  had  for  barter.  Home  made  salt  must  be  paid  for  in 
gold  and  niver,  or  their  equivalent;  foreign  salt  can  be 
had  for  our  productions,  and  thus  the  foreign  salt  maker  is 
the  encourager  of  domestic  industry;  the'  domestic  sidt 
maker  gives  no  encouragement  to  the  fimner.  He  must 
have  the  money.  At  Kenhawa,  salt  is  silver;  wherever 
it  is  sent,  it  is  for  silver;  no  produce  is  taken  in  return. 
The  foreign  importers  at  New  Orleans  g^  back  freighted 
with  the  productions  of  our  farms;  the  agents  of  the  do- 
mestic salt  makers  go  back  loaded  with  our  money.  The^ 
ask  for  the  food  which  we  have  to  spare;  we  ask  for  the 
salt  which  God  and  nature  makes  upon  their  islands.  Shall 
the  Federal  Government  get  between,  interdict  the  ex- 
change, and  compel  us  to  give  gold  for  the  base  salt  which 
will  not  cure  our  provisions? 

Shall  we  be  compelled  again  to  pay  twenty  cents  to  the 
Federal  Government  (for  there  is  a  proposition  to  raise  the 
salt  tax  to  the  old  federal  standard  of '98)  for  the  ptm- 
legfe  of  buying  eight  cents  worth  of  salt?  Was  there  ever, 
since  taxation  commenced,  a  more  odious  tax  than  this 
upon  salt?  One  which  bears  more  unequally  upon  ^e 
rich  and  the  poor?  One  which  went  so  completely  to  pre- 
vent the  use  of  a  prime  necessary  of  life?  The  gende- 
man  from  New  Jersey  [Mr.  DicKsason]  objects  to  the 
Finance  Committee:  he  wants  the  bill  to  go  to  the  Manu- 
facturing Committee.  Well,  I  will  compromise  with  him. 
I  will  agree  to  a  select  committee,  with  power  to  send  for 
witnesses,  swear  them,  and  report  their  evidence  to  the 
Senate.  This  is  the  way  they  did  in  the  British  Parlift- 
raent:  tlus  is  the  way  they  blew  up  the  salt  tax  there. 
There  was  another  view  of  this  tax,  which  must  not  be 
omitted.  Before  ISOT,  there  was  a  drawback  on  exported 
beef  and  pork,  as  well  as  on  exported  fish,  to  reimburse 
the  duty  on  salt  used  in  curing  these  provisions.  There 
is  no  such  drawback  now  on  beef  and  pork.  It  existed 
on  fish  alone,  and  the  fishermen  had  drawn  five  millions  of 
dollars  from  the  treasury,  and  were  annually  drawing  at 
the  rate  of  about  two  hundred  and  fiffy  thousand  dollars. 
The  salt  tax  was  a  money-making  business  to  them;  it  was 
a  heavy  burden  upon  the  West.    Mr.  B.  said  be  bad  not 
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come  prepared  for  this  debate.  It  sprung  up  when  not 
expected.  .  He  would  be  ready  for  it  when  it  came  up 
•nin. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  tbat  it  had  been  a  subject  of 
discussion  for  two  or  three  years  to  detemune  what  sub- 
jects belonged  tu  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and 
what  to  the  Finance  Committee.  Sometimes  one  com- 
nuttee  had  taken  charge  of  bills  of  this  nature,  and  some- 
times another.  One  committee  had  often  taken  subjects 
which  belonged  to  the  other.  He  cited  the  case  of  the 
bill  to  reduce  the  duty  on  sugar,  which  bad  been  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  It  appeared  to  the 
Senate,  that  it  properly  belonged  to  that  committee.  Tlie 
gentleman  from  South  Carobna  had  objected  that  this 
measure  was  not  proposed  from  the  manufacturers,  and, 
therefore,  did  not  belong  to  that  committee.  The  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  had  objected,  because  it  related  to 
the  financial  concerns  of  the  country.  In  answer  to  tliese 
gentlemen,  he  would  say  that  it  related  to  tlie  protection 
of  one  of  the  great  and  widely  extended  interests  of  the 
community,  and  embraced  within  its  provisions  conse- 
quences which  could  not  fail  to  oiTect  them  materially. 
It  was  true  they  had  presented  no  petition  to  Congress,  to 
save  them  from  the  rum  which  this  measure  threatened;  but 
it  was  only  because  they  were  ignorant  of  tlie  designs  me- 
ditated against  them.  If  they  were  aware  of  tliem,  they 
would  not  fail  to  enter  their  solemn  protest  ag^nst  such  a 
course.  Shall  we,  said  Mr.  D.,  neglect  their  acknow- 
ledged interests,  and  proceed  to  adopt  measures  calculated 
to  destroy  them,  merely  because  there  has  not  been  the 
formality  of  a  petition?  We  are  placed  here  to  be  the 
guardians  of  the  great  interests  of^  the  country,  and  it  is 
our  duty  to  defend  them  whenever  attacked  or  threatened 
with  any  material  injury. 

It  was  not  necessary,  Mr.  D.  said,  for  them  to  remain  in- 
active until  the  injured  should  come  forward  and  demand 
relief  and  protection,  and  present  a  prayer  that  their  in- 
terests might  not  be  abandoned  and  left  to  sink  into  ruin. 
He  considered  the  present  measure  fraught  with  destruc- 
tion to  those  interests.  It  did  not  ask  a  reasonable  re- 
duction, but  was  not  intended  to  abolish  the  whole  duty 
at  once,  and  thus  annihilate  the  protecting  system.  If  any 
measure. fairly  belonged  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, this  was  one  of  tliat  character.  The  gentleman 
from  Missouri  had  thought  proper  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
the  question- 
It  appeared  to  Mr.  D.  that  this  was  a  premature  step, 
as  the  question  was  only  on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  a 
comDiittee.  He  did  not  now  feel  disposed,  nor  was  he 
prepared  to  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  a  measure  so 
important  as  the  one  before  tliem.  They  should  take 
time  toconnderthe  subject,  and  prepare  for  the  import- 
ant decision.  The  gentleman  had  complained  strongly 
of  the  present  duty.  But  he  would  ask  him  if  it  was  not 
a  necessary  measure  in  order  to  defend  American  indus- 
try from  foreign  competition,  to  discourage  the  importa- 
tion of  articles  which  were  produced  by  the  domestic 
manufacturer.  It  had  been  so  decided  in  the  sage  coun- 
cils of  the  founders  of  the  Government,  and  had  been 
fiuthfillly  adhered  to  by  every  administration.  An  act  had 
long  been  in  force,  allowing  a  drawback  on  this  article  for 
this  express  purpose.  He  doubted  the  wisdsm  or  pro- 
priety of  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  there  was  a  treaty  existing  with 
Great  Britain,  by  which  she  was  placed  on  the  footing  of 
the  most  favored  nation,  and  that  she  would  have  a  right 
to  complain  if  thb  reduction  took  place  without  giving 
her  some  equivalent  in  return.  Spain  and  Portugal  would 
have  a  privilege  which  was  not  allow^ed  to  England.  They 
had  heretofore  complained  uf  the  duty  on  iron,  and  he 
believed  with  good  reason.  He  considered  that  we  were 
able  to  procure  as  good  salt  from  England  as  from  the 
West  Indies  or  any  other  quarter.     We  had  used  it  for 


curing  bacon,  and  found  it  to  answer  every  purpose.  The 
g^tlemaii  from  Missouri  had  said  that  he  had  received 
credible  information  that  alum  salt  could  be  imported  for 
six  or  eight  cents  per  bushel.  He  had  been  engaged  ia 
commerce  during  his  whole  life,  and  never  had  been  able 
to  get  it  under  nine  cents.  He  did  not  know  how  the 
article  could  be  obtained  at  a  cheaper  rate. 

Mr.  CLAY,  when  he  first  rose,  had  certainly  not  in- 
tended to  provoke  a  debate  of  this  extensive  range.  And 
he  felt  reluctance  in  being  compelled  to  prolong  it,  senu- 
ble  as  he  was  that,  considering  the  single  question  before 
the  Senate,  it  was  not  strictly  parliamentary.  He  would 
be  very  brief.  No  one  was  more  thoroughly  convinced 
than  himself  of  the  paramount  importance  of  the  agi-i- 
cultural  interest.  It  was  that  great  leading  interest  to 
which  all  others  ought  to  bend.  And  it  was  because 
be  believed  that  the  success  of  American  manufactures 
was  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  agriculture,  that  he  had 
been,  was,  and  he  trusted  ever  would  be,  their  friend. 
The  gentleman  from  Missouri  argued  the  question  as  if  it 
were  indisputable  that  a  reduction  of  duty  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  salt.  He  wishes  to 
cheapen  it;  so  do  I.  But  we  may  differ  about  tlie  mode 
of  accomplishing  tliat  object.  I  desire  to  preserve  the 
full  benefit  of  the  all-powerful  principle  of  competition. 
Destroy  the  home  manufacture,  and  you  deprive  your- 
selves of  the  advantage  of  the  competition  that  they  pro- 
duce. Let  us  appeal  to  experience.  In  May,  1830,  the 
duty  was  lowered,  to  take  effect  as  hjis  been  already 
stated;  and  the  price,  after  the  reduction  of  the  duty,  was 
higher  than  it  was  before,  and  it  is  now  higher,  in  some 

filaces,  than  it  had  been  for  ten  or  fifteen  years.  The 
atter  fact  may  in  some  measure  be  owing  to  the  early  and 
severe  commencement  of  the  winter.  A  reduction  of  the 
duty  has  not  therefore  been  yet  followed  by  a  reduction 
of  price.  An  augmentation  of  duty  sometimes  produces 
a  reduction,  instead  of  an  augmentation  of  price. 

The  foreign  salt  trade,  Mr.  C.  said,  was  a  collateral  or 
incidental  trade.  Salt  was  imported  principally  in  bal- 
last. Vessels  rarely  engaged  in  it  when  they  could  get 
any  other  freight.  Low  price  of  foreign  salt,  tlierefore, 
implied  inactivity  in  our  tonnage,  as  high  price  did  full  and 
profitable  employment.  This  very  irregularity  formed  a 
strong  motive  to  encourage  the  home  manufacture.  Is 
tliere  any  comparison  between  the  moderate  duty  on  salt 
levied  in  this  country,  and  the  enormous  excise  of  fifteen 
shillings  sterling  per  bushel  which  was  levied  in  England? 
Between  the  gabelle  of  France  and  our  duty  ?  Whatever 
oppressions  may  have  existed  in  other  countries  fi-om  a 
salt  tax,  he  was  perfectly  persuaded  that  the  unexampled 
prosperity  of  this  country  had  its  date  from  the  adoption 
of  the  protective  policy  of  which  this  salt  duty  forms 
part.  To  the  tariff,  not  of  '16,  but  of  '24,  we  were  in- 
debtcd,  not  only  for  that  prosperity,  but  for  the  rapid  ex- 
tinction of  the  public  debt,  now  so  near  at  hand.  He  was 
aware  that  this  discussion  belonged  to  another  occasion, 
when  the  whole  subject  would  undergo  a  full  examination. 
But  he  must  be  allowed  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  obser- 
vations of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  as  to  the  consump- 
tion of  alum  salt  in  the  Western  States,  that  he  did  not 
believe  that  one  bushel  in  fifty  thousand  of  that  descrip- 
tion is  there  consumed.  Although  lie  had  himself  been 
a  farmer  some  twenty  or  twenty -five  years,  he  had  never 
had  a  pound  of  it  in  his  cellar.  He  had  witnessed  in  the 
West  the  gratifying  fact  of  the  reduction  of  salt  from 
three  or  four  dollars  to  fifty  cents  per  bushel  on  tiie  Ohio 
river,  and  seventy-five  in  the  interior.  This  was  alto- 
gether owing  to  the  increase  of  the  home  manufacturer. 
He  knew  that  prejudice  existed  ag^nst  provisions  put  up 
with  any  other  than  alum  salt.  He  believed  that  it  was 
only  necessary-  to  employ  a  small  additional  quantity  of 
salt  made  by  artificial  heat  to  secure  the  preservation  of 
meat.     One  of  the  most  experienced  men  that  ever  lived 
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in  the  'West,  lonp  engaged  in  the  prepuation  of  beef  and 
pork,  aaaired  him  that  when  the  salt  was  properly  ap- 
plied, in  bands  aafficiently  seasoned  and  properly  made, 
the  coaano  aah  of  the  country  preaerrea  as  well  as  the 
best  akin  aah.  The  salt  of  the  Onondaga  works  in 
New  Tort  already  has  found  its  way  into  the  heart  of  Ohio 
thrmsli  thor  cajud,  and  when  that  noble  work  is  com- 
pleted, in  the  course  of  the  next  year,  it  will  be  dia- 
tnbut<^  on  the  Ohio  rirer,  and  transported  even  to  St. 
Louis.  So  &r  from  the  Western  farmers  being  able  to  ex- 
change their  pork  and  beef  for  alum  salt,  the  British  na- 
tion will  not  purchase  our  beef  and  pork,  although  cured 
with  sah  from  their  own  possessions.  With  respect  to 
the  dnwback,  it  will  be  a  proper  con»deration  with  the 
Coaumtteeon  Hanu&ctures,  whether  that  should  be  al- 
lowed on  the  exportation  of  pork  and  beef.  In  every 
view  of  the  subject,  the  importance  of  the  manufacture, 
the  essential  value  of  the  article,  the  recent  passage  of  a 
law  reducing  the  duty,  not  yet  gone  ito  eflPect,  Mr.  C. 
thought  we  should  proceed  with  caution,  and  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  as«gn  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factores. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  it  was  true  the  price  of  salt  was 
higher  now  in  the  West  than  for  some  years  past.  The 
reMon  was,  because  the  importations  were  diminished. 
This  the  custom-house  returns  showed  us.  It  would  not 
do  to  argue  that  the  reduction  of  the  duty  had  increased 
the  price  of  the  foreign  article;  that  argument  would  cut 
up  the  protecting  system.  The  feet  was,  the  effect  of 
laising  or  reducing  duties  could  not  be  regfular  at  first. 
Adventitious  circumstances  may  control  it.  When  the 
duty  on  lead  was  raised  to  three  cents  a  pound,  in  1828, 
the  price  of  lead  on  the  Upper  Mississippi  fell  to  one  and 
a  half  cents.  Excessive  production  produced  that  effect. 
The  lale  importations  of  salt  were  above  a  million  of 
bushels  less  than  two  or  three  years  ago,  and  salt  risesj 
when  the  duty  is  off  entirely,  and  salt  comes  free,  importa- 
tions win  largely  increase,  and  the  price  fell  in  propor- 
tion. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  and  negatived— yeas  17,  nays  22, 
as  follows: 

TEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17.1 

NATS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hanna.  Hendricks, 
Hohnes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  RoBPns, 
Robinson,  Rugbies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Wil- 
kins. — 22. 

The  bill  was  then  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
fectiires. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Tuesday. 


TczsDAT,  Jahoabt  3,  1833. 

AMERICAN  STATE  PAPERS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  communicated  the  following 
report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the 
Hoose  of  Representatives: 

Ti  the  Senate  and  Houte  of  Hqjresenlatives 

of  the  Cangren  of  the  United  States: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  o' 
Representatives  respectfully  make  report  of  their  pro- 
ceed!]^ under  the  act  of  Congress  of  2d  March,  1831, 
directing  a  subscription  to  the  compilation  of  Congrea- 
nonal  Documents,  proposed  to  be  published  by  Gales 
andScaton. 

Umnediatelr  after  the  adioumment  of  Congress,  we 
commenced  the  discharge  of  the  duties  imposed  by  the 
act  of  Congress.     At  the  very  outset,  however,  we  found 


great  difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  extent  of  the  duties  re- 
quired of  us.  Measrs.  Gales  and  Seaton,  of  their  own 
accord,  had  submitted  to  Congress  a  subscription  paper, 
proposing  to  republish  the  congresmonal  documents  for 
the  first  thirteen  Congresses!  the  volume,  the  type,  and 
the  size  of  the  pi^^  were  designated,  as  well  as  the  spe- 
cific sum  for  each  volume  when  delivered.  With  these 
proposals  before  them.  Congress  directed  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  subscribe  for  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  copies,  on  two  conditions:' 

1st.  The,documents  to  be  selected  under  the  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives:  2d.  The  price  paid  for  the  printing  to 
be  at  the  rate  not  exceeding  that  of  the  price  pud  to  the 
printer  of  Congress  for  the  printing  of  the  documents  of 
the  two  Houses. 

At  the  first  view  it  does  not  appear  difficult  to  ascer- 
tain the  specific  duties  required  from  us.  The  documents 
are  to  be  selected  by  us.  It  irould  therefore  seem  that 
when  we  had  given  the  publishers  a  list  of  the  papers  to 
be  reprinted,  our  agency  was  at  an  end.  Circumstances, 
however,  which  we  will  now  explain,  rendered  it  impossi- 
ble that  our  duties  could  stop  here.  The  great  mass  of 
these  documents  were  to  be  found  only  in  the  archives  of 
the  two  Houses.  No  complete  sets  of  them  existed  in  any 
other  place.  They  were  contuned  in  one  hundred  and 
si^ty  octavo  and  folio  printed  volumes,  eighty  larg^  folio 
manuscript  records,  and  in  some  hundred  large  files  of  do- 
cuments. Charged,  as  we  are,  with  the  care  and  preser- 
vation of  all  these  important  documents,  we  could  not,  for 
a  moment,  permit  them  to  go  into  the  hands  of  others 
over  whom  we  had  no  contrd.  To  make  the  separation 
of  those  to  be  published,  without  producing  disorder,  re- 
quired the  knowledge  and  experience,  and  the  most 
patient,  persevering  industry  of  the  most  able  of  our 
assistants,  and  of  ourselves.  Had  any  one,  without  that 
knowledge  of  these  things  which  can  only  be  obtained 
by  long  experience,  undertaken  to  separate  and  arrangfe 
these  documents,  he  would  have  been  in  great  danger  of 
reducing  the  whole  to  a  heap  of  confusion.  In  addition 
to  this,  many  of  these  documents  exist  qnly  in  the  tnanu- 
script  records  of  the  two  Houses,  consisting  of  large  folio 
volumes,  substantially  bound,  and  in  the  best  state  of  pre- 
servation. We  could  not  suffer  these  valuable  records  to 
betaken  apart,  and  the  portions  selected  sent  to  the  print- 
ing office.  We  were  also  unwilling  either  to  permit  them 
tp  be  taken  from  the  office  to  be  copied,  or  to  permit 
strangers  to  come  into  the  office  and  occupy  our  desks 
and  tables  in  copying  them. 

From  these  considerations,  (and  others  of  a  similar  na- 
ture, not  here  detailed,)  it  was  evident  to  us  that  it  was 
our  duty,  not  only  to  select  these  documents,  but  also  to 
prepare  them  for  the  press. 

Another  question  then  arose,  what  arrangement  should 
be  given  to  these  documents  in  the  proposed  publication? 
Two  modes  were  suggested:  1st.  An  arrangement,  strict- 
ly chronological;  or  2d.  A  division  into  classes,  and  each 
class  to  preserve  its  chronological  order.  After  much  ex- 
amination and  reflection,  we  decided  on  the  second  mode, 
and  finally  adopted  the  following  arrangement: 

1st.  FoBiisK  Relations; 
2d.  Indiah  ArrAiRS; 
■     3d.  FiXAKCES; 

4th.    COKXSBCE  4KD  Navioatiok; 

5th.  MiLiTABT  ArrAiRS; 

6th.  Naval  Affairs; 

7th.  Post  OrriCE  DEFAitrxEiiT; 

8th.  PcBUc  lasDS; 

9th.  Claims; 

10th.    tllSCtlXAKEOCS. 

Each  of  these  ten  series  to  have  its  own  number,  run- 
ning fA>m  one  upward,  and  to  be  printei)  chronologically- 
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I.    FOBBieiT    RXLATIOXS. 

This  will  embrace  our  foreigii  relations.  It  presents  • 
subject  of  much  unity;  and,  from  the  importance  of  it» 
interest,  will  be  tlie  first  series.  The  annual  messages  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  from  their  importance, 
claim  a  prominent  place  in  this  compilation;  and  their 
proper  place  is  the  first  of  foreig^i  relations,  to  follow  each 
other  in  chronological  order. 

n.    IlWIAIt    AtTAIBS. 

1st.  All  documents  accompanying^  Indian  treaties; 
2d.  Indian  massacres  and  depredations; 
3d.  Indian  wars; 

4th.  Efforts  made  for  their  benefit,  in  civilization,  agri- 
culture, and  the  mechanical  arts. 

in.    FlITAKCSS. 

This  series  embraces  more  variety,  consisting  of — 

1st.  Public  debt  and  public  credit; 

2d.  Revenue,  direct  and  indirect  taxation,  embracing 
manufactures; 

3d.  The  currency; 

4th.  Tlie  Hint  of  the  United  States; 

5th.  Bamk  of  the  United  States,  and  State  banks,  so  far 
as  connected  with  the  United  States; 

6th.  General  prmciple*  of  the  annual  estimates; 

7th.  General  principles  of  the  expenses  of  collecting 
revenue; 

8th.  One  table  of  recapts  and  expenditures. 

rv.  CoimiacE  axd  Navioatioit. 

All  external  matters  of  this  class  to  be  embraced  in 
Foreign  Relations. 

1st.  Imports  and  exports,  and  all  communications  and 
reports  containing  general  principles  and  reasoning; 

3d.  The  fisheries,  and  all  communications  and  reports 
containing  general  principles  and  reasoning; 

3d.  Lighthouse  establishment; 

4th.  Improvement  of  harbors,  rivers,  roads,  and  canals; 

5th.  ^onnage,  and  all  communications  and  reports  of 
committees  dontaining  general  principles  and  reasoning. 

6th.  Coasting  trade,  and  all  communications  and  re- 
ports of  committees  containing  general  principles  and  rea- 
soning. 

V.    MiLITABT    ArVAIBS. 

1st.  Army; 

2d.  Military  Academy;  , 

3d.  Fortifications; 

4th.  Armament,  arms; 

5th.  National  armories; 

6tb.  Hilitia. 

VI.  Navai  ArrAiaa. 
This  presents  a  subject  of  much  unity. 

Vll.  Post  Ofpicb  Dxpabtxiict. 
This  is  also  a  subject  in  which  there  is  little  or  no  variety. 

VIII.  Public  Lakds. 
ThiBwill  embrace  the  whole  subject  of  the  public  do- 
mains, including  all  claims  of  individuab  and  corporations 
<•-*»  1 1  * 


for  land. 


IX. 


Claiks. 

,  Embracing  all  claims  against  the  United  States,  except 
claims  for  land  and  claims  in  which  foreign  relations  or 
finances  are  directly  embraced. 

X.    MiSCKLlAKZOCS. 

Embracing  all  documeifts  proper  to  be  reprinted,  not 
included  in  the  foregoing — each  subject  to  be  arranged  as 
follows: 

1st.  Chronologically — Messages  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  both  Houses,  and  documents. 
Do  do  to  the  Senate,  do. 


Messages  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  and  documents. 

Reports  from  departments  to  both  Houses. 
Do  do  to  the  Senate. 

Do  do  tothe  Houseof  Representatires. 

2d.  Reports  of  committees  of  the  Senate,  the  entire 
session  together. 

3d.  Reports  of  committees  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, the  entire  session  together — and  preceded*  if  ne- 
cessary, in  eacli  House,  by  uie  petition. 

This  arrangement  to  be  made  for  each  session}  and  the 
separate  documents  of  each  item  are  to  follow  each  other 
chronologically.  In  all  cases  where  a  report  of  a  coroiait- 
tee  of  either  or  both  Houses  is  founded  on  a  messagje  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  or  on  a  reportirom  a 
department,  a  reference  is  to  be  made  from  the  one  to  the 
other. 

There  are  many  advantage  attending  this  arrangement, 
which  are  quite  apparent.  The  class  on  Indian  AfTaiis, 
for  instance,  (the  printing  of  which  has  been  finished,)  is 
contained  in  a  single  volume,  and,  in  chronological  order, 
presents  our  entire  Indian  relations  unmixed  with  other 
matter;  Foreign  Relations,  Military  Affairs,  Naval  Affairs, 
and  the  Public  Lands,  each  present  distinctions  strongly 
marked  from  all  the  others;  and  the  advantage  of  hav- 
ing each  of  these  great  interests  in  a  separate  series  is 
very  great  Occasionally,  however,  documents  were  met 
with,  partaking  so  much  of  two  or  more  classes,  that  it 
was  difficult  to  give  them  a  satisfitctory  arrangement. 
This  was  more  particularly  the  case  with  the  series  of  Fi- 
nance and  Commerce — some  single  docirthents  referred 
less  or  more  to  both  classes.  So  also  of  the  class  of  Claims. 
Some  of  them  involved  extensive  correspondence  with  fo- 
reign Governments.  These  were  placed  with  Foreign 
Relations.  Some  of  them  involved  our  commercial  re- 
lations; others,  the  regulations  for  the  sale  of  public  lands. 
The  cases  thus  described,  however,  were  not  numerous,  and 
in  every  instance  of  their  occurrence,  our  best  judgment 
was  exercised  in  giving  them  the  proper  arrangement. 

AfWr  we  had  decided  on  the  foregoing  as  the  principles 
by  which  the  publication  should  be  regulated,  we  had  aa 
interview  with  Messrs.  Gales  and  Seaton.  They  stated  to 
us,  at  once,  that  they  conadered  the  proviso,  that  the 
printing;  should  be  done  at  the  rate  of  public  printing,  u 
in  a  great  measure  rescinding  the  details  of  their  propo- 
sals, and  that  they  stood  in  regard  to  Congress  in  some- 
thing of  the  relation  of  public  printers.  Tbat  every  thing 
per^^med  by  them  besides  the  printing  would  of  course 
be  a  charge  ag^nst  the  Government,  to  be  settled  and  ad- 
justed as  Confess  might  direct.  That  as  we  had  Uie  caie 
of  the  archives  of  the  two  Houses,  they  could  not  expect 
that  we  would  entrust  them  to  others,  either  in  the  selec- 
tion, copying,  or  arrangement.  That  they  were  willing, 
nay  desirous,  that  we  should  take  the  whole  control  of  tbe 
publication,  as  far  as  the  labor  and  responsibility  of  edi- 
tors were  concerned.  That  the  mechanical  part,  includ- 
ingthe  paper,  the  printing,  and  the  binding,  would  belong 
to  them,  and  for  these.they  would  be  responsible. 

From  ail  these  considerations,  it  was  evident  to  ua  that 
if  we  acted  at  all  under  the  act  of  Congress,  it  was  our 
duty  to  assume  the  whole  responsibility  of  editing  the 
work.  Other  considerations,  besides  these  menuoned, 
also  led  to  the  same  conclusion.  'We  stood  in  an  official 
relation  to  the  two  Houses,  and  had  every  possible  motive  to 
devote  Our  entire  ability  to  the  proper  completion  of  the 
work.  From  long  experience  and  close  application  to  the 
business  of  Congress,  we  had  a  reasonable  confidence  in 
our  ability  to  do  the  work  justice.  We  had  under  our  di- 
rection able  and  industrious  men,  and  whose  experience  in  ' 
these  things  was  even  greater  than  our  own.  Much  of 
the  usefulness  of  tliis  work  will  depend  upon  the  indexes; 
and  for  doing  justice  to  this  item,  we  know  of  none  so 
capable  as  our  asaistant  clerks.     We  therefore  did  not 
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kstite,  ahhoogfa  the  reiponsibility  was  great,  and  the 
Unr  great,  to  act  upon  the  principlei  thus  indicated. 

ABodMr  important  question,  of  no  little  embamanneiit, 
WIS  pKiated  in  deciding  on  the  size  of  the  page.  The 
joiBt  rmiation  of  24th  May,  1828,  placed  that  subject 
Dader  OUT  control,  and,  aAer  much  consideration  and  re- 
itcaoe,  and  repeated  intenriews  with  the  publishers,  we 
dedded  on  the  folio  size.  Ttie  facility  with  which  the 
omerous  tables  can  be  inserted  on  a  folio  page,  was  one 
ka<£ng  reason  for  giving  it  the  preference.  The  volumes 
of  coagrenioiial  documents  are  becoming  too  numerous 
kx  tmj  leference;  aiid  we  find  a  great  difficulty  in  keep- 
ing our  series  perfect  For  the  public  offices,  or  for 
la^  libnries,  we  believed  the  folio  form  altogether  the 
beiL 

A*  there  was  no  appropriation  in  the  act  of  Congress 
impooog  (be  duty  upon  us,  we  were  obliged  to  draw  from 
the  eootingent  funds  of  the  two  Houses  for  some  expenses 
inddent  to  the  selecting,  arranging,  copying,  &c.  Al- 
thoagk  we  found  it  impossible  to  dispense  wim  the  assist- 
loce  of  the  derka  in  our  offices,  we  did  not  think  ourselves 
^uAified  in  charting  from  them  laborious  duties,  not  belong- 
mg  to  the  respective  offices,  without  compensation.  A 
arall  sum  was  paid  to  them  in  part  for  these  services,  and 
ilio  mall  SOBS  have  been  paid  for  copying,  &c.  Should 
to  appropriation  be  made  by  Cong^ress  for  the  work  ge- 
aeruly,  we  will  be  prepared  to  give  any  explanations 
snnted,  respecting  the  expenses  arising  from  our  agency 
in  the  publication.  In  selecting  the  oocuments  for  the 
dui  OD  Foreign  Belations,  it  was  found  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  that  some  important  documents  of  an  early 
date  were  upon  the  executive  files  of  the  Senate.  These 
papers  being  under  the  injunction  of  secrecy,  of  course 
cannot  in  this  comiminioation  be  particularly  described. 
Gcaerally  it  may  be  observed  that  their  publication 
(itaouJd  there  be  no  objection  to  removing  the  injunction 
of  Kcrecy)  would  add  much  to  the  value  and  interest  of 
tbevork.  The  Secretary  of  the  Senate  will  bring  this 
subject  before  the  Senate  for  their  decision  respecting  it. 

The  progreas  madein  the  printing  will  be  communicated 
to  Coi^reas  by  the  publishers,  and  specimens  of  its  exe- 
cBtisn  will  also  by  them  be  laid  before  the  two  Houses. 
All  vhich  is  respectfully  submitted. 

WALTER  LOWRIE, 
MW.  ST.  CLAUt  CLARKE. 

DscnasK  29,  1831. 

The  report  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

PURSERS  IN  THE  NAVY. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  compensation  of  the  pursers 
in  the  navy  being  taken  up, 

Mr.  UATNE  said  that  the  bill  proposed  the  reformation 
of  certain  abuses  which  had  been  found  to  exist  in  rela- 
tioB  to  the  sale  of  necessary  articles  for  the  use  of  the 
•camen  on  board  the  vessels  of  war  belonging  to  the 
Uiuted  States.  The  measure  proposed  a  reduction  and 
regulation  of  the  prices  of  articles  which  were  now  fur- 
niSied  by  the  pursers  on  board  those  vessds,  and  for 
which  they  had  been  in  the  practice  of  demanding  differ- 
ent, and  sometimes  exorbitant  profits.  The  present  bill 
was  similar  to  the  one  which  lutd  been  brought  forward 
^uing  the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  which  had  passed 
ne  Senate,  but  was  not  acted  on  by  the  other  House. 
The  mctive  for  introducing  it  now  was,  that  it  might  re- 
ceive the  reoonaderation  and  revision  of  the  Senate,  in 
order  that  it  might  again  be  sent  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
lentatives  for  their  concurrence.  The  principal  object  of 
the  bin  was  to  change  the  present  mode  of  fornishing 
the  Bulors  with  certain  supplies — to  prevent  the  sale  of 
then  at  different  rates  of  profit,  which  had  in  some  in- 
stances been  as  high  as  fifty  per  cent;  and  to  establish  a 
new  practice,  which  should  better  provide  for  the  security 


of  the  seamen  from  being  imposed  upon  by  exorbitant 
prices,  and  with  inferior  articles. 

The  course  now  pursued  created  a  tendency  to  abuse, 
by  making  it  an  object  for  the  pursers  who  receiveda  per 
centage  on  the  articles  fomished,  to  buy  at  the  higheA 
prices,  and  to  sell  as  much  as  possible;  one  consequence 
of  which  was,  that  the  officers  in  that  employ  on  board  of 
the  large  ships  received  a  great  amount  of^  profits  as  a 
compensation  for  th«r  services,  wliile  those  on  board  the 
smaller  vessels  receive  but  a  veipr  inconaderable  sum, 
which  rendered  it  difficult  to  obtain  pursers  for  the  smsll 
vessels.  To  obviate  this  difficulty,  and  provide  a  guard 
against  this  liability  to  abuse  and  imposition,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  fix  the  stJaries  of  the  pursers  on  board  the  vari- 
ous public  ships — to  let  the  supplies  be  procured,  as  the 
provisions  were,  under  the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Navy 
Commissionersi  and  to  require  an  exact  account  of  all  the 
articles  fomished  the  seamen  to  be  kept  by  the  pursera,  mak- 
ing them  responsible  for  the  fiuthfol  performance  of  their 
duties,  and  allowing  ten  per  cent,  for  loss  by  contingen- 
cies, &c.  The  sdvantagea  to  be  derived  from  the  plan  pro- 
posed, were,  that  the  men  on  board  the  ships  of  war 
would  be  supplied  with  provisions  at  a  cheaper  rate  and  of 
a  better  quahty  than  heretofore,  and  equabse  the  emohi- 
menta  of  the  pursers.  The  bill  bad  been  submitted  to  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  who  approved  of  its  pro- 
visions. 

Mr.  DICKBRSON  said  that,*  in  order  to  give  time  for 
a  consideration  of  both  sides  of  the  question,  and  from 
observing  that  »  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ta«bwh.i.1 
was  not  in  bis  seat,  who  had  last  year  given  >"  '^  lucid 
manner  highly  valuable  details  on  the  subject  of  the  bill, 
be  would  move  that  the  bill  should  be  postponed,  and 
made  the  order  of  the  day  for  this  day  week.  To  which 
Mr.  HAYNE  assented,  and  it  was  postponed  accordingly. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  ex- 
ecutive business,  and  sat  with  closed  doors  for  some 
time;  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WXDBXSOAT,  JaKVABT  4. 

AMERICAN  STATE  1«APERS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  communicated  the  follow- 
ing letter: 
Ththehonorabkthie  SeaaU  of  the  United  States: 

The  undersigned  respectfully  represent,  that,  encou- 
raged thereto  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  last  session 
authorizing  a  subscription  to  the  work,  they  have  not  only 
made  a  beginning,  but  have  made  considerable  progress, 
in  the  execution  of  their  proposition  for  publishing  a  com- 
pilation of  the  public  documents  of  the  United  States. 
They  have  now  the  pleasure  to  submit  to  the  Senate  two 
volumes,  which,  excepting  the  indexes  thereto,  not  vet 
ready  for  the  press,  and  the  title-pa^s,  which  are  but 
temporarily  composed,  they  respectfully  submit  as  sam- 
ples of  the  whole  work. 

In  the  arrangement  as  well  as  the  selection  of  the  ma- 
terials of  this  great  national  work,  they  have  been^vern- 
ed  by  the  decisions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  whose 
directions,  moreover,  exclusively,  the  materials  of  it  have 
been  prepared  for  the  press.  To  their  inteUig^nce,  in- 
dustry, and  discrimination,  and  that  of  the  gentlemen  in 
their  respective  offices,  it  will  owe  whatever  value  it  pos- 
sesses beyond  t'.iat  of  a  mere  print  and  reprint  of  the  do- 
cuments on  the  files  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  The 
caution  of  Congress,  in  commit^g  these  matters  to  their 
ability  and  discretion,  rather  than  to  that  of  the  publish- 
ers, has,  in  the  opinion  of  the  unders'gned,  been  justified 
in  the  follest  extent  by  the  order,  and  the  form  and  pres- 
sure which  have  been  given  to  the  work. 

In  the  arTang>ement  of  the  documents,  the  principle  of 
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claMification  has  been  adopted,  the  advantagea  of  which 
irill  be  apparent  upon  the  slightest  examination  of  the 
samples  of  it  herewith  transmitted.  The  two  volumes 
now  presented  are  not  the  first  in  the  series,  but  are  those 
which  have  been  most  easily  collated.  One  of  them,  it 
will  be  discovered,  comprises  all  the  congressional  docu- 
ments upon  UnUan  Affairs,  (one  of  the  classes,)  from  the 
beginning  of  the  Government  up  to  the  commencement 
of  the  14th  Congress,  to  which  date  (4th  March,  1815, 
inclusive)  the  plan  of  the  present  series  extends.  The 
other  is  the  first  volume  of  the  class  of  Finance,  the  whole 
of  which  occupies  two  volumes.  When  indexes,  copious 
and  well  digested,  such  as  are  in  preparation,  are  added 
to  these  volumes,  they  will  afford  a  facility  to  the  investi- 
gations of  our  legislators,  whether  in  debates  or  in  com- 
mittee business,  which  will  amply  compensate  for  the  ex- 
pense of  the  publication,  without  adverting  to  their  value 
as,  national  memorials,  which  of  itself,  it  is  respectfully 
submitted,  would  have  fully  justified  the  sanction  which 
has  been  given  to  this  undertaking. 

The  two  volumes  herewith  prasented  comprise  about 
one-half  of  what  has  been  already  done  in  the  printing  of 
the  work,  which  is  in  the  course  of  steady  prosecution,  ahd 
of  which  it  is  hoped  eight  or  ten  volumes  may  be  ready 
for  delivery  before  the  close  of  the  present  Congress. 

Of  the  execution  of  this  work,  for  which  alone  the  un- 
dersigned have  'any  right  to  credit,  they  beg  leave  to 
observe,  only,  that  they  have  endeavored  to  make  it  such 
as  should  be  creditable  to  the  Government,  and  as  should 
justify  the  liberal  confidence  which,  by  the  act  of  the  last 
session,  Congress  has  reposed  in  the  undertakers.  They 
confidently  submit  its  merits  to  a  comparison  with  those  of 
any  other  work  of  the  like  nature,  ever  published  in  this 
or  any  other  country. 

A  superficial  examination  of  these  sample  volumes  will 
suffice  to  satisfy  the  intelligent  observer  oi  the  importance 
of  the  work  to  the  public  service,  and  to  the  history  of 
the  country.  Documents  of  the  highest  interest  will  be 
found  in  it,  which  were  either  before  unknown  to  the 
present  generation,  or  fprgotten  by  it,  though  yet  of 
modem  antiquity.  Some,  which  have  Iain  buned  under 
the  mass  of  less  important  papers  which  it  has  not  been 
deemed  useful  to  include  in  this  publication,  .are  such  as 
enlighten  obscure  passages  in  our  civil  history,  and  add 
new  motives  for  the  veneration  with  which  the  memory 
of  the  early  actors  in  the  Government  is  habitually  che- 
rished. The  class  of  Foreign  ReUtions,  first  in  order,  but 
suspended  in  its  execution  to  await  the.  decision  of  the 
Senate  in  re^u%l  to  the  publicity  of  some  of  the  docu- 
ments which  it  would  appear  properly  to  comprise,  will, 
when  completed,  be  one  of  tlie  most  interesting  and  in- 
structive works  Uiat  has  issued  from  the  press  within  the 
last  thirty  years,  possessing  all  the  attraction  of  fiction, 
sanctified  by  all  the  fidelity  of  truth. 

The  undersized  will  only  add,  tiiat  the  sample  volumes 
herewith  submitted  have  been  put  in  different  bindings, 
with  a  view  to  consult  the  general  opinion  as  to  which 
description  is  preferable. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted  by  the  publishers. 
GALES  &  8EAT0N. 

On  mbtion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Alabama,  the  letter  was 
ordered  to  be  printed,  and  was  referred  to  tiie  Committee 
on  the  Library. 

STATE  CLAIMS. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  final  settleir.Tnt  of  the  claims 
of  States  for  interest  on  advances  to  the  United  States 
made  during  the  last  wan  was  taken  up  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  tliat  a  bill  of  this  character  had 
twice  before  passed  the  Senate,  but  had  not  received  the 
concurrence  of  the  otiier  House.  The  object  of  the  bill 
was  to  remunerate  the  several  States  for  the  interest 


which  was  due  on  the  several  advances  made  in  paying  the 
militia,  and  furnishing  them  supplies  during  the  last  war, 
the  principal  of  which  had  been  heretofore  allowed  and 
paidl  The  bill  proposed  to  allow  interest  on  these  loam, 
in  the  same  ratio  as  would  have  been  allowed  if  the  ad- 
vances had  been  made  in  money  directly  to  the  General 
Government.  Mr.  C.  sud  this  class  of  claims  was  fint 
brought  forward  by  the  State  of  Maryland,  and  her  ex- 
ample was  followed  by  other  States. '  He  was  not  in  pos- 
session of  much  information  on  the  subject  in  regard  to 
the  other  States,  and  wished  that  any  gentleman  that  wu 
acquainted  with  important  facta  in  relation  to  those  claims, 
would  communicate  them  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose  to  ask  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land whether  the  present  bill  was  intended  to  cover  lill 
cases  of  advances  made  by  the  several  States  during  the 
war.  The  reason  fbr  asking  this  question  was,  to  leiTii 
whether  a  claim  due  to  the  State  of  Georgia  was  included 
in  the  present  bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  replied  that  the  particular  claims  for 
which  the  present  bill  provided,  were  those  of  which  the 
principal  had  been  adjusted  by  the  accounting  officer*  of 
the  Treasury  Department,  and  paid.     It  did  not  embrace 
the  principal  of  any  claim,  nor  the  interest  of  any  of 
those  claims  which  were  still  unliquidated  by  the  United 
States,  but  those  only  which  had  been  adjusted  and 
allowed,  and  the  States  had  received  credit  from  tbe 
United  States  for.     This  bill  was  desigpied  to  arran^  and 
pronde  for  paying  the  interest  due  on  claims  of  this  last 
mentioned  description.     Therefore,  if  the  claims  to  wbieh 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  alluded  were  of  the  claii 
described,  they  were  of  course  included  i  that  is,  if  they 
had  been  adjusted  and  allowed  by  the  officers  of  tli« 
Treasury  Department,  and  the  payment  of  the  principal 
assumed  by  the  Government.    The  suon  advanced  by  the 
State  of  Maryland  had  not  been  all  paid  by  the  United 
States,  and  therefore  were  not  all  included  in  the  provi- 
sions of  tliis  bin,  although  that  State  had  complained  of 
the  injustice  done  it,  and  had  requested  that  the  claims  ^ 
should  be  allowed.     The  present  bill  did  not  provide  for 
the  adiustment  of  the  question,  whether  they  should  or 
dioula  not  be  allowed.     The  accounting  officers  of  Go- 
vernment had  ascertained  the  interest  proper  to  be  allov- 
ed  only  on  those  claims  for  money  borrowed  and  lent  to 
the  Government.     The  Auditor  had  not  allowed  to  the 
State  of  Maryland  the  interest,  except  on  those  loans. 
That  State,  and  others,  had  sold  stocks  yielding  ax  per 
cent,  forthepurpose of advancingtothe public serviceiand 
therefore  it  was  conudered  the  same  to  the  State  as  if  it 
had  borrowed  the  money  at  that  interest.     He  was  of  i 
opinion  that  the  United  States  should  not  in  one  case  pay 
the  six  per  cent,  interest,  and  in  another  withhold  h. 
This  was  contrary  to  every  principle  of  justice  or  equity, 
and  the  present  bill  was  intended  to  rectify  tliis  error. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  he  perceived  by  the  explana-  : 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that  the  claim  of  i 
Geor^a,  to  which  he  had  alluded,  was  not  embraced  in  i 
this  bill,  and  he  rose  to  ask  whetiier  tlie  bill  could  not  i 
be  so  amended  as  to  embrace  it.  The  history  of  tbe  ; 
transaction  which  gave  rise  to  that  claim  was,  that  the  i 
United  States'  contractor  for  furnishing  supplies  to  tbe  , 
army,  luid  not  received  funds  from  the  General  Govern-  i 
roent  to  fulfil  his  contracts^  and  the  Government  of  GeoiM  ; 
had  furnished  the  necessary  amount — the  contractor  beuf  i 
unable  to  procure  it  otherwise.  This  claim  had  not  been  | 
allowed  by  the  General  Government,  and  no  interest  had  , 
of  course  been  received  upon  it.  Mr.  F.  said  that  if  ( 
interest  was  allowed  to  other  States  on  their  claims  against  / 
the  United  States  he  considered  that  the  State  of  Geor{[ia  | 
had  also  a  right  to  the  same  allowance.  His  only  object  ^ 
now  was,  to  ascertain  whether  this  bill  could  not  be  imdc  | 
to  include  that  claim. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  replied  that  several  acts  had  been  , 
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josed  in  nbtion  to  allowances  of  this  kind.  He  hoped 
the  Senator  from  Geor^a  would  consent  that  the  bill 
iboaid  pass  as  it  then  stood. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  maVing  no  further  opposition,  the  bill 
wu  crdered  to  be  enjprossed  for  a  third  reading. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  duties  of 
the  canmisaoners  of  the  navy,  and  for  other  purposes, 
WIS  read  the  second  time;  and,  on  motion  ofHr.  HOLMES, 
postponed  to,  and  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday 
next 

Tlie  bin  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  cer- 
tsin  snrriving  oflicers  arid  soldiers  of  the  revolution,  was 
oeit  taken  up;  and 

Mr.  FOOT  stated  that,  as  some  Senators  were  absent 
from  indisposition,  he  would  not  press  the  consderation 
of  the  bill  at  this  time,  but  move  that  it  lie  on  the  table; 
sniiiiisii(p  to  pve  two  days'  notice  of  the  day  when  he 
Aoidd  move  its  consideration. 

The  bil  was  laid  on  the  table. 


Thcbsdat,  Jahcabt  $. 

DUTY  ON  INDIAN  BLANKETS. 

The  bill  to  reduce  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  and 
eeitiin  other  Indian  goods,  [introduced  yesterday,  on 
fcsTe,  by  BJr.  BasToir,]  was  read  the  second  time;  when 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance.  He  thought,  in  justice  and  propriety,  the  bill 
ought  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  for  con- 
sdoation;  but  he  yielded  to  the  opinions  of  others,  and 
consented  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  to  refer  the  bill  t«  the  Com- 
BBttee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  be  perceived  that  the  gentle- 
Bin  was  disposed  to  have  the  present  bill  to  take  the  same 
course  that  the  salt  bill  heretofore  introduced  had  taken. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  another  committee,  be- 
sdes  that  of  Finance,  that  should  take  precedence  of  the 
Coaunittee  on  Manu&cturea.  He  alluded  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Indian  Afiiurs.  That  committee  had  the  concerns 
of  dw  Indiana,  and  the  trade  of  the  United  States  with 
ftem,  under  their  supervinon;  and  as  the  present  bill  pro- 
posed a  measure  calculated  to  affect  that  trade,  it  more 
properly  belonged  to  that  committee,  than  to  the  Com- 
Buttce  on  Manufactures.  It  was  the  province  of  the  Com- 
iBttee  on  Indian  Affairs  to  know  how  the  trade  with  the 
ln£aos  was  carried  on,  whether  the  articles  obtuned  from 
than  were  procured  by  fair  and  open  purchase,  or  se- 
oetiy  smuggled  from  the  mouth  of  the  Columbia.  This 
bilwas,  Gke  its  predecessor,  designed  to  effect  a  reduction 
of  (he  public  burdens,  by  diminismngthe  revenue  derived 
from  mities  en  imports;  and  its  connexion  with  the  sub- 
ject of  Indian  aflvrs,  in  his  opinion,  gave  it  a  &ir  claim 
to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs;  but,  as 
dist  coamuttee  was  likely  to  be,  objected  to,  he  would 
viire  tbia  reference,  and  move  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
Cogmittee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  the  case  of  the  bill  to 
repeal  Ae  doty  on  salt,  and  also  on  the  present  occauon, 
he  thought  that  gentlemen  wei'e  disposed  to  have  the 
nhjects  referred  to  that  committee  which  had  the  least 
eoBcem,  and  felt  the  least  interest  in  them.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  went  to  show  that  the  reference 
Aoold  be  to  the  committee  on  the  affairs  of  the  Indians, 
hecaase  it  might  have  some  connexion  wttii  them;  while 
he  was  opposed  to  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
MsBD&ctures,  ahhough  its  adoption  would  evidentlv,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  satt  bill,  have  a  more  decided  and  im- 
ftttant  bearing  on  the  manufacturing  interest,  than  upon 
»Bjr  other  in  the  country. 

Mr.  D.  Slid  that  the  reasons  which  had  been  urged  in 
fcvor  of  the  reference  of  the  salt  bill,  would  app^  with 
t<l<ial  force  in  the  present  instance,  as  they  were  essen 

VofeVin — t 


tially  alike;  both  had  it  in  view  to  remove  the  protection 
which  the  Government  had  deliberately  extended  to  the 
domestic  industry  of  the  country;  and  he  saw  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  referred  to  the  same  committee. 
The  bill  did  not  confine  itself  to  one  kind  of  blankets,  but 
embraced  all  kinds  that  were  manufactured;  and,  there- 
fore, if  adopted,  would  prove  an  injury  to  that  interest  in 
general. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affiiirs^and  decided  in  the  negative, 
by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsytfi,  Grun- 
dy, Havne,  Hill,  Kane,  fing,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Tazejvell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tj-ler,  White.— 17. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinf^uysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiii, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seprmour,  Silsbee,  TomBn- 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkms.— 25. 

The  question  then  occurred  on  referring  the  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  should  object  to  thb  reference. 
He  observed  that  it  was  the  apparent  intention  of  certain 
gentlemen  to  give  every  thing  into  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures— impljring  that  they  alone  were 
competent  to  examine  and  report  on  questions  of  great 
national  interest  or  importance.  He  understood  that,  by 
the  rules  of  the  Senate,  bills  were  to  be  sent  to  that  com- 
mittee which  were  friendly  to  the  measure,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  receiving  amendments,  if  necessary,  and  rendered 
as  perfect  as  possible  before  they  were  brought  forward 
for  a  full  and  final  discussion.  He  should  therefore  ob- 
ject to  the  reference  of  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  on  the  g^round  of  its  not  being  the  regular 
or  correct  parliamentary  course  to  refer  hula  to_  a  com- 
mittee known  to  be  directly  opposed  to  their  prindplcf 
or  objects.  He  would  repeat,  that  all  legislative  proceed- 
ings of  this  kind  were  bottomed  on  the  principle  that  bill* 
on  their  first  introduction  should  be  entrusted  to  the  friend* 
of  the  measure,  for  the  purpose  of  being  corrected  and 
rendered  as  perfect  as  its  friends  could  make  it,  before  it 
was  brought  forward  to  receive  the  scrutiny  of  its  enemies, 
and  pass  the  ordeal  of  a  public  examination.  The  course 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  he  con- 
sidered a  violation  of  the  established  course  of  all  legisla- 
tive proceedings,  and  contraiv  to  all  parliamentary  rules 
relative  to  the  reference  of  bilb. 

[Here  Mr.  B.  read  fi-om  the  manual  of  the  rules  of  tiie 
Senate,  and  the  usages  of  the  British  Parliament,  in  con- 
firmation of  the  position  maintained,  the  followmg  extract*: 
«« Those  who  would  totally  destroy,  will  not  amend:" 
"  the  child  is  not  to  be  pot  to  a  nurse  that  cares  not  for 
h."] 

Mr.  B  resumed.  A  child  was  not  to  be  put  out  to  a 
nurse  who  would  neglect  the  care  of  it,  or  suffer  it  to 
die  for  want  of  nourishment.  Neither  was  a  measure 
proposed  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  be  given 
to  its  enemies  for  the  purpose  of  being  matured,  correct- 
ed, and  rendered  fit  for  public  examination.  Tlie  conse- 
quence of  such  a  course  could  be  easily  foreseen :  it  would 
be  suffered  to  lie  neglected  until  every  thing  else  in  their 
hands  was  finished;  and  if  brought  forward  at  all,  it  would 
probably  be  so  near  the  close  of  the  session  that  it  would 
be  lost  for  want  of  time;  and  then  so  mangled  and  de- 
formed, that  its  friends  would  not  be  able  to  recognise  it. 
And,  therefore,  the  present  bill,  together  with  the  bill  to 
abolish  the  duty  on  ahim  salt,  would  die  on  their  hands, 
and  be  followed  to  the  grave  by  the  genfleman  and  bis 
committee,  though  not  in  the  character  of  mourners. 
No,  tar,  said  Mr.  B.,  this  bill  ought  not  to  be  referred  to 
a  hostile  committee,  to  be  returned,  with  broken  limbs 
and  mangled  features,  to  this  Senate,  for  their  approval. 
Such  a  committee  has  nothmg  to  do  with  it.     It  ought 
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even  to  refuse  to  receive  it;  to  show  which,  be  read  iroiD 
the  maniul  this  sentence:  that  "  when  any  member  who 
is  agunst  the  bill  hears  himself  named  of  its  committee, 
he  should  ask  to  be  excused,"  &c.  Mr.  B.  said  that  he 
hoped  the  Senate  would  allow  the  bill  to  ^  to  the  com- 
mittee where  it  would  be  perfected  and  brought  forward 
in  proper  time. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  be  was  aware  that  it  was, 
or  had  been,  a  rule  in  the  Bridah  Parliament,  in  certain 
cases  of  reference,  to  comi^it  the  measure  to  its  friends; 
but  the  practice  of  the  American  Senate  was  different. 
That  body  had  standing  committees;  and  it  had  not  here- 
tofore been  their  custom  to  take  notice  of  friends  or  ene- 
mies in  questions  of  tliis  kind,  or  to  enter  into  an  inquiry 
to  ascertain  who  were,  or  who  were  not,  friendly  to  the 
proposed  mea.sure.  He  believed  it  would  be  a  course  as 
unacceptable  as  it  was  uncommon,  to  institute  an  inquiry 
in  every  case  of  this  kind  for  the  purpose  of  ascertauiing 
who  were  enemies  and  who  were  friends  of  the  measure 
proposed.  He  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Missouri 
how  he  knew  that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  were, 
or  would  be,  hostile  to  the  present  bill.  How  does  he 
know  that  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affadrs,  or  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  is  friendly  to  it.'  It  would  be  a  very 
strange  course  of  proceeding,  in  his  opinion,  to  institute 
such  an  inquiry.  Sir,  said  Mr.  D.,  a  very  important  ob- 
ject to  be  attained  by  referring  bills  to  committees  is,  to 
enable  them  to  ezamme,  approve,  or  disapprove  of,  and 
report  accordingly — not  finally  to  decide  their  &te.  For 
instance,  if,  upon  examination  and  inquiry,  they  should 
see  that  the  adoption  of  the  proposed  measure  would  ma- 
terially injure  sqme  important  interest,  it  would  be  their 
duty  to  state  their  views  of  the  subject  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senate.  It  was  the  province  of  the  committee 
aimply  to  report  its  opinion — not  to  pass  or  reject  the  bill. 
No  committee,  said  Mr.  D.,  can  break,  suppress,  or  deform 
a  bill.  They  can  only  report  upon  it;  and  if  the  report 
does  not  meet  the  views  of  the  friends  of  the  bill,  they 
are  at  liberty  to  oppose  it.  If  the  report  is  delayed  be- 
yond the  proper  time,  they  have  a  right  to  demand  its 
appearance,  by  a  rule  of  the  Senate  which  authorizes  a 
call  upon  the  comnuttee  for  a  report.  The  coronuttee, 
Mr.  D.  said,  could  only  modify  tlie  bill;  tbey  had  no  power 
to  control  it.  In  concluwon,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would 
follow  the  usual  practice,  and  refer  the  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BROWN  swd  that  he  rose  to  protest  against  the 
custom  of  referring  bills  to  a  committee  hostile  to  its  pro- 
visions. He  had  always  understood  that  it  was  incumbent 
upon  them  to  refer  bills  which  were  introduced,  to  the 
friends  of  the  proposed  measure:  until  within  three  or 
four  years  past,  that  had  been  the  usual  practice.  Even 
in  tlie  British  Parliament,  a  body  certainly  not  so  fiivora- 
ble  to  liberty  as  an  American  Senate,  it  was  allowed  the 
ftiends  of  a  measure  to  have  the  charge  of  it,  and  prepare 
it  for  an  attack  from  its  enemies  by  changes  and  amend- 
ments, in  order  to  give  it  all  its  force.  Shall  the  Ameri- 
can Senate,  said  Mr.  B.,  deny  them  that  privilege?  Will 
it  shut  out  facts,  and  smother  the  subject  in  its  incipient 
Btage?  Mr.  B.  proceeded  to  show  that  the  consequence 
of  referring  bills  to  committees  adverse  to  them  would 
be  an  unfavorable  report,  which  would  be  laid  on  the  ta- 
ble, and  thus  prechide  examination  and  discussion.  He 
said  that  experience  during  the  last  session  had  proved 
to  him  that  this  would  be  the  consequence  of  the  refer- 
ence now  proposed.  When  an}'  question  was  brought 
forward  on  any  subject,  it  seemed  to  be  the  opinion  of 
some  gentiemen  that  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures  must 
liave  it,  whether  it  belonged  to  them  or  not. 

This  marked  a  new  era  in  our  Government,  and  went 
to  show  tliat  manufactures  alone  were  to  be  heard,  to  the 
neglect  of  agriculture  and  commerce.  He  Aould,  there- 
fore, oppose  the  present  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 


factures— not  that  he  was  hostile  to  that  interest.  He  said 
there  was  no  member  of  the  Seiwte  more  favorable  to 
its  protection,  provided  it  was  done  properly  and  con- 
stitutionally. He  wished  the  facts  in  relation  to  the  pre- 
sent duty  to  be  examined,  and  the  necessity  of  its  cooti- 
nuance. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  of  Missouri,  said  that  hb  colleague 
[Mr.  Bzston]  had  made  the  reference  a  question  of  or- 
der, and  had  appealed  to  the  rules  of  the  House  to  sus- 
tain his  motion  for  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance. He  did  not  pretend  that  his  experience  in  the 
rules  of  legislation  was  equal  to  that  gentleman's;  but  he 
had  always  understood  that  the  rule  which  the  gentieman 
had  just  read  in  support  of  hb  argument  apphed,  exclu- 
sively, to  select  committees,  and  could  not  be  made  to 
apply  to  the  present  proposed  reference  to  a  standing 
committee.  But  it  was  maintained  tiiat  this  question  should 
be  referred  to  a  committee  not  hostile  to  the  measure. 
He  would  ask  that  gentleman  how  it  could  be  ascertained 
whether  a  committee  was  hostile,  or  otherwise,  before  it 
hadiexpressed  an  opinion  upon  tiie  subject.  He  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  fact  of  the  alleged  hostility  being 
charged  against  the  Committee  on  Munufactures,  was  a 
sufficient  ground  to  establish  its  claim  in  favor  of  the  re- 
ference of  the  bill  to  that  committee. 

Why,  said  Mr.  B.,  have  the  gentlemen  supposed  the 
existence  of  the  alleged  hostility?  Is  it  not  because  they 
are  conscious  that  an  important  interest  is  concerned,  and 
the  danger  of  its  being  injured  by  the  proposed  measure 
would  naturally  create  an  opposition?  For  his  part,  Mr. 
B.  said,  he  wished  to  know  how  far  this  bill  would  clash 
with  that  interest;  and,  to  ascertain  this,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  refer  it  to  that  committee  whose  time  and  attention 
were  devoted  to  the  examination  of  measures  relating  to 
the  interest  of  manufactures.  He  was  of  a  different  opi- 
nion from  the  gentieman  from  Missouri,  and  should  be  up- 
posed  to  the  destructive  inroad  which  tiiis  bill  was  calcu- 
lated to  make  upon  domestic  manufactures.  He  felt 
anxious  to  ascertain  how  far  tiiis  measure  would  affect  the 
manufacturing  interests  of  the  country,  which  could  lie 
done  only  by  a  full  investigation  by  the  committee  charged 
with  that  subject.  He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  its  re- 
ference to  that  committee.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Comnuttee  on  Indian  Affairs  was  entirely  incompetent  to 
undertake  the  consideration  of  tliis  subject,  in  its  moit 
important  bearing.  That  committee,  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  interests  of  the  manufacturing  community.  K 
would,  therefore,  be  first  necessary  to  refer  it  to  the  other 
committee,  in  order  to  discover  the  effect  which  the  bill 
was  likely  to  produce  upon  that  great  interest  of  the 
country.  He  was  disposed  to  take  into  consideration  every 
interest  concerned,  whether  agricultural,  manufactur- 
ing, or  commercial,  in  theu-  proper  order.  As  to  tlu» 
bill,  he  might,  after  due  inquiry  and  deliberation,  be  m 
favor  of  it;  but  he  wished  the  subject  to  be  first  examined 
by  the  proper  committee,  to  see  that  no  improper  clash- 
ing would  ensue  to  a  great  interest  which  it  was  important 
to  sustain. 

Mr.  SMITH  sud  tiiat  he  was  opposed  to  the  reference 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  or  In^an  Affairs.  He 
thought  it  belonged  to  the  Finance  Committee;  and  wish- 
ed to  know  whether  the  reference  to  the  first  would  pre- 
vent a  subsequent  reference  to  the  last. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  tiiatit  was  tiie  duty  of  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures  to  look  aflcr  this  subject:  that  they  couU 
not  do  it  without  taking  a  view  of  the  whole  subject.  AU 
would  agree  that  it  was  necessary  to  present  a  reviKO 
scheme  of  revenue,  which  should  be  reduced  so  as  to  meet 
the  wishes  and  expectations  of  the  country.  _  This  sub- 
ject, therefore,  must  be  taken  into  consideration  by  that 
committee,  whether  it  was  specially  referred  or  not.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  it  was  altogether  immaterial  to  whicn 
committee  it  was  referred  now — both  comauttees  mu« 
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lake  H  into  conrideration,  and  report  upon  it.  This,  he 
coqU  amre  the  gentleman,  would  be  done  by  the  Fl- 
ramce  Committee,  whether  it  was  referred  to  them  now 
or  not  He,  therefore,  looked  upon  the  debnte  upon  the 
reference  to  be  entirely  useless — a  mere  exchange  of 
words  irithout  import — ^mere  dalliance. 

He  taid  that  the  bill  would  also  affect  the  trade  be 
twten  the  United  States  and  the  Indian  tribes;  it  would, 
tbereibre,  be  necessary  to  be  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  Comniittee  on  Indian  Affairs,  that  it  migbt  be  ascer' 
tained  whether  the  proposed  reduction  could  be  made 
witkoat  injury  to  those  engaged  in  the  Indian  trade;  but 
Uk  question  of  reference  he  looked  upon  as  a  mere  sha- 
dow—*s  perfect  moonshine. 

Mr.  CLAT  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  a  dis- 
cosaoR  of  the  question  of  reference,  but  in  consequence 
of  inromution  given  by  the  chsurman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  some  ten  days  ago,  in  relation  to  a  report 
vliich  that  gentlenian  had  stated  it  was  the  intention  of 
tbt  committee  to  submit  to  the  Senate  before  this  time. 
He  tore  to  inquire  whether  that  report  might  be  expect- 
ed. He  had  understood  the  gentleman  to  say,  two  weeks 
me,  that  they  might  expect,  on  the  Monday  following, 
»  general  scheme  of  imposts,  adapted  to  the  wants  of  the 
countTj-  when  the  public  debt  should  be  discharged. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  did,  at  the  time  referrad 
to,  hope  to  be  able  to  submit  the  report  before  this  time; 
but  that  there  were  some  of  the  committee  who  were  not 
willing  to  sabmit  it  until  they  had  received  further  infor- 
mation on  the  subject;  to  obtain  which,  tbfiy  had  address- 
ed a  letter  of  inquiry  to  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury; 
wd  they  also  expected  a  report  from  the  convention  of 
Sew  Tork.  He  could  not  tell  when  the  required  infor- 
sotion  would  be  received,  and,  consequently,  did  not 
know  when  the  report  would  be  ready. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  Hanufiictures,  and  agreed  to,  by  yeas  and 
Mji,^  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs,  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dickcr- 
■n,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Hofanes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Harcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  SUsbee,  Tomlin- 
am,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

NATS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  EUis,  Forsyth, 
Gmndy,  Rayne,    Hill,   King,   Mangum,  Miller,   Moore, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 
After  the  consideration  of  a  number  of  private  bills. 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 


HoHDAT,  J.1.2ruABT  9. 

BANK  OP  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  DALLAS  presented  the  following  memorial  from 
the  President,  Directory  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 

Uit  United  SUtes: 

n&e  SenaU  and  Hmue  of  Bepreaeniatioa  of  the  United 
State*  m  Cmgreu  aaiembled: 

The  memorial  of  the  President,  Directors,  and  Com- 
pny  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  the  name  and 
Hi  behalf  of  the  stockhoMers  of  the  bank,  respectfully 
>«I«ti*nt»— 

That  the  charter  of  the  bank  being  about  to  expire 
«4e  4th  ot  March,  1836,  your  memorialists  deem  it 
narduty  to invitethe  attention  of  Congress  to  its  renewal. 

The  general  considerations  which  caused  the  establish- 
nent  of  the  bank,  the  manner  in  which  it  has  executed 
*e  dpties  asngned  to  it,  and  the  reasons  which  recom- 
i*idit»  continuance,  your  memorialists  forbear  to  discuss, 
■*«,  of  these  subjects,  your  honorable  bodies  are  more 
«»p*tent  and  appropriate  judges.  They  will  therefore 
■?wy  state  the  views  which  induce  their  application  at 
"•time. 


Unless  the  question  b  decided  by  the  present  Congress, 
no  definitive  action  opon  it  can  be  expected  until  within 
two  years  of  the  expiration  of  the  charter — a  period  be- 
frae  which,  in  the  opinion  of  your  memorialists,  it  it 
highly  expedient,  not  merely  in  reference  to  the  institu- 
tion itself,  but  to  the  more  important  interests  of  the  na- 
tion, thatthfe  determination  of  Congress  should  be  known. 
Independentiy  of  the  influence  which  the  baidc  was  de- 
signed to  possess,  and  which  it  necessaribr  exercises  over 
the  state  of  the  currenqr,  by  which  all  the  pecuniaiy 
transactions  of  the  oomaMinity  are  reguUted,  its  own  im- 
mediate operations  are  connected  intimately  wittk  the  local 
business  of  almost  every  section  of  the  United  States,  with 
the  commercial  interchange  between  the  sevenJ  States, 
and  the  intercourse  of  them  all  with  foreign  nations. 

Of  the  value  to  the  comtmmity  of  the  system  which, 
after  long  and  anxious  efforts,  and  at  great  pecuniaiy 
sacrifices,  your  memorialists  have  at  length  succeeded  in 
establishing,  it  is  not  for  them  to  speak;  their  more  im- 
mediate purpose  is  to  represent,  as  they  do,  most  respect- 
fully, that  the  continuance  or  destruction  of  that  system, 
thus  widely  diffused  through  all  the  avenues  of  the  pro- 
ductive industiy  of  the  countiy,  ailisctingall  the  relations 
of  public  revenue  and  private  income,  and  contributing  to 
give  stabiUty  to  all  the  rewards  of  labor,  is  an  object  <k 
general  solieitude.  I^  satisfied  with  the  practical  opera- 
tions of  the  institution,  your  honorable  body  shall  deem  it 
worthy  of  continuance,  it  seems  expedient  to  relieve  the 
country,  as  soon  as  may  consist  with  mature  deliberation, 
from  the  uncertainty  in  which  all  private  transactions,  and 
all  public  improvements,  dependent  on  the  future  con- 
dition of  the  currency,  and  amount  of  capital  disposable 
for  those  objects,  must  necessarily  be  involved  until  your 
decision  is  known.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  wisdom  of 
Congress  shall  determine  that  the  bank  must  cease  to  exist, 
it  is  still  more  important  that  the  country  should  begin 
early  to  prepare  for  the  expected  change,  and  that  the  m- 
stitution  should  have  as  much  time  as  possible  to  execute 
the  duty,  always  a  very  delicate  and  difBcult  one,  of  aid- 
ing the  community  to  seek  new  channels  of  bumness,  and, 
by  gradual  and  gentle  movements,  to  press  with  the  least 
inconvenience  on  the  great  interests  connected  with  it. 

Under  these  impressions,  they  respectfully  request  that 
the  charter  of  the  bank  may  be  renewed. 
By  order  of  the  Board  of"^ Directors: 

N.  BIDDLE,  Pretident. 
Mr.  DALLAS  siud,  that  being  requested  to  present  this 
document  to  the  Senate,  praying  for  a  renewal  of  the  ex- 
isting charter  of  the  bank,  he  begged  to  be  indulged  in 
makmg  a  few  explanatory  remarks.  With  unhesitating 
frankness,  he  wished  it  to  be  understood  by  the  Senate, 
by  the  good  commonwealth  which  it  was  alike  his  duty 
and  bis  pride  to  represent  with  fidelity  on  that  floor,  and 
by  the  peoi^e  generally,  that  this  apphcation,  at  this  time, 
bad  been  discouraged  by  him.  Actuated  mainly,  if  not 
exclusively,  by  a  desire  to  preserve  to  the  nation  the  prac- 
tical benefits  of  the  institution,  the  expediency  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  thus  early  in  the  term  of  its  incorporation, 
during  a  popular  representation  in  Congress,  which  must 
cease  to  exist  some  years  before  that  term  expires,  and 
on  the  eve  of  all  the  excitement  incident  to  a  great  politi- 
cal movement,  struck  his  mind  as  more  than  dcHiotftil. 
He  felt  deep  solicitude  and  (apprehension  lest,  in  the  pro- 
gress of  inquiry,  and  in  the  development  of  views,  un- 
der present  circumstances,  it  might  be  drawn  into  real 
or  imagined  conflict  with  some  higher,  some  more  fiivorite, 
some  more  immediate  wish  or  purpose  of  the  American 
people. 

And  from  such  a  conflict,  what  afatcere  firiend  of  tin's 
useful  establishment  would  not  strive  to  save  or  rescue  it 
by  at  least  a  temporary  forbearance  and  delay?  Never- 
theless, his  conscious  inexperience  in  the  forms  and  con- 
tingencies of  legislation  mspired  •  dirtrust  of  his  own 
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judgment  od  this  merely  preiiminuy  point  The  deter- 
mination of  the  parties  mterested  may  be,  nay,  must  be, 
wiaer  and  better;  and  he  could  not  but  feel  stmnrly  im- 
pressed by  the  recollection  that  the  Lepslature  of  Penn- 
sylvania recently,  and,  in  effect,  unanimously,  bad  recom- 
mended the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  bank.  He 
became,  therefore,  a  willing^,  ai  he  vas  rirtually  an  in- 
structed ^;ent,  in  promoting',  to  the  extent  of  his  humble 
ability,  an  object  which,  liowever  dangerously  timed  its 
introduction  might  seem,  was  in  itself,  as  he  conceived, 
entitled  to  every  consideration  and  favor. 

Hr.  D.  concluded  by  moving  that  the  memorial  be  read, 
and  be  referred  to  a  select  committee  of  fiv<  in  number, 
and  that  the  committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers. 

The  memorial  having  been  read,  and  the  reference 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  that  the  appobtment  of  the  com- 
mittee be  postponed  till  to-morrow. 

Mr.  BELL  said  he  was  not  aware  of  any  reason  for 
the  postoonementi  and  as  none  had  been  assigned  for  it, 
he  could  perceive  no  propriety  in  the  postponement.  It 
would,  also,  be  a  thing  unprecedented  in  the  Senate)  and 
unless  some  reasons  were  adduced  in  favor  of  the  post- 
ponement, be  should  prefer  that  the  Senate  should,  ac- 
cording to  its  usage,  proceed  at  once  to  the  appointment 
of  the  committee. 

The  question  being  put  on  tlie  postponement,  it  was 
negatived — yeas  15,  nays  34. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  ballot  for  the  committee, 
and  the  following  gentlemen  were  chosen  to  compose  it, 
viz.  Mr.  Dalus,  Mr.  WEaaraB,  Mr.  Ewixo,  Mr.  Uatux, 
and  Mr.  JoBKrroir. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  CLAY  Uud  on  the  table  the  following  resolution: 

Heaohed,  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  import 
ed  from  foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  into  competi- 
tion with  simiUr  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except 
the  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  that  they  ought  to 
be  reduced;  and  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  in- 
structed to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

The  bill  for  the  erection  of  barracks,  quarters,  and 
storehouses,  and  the  purchase  of  a  site,  in  Uie  vicinity  of 
New  Orleans,  was  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole;  the  blank  in  the  bill  was,  on  motion  of  Mr.  JOHN- 
STON, filled  with  the  words  "  one  hundred  and  twelve 
thousand  dollars,"  to  carry  the  provisions  of  the  act  into 
effect;  it  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

[A  good  deal  of  debate  took  place  on  this  bill,  growing 
out  ofsome'objectionsto  it  on  the  part  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
not  to  the  object,  if  it  could  be  shown  to  be  necessary, 
but  because  nothing  appeared  on  the  face  of  the  bill  to 
show  where  the  barracks  were  to  be  placed,  or  that  the 
troops  could  not,  for  all  the  defensive  purposes  of  the 
city,  be  as  well  quartered  in  the  fortifications  erected  in 
the  neighborhood  of  the  city;  and  because,  moreover, 
the  Senate  was  in  possession  of  no  information  to  show 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  keep  a  per- 
manent force  at  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  requiring  the 
erection  of  permanent  barracks.  Sec.  The  objections  of 
Mr.  F.  were  replied  toby  Mr.  BENTON,  chairman  of  the 
Military  Committee.  He  was  answered  also,  and  the  bill 
strenuously  supported  by  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  Mr.  CLAY, 
and  Mr.  WAGGAMAN.] 

NAVY  AGENTS. 

The  Senate  next  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  fol- 
lowing bill: 

Be  it  tnaettd,  Ue.  Tliat,  from  and  after  the  first  day  of 
June  next,  the  compensation  to  each  permanent  navy 
agent,  in  fiill  of  per  centage,  clerk  Ure,  rent,  and  all  other 


?ay  or  allowances  whatsoever,  shall  be  annually  as  fol- 
ows,  and  payable  quarter-yearly,  viz.    ' 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Portsmouth,  N.  H.,  $1,300. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Charlestown,  Irlasa.,  |3,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Brooklyn,  New  York,  #3,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Philadelphia,  ^,000. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  $1,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Washington,  D.  C,  $2,500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Norfolk,  Virginia,  $3,800. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Charieston,  S.  C,  $500. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Savannah,  Georgia,  $250. 

To  the  navy  agent  at  Pensacola,  Florida,  $2,500. 

Sbc.  2.  Aid  be  it  further  enacted,  That,  from  and  after 
the  passagfe  of  this  act,  the  commander  of  the  navy  yard 
at  the  city  of  Washington  shall  cease  to  act  as  navv  agent; 
and  that  portion  of  the  act  of  the  27th  of  March,  1804, 
which  made  it  his  duty  so  to  do,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  repealed;  and  a  separate  and  permanent  ag^nt 
shall  be  appointed,  as  in  other  cases,  in  the  same  man- 
ner, and  under  the  same  responsibilities,  and  to  be  go- 
verned by  the  same  laws  and  regulations  which  now 
are,  or  may  hereafter  be,  adopted  for  other  navy  i^nts. 
And  it  shall  be  his  duty  to  act  as  agent,  not  only  for  the 
navy  yard  in  this  city,  but  for  the  Navy  Department,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  thereof,  in  the  payment  of 
such  accounts  and  claims  as  the  said  Secretary  may  direct. 

Mr.  HAYNE  read  a  document  from  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, which  showed  the  reasons  on  which  the  bill  wu 
founded.  The  allowances  now  are  various,  and  have 
grown  up  during  a  long  time,  and  are  of  doubtful  legally. 
They  have  also  exceeded  the  estimates  of  every  year,  and 
there  are  now  large  claims  on  the  department  in  fiivor  of 
different  agents.'  To  remove  the  inconvenience  and  un- 
certainty of  the  present  allowances,  and  to  afford  to  the 
navy  agents  a  compensation  proportioned  to  their  services, 
this  bill  was  framed.  The  second  section  put  the  navy 
agencv  of  Washington  on  the  same  footing  with  other 
agencies.  This  last  measure  had  been  delayed,  because 
it  was  not  thought  of  sufficient  importance  to  adopt  it  ss 
a  separate  measure;  but  as  other  agencies  were  aow  to  be 
regulated,  this  agency  was  embraced  in  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

-      COMMISSIONERS  OF  THE  NAVY. 

The  bill  to  provide  forthe  distribution  of  the  duties  of  the 
comnussioners  of  the  navy  was  taken  up  for  consideration. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  bill  was  recommended  by  the 
Navy  Department  with  a  view  to  divide  the  duties  of  the 
board  among  its  several  members,  instead  of  requiring  as, 
under  the  present  law,  the  joint  action  of  the  board 
upon  every  subject.  It  also  authorized  the  President  to 
make  other  regulations  respecting  tlie  board.  One  clause 
has  been  introduced  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  give  the  board  the  power  to  ex- 
tend the  time  or  alter  the  manner  of  fulfilling  navy  con- 
tracts. This  provision  was  thought  to  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  settling  a  difference  of  opinion  which  had 
arisen  between  the  board  and  the  Fourth  Auditor  as  to  the 
powers  of  the  board.  To  explain  the  operation  of  tiie 
clause,  he  read  a  report  upon  the  petition  of  Nathaniel 
Bryce,  a  contractor,  from  which  it  appeared  tliat  the  pe- 
titioner had  an  equitable  claim  upon  the  department, 
which  the  accounting  officers  would  not  pay,  because  the 
power  of  the  board  to  allow  an  extension  of  the  time  for 
the  fulfilment  of  the  contract  had  beenbrought  intodoubt 
hy  a  decision  of  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  asked  whether  the  repeal  of  the 
law  authorizing  the  establishment  of  the  board,  which 
forms  a  clause  of  the  bill,  does  not  abolish  the  board.  He 
was  unwilling  to  legislate  these  valuable  officers  out  of 
office,  and  he  suggested  whether  a  bill  could  not  be 
drawn,  which  would  be  free  from  this  objection,  ami  at 
the  same  time  meet  the  objects  in  view. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


57 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


58 


its.  10, 1832.] 


The  Tariff.— Bank  afthe  Vhited  Statu— Public  ExpendHun*. 


[Sekati. 


Mr.  HATNE  doabted  whethu-  the  constraclion  pat 
gpontfae  first  aection  by  the  gentleman  was  correct)  but 
rtaterer  might  be  the  legu  effect  of  the  clause,  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  department  or  of  the  committee 
to  l^iilate  the  present  commissioners  out  of  office.  He 
was  not  onwillin^,  howcTer,  to  strike  out  the  first  section, 
ud  alter  the  aecmtd  section. 

Hr.  CHAMBERS  moved  «J>  amendment  accordinriy; 
ud  ncgeated  that,  if  it  was  thonght  expedient  hereslter 
to  fill  me  Tacanciea  occurring  in  the  board  by  nominating 
its  members  to  the  Senate,  uie  object  might  be  provided 
figr  in  a  distinct  section. 

Ur.  FOOT  could  not  conceive,  he  said,  hov  a  bill,  of 
KTca  sections,  could  be  required  for  thejpurposes  pro- 
posed. In  one  section  the  whole  object  of  the  bill  could 
be  provided  for.  He  moved  that  the  bill  lie  on  the  table, 
for  the  porpoae  of  further  investigation.  This  motion  be 
vitfadfcw,  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  who  drew  the  attention  of  the  gentle 
nsn  from  South  Carolina  (o  the  provision  of  the  sixth 
Mction  of  the  bill.  These  contracts  are  made  by  the 
nvy  board;  and  this  section  provides  that  the  board  aludl 
fasve  power  to  extend  the  time  fur  the  fulfilment  of 
tbe  contracts,  and  to  fix  the  manner  in  which  the  con- 
tacts should  be  executed.  Now  he  never  entertained 
the  least  doubt  that  those  who  made  the  contract  neces- 
■rilyhad  tbe  power  to  aker  its  terms.  He  thought,  also, 
tkst  the  powers  of  the  board  should  not  be  limited,  in  the 
term  of  the  bill,  to  the  extension  of  the  time  of  the  con' 
tncts,  and  the  manner  of  their  execution;  but  that  tbe 
|>o*er  to  alter  the  terms  of  the  contract  should  be  made 
coBnieranirate  with  the  former  to  make  the  contracts.  He 
BiggeMed,  also,  that  if  the  bill  was  passed  giving  tliis  power 
to  one  de|nrtment  of  the  Government,  it  womd  be  found 
Bccesssry  to  give  it  to  all  others. 

Mr.  HATNE  held  <he  same  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
MMtruction  of  the  law  which  was  advanced  by  the 
gcatlonan  from  Massachusetts.  But  that  opinion  cannot 
pienil.  There  must  be  legislation  on  the  subject,  in 
coiaequence  of  the  Attorney  General.  He  did  not  object 
to  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  to 
;o^ne  the  bill  for  the  purpose  of  investigation.  He 
nornl  that  the  bill  be  postponed  to,  and  made  the  order 
rf  the  day  for  Friday  next.    The  motion  prevailed,  and 

1  he  Senate  then  adjourned. 


BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


TUXSDAT,  Jakcjjit  10. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  resolution  submitted  yesterday  by  Hr.  Clat  being 
taken  op, 

Mr.  CLAV  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  the 
tionnan  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  having  expressed 
»  wiA  not  to  have  the  resolution  acted  upon  to^lay,  he 
»fl«ld  not  ask  the  Senate  to  go  into  the  consideration  of 
It  St  this  time.  But  from  his  extreme  desire  for  the  early 
«I>re«ion  of  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  on  the  proposi- 
•io",  sod  for  the  views  and  wishes  of  those  gentlemen 
*ho  might  oppose  the  resolution,  he  wished  its  conside- 
Wion  with  as  little .  delay  as  possible,  and  suggested 
•hetker  it  might  not  be  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  to- 
nomnr. 

No  objection  being  made,  the  resolution  was  postponed 
to,  tnd  made  the  special  order  for  to-morrow. 

The  following  motion,  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr. 
Tiiiwux,  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

SaoM,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
ducted to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending 
t«  judiciary  act,  as  to  authorize  the  judges  of  the  dis- 
^  courts,  in  vacation,  to  order  any  vessels,  cargo,  or 
•*«  property,  to  be  delivered  to  the  claimants,  upon 
Mot  itipulatioD,  or  to  be  sold,  when  necessary,  in  the 
^■Be  JBsoner  as  the  said  courts  are  now  authorized  to  do 
m  term  time. 


Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  motions: 
Rooked,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  furnish  the  Senate  with  the  names  and  titles  of 
the  foreign  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
if  any  document  in  bis  office  will  afford  that  information; 
and,  if  not,  to  endeavor  to  obtain  that  information  from 
the  bank  aforesaid,  and  lay  it  before  the  Senate  as  soon  as 
possible,  with  the  amount  of  stock  held  by  each. 

Resohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  be  directed 
to  lay  befbre  the  Senate  information,  first,  of  the  amount 
of  debt  due  from  individuals  and  bodies  corporate  to  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  distinguishing 
the  amount  secured  by  mortgage  from  that  secured  by 
personal  security  alone;  and  wliat  portion  of  said  debts 
are  considered  as  standing  accommodations  to  the  custom- 
ers of  said  bank  and  its  branches. 

Resobed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  bfe  di- 
rected to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  list  of  the  directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  several  branches, 
and  a  statement  of  the  stock  held  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  number  of  shares  held  by  each,  and  the 
State  or  Territory  of  their  residence;  ako,  the  amount  of 
specie,  according  to  their  last  return,  in  the  vaults  of  the 
bank  and  its  branches,  distinguishing  the  part  which  be- 
long} to  the  bank,  the  portion  belonging  to  individuals, 
and  to  the  United  States. 

Retohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  lay  befbre  the  Senate  the  monthly  statements  of 
the  affairs  of  tbe  Bank  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
1831. 

PUBLIC  EXPENDITURES. 

The  bill  for  the  erection  of  barracks,  quarters,  and 
storehouses,  and  the  purchase  of  a  site,  in  the  vicinity  of 
New  Orleans,  was  read  the  third  time,  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  other  House. 

When  this  bill  was  put  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  rose  to  offer  some  remarks 
in  reply  to  assertions  which  had  been  made  by  gentlemen 
on  a  former  occasion,  touching  the  public  expenditures. 
He  began  by  saying  he  was  in  favor  of  the  present  bill, 
because  it  appropriated  money  for  an  object  essential  to 
the  interests  of  a  weak  part  uf  the  Union;  and  no  fear  of 
censure  for  increasing  the  annual  expenditure  of  the  na- 
tion would  deter  him  from  supporting  measures  which  he 
considered  necessary  and  conducive  to  the  public  welfitre. 
Our  duty,  said  Hr.  S.,  is  paramount  to  every  considera- 
tion of  this  kind.  I  care  not  whether  the  expenses 
of  the  present  administration  have,  or  have  not,  exceeded 
that  of  any  other  administration;  my  sole  view  is  to  provide 
for  what  is  necessary,  and  the  proviaons  of  this  bill  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  of  this  character. 

On  a  late  occasion,  said  Hr.  S.,  a  bill  in  which  I  felt  a 
deep  interest,  was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  it  increased 
the  public  expenses.  It  did  not.  It  merely  authorized  an 
appropriation  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  annum, 
instead  of  the  annual  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
and  would  have  enabled  the  Executive  to  arm  the  fortifi- 
cations in  ten  instead  of  twenty  years.  The  argument  was 
then  urged,  that  the  annual  expenses  of  the  Government 
went  on  increasing.  The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Bektok]  distinctly  said  "that  the  expenditures  of  the 
Government  had  nearly  doubled  since  he  took  a  seat  in 
the  Senate."  This  assertion  was  considered  essentially 
correct  by  the  Senator  from  South  CaroUna,  [Mr.  Hathe.] 
The  assertion  thus  broadly  made  by  Senators  of  such  high 
standing,  and  generally  so  very  correct — by  Senators  who 
are  so  highly  appreciated,  could  not  fail  to  have  great 
influence  on  tilis  body.  I  confess,  Ur.  President,  that  I 
then  thought  they  were  mistaken,  and  I  answered  them 
guardedly.  I  did  not  positively  deny  the  assertion.  I 
somewhat  doubted  my  own  opinion,  when  opposed  to  the 
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positive  assertions  of  g'entlemen  for  whom  I  entertain  great 
respect.  When  the  Senate  adjourned  on  that  day,  I  re- 
marked to  a  Senator  that  I  thou{^ht  those  gentlemen  had 
committed  a  great  error.  He  replied  that  he  thought 
their  statements  correct  This  induced  me  to  reflect  on 
the  subject,  and  to  see  whether  I  could  not  ascertain  the 
tnith  or  fallacy  of  the  assertion.  I  found  that  the  Senator 
[Mr.  Bkittos]  had  taken  his  seat  in  the  Senate  at  the  ses- 
sion of  1821-'22;  of  course  the  expenditures  for  the  year 
1823  were  those  which  be  asserted  had  been  nearly 
doubled  since  be  came  into  the  Senate.  I  saw  how  I 
could  obtain  the  desired  information.  I  caused  a  state- 
ment to  be  made  from  the  annual  reports  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  from  the  ^eit  1822  to  1830,  both  years 
inclusive.  In  order  to  avoid  any  error  in  this  statement, 
I  sent  it  to  the  treasury  for  the  purpose  of  being  minutely 
examined.  It  has  been  returned  to  me  as  perfectly  cor- 
rect; and  I  was  referred  to  the  book  called  "  Receipts  and 
Expenditures  for  the  year  1830,"  lately  delivered  to  each 
Senator,  for  a  full  view  of  the  expenses  for  a  series  of 
years,  and  I  found  a  perfect  accordance  with  the  state- 
ment I  had  prepared.  So  that  the  expose  which  I  pro- 
pose to  give,  is,  I  ma^  truly  say,  founded  on  &cts,  leaving 
nothing  vague  or  derived  from  conjecture.  The  book  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  I  immediately  sent  to  the  Baltimore 
library  without  inspecting  it.  I  had  no  idea  of  looking  in 
it  for  the  detailed  statement  of  our  expenditures.  Every 
Senator  has  the  book,  and  can,  at  his  leisure,  compare  it 
with  the  view  which  I  propose  to  give;  in  which  I  flatter 
myself  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the  Senators  from 
Missouri  and  South  Carolina  have  been  nustaken;  that  the 
expenses  have  not  nearly  doubled,  nor  increased — In  fact, 
if  the  expenditure  in  one  year  exceed  thirteen  millions, 
the  next  year  falls  below  that  amount;  and  that  the  average 
expenditure  of  the  last  nine  years,  say  1822  to  1830,  both 
inclusive,  amounts  only  to  the  sum  of  twelve  million  three 
hundred  and  seventy  thousand  four  hundred  and  thirty- 
one  dollars. 

A  superficial  reader,  Mr.  President,  when  he  looks  at 
the  public  expenditures,  most  generally  will  look  at  the 
sum  total  of  each  year,  and  will  conclude  that  the  ex- 
penses have  been  higher  or  lower  than  usual.  He  has  no 
particular  object  in  view,  and  will  not  give  himself  the 
trouble  to  investigate  the  causes  which  create  tlie  large  or 
small  expenditures  of  any  one  year.  Thus,  he  may  look  at 
the  expenses  of  1817,  and  will  find  the  total  amount  to 
have  been  the  enormous  sum  of  $40,877,646.  He  then 
turns  to  the  year  1818,  and  finds  the  total  expenditures  of 
that  year  to  amount  to  the  sum  of  $35,104,875.  He  takes 
theyearl819,andfindstheexpenses  only  $24,004,199,  and 
concludes  in  his  own  mind  that  the  Congress  of  1817  and 
1818  must  have  been  extravagant  in  their  appropriations 
of  the  public  money,  and  the  Executive  no  better.  When, 
if  he  had  investigated  the  subject  ftilly,  he  would  have 
found  that  there  had  been  paid  in  1817,  towards  the 
extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  the  unusual  sum  of 
$25,423,336,  thus  reducing  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the 
Government  to  the  sum  of  $15,454,609;  that,  in  the  year 
181^,  there  had  been  paid  towards  the  redemption  of  the 
public  debt  the  sum  of  $21,296,001,  thus  making  the  or- 
dinary expenditures  of  the  Government  amount  to  the 
sum  of  $13,908,673.  The  expenditure,  independently 
of  the  payment  on  account  of  the  debt,  amounted  to 
$16,300,273  in  the  year  1819.  This  increase  arose  from 
various  causes  not  necessary  to  detail.  There  was  paid 
towards  the  public  debt  in  the  year  1819  the  sum  of 
$7,703,926  only.  This  diminution  of  payment  is  attribu- 
table to  the  fiict  that  there  was  little  of  the  principal  of 
the  public  debt  then  payable. 

I  will  now  come,  Mr.'President,  to  my  principal  object. 
It  is  the  assertion,  "that,  since  the  year  1821,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Government  had  nearly  doubled;"  and  I 
tnut  J  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the  Senator  from  Mis- 


souri [Mr.  BsjtToir]  had  been  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion. The  Senate  are  aware  of  the  efl^ct  which  such  an 
assertion,  coming  from  such  high  authority,  must  have 
upon  the  public  mind.  It  certainly  had  its  effect,  even 
upon  this  enli^tened  body.  I  mentioned  to  an  hononi- 
ble  Senator  a  few  days  since,  that  the  average  ordinary 
expenditure  of  the  Government  for  the  last  nine  year* 
did  not  exceed  the  sum  of  twelve  and  a  half  millions.  But, 
said  the  Senator,  the  expenditures  have  greatly  increased 
during  that  period.  I  told  him  I  thought  they  had  notj 
and  I  now  proceed  to  prove,  that,  with  the  exception  of 
four  years,  viz.  1821,  1822,  1823,  and  1824,  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  Government  have  not  increased.  I  shall 
endeavor  to  show  the  causes  of  the  reduction  of  expenses 
during  those  years,  and  that  they  afford  no  criteria  by 
which  to  judg^  of  the  necessary  expenses  of  Government, 
and  that  they  are  exceptions  to  the  general  rate  of  ex- 
penditures, arising  from  particular  causes.  But  even  they 
exhibit  an  expen£ture  far  above  the  one-half  of  the  pre- 
sent annual  ordinary  expenses. 

In  the  year  1822,  which  was  the  period  when  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bxirrox]  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate,  the  ordinanr  expenses  of  the  Government  amount- 
ed to  the  sum  of  $9,827,643.  The  expenses  of  the  year 
1823  amounted  to  $9,784, 154.  I  proceed,  Mr.  President, 
to  show  the  cause  which  thus  reduced  the  ordinary  ex- 
penses during  these  years.  I  speak  in  the  presence  of 
gentlemen,  some  of  whom  were  then  in  the  House  of  Re> 
presentatives,  and  will  correct  me  if  my  recollection 
should  lead  me  into  error.  During  the  session  of  tbe 
year  1819-'20  the  President  asked  a  loan,  I  think,  of  fi-re 
millions,  to  defray  the  expenses  of  tbe  Government, 
which  he  had  deemed  necessary,  and  for  which  estimates 
had,  as  usual,  been  laid  before  Congress.  A  loan  of  three 
millions  only  was  granted;  and,  in  the  next  session,  another 
loan  of,  I  think,  seven  milUons  was  asked,  in  order  to 
enable  the  Executive  to  meet  the  amount  of  expenses 
estimated  for,  as  necessary  for  the  year  1821.  A  loan  of 
five  millions  was  granted,  and  in  the  succeeding  year 
anotlier  loan  of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  asked, 
and  refused.  Congress  were  dissatisfied  that  loans  should 
be  required  in  time  of  profound  peace,  to  meet  the  qpm- 
mon  expenses  of  the  nation,  and  they  refused  to  grant  the 
amount  asked  for  in  the  estimates,  although  this  amount 
would  have  been  granted  if  there  had  been  money  ia  the 
treasury  to  meet  them,  without  resorting  to  loans.  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  (and  it  was  supported  by 
the  House)  lessened  some  of  the  items  estimated  for,  ana 
refused  others.  No  item,  except  such  as  was  indispensa- 
bly necessary,  was  granted.  By  the  adoption  of  this 
course,  the  expenditures  were  reduced,  in  1821,  to 
$10,723,479,  and  to  the  sums  already  mentioned  for  the 
two  years,  1822  and  1823,  and  the  current  expenses  of 
1824,  $10,330,144.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  trea- 
sury was  restored  to  a  sound  state,  so  that  Congress  was 
enabled,  in  the  year  1825,  to  appropriate  the  full  amount 
orthe  estimate.  The  expenditures  of  1824  amounted  to 
$15,330,144.  This  large  expenditure  is  to  be  attributed 
to  the  payment  made  to  Spain  in  that  year,  of  $5,000,000 
for  the  purchase  of  Florida.  I  entertained  doubts  whether 
I  ought  to  include  this  sum  in  the  expenditures,  but,  on 
full  consideration,  I  deemed  it  proper  to  include  it.  It 
may  be  said  that  it  was  an  extraordinary  payment,  and 
such  as  could  not  again  occur.  So  is  the  payment  on  ac- 
count of  awards  under  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  1827  and 
1828,  amounting  to  $1,188,716.  Of  the  same  character, 
too,  are  the  payments  made  for  the  purchase  of  lands 
from  the  Indians;  for  the  removal  of  the  Indians;  for  l»y- 
ments  to  the  several  States  for  moneys  advanced  during 
the  late  war;  and  a  variety  of  other  extraordinay  charges 
on  the  treasury.  The  payment  on  account  of  the  put^ 
chase  of  Florida  happened  in  the  last  seven  years;  and  if 
this  sum  were  deducted  from  the  expenditures  of  1834^ 
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H  would  exhibit  a  mat  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  the 
bst  Kren  years,  when  contrasted  with  those  of  the  seven 
jeais  btiveen  1817  and  1823,  both  years  inclusive.  The 
comparison  of  averaee  expenses  between  the  first  seven 
von^  contrasted  with  the  last  seven  years,  would  then 
'uaooat  to  913,733,337  for  the  first  period,  and$l%388,868 
fcr  the  latter  period;  which  would  show  an  actual  averwe 
decreise  of  (344,469  between  these  periods.  This  de- 
CRiie  could  be  rendered  much  greater,  if  the  other  extra- 
ordiouy  expenditures  to  which  I  have  referred  were  also 
deducted  in  the  comparison.  The  subsequent  years  be- 
ing yean  when  no  deductions  were  made  from  the  esti- 
aaia,  it  vill  be  seen  to  vary  alternately. 
Id  the  year  182Ji,  the  expenses  were  #11,490,450 
1826,  -  -  13,062,316 

1837,  •  •  12,653,095 

1828,  -  -  13.296,041 

1829,  ■  .  12,660,490 

1830,  -  -  13,229,533 
R  mi^  be  proper  for  me  to  show  that  the  average  ex- 

penditaies  of  the  Government  for  these  nine  years,  say 
mm  1822  to  1830,  both  inclusive,  amount  only  to  the 
am  (d  $12,370,431.  A  considerable  part  of  these  ex- 
penditures has  arisen  from  extraordinary  charges  on  the 
treawiy,  such  as,  for  the  removal  of  the  Indians;  the  pur- 
dose  of  their  lands;  the  payment  of  the  States  for  the 
adnnces  made  by  them  during  the  late  war;  for  property 
destroyed  by  'the  enemy;  and  for  payment  of  awards  un- 
der the  first  article  of  Uie  treaty  of  Ghent,  amounting  to 
(1,188,716.  A  navy  has  been  created,  and  our  national 
tig  floats  proudly  on  every  sea.  Immense  fortifications 
hare  been  erected.  Arsenals  have  been  built  in  different 
parts  of  the  Union,  and  filled  with  small  arms  and  the 
namititnis  of  war.  The  only  wonder  is,  that  so  much  has 
been  done,  with  such  limited  expenditures. 

1  tliink  I  have  shown,  Mr.  Prendent,  "that  the  ex- 
pesditores  of  the  Government  have  not  nearly  doubled 
UKc  the  year  1821;"  nor  do  I  think  that  there  has  been 
aj  increase.  If  there  had  been  any,  the  fault  would 
tot  with  Congress. 

It  has  been  said,  Mr.  Prendent,  "  that  the  expenses  of 
tlic  Government  increase  annually,  and  go  on  increasing." 
With  a  view  of  testing  this  assertion,  and  also  of  elucidat- 
ing the  subject,  I  trust  I  shall  be  permitted  to  institute  a 
few  comparisons.  The  first  will  be  between  the  expendi- 
taraofthe  four  years,  1817,  1818,  1819,  and  18S0,  with 
those  of  the  four  years,  1827,  1828,  1829,  and  1830.  I 
fiid,  on  exunination,  that  tlie  average  expenses  of  the 
£ntfour  years  amount  to  the  sum  of  $14,699,521,  and  of 
the  last  four  yeara  to  the  sum  of  $13,959,790,  showing  a 
decrease  in  the  public  expenditures  exceeding  a  million 
nda  half  of  dollars;  thus  amply  contradicting  the  asser- 
tion, that  the  public  expcndittu'es  "go  on  increasing." 
The  second  comparison  I  shall  make  will  be  between  the 
tmr  years,  1823,  1824,  1825,  and  1836,  with  those  of 
1827,  1838,  1839,  and  1830.  I  find  that  the  average 
expense  'of  the  first  four  years  amounts  to  the  sum  of 
tl2,416»768,  and  the  last  four  years  to  $12,959,790,  show- 
ing an  avenge  increase  of  $M3, 023,  or  an  annual  a  vera^ 
increase  of  #135,755,  inconnderable  in  amount,  and  aris- 
ing from  the  reduced  expenditures  in  the  year  1823,  the 
cuoe  for  which  has  been  already  stated,  and  to  the  pay- 
■lent  in  1830  of  the  Massachusetts  militia  claim  of  four 
hundred  and  thirty  thousand  dollars.  Were  it  not  for  the 
payment  of  this  latter  claim  in  1830,  the  comparison  would 
h»fe  shown  a  different  result.  'The  true  test  is  to  be 
bund  in  comparing  the  expenditures  of  the  Government 
in  those  years  when  Congress  were  not  restricted  in  the 
expenditures  by  reason  of  a  scanty  treasury. 

tlienextccHnpariaonl  offer,  will  be  the  expen(Utures 
rfthe  seven  year*  from  1817  to  1823,  both  years 'mclusive, 
with  those  of  the  seven  subsequent  years,  beginning  with 
the  year  1824  to  1830,  both  inclusive,  and  I  find  that  the 


annual  average  expenditure  of  the  first  seven  yean 
amounts  to  $13,733,337,  and  of  the  last  seven  yean  to 
the  sum  of  $13,103,154 — ^presenting  an  inconsiderable 
increase,  which  is  entirely  attributable  to  the  fact  that  re- 
ductions had  been  made  in  the  yeara  1821, 1823,  18?3, 
and  1834,  on  account  of  a  scanty  treasury,  which  reduc- 
tions, in  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government,  had 
had  a  tendency  to  cause  an  increase  of  expenditures  in 
the  succeeding  years.  These  reductions  were  not  savings; 
they  were  a  mere  temporary  diminution  of  necessary  ex- 
penditures. The  majority  of  the  objects  thus  reduced, 
or  altogether  refused,  were,  in  the  subsequent  years,  pro- 
videdror. 

It  is  perfectly  fair,  Mr.  President,  to  compare  a  series  of 
years  with  an  equal  number  of  years;  but  it  is  neither  fair 
nor  just  to  select  one  year,  and  to  compare  it  with  another. 
I  speak  with  reference  to  the  annual  ordinary  expenditures. 
Would  it  be  fiur  towards  the  late  President  Monroe,  to 
compare  the  expenses  of  the  last  year  of  his  administra- 
tion,  amounting  to  $15,330, 144,  with  the  first  year  of  Mr. 
Adams'sadministration,  which  amounted  only  to  11,490,549 
doUara?  Would  it  be  proper  to  compare  the  expenditures  - 
of  the  last  year  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  which 
amounted  to  $13,296,041,  with  the  firat  year  of  President 
Jackson's  administration,  which  was  $13,660,490?  Certain- 
ly not.  To  do  so,  would  be  committing  an  act  of  political 
injustice,  and  yet  I  have  seen  this  done.  But,  if  you 
compare  the  last  year  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration  with 
the  second  year  of  President  Jackson's,  ($13,339,533,) 
Uttle  difference  in  the  expenses  will  be  found  to  exist. 

I  have,  Mr.  President^  shown  to  my  own  satisfaction, 
and,  I  trust,  to  that  of  the  Senate,  that  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  have  not  only  not  nearly  doubled  since  the 
year  1821 — (unless  it  can  be  demonstrated  that  13,396,041 
dollars,  being  the  expenditures  in  1838,  be  nearly  double 
the  sum  of  $9,837,643,  the  amount  of  expenditures  of 
1823) — ^have  not  increased,  and,  on  the  contrary,  have 
actually  decreased.  I  have  taken  for  the  investigation  of 
the  subject  the  eight  yeara  of  the  late  President  Monroe's 
administration,  the  four  yean  of  the  administration  of 
Mr.  Adams,  and  the  two  years  of  President  Jackson's 
administration,  to  which  the  accounts  are  made  up  at  the 
treasury;  and  in  this  investigation  and  comparison  I  have 
carefully  avoided  every  thing  of  a  party  complexion. 

Having  been  a  member  of,  and  for  several  yean  chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  and  having  also  been  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  in  the  Senate,  I  consider  it  aii  im- 
plied reflection  on  those  committees  that  they  had  seen 
with  indifference  the  expenses  of  the  Government  annu- 
ally increasing,  and  actuijly  nearly  doubling  in  n'me  years. 
I  have  therefore  deemed  It  incumbent  upon  me,  in  parti- 
cular, to  make  the  necessary  investigation  of  this  subject, 
and  to  present  to  the  Senate  the  extensive  view  I  have 
submitted  in  relation  to  a  matter  which  has  so  frequently 
been  misrepresented,  and  which  I  trust  will  be  considered 
a  sufficient  apolc^  for  having  occupied  so  much  of  the 
time  of  the  Senate. 


EXHIBIT,  showing  the  expenditures  of  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  exclusive  of  the  payments  on 
account  of  the  public  debt,  from  the  year  1817  to  1830, 
both  inclusive. 


rewi. 

Expenditures. 

Yeara. 

Expaiditura. 

1817 

-    $15,454,609  93 

1824 

•     $15,330,144  31 

1818 

-      13,908,673  78 

1835 

-       11,490,459  84 

1819 

-      16,300,373  44 

1836 

-      13,063,316  37 

1830 

'     13,134,530  57 

1827 

-      12,653,095  65 

1831 

-      10,733,479  07 

1838 

-       13,396,041  45 

1823 

9,837,643  51 

1839 

-       13,660,490  62 

1833 

-        9,784,154  59 

1830 

-       13,339,533  33 
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[Jas.  10,  18S3. 


Mr.  BENTON  roK  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
land. Mr.  B.  said  that  a  remark  of  his,  in  a  former 
debate,  seemed  to  have  been  the  occasion  of  the  elaborate 
financial  statements  which  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had 
just  eone  through.  Mr.  B.  said  he  had  made  the  remark 
m  debate;  it  was  a  general  one,  and  not  to  be  treated  as 
an  account  stated  by  an  accounting  officer.  His  remark 
was,  that  the  public  expenditure  had  nearly  doubled  since 
he  had  been  a  member  of  the  Senate.  Neither  the  words 
used,  nor  the  mode  oftbe  expression,  implied  the  accuracy 
of  an  account!  it  was  a  remark  to  signify  a  great  and 
inordinate  increase  in  a  comparatively  short  time.  He  had 
not  come  to  the  Senate  this  day  with  tlie  least  expectation 
of  being  called  to  justify  that  remark,  or  to  hear  a  long 
arraignment  of  it  arg^edj  but  he  was  ready  at  all  times 
to  justify,  and  he  would  quickly  do  it.  Mr.  B.  said  that 
when  he  made  the  remark,  he  had  no  statement  of  ac- 
,  counU  in  his  eye,  but  he  had  two  great  and  broad  facts 
before  him,  which  all  the  figures  and  calculations  upon 
earth,  and  all  the  compound  and  comparative  statements 
of  arithmeticians,  could  not  shake  or  alter,  which  were — 
flret,  that  since  he  came  into  the  Senate  the  machinery  of 
this  Government  was  worked  for  between  eight  and  nine 
millions  of  dollars)  and,  secondly,  the  actual  payments 
for  the  last  year,  in  the  Premdent's  message,  were  about 
fourteen  milUons  and  three-quarters.  The  sum  estimated 
for  the  future  expenditures,  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  was  thirteen  and  a  half  millions;  but  fifteen 
millions  were  recommended  by  him  to  be  levied  to  meet 
increased  expenditures.  Mr.  B.  said  these  were  two  great 
fccts  which  he  liad  in  his  eye,  and  which  he  would  justify. 
He  would  produce  no  proofs  as  to  tlie  second  of  his  facta, 
because  the  Prendent's  message  and  the  Secretary's  re- 
port were  so  recently  sent  in,  and  so  universally  reprinted, 
that  every  person  could  recollect,  or  turn  to  their  contents, 
and  veri^  his  statement  upon  their  own  examination  or 
recollection.  He  would  verify  his  first  statement  only  by 
proofs,  and  for  that  purpose  would  refer  to  the  detailed 
statements  of  the  public  expenditures,  compiled  by  Van 
Zandt  and  Watterston,  and  for  which  he  had  just  sent  to 
the  room  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  B.  would 
take  the  years  18a2-'3;  for  he  was  not  simple  enough  to 
take  the  years  before  the  reduction  of  the  army,  when  he 
was  looking  for  the  lowest  expenditure.  Four  thousand 
men  were  disbanded,  and  had  remained  disbanded  ever 
since;  they  were  disbanded  since  he  came  into  the  Senate; 
he  would  therefore  date  from  that  reduction.  Thi»  would 
brinp  him  to  the  years  1822-'3,  when  you,  sir,  (the  Vice 
President,)  was  Secretary  of  War.  What  wa»  the  whole 
expenditure  of  the  Government  for  each  of  those  years? 
It  stood  thus: 

1822,  #ir,676,592  63 

1823,  15,314,171  00 

These  two  sums  include  every  head  of  expenditure — 
they  indude  public  debt,  revolutionary  and  invalid  pen- 
sions; three  heads  of  temporary  expenditure.  The  pay- 
ments on  account  of  the  public  debt  in  those  two  years, 
were— 

In  1822,  #7,848,919  12 

1823,  5,530,016  41 

Deduct  these  two  sums  from  the  total  expenditure  of 
the  years  to  which  they  refer,  and  you  will  have— 

For  1822,  #9,727,673  41 

1823,  9,784,155  59 

The  pensions  for  those  years  were — 

ReeohUknary.  hvatid.  Aggregate. 

1822,  #1,642,590  94        #305,608  46        #1,947,199  40 

1823,  1,449,097  04  331,491  48  1,730,588  52 
Now,  deduct  these  pennons  from  the  years  to  which 

they  refer,  and  you  will  have  just  about  #8,000,000  as 


the  expense  of  working  the  machinery  of  the  Government 
at  the  period  which  I  had  in  my  eye.  But  the  pensioia 
have  not  yet  totally  ceased;  they  are  much  diminided 
since  1822,  1823,  and  in  a  few  years  roust  cease.  The 
revolutionary  pensioners  must  now  average  seventy  yesn 
of  age;  their  stipends  will  soon  cease.  I  hold  myself  well 
justified,  then,  in  saying,  as  1  did,  that  the  expepditores  of 
the  Government  have  nearly  doubled  in  my  time.  The 
remark  had  no  reference  to  administrations.  There  wn 
nothing  comparative  in  it;  nothing  intended  to  put  up,  or 
put  down,  any  body.  The  burdens  of  the  people  is  the 
only  thing  I  wish  to  put  down.  My  service  in  the  Senate 
has  extended  under  three  administrmtions,  and  myperiodt 
of  calculation  extend  to  all  three.  My  opinion  now  ii, 
that  the  machinery  of  this  Government,  after  the  payment 
of  the  public  debt,  should  be  worked  for  ten  millions  or 
less,  and  two  millions  more  for  extraordinaries;  in  all 
twelve  millions;  but  this  is  a  point  for  future  discussion. 
My  present  object  is  to  show  a  great  increase  in  a  short 
time;  and  to  show  that,  not  to  affect  individuals,  but  to 
show  the  necessity  of  practising  what  we  ail  profess— 
economy.  I  am  against  keeping  up  a  revenue,  after  the 
debt  and  pensions  are  paid,  as  luxe,  or  nearly  as  large,  ai 
the  expenditure  was  m  1822,  1823,  with  these  itema^ 
eluded.  I  am  for  throwing  down  my  load,  when  I  get  to 
the  end  of  my  journey.  I  am  for  throwing  off  the  burden 
of  the  debt,  when  I  get  to  the  end  of  the  debt.  The 
burden  of  the  debt  is  the  taxes  levied  on  account  of  it  1 
am  for  abolishing  these  taxes;  and  this  is  the  great  ques- 
tion upon  which  parties  now  go  to  trial  before  the  Ameri- 
can people.  One  word  more,  and  I  am  done  for  the 
present  The  Senator  from  Maryland,  to  make  up  a 
goodly  aven«e  for  1822  and  1823,  adds  the  expenditure 
of  1824,  which  includes,  besides  sixteen  milUons  and  s 
half  for  the  public  debt,  and  a  million  and  a  half  for  pen- 
sions, the  sum  of  five  millions  for  the  purchase  of  Florid*. 
Sir,  he  must  deduct  twenty-two  millions  from  that  com- 
putation; and  that  deduction  will  bring  his  average  (at 
those  years  to  agree  very  closely  with  my  statement 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  he  had  been  called  upon  unex- 
pectedly to  answer  for  his  remarks  made  a  few  days  ago  on 
anotherbill.  If  he  had  been  aware  of  the  intention  of  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland,  he  should  have  taken  the  paint 
to  be  prepared  with  statements  to  make  out  the  correct- 
ness of  the  assertion  alluded  to.  He  stud  it  must  be  recol- 
lected that  it  was  not  his  assertion  that  the  "  expenses 
were  neariy  doubled."  That  had  been  the  assertion  of 
the  gentleman  <Han  Missouri;  and  it  had  struck  him  to 
forcibly,  that  he  had  merely  adverted  to  the  language  of 
that  gentleman  in  bis  subsequent  remarks,  and  added,  thtt 
the  expenditures  of  the  Government  had  been  annual^ 
increaangever  since  he  had  been  in  the  Senate.  Fortha 
additional  assertion,  and  for  that  alone,  he  stood  responsi- 
ble; and  if  he  was  mistaken  in  that  remark,  he  was  never 
so  much  mistaken  in  any  point  in  the  whole  course  of  hit 
life.  He  was  still  confident  of  its  correctness;  and  he  trust- 
ed that,  before  this  matter  was  done,  with,  he  should  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  Senate  and  the  country  that  it  was  not 
him,  but  the  cburman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  who 
was  mistaken.  He  did  not  intend  to  do  this,  however,  by 
any  comparison  of  a  series  of  years  and  general  averages, 
as  that  gentleman  had  done,  but  he  should  submit  a  reso- 
lution to  the  Senate,  calling  for  th^ecessary  information 
in  relation  to  the  expenditures  during  the  time  mentioned, 
fh>mthe  proper  officer  of  the  department;  and  if  the  re- 
sult of  that  statement  did  not  make  out  his  assertion  to  be 
correct,  he  would  acknowledge  his  error,  and  abide  by 
that  decision;  and  he  expected  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land would  do  the  same.  Mr.  H.  said  that  if  the  event 
should  show  him  in  an  error,  it  was  that  gentleman's  fault, 
for  he  had  led  him  into  the  error,  if  an  error  it  was,  which, 
however,  he  did  not  believe.  He  had  led  him  to  believe 
that  there  was  an  increased  expenditure,  by  his  repeated 
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titcmpts  to  justify  tbe  iact,  by  arf^n(^  the  necettity  'of  an 
increase  to  ce«p  pace  with  the  times.  Sir,  said  Mr.  H., 
cin  I  forget  that  it  bad  beci)  publicly  stated  that,  in  the 
tirofirst  years  of  the  present  administration,  the  expendi- 
tures of  the  Government  on  internal  improvements  were 
greater  than  du/ing  the  whole  four  years  of  the  late  ad- 
oioistntion?  Can  I  for^t  the  fact  I  have  never  seen 
denied  by  the  friends  of  the  present  admiriistration,  though 
repeatedly  rung  in  their  earsf  But,  on  the  contrary,  they 
hire  uniformly  maintained  that  this  increase  was  occa- 
aooed  bf  appropriations  ihidei^  the  previous  administra- 
tion. Can  \  forget  that  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  has 
told  the  Senate  that  it  vas  (ne  intention  of  the  Committee 
on  Rnnpe  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  6fteen  millions  alter 
the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  because  that  sum  would 
pnibsbly  he  nrMited  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  Govern- 
mest  Where,  said  Mr.  H.,  shall  we  find  the  boasted 
jniimition  of  the  expenses  of  tliis  Government  ?  Shall  we 
inditinthe  civjl  list,  or  diplomatic  intercourse?  Shall 
»e  find  it  in  the  army,  the  navy,  or  in  any  department  of  the 
Government.'  On  the  contrary,  has  It  been  our  constant 
policy  to  create  new  offices,  and  enlarge  the  salaries  of 
thoM  already  existing? 

Bat,  said  Mr.  H.,  we  will  have  this  matter  determined 
t;  in  appeal  to  facts  whieh  cannot  deceive  us,  which  the 
proposed  reaulution'witl  elicit. 

Hojr  can  the  gentleman  suppose  that  I  should  imagine 
the  expenditures  were  not  increased,  in.  the  face  of  all 
those  facts  which  the  gentleman  himself  has  admitted? 
HaTC  I  not,  said  Mr.  H.,  risen  in  my  place,  repeatedly, 
to  oppose  the  various  new  appropriations  which  have  been 
ciUea  for,  and  received  for  answer  that  tlie  increased 
wtnta  of  our  growing  country  required  them?  If  mis- 
ukea,  th«refore,  the  tauh  lies  upon  those  who,  having 
our  finances  in  charge,  could  long  since  have  corrected 
the  supposed  error.  He  was  persuaded,  however,  there 
WIS  no  error — there  could  be  none.  Indeed,  he  under- 
stood the  gentleman  himself  to  show  an  average  increase 
of  the  expenditures.  And  how  could  it  be  otherwise? 
The  gentleman  from  Missouri,  in  referring  back  to  the 
documents  this  mommg,  states  the  average  expenditures, 
for  some  years  back,  at  nine  millions;  the  Senator  from 
Maryland  give*  the  average  of  the  few  last  years  at 
twelve  millions;  and  that  Senator  himself,  only  a  few  days 
igo,  let  down  the  future  average  at  fifteen  millions.  And 
^t  we  are  gravely  told  our  expenses  are  not  increasng. 

At  the  conclu»on  of  the  preceding  debate, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose,  and  stated  why  he  (having  object- 
ed to  the  bill  yesterday  for  want  of  certain  information) 
duiild  now  vote  for  it,  as  he  had  obtained  the  information 
which  he  desired  on  the  subject,  (and  which  be  recapitu- 
lated to  the  Senate,)  ajid  was  satisfied  of  the  expediency  of 
thebilL 

THE  ORDNANCE  BILL. 

The  bill  providing  for  the  better  organization  of  the 
oidinnce  corps  was  next  taken  tip. 

Mr.  BENTON,  as  chairman  of  the  Military  Committee, 
nst  to  explain  it  He  first  asked  for  the  reading  of  a  let- 
ter from  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  whom  the  billhad  been 
referred  by  the  committee  for  his  remarks  and  sugges- 
tions. [The  letter-was  read  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Se- 
nate, and  expressed  a  favorable  opinion  of  the  biU.]  Mr. 
B.  then  proceeded  With  his  explanations.  He  said  the 
title  of  the  bill  was  to  organize  the  Ordnance  Department ; 
and  tile  title  was  right.  The  Ordnance  Department  had 
no  orjanizationi  it  bad  gV-own  up  by  piecemeal  from  small 
be^nings  to  a  great  and  important  branch  of  the  military 
establishment,  and  needed  an  organization  suited  to  its 
present  magnitude.  Senators  could  judge  of  this  magni- 
tude, when  he  told  them  that  the  arms  and  munitions  of 
war  m  the  care  of  this  department  were  now  worth  twelve 
iniEans  of  dollars,  and  were  distributed  all  over  the  fTnion, 
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fivm  the  lakes  to  the  Gulf,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi:  and  besides  this  quantity  on  hand,  about  one 
million  of  dollars  was  annually  expended  either  to  increase 
it,  or  to  supply  the  current  use  and  consumption.  An 
establishment  having  so  much  property  in  charge,  requir- 
ed an  organization,  and  this  was  what  the  bill  proposed. 
The  first  section  provided  for  the  enlistment  of  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty  men  for  the  ordnance  service)  they  would 
supply  the  place  of  about  that  number  of  laborers  now 
hired  to  do  the  buaness  of  soldiers.  This  ungle  feet  would 
show  that  the  department  was  without  orgamzation.  The 
second  section  provided  for  the  appointmeot^of  a  veteran 
sergeant,  to  take  care  of  the  ordnance  stores  at  each  post. 
Such  an  appointment  was  necessary,  and  would  stand  in 
the  place  of  the  conductors  of  artillery,  formerly  allowed 
for  the  same  purpose,  but  dropped,  he  believed,  from  in- 
advertence, in  the  repeal  of  different  laws.  Another  sec- 
tion provided  for  the  repeal  of  existing  laws  which  would 
clash  with  the  present  bill  if  passed  into  a  law.  The  con- 
cluding section  provided  for  additional  officers,  and  regu- 
lated their  pay.  Mr.  B.  said  the  present  number  of 
officers  was  entirely  too  few,  besides  being  officers  de- 
Uched  from  the  line  of  the  army,  and  not  trained  to  ord- 
nance duties. 

These  were  the  brief  reasons  for  preferring  the  bill, 
which  was  not  a  n<w  measure,  but  had  been  before  both 
Houses  of  Congress,  and&vorably  reported  by  their  com- 
mittees  for  several  vears.  The  expense  waathe  next  item. 
Onth'is  head,  he  said,  the  enlisted  men  would  be  no  addi- 
tional expense,  but  rather  an  economy,  as  hired  men  were 
now  employed.  The  sergeants  put  on  ordnance  d«^ 
would  be  but  a  trifle)  and  would  be  some  reward  to  • 
veteran,  and  stimulate  him  to  act  so  as  to  deaerve  it  The 
only  additional  expense  was  in  the  officering  tiie  corps, 
and  that  would  add  about  *12,000  of  additional  expense., 
Mr.  B.  submitted  that  this  was  nothing  when  the  question 
was  to  provide  for  the  preservation  and  due  aocountabili^ 
of  twelve  miUions  of  dollars  worth  of  public  proper^,  and 
to  secure  the  most  skilful  and  efficient  application  of  s 
million  per  annum  to  the  manufecture  of  arms,  and  dte 
acquiation  of  munitions  of  Mrar.  Mr.  B.  then  said  that  he 
had  made  this  brief  statement  to  apprise  the  Senate  of  the 
nature  of  the  bill;  and  he  would  now  comply  with  the 
request  made  of  him  by  one  of  the  Senators  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr.  Wiuucs,]  and  let  the  bill  lie  over  a  day  or 
two  for  consideration.  When  it  was  called  up  i^n,  it 
would  afford  him  pleasure  to  answer  any  questions  which 
Senators  might  put 

Mr.  WILKINS  expressed  his  desire  to  hswe  a  little  time 
to  look  into  the  b'dl,  and  it  was  laid  on  the  table,  to  be 
taken  up  in  a  day  or  two.  v 

[The  bill  was  taken  up  subsequently,  and  passed.] 

WiDirXSDAT,  Jaitoabt  11. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Bswroir, 
were  taken  up  and  agreed  to. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  followine  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Ciat  on 
Monday  last,  being  the  special  order  of  the  day,  was  taken 
up  for  consideration: 

Reaobed,  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  impert- 
ed  from  foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  in  competition 
with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the  United 
States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except  the  duties 
upon  wines  and  silks,  and  that  those  ought  to  be  reducedt 
and  that  the  Cominittee  on  Finance  be  instructed  to  re- 
port a  bill  accordingly. 

The  resolution  having  been  read,  Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and 
addressed  the  Senate  as  follows:  I  have  a  few  obaerw 
tions,  Mr.  President,  and  only  a  few,  to  submit  to  tiie  Se- 
nate, on  tb€  meastire  now  before  you;  in  doing  which  I 
have  to  ask  all  your  indulgence.    I  am  getting  old;  1  feel 


Digitized  by 


Google 


67 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


66 


Sbkati.] 


T%e  Tbriff. 


[Jak.  11,  1832. 


but  toosennbly,  and  unaffected!}-,  the  effects  of  approach- 
ing age;  and  I  have  been,  for  some  years,  very  little  in 
the  habit  of  addresrang  deliberatire  assemblies.  I  am  told  I 
have  been  the  cause — the  roost  unwilling  cause,  if  I  have 
been,  of  exciting  expectations,  the  evidence  of  which  is 
around  us.  I  regret  it;  for  however  the  subject  on  which 
I  am  to  speak,  in  other  hands  Alight  be  treated  to  gratify 
or  to  reward  the  presence  and  attention  now  given,  in 
imne  I  have  nothing  but  a  plain,  unvarnished,  and  unam- 
bitious exposition  to  make. 

It  forms  no  part  of  my  present  purpose,  said  Hr.  C,  to 
enter  into  a  conuderation  of  the  established  policy  of'pro- 
tection.  Strong  in  the  convictions,  and  deeply  seated  in 
the  affectiona,  of  a  large  majority  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  it  stands  self-vindicated,  in  the  general 
prosperity,  in  the  rich  fruits  which  it  has  scattered  over 
the  land,  in  the  experience  of  all  prosperous  and  power- 
ful nations,  present  and  past,  and  now  m  that  of  our  own. 
Nor  do  I  thmk  it  necessary  to  discuss  that  policy  on  this 
resolution.  _  Other  gentlemen  may  think  differently,  and 
may  choose*  to  argue  and  assail  it.  If  they  do,  I  halve  no 
dottbt  that,  in  all  parts  of  the  Senate,  members  more  com- 
petent than  I  am,  will  be  ready  to  defend  and  support  it. 
My  object  now  is  to  limit  myself  to  a  presentation  of  cer- 
tain views  and  principles  connectea  with  the  present 
financial  condition  of  the  country. 

A  consideration  of  the  state  of  the  public  revenue  has 
become  necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  near  approach 
of  the  entire  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  and  I  c5ncur 
with  you,  sir,  in  believing  that  no  season  could  be  more 
appropriate  than  the  present  session  of  Congress  to  en- 
deavor to  make  a  satisfiustoiy  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 
The  public  debt  chiefly  arose  out  of  the  late  war,  justly 
denominated  the  second  contest  for  national  indepen- 
dence. An  act,  commonly  called  the  sinking  fund  act, 
was  passed  by  Congress  near  fifteen  years  ago,  providing 
for  its  reimbursement.  That  act  was  prepared  and  pro- 
posed by  a  friend  of  yours  and  mine,  whose  premature 
death  was  not  a  loss  merely  to  his  native  State,  of  which 
he  was  one  of  its  brightest  ornaments,  but  to  the  whole 
nation.  No  man,  with  whom  I  ever  had  the  honor  to  be 
associated  in,the  lepslative  councils,  combined  more  ex- 
tensive and  usefiil  information,  with  more  firmness  of 
judgment  andblsndneas  of  manner,  than  did  the  lamented 
Mr.  Lowndes.  And  when,  in  the  prime  of  life,  by  the 
dispensation  of  an  all-wise  Providence,  he  was  t«ken  from 
'us,^is  country  had  reason  to  anticipate  the  greatest  bene- 
fits from  his  wisdom  and  discretion.  By  that  act,  an  an- 
•nual  appropriation  of  ten  millioas  of  dollars  was  made 
towards  the  payment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  the 
public  debt;  and  also  any  excess  which  might  yearly  be  in 
the  treasury,  beyond  two  milUons  of  dollars,  which  it  was 
thought  prudent  to  reserve  for  unforeseen  exigencies. 

Bu(  this  system  of  regular  and  periodical  application 
of  public  revenue  to  the  payment  of  the  public  debt, 
would  have  been  unavailing,  if  Congress  had  neglected  to 
provide  the  necessary  ways  and  means.  Congress  did 
not,  however,  neglect  the  performance  of  that  duty.  By 
various  acts,  and  more  especially  by  the  tariff  of  1824-- 
the  abused  tariff  of  1824— the  public  coffers  were  amply 
replenished,  and  we  have  been  enabled  to  reach  our  pre- 
sent proud  eminence  of  financial  prosperity.  Af^er  Con- 
gress bad  thus  abundantly  provided  funds,  and  directed 
their  systematical  application,  the  duty  remained  to  be 
performed  by  the  Executive  was  one  simply  ministerial. 
And  no  Executive  and  no  administration  can  justly  claim 
for  itself  any  other  merit  in  the  discharge  of  the  public 
debt,  than  that  of  a  faithful  execution  of  the  laws — no 
other  merit  than  that  similar  one  to  which  it  is  entitled  for 
directing  a  regular  payment  of  what  is  due,  from  time  to 
time,  to  the  army  and  navy,  or  to  the  officers  of  the  civil 
Government,  for  their  salaries. 
The  operation  of  the  sinking  fund  act  commenced  with 


the  oomtfencement  of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  Du- 
ring its  continuance  of  eight  years,  owine:  to  the  embar- 
rassments of  the  treasury,  the  ten  millions  were  not 
regularly  applied  to  the  payment  of  tlie  debti  and,  upon 
the  termination  of  Uiat  administration,  the  treasury  stood 
largely  in  arrear  to  the  sinking  fund.  Buring  the  subse- 
quent administration  of  four  years,  not  only  was  the  ten 
millions  faithfully  applied  during  each  year,  but  those 
arrears  were  brought  up,  and  all  -previous  deficiencies 
made  good.  So  that,  when. the.  present  adiuinistralion 
began,  a  plain,  unincumbered,  and  well-defined  path  lay 
directly  before  it.  Under  the  measures  which  have  been 
devised,  in  the  short  term  of  fifteen  years,  tlie  Goveru- 
ment  has  paid  nearly  one  hundred  millions  of,  principal, 
and  about  an  equal  sum  of  interest;  leavings  the  bvaaM  rem. 
nant  behind  of  twenty-four  miHions.  _ 

Of  that  remnant,  tliirteen  millions  consisl  of  the  three 
percent,  stock  created  by  the  act  of  1790,  which  the 
Government  does  not  stand  bound  to  todeem  at  an^  pre- 
scribed time,  but  which  it  may  discharge  whenever  it  suits 
its  own  convenitnce;  and  when  it  is  discharged,  it  must 
be  done  by  the  payment  of  dollar  for  dollar-  J  cannot 
think,  and,  I  should  suppose.  Congress  can  hardly  be- 
Ueve,  with  the  Secretary  of  tfie  Treasui^,  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  pay  off  a  stock  of  thirteen  minions,  cntiding 
its  holders  to  but  three  per  cent,  witii  a  capital  of  thir- 
teen millions,  worth  an  interest  of  six  per  cent — in  other 
words,  to  take  from  the  pocketsof  the  people  two  doJUrs 
to  pay  one  in  the  hands  of  the  stockholder. 

The  moral  value  of  the  payment  of  a  national  debt  con- 
sists in  the  demonstration  which  it  affords  of  the  abilily  of 
a  countr}-  to  meet,  and  its  integrity  in  fulfilling,  all  its 
engagements.  That  the  resources  of  this  countrj-,  in- 
creasing as  it  constantly  is  in  population  and  wealth,  »« 
abundantly  sufficient  to  meet  any  debt  which  it  may  ever 
prudently  contract,  cannot  be  doubted.  And  its  punctu- 
ality and  probity,  from  the  period  of  the  assumption,  m 
1790,  of  the  debt  of  the  revolution,  down  to  the  present 
time,  rest  upon  a  solid  and  incontestable  foundation.  The 
danger,  perhaps,  is,  not  that  it  will  not  fairly  meet  its  <*- 
gagements,  but  that,  from  an  inordinate  avidity,  arising^ 
from  temporary  causes,  it  may  bring  discredit  upon  itselt 
by  improvident  arrangements,  which  no  prudent  man,  m 
the  management  of  his  private  affairs,  would  ever  think  of 
adopting. 

Of  the  residue  of  that  tiventy-four  millions  of  debt,  after 
deducting  the  thirteen  millions  of  thre»  per  cent.,  lest 
than  two  millions  are  due,  and,  of  right,  payable  within 
the  present  year.  If  to  that  sum  be  added  the  moiety 
which  becomes  due  on  the  31st  of  December  next,  of  the- 
four  million  four  hundred  and  fifty-four  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  twenty-seven  dollars,  created  by  the  act  of 
26th  May,  1824,  we  have  but  a  sum  of  about  four  milliow 
which  tlie  public  creditor  can  lawfully  demand,  or  which 
the  Government  is  bound  to  pay,  in  tile  course  of  this  year- 
If  more  is  paid,  it  can  only  be  done  by  anticipating  the 
periods  of  its  payment,  and  going  into  the  public  market 
to  purchase  the  stock.  Can  it  be  doubted  that,  if  you  do 
so,  the,  vigilant  holder  of  the  stock,  taking  advantoge  of 
your  anxiety,  will  demand  a  greater  price  than  its  value 
Already  we  perceive  tiiat  the  three  per  cents,  have  risen 
to  the  extraordinary  height  of  ninety-six  per  cent.  The 
difference  between  a  payment  of  tiie  inconsiderable  por- 
tion remaining  of  the  public  debt,  in  one,  two,  or  three 
years,  is  certainly  not  so  important  as  to  justify  a  resort  to 
highly  disadvantageous  terms.  j 

Whoever  may  be  entitled  to  the  credit  of  the  payment  V 
of  the  public  debt,  1  congratulate  you,  ar,  and  the  coun-  ^ 
try,  most  cordially,  that  it  is  so  near  at  hand.  It  is  so  near 
being  totally  extinguished,  that  we  may  now  safely  in- 
quire whether,  without  prejudice  to  any  established  poli- 
cy, we  may  not  relieve  the  consumption  of  the  counUy, 
bj  tiie  repeal  or  reduction  of  duties,  and  curtail,  cons- 
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dmbly,  the  public  revenue.  In  i^akiBg  thi«  inquiry,  the 
first  (^ueation  which  presents  iUielf  is,  whether  it  is 
expedient  to  preserve  the  existing  duties,  in  order  to  »c- 
cumidate  a  surplus  in  the  tteasury,  for  the  purpose  of 
subsequest  distribution  among^the  several  States.  I  think 
not.  If  the  collection,  for  the  purpose  of  such  a  surplus, 
is  to  be  made  ftt>m  the  pockets  of  one  portion  of  the  peo» 
pie,  to  be  ultimately  raturned  to  tile  same  pockets,  tlie 
prooeaa  would  be  attended  with  the  certain  loss  arising' 
tront  tite  chairges  of  collection,  ancT  with  the  loss  Uso  of 
intetest  while  the  money  is  perftnning  the  unnecessary 
circait;  aad  it  woold,  tjierc^ore,  be  unwise.  If  H  is  to  be 
coUeeted  from  ont.  portion  of  the  people,  and  given  to 
another,  it  would  he  ynjust  If  it  is  to  be  eiven  to  the 
Slates  in.  their  corporate  capactty,  to  be  used  by  them  in 
their  public  expenditure,  I  know,  of  no  principle  ii»  the 
constitution  which  lothprizes  the  Federal  Government 
l9  become  such  a  collector  for  the  States,  nor  of  any  prin- 
ciple of  safety  or  propr'ie^y  which  admits  of  the  States 
beemmn^  such  reeipienls  of  gratuity  from  the  General 
Goremraent. 

The  public  rerei(ue,  then,  should  be  regulated  and 
adapted  to  the  proper  servicepf  the  General  Government. 
It  should  be  ainple;  for  a  deceit  in  the  public  income,  al- 
arays  to  be  deprecated,  is  sometimes  attended,  as  we  know 
well  fiiom  bkipry,  and  (tbta  what  has  happened  in  our 
ovn  thne,  win  ntaLconaequenoes.  In  a  country  so  rapid- 
ly growing  a>  this  is,  with«such  diversified  interests,  new 
wants  and  unexpected  calls  upon  the  public  treasury  must 
frequentiy^  occur.  1%ke  some  examples  from  this  ses- 
sion. The  State  of  Virginia  has  presented  a  claim  for 
an  ameont  but  little  short  of  a  miUion,  which  she  press- 
es with"  an  earnestness  demonstrating  her  conviction  of 
its  jastice.*  The  State  of .  South  Carolina  has  also  a 
cbim  for  no  inconsiderable  sum,^  being  upwards  of  one 
hkndred  thousand  dollars,  which  she  urges  with  equal 
eamestneas.  The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
^nnss]  has  broiight  forward  a  claim,  arising  out  of 
I'renck  spoliations  previous  to  the  convention  of  1800, 
vhicb  is  perhaps  not  short  of  five  millions,  arid,  to  some 
extent,  I  hare  no  doubt  it  has  a  just  foundation.  In  an^ 
praviKon  of  a  public  revenue.  Congress  ought  so  to  fix  it 
atto  admit  of  th^payqtent  of  honest  and  proper  demands, 
wUch  ha  justiie  cannot  reject  or  evade. 

r  hope,  too,  tha.%  either  in  tlic  adjustment  of  the  public 
rereime,  or,  wfiat  would  be  preferable,  in  the  appropria- 
tioa  ef  thje  -proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  effectual  and 
permanent  provMorf'wiU  be  made  for  such  internal  im- 
prerrioients  as  may  be  sanctioned  by  Congress.  This  is 
'dnetifthe  Atnei^c^  people,  and  emphaticMly  due  to  the 
Western  people.  /  Sir,  temporary  causes  may -exact  a  re- 
Inctant  acquiescence  frbtn  UiC  people  of  the  West,  in  the 
suspension  ofapprttpriationslo  objects  of  internal  improve- 
mevii  but  as  certsSn^  you  preside  in  Ibat  chair,  or  as  the 
sun  peiiorms  its  diunutl  revolution,  they  will  not  be  satis- 
fied ipth  an  abaiidomnent  ofthe  policy.  7*hey  will  come 
here,  and  tell  you,  not  in  a  tone  of  menace  or  supplication, 
but  it  tbe  langtiase  of  consoious  right,  thft  they  must 
fbare  with  you  in  the  benefits,  as  tliey  divide  with  you  the 
burdens  and  Uic  perils  of  a  common  Government.  They 
will  SEW-  that  they  have  no  direct  interest  in  the  expendi- 
tnres  fcir  the  ntv/,  the  fortifications,  nor  even  the  army, 
those  greatest  abiprbents  of  the  public  treasure.  That 
titey  are  not  iodinerCnt,  indeed,  to  the  safety  and  pros- 
perity of  aay  part  of -our  common  country.  On  the  con- 
tr»»y,'tfcat  every  jiJttioii^of  the  republic  is  indirectly,  at 
least,  interestcu  ■■  the  wielfure  of  tlie  whole;  and  that  they 
ever  syCapatKize.ili  the  distresses,  and  rejoice  in  tlie  hap- 
ju^ess  ofthe  mqst  distant  quai-ter  of  the  Union.  And  to 
demonstrate  that  they  are  not. careless  or  indifferent  to 
inlnests  not  direa|Iy  their  own,  they  may  triumphantly 
and  prondly  ippeal  to  the  gallant  part  which  they  bore  in 
theltte  war,  and  point  to  the  bloody  fieldson  which  some 


of  their  most  patriotic  sou  nobly  fell  fighting  in  the  com- 
mon cause.  But  they  will  also  sKf  tlut  these  fraternal 
and  just  sentiments  ought  to  be  reciprocated  by  their  At- 
lantic brethren;  tluit  tiaese  ought  not  to  be  indifferent  to 
the  welfare  of  the  West,  and  that  they  have  the  same  eol- 
lateral  or  indirect  interest  in  its  success  and  advancement 
that  the  West  has  in  theirs.  That  it  does  not  ask  internal 
improvements  to  be  exclusively  confined  to  itself,  but  that 
it  may  receive,  in  common  with  the  rest  of  the  Union,  a 
practical  benefit  in  the  only  form  compatible  with  its  in- 
terior condition. 

The  appropriation  ofthe  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
or  a  considerable  portion  of'  them,  to  that  object,  would 
be  a  most  natural  and  suitable  dispontion.  And  I  do  hope, 
air,  that  that  g^reat  resource  will  be  cherished  and  dedi- 
cated to  some  national  purpose  worthy  of  the  republic. 
Utterly  opposed  as,  I  trust.  Congress  will  show  itself  to 
be  to  all  the  mad  and  wild  schemes,  but  to  that  latest, 
but  maddest  and  wildest  of  all,  recommended  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury,  for  squandering  the  public  do- 
main, I  hope  it  will  be  preserved  for  the  present  genera- 
tion and  for  posterity,  as  it  has  been  received  from  our 
ancestors,  a  rich  and  bountifol  inheritance.  In  these  hal- 
cyon days  of  pea<^  and  plenty,  and  an  overflowing  trea- 
sury, we  appear  to  embarrass  ourselves  in  devising  vision- 
ary schemes  for  casting  away  the  bounties  with  which  the 
goodness  of  Providence  has  blessed  us.  But,  sir,  the 
storm  of  war  will  come  when  we  know  not;  the  day  of 
trial  and  difficulty  will  assuredly  come,  and  now  is  the 
time,  by  a  prudent  forecast,  to  husband'  our  resources,  and 
this  the  g^atest  of  them  all.  Let  them  not  be  hoii'ded 
and  hugged  with  a  miser's  embrace,  but  liberally  used. 
Let  the  public  hinds  be  administered  iu  a  generous  spirit, 
and  especially  towards  the  States  within  which  they  are 
situated.  Let  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  be  applied  in  a  season  of  peace  to  some  great  ob- 
ject; and  when  war  does  come,  by  suspendiag  that  ap- 
plication of  them  during  its  continuance,  you  will  be  at 
once  put  in  possession  of  means  for  its  vigorous  prosecu- 
tion. More  than  twenty-five  years  ago,  when  first  I  took 
a  seat  in  this  body,  I  was  told,  by  the  Others  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that.if  we  had  any  thing  perfect  in  our  institu- 
tions, it  was  the  system  for  dispodng  of  the  public  lands, 
and  I  was  cautioned  against  rash  innovations  in  it.  Sub- 
sequent experience  fully  satisfied  me  of  the  wisdom  of 
their  counsels,  and  that  all  vital  changes  in  it  ought  to  be 
resisted. 

Although  it  may  be  impracticable  to  aay  what  the  ex- 
act amount  of  the  public  revenue  should  be  for  the  fo' 
turdi  and  what  would  be  the  precise  produce  of  any  given 
system  of  imposts,  we  may  safely  assume  that  the  re- 
venue may  now  be  reduced,  and  considerably  reduced. 
This  reduction  may  be  effectedin  various  ways,  and  on  dif- 
ferent principles.    Only  three  modes  shall  now  be  noticed. 

1st.  To  reduce  the  duties  on  all  articles  in  the  same 
ratio,  without  regard  to  the  principle  of  protection. 

2d.  To  retain  them  on  unprotected  articles,  and  aug- 
ment them  on  the  protected  articles. 

And,  3d.  To  abolish  and  reduce  the  duties  on  unpro- 
tected articles,  retaining  and  enforcing  the  fUthfiil  col- 
lection of  those  on  the  protected  articles. 

To  the  first  mode  there  are  insuperable  objections.  It 
would  lead  inevitably  to  the  destruction  of  our  home  manu- 
factures. It  would  establish  a  sort  of  bed  of  Procrustes, 
by  which  the  duties  on  all  articles  should  be  blindly  mea- 
Sived,  without  respect  to  their  nature  or  the  extent  of 
their  consumption.  And  it  would  be  derogatory  from 
every  principle  of  theory  or  practice  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  hitherto  proceeded. 

The  second  would  be  still  more  objectionable  t6  the  foes 
of  the  tariff  than  either  of  the  others._  But  it  cannot  he 
controverted  that,  by  augmenting  considerably  the  duties 
on  the  protected  class,  so  as  to  carry  tbem  to  the  point,  or 
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near  to  the  confines  sf  absolute  prohibition,  the  object 
in  view,  of  effecting^  the  necessary  reduction  of  the  pub- 
lic reTeime,  may  be  accomplished  without  touching  the 
duties'on  the  unprotected  class.  The  consequence  of 
lucb  an  augmentation  would  be  a  great  dinunution  in  the 
importation  of  the  foreign  article,  and  of  course  in  the 
duties  upon  it.  But  against  entire  prohibition,  except 
perhaps  m  a  few  instances,  I  have  been  always,  and  stiU 
am,  opposed.  By  leaving  the  door  open  to  the  foreign 
rival  article,  the  benefit  is  secured  of  a  salutary  competi< 
tion.  If  it  be  hermetically  closed,  the  danger  u  incurred 
of  monopoly. 

The  third  mode  is  the  most  equitable  and  reasanable, 
and  it  presents  an  undebatable  (ground,  on  which  1  had 
hoped  we  could  all  safely  tread  without  difficulty.  It 
exacts  no  sacrifice  of  principle  from  the  opponent  of  tlie 
American  tyftem;  it  comprehends  none  on  the  part  of  its 
tatvdt.  The  measure  before  you  embraces  this  mode. 
It  ia  rimple,  and  free  from  all  complexity.  It  divides  the 
whole  subject  of  imposts  according  to  its  nature.  It  settles 
at  once  what  ought  not  to  be  disputed,  and  leaves  to  be 
•ettled  hereafter,  if  necessary,  what  majr  be  controverted. 

A  certain  part  of  tlie  South  has  hitherto  complained 
that  it  pays  a  disproportionate  amount  of  the  imposts.  If 
the  complaint  .be  well  founded,  by  the  adoption  of  thii> 
measure  it  will  be  relieved  at  once,  as  will  be  hereafter 
shown,  from  at  least  a  fourth  of  its  burdens.  The  mea- 
sure is  in  conformity  with  the  uniform  practice  of  the  Go- 
vernment from  its  commencement,  and  with  the  pro- 
fessions of  all  the  eminent  politicians  of  the  South  until 
of  late.  It  assumes  the  ri^ht  of  the  Government,  in  the 
assessment  of  duties,  to  discriminate  between  those  arti- 
cles which  sound  policy  requires  it  to  foster,  and  those 
which  it  need  not  encourage.  This  has  been  the  inva- 
,  riable  principle  on  which  the  Government  has  proceeded, 
from  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  4th  of  July,  1789,  down 
to  dte  present  time.  And  has  it  not  been  admitted  by 
almost  every  prominent  Southern  politician?  Has  it  not 
been  even  acknowledged  by  the  fathers  of  the  free  trade 
church,  in  their  late  address,  promulgated,  from  Phila- 
delphia, to  the  people  of  the  United  States'  If  we  never 
had  a  system  of  foreign  imposts,  and  were  now  called 
upon,  for  the  first  time,  to  originate  one,  should  we  not 
discriminate  between  the  objects  of  nur  own  industry, 
and  those  produced  by  foreigners?  And  is  there  any  dif- 
ference in  its  application,  between  the  modification  of  an 
existing  system  and  the  origination  of  a  new  one?  If  the 
gentlemen  of  the  South,  opposed  to  the  tariff,  were  to 
obtain  complete  possession  of  the  powers  of  Government, 
would  they  hazard  their  exercise  upon  any  other  princi- 
ple' If  it  be  said  that  some  of  the  articles  which  would, 
by  this  measure,  be  liberated  from  duties,  are  luxuries, 
the  remark  is  equally  true  of  some  of  the  articles  re- 
maining subject  to  duties.  In  the  present  advanced  stage 
of  comfort  and  civilization,  it  is  not  easy  to  draw  tiie  line 
between  luxuries  and  necessaries.  It  will  be  difficult 
to  make  the  people  believe  that  boliea  tea  is  a  luxury,  and 
the  article  of  fine  broadcloths  is  a  necessary  of  life. 

In  stating  that  the  duties  on  the  protected  class  ought 
to  be  retained,  it  has  been  far  from  my  wish  to  preclude 
inquiry  into  their  adequacy  or  propriety.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that,  in  any  instance,  they  are  excessive  or  dispro- 
portionately burdensome  on  any  section  of  the  Union,  for 
one  I  am  ready  to  vote  for  their  reduction  or  modification. 
The  system  contemplates  an  adequate  protection;  beyond 
that  it  is  not  necessary  to  go.  Short  of  that,  its  openition 
will  be  injurious  to  all  parties. 

The  people  of  Uiis  country,  or  a  large  majority  of  them, 
expect  that  the  system  will  be  preserved.  And  its  aban- 
donment would  produce  general  surprise,  spread  desola- 
tion over  the  land,  and  occasion  as  great  a  shock  as  a 
declaration  of  war  forthwith  against  the  most  powerful 
nation  of  Europe. 


But  if  the  qrstem  be  preserved,  it  ought  to  be  bonest- 
Iv,  furly,  and  faithfully  enforced.     Tliat  there   do  exist 
the  most  scandalous  violations  of  it,  and  the  g^ssest  frauds 
upon  the  public  revenue,  in  regard  to  some  of  the  most 
important  articles,  cannot.be  doubted.     As  to  iron,  ob- 
jects really  belonging  to  one  denomination,  to  which  a 
higher  duty  is  attached,  are  imported  under  another  name, 
to  whicha  lower  duty  is  assigned,  and  the  law  tht)s  evaded. 
False  invoices  are  made  as  to  woollens,  and  the  classifica- 
tion into  minimums  is  cbnstantiy  eluded.     The   success  of 
the  American  manufacture  oi  cotton  bagfg^ng  has  been 
such  as  that,  by  furnishing  a  letter  and  cheaper  article, 
the  bagging  of  Inverness  and  Dundee  bus  been  almost  ex- 
cluded from  the  consumption  of  the  States  borderine  on 
the  Missisappi  and  its  tributaries.  There  has  not  yet  been 
sufficient  time  to  fabricate  and  transport  the  article  in 
necessary  quantities  from  the  Western  States  to  tlie  South- 
em  Atlantic  States,  which  therefore  have  been  almost  ex- 
clusively supplied  from  the  Scottish  manufactories.     The 
payment  of  the  duty  is  evaded  by  the  introduction  of  the 
foreign  fabric,  under  the  name  of  burlaps,  or  some  other 
mercantile  phrase,  and,  instead  of  paying  five  cents  the 
square  yard,  it  is  entered  wi^  a  duty  of  only  fifteen  per 
cent,  ad  valorem.     That  this  practice  prevails,  is  demon- 
strated by  the  treasury  report  uf  the  duties  accruing  on 
cotton  bagging  for  the  years  1 828,-1839,  and  1830.  During 
the  first  year  the  amount  was  137,506  dollarst  the  second, 
106,068  dollars;  and  the  third,  it.  sunk  down  to  14,141 
dollars! 

The  time  has  arrived  when  the  inquiry  ought  to  be  se- 
riously made,  whether  it  be  not  practicable  to  arrest  this 
illegitimate  course  of  trade,  and  secure  the  faithfiil  exe- 
cution of  the  laws.  No  time  could  be  more  suitable  than 
that  at  which  it  is  contemplated  to  make  a  great  reduction 
of  the  public  revenue.  Two  radical  changes  have  pre- 
sented themselves  to  my  mind,  and  which  1  will  now 
suggest  for  consideration  and  investigation.  On  such  a 
subject,  I  would,  however,  seek  from  the  mercantile  com- 
munity and  practical  men  all  the  light  which  they  are  ao 
capable  of  affording,  and  should  be  reluctant  to  act  on 
my  own  convictious,  however  strong. 

The  first  is  to  make  a  total  change  in  the  place  of  valua- 
tion. Now  the  valuation  is  made  in  foreign  countries. 
We  fix  the  duties,- and  we  leave  to  foreigners  to  assess 
tiie  value  on  articles  paying  ad  valorem  duties;  that  is, 
we  prescribe  the  rule,  and  leave  its  execution  to  the  fo- 
reigner. This  is  an  anomaly,  I  believe,  peculiar  to  lhi< 
country.  It  is  evident  that  the  amount  «f  duty  payable 
on  a  given  article  subject  to  an  ad  valorem  duty,  may  b* 
effected  as  much  by  the  fixation  of  the  value,  as  by  the 
specification  of  the  duty.  And,  iur  all  pi-actical  purposes/ 
it  would  be  just  as  safe  to  retain  to  ourselves  the  ascer- 
tainment of  the  value,  and  leave  to  thd  foreigner  to  pre- 
scribe the  duty,  as  it  is  to  reserve  to  ourselves  the  right 
to  declare  the  duty,  and  sHow  to  him  the  privilege  to  assess 
the  value. 

The  effect  of  tiiis  vicious  condition  of  the  law  has  been 
to  throw  almost  the  whole  import  trade  of  the  countn-, 
as  to  tome  important  articles,  into  the  hands  of  the  fu- 
reigner.  I  have  been  informed  tliat  seven-eighths  of  the 
importation  of  woollens  into  the  port  of  New  York,  where 
more  is  received  tiian  in  all  the  gther  ports,  of  the  United 
States  together,  are  in  his  hands.  This  has  nut  proceeded 
from  any  want  of  enterprise,  intelligence,  or  capital,  «a 
the  part  of  the  American  merchanti  for,  in  these  parti- 
culars, he  is  surpassed  b}ithe  merchant  of  no  country. 
It  has  resulted  from  his  probity,  his  character,  and  his  l«- 
spect  to  the  laws  and  institutions  of  his  cotmtry — a  re- 
spect which  does  not  influence  the  foreigner.  I  am  awsre 
that  it  is  made  by  law  the  duty  of  the  appraiser  to  ascer- 
tain the  value  of  the  goods  in  certain  cases.  But  what  is 
his  chief  guide  ?  It  is  the  foreign  invoice,  made  by  wbom 
he  knows  not,  certainly  by  no  person  responsible  to  our 
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lavs.  And,  if  its  fiumew  be  contested,  the^  will  bring 
you  cart  lowls  of  eertificstes,  andRffidavits  from  unknown 
pcTsons,  to  Teriiy  its  exactness,  and  the  first  cost  of  the 
artide. 

Now,  mi,  K  ieems  to  me  ftat  this  is  a  state  of  things 
to  which  we  diodU  promptly  apply  an  efficacious  reme- 
dy; and  no  other  appears  to  me,  but  that  of  talcing  into 
our  own  hands  both  parts  of  the  operation,  the  ascertain- 
ment of  the  Tslue  as  well  as  the  duty  to  be  psud  on  the 
goods.  If  it  be  said  that  we  might  hare,  in  different 
ports,  different  rules,  the  answer  is,  that  there  could  be 
no  diTenity  greater  than  that  to  which  we  are  liable  from 
the  &ct  of  the  valuation  bein^  now  made  in  all  the  ports 
of  foreign  countries  from  which  we  make  our  importa- 
tion*; ud  that  it  is  better  to  hare  the  valuations  made 
by  persKis  responsible  to  our  own  Government,  and 
regukted  by  (me  head,  than  by  unknown  foreigners,  stand- 
ing ander  no  respon^iUty  whatever  to  us. 

The  other  change  to  which  I  allude,  is  to  reduce  the 
credits  allowed  for  the  payment  of  duties,  and  to  render 
them  uniform.  It  would  be  better,  if  not  injurious  to 
commerce,  to  abolish  them  altogether.  Now  we  have 
various  periods  of  credit  graduated  according  to  the  dis- 
tance of  the  foreign  port,  and  the  nature  of  the  trade. 
These  crediu  operate  as  so  much  capital,  on  which  the 
fneign  merchant  can  sometimes  make  several  adventures 
before  the  arrival  of  the  day  of  payment.  There  is  no 
reciprocal  advantage  afforded  to  the  American  merchant, 
I  befieve,  in  any  foreign  port.  As  we  shall  probably 
abolish  or  reduce  greatly  the  duties  on  all  articles  import- 
ed from  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  on  which  the 
longest  credits  are  allowed,  the  moment  would  seem  to 
be  propitious  for  restricting  the  other  credits  in  such  man- 
ner, that  y/tu\aX  they  afforded  a  reasonable  facility  to  the 
merchant,  they  should  not  supply  the  foreigner,  at  the 
instance  of  the  public,  with  capital  for  his  mercantile  ope- 
rations. If  the  laws  can  be  strictly  enforced,  and  some 
such  tjterations  as  have  been  suggested  can  be  carried 
into  effect,  it  is  quite  probable  that  a  satisfactory  reduc- 
tion may  be  made  of  the  duties  upon  some  of  the  articles 
&llin|^  within  the  system  of  protection.  And,  without 
imptuing  its  principle,  other  modes  of  relief  may  possi- 
bly be  dhrviaed  to  some  of  those  interests  upon  which  it  is 
mppoaed  to  press  most  heavily. 

There  remains  one  view  to  present  to  the  Senate  in 
rMpect  to  the  amount  of  reduction  of  the  revenue  which 
will  be  produced  by  the  proposed  measure  if  adopted, 
ani  its  influence  upon  tlie  payment  of  the  public  debt 
within  the  time  sug^sted  by  the  Secretarj-  of  the  Trea- 
sury. The  estimate  which  1  have  made  of  that  amount  is 
founded  upon  treasury  returns  prior  to  the  late  reduction 
of  duties  on  tea,  coffee,  and  cocoa.  Supposing  the  duties 
on  wine*  and  silks  to  be  reduced  as  low  as  1  think  they 
may  be,  the  total  amount  of  revenue  with  which  the  pro- 
posed measure  will  dispense,  will  be  about  jR',000,000. 
The  Secretary- of  the  Treasury  estimates  the  receipts  of 
the  preaent  year  fr«m  all  sources  at  130,100,000,  and  he 
mppoMS  those  of  the  next  year  will  be  of  an  equal 
■mount.  He  acknowledges  that  tlie  past  year  has  been 
one  of  extraordinary  commercial  activityj  but  on  what 
principles  does  he  anticipate  that  the  present  will  also  be  ? 
Tlie  history  of  our  commerce  demonstrates  that  it  alter- 
iiateL  and  that  a  year  of  intemperate  speculation  is  usu- 
ally mllowed  by  one  of  more  guarded  importation.  That 
thd  importations  of  the  past  year  have  been  excessive,  I 
bdieve  is  generally  confessed,  and  is  demonstrated  by 
two  unerring  facts.  The  first  i8,-that  the  imports  have 
exceeded  the  exports  by  about  seventeen  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Whatever  may  be  the  qutlifications  to  wliich  the 
theory  of  the  balance  of  trade  may  be  lial>l«,  it  may  be 
nfely  affirmed  that  when  the  aggregate  of  the  importa- 
tions from  all  foreign  countries  exceeds  the  aggregate  of 
the  exportations  to  all  foreign  countries  considerably,  the 


unfavorable  balance  must  be  made  up  by  a  remittance  of 
the  precious  metals  to  some  extent.  Accordingly,  we 
find  the  existence  of  the  other  fact  to  which  I  allude,  the 
high  price  of  bills  of  exchange  on  England.  It  is,  there- 
fore, fah-Iy  to  be  anticipated  that  the  duties  accruing  this 
year  will  be  less  in  amount  than  those  of  the  past  year- 
And  I  think  it  would  be  unwise  to  rely  upon  our  present 
information  as  to  the  income  of  either  of  th«6e  two  years 
as  furnisbinga  safe  guide  for  the  future.  The  years  1829 
and  1830  wm  suppty  a  surer  criterion.  There_  is  a  re- 
markable ooinddence  in  the  amount  of  the  receipts  into 
the  treasury  daring  those  two  years,  it  having  been  the 
first  from  aU  sources  {24,827,627  38,  and  tite  sacond 
$24,844,116  51,  differing  only  about  f  17,000. 

The  mode  recommended  by  the  Secretary  for  the  modi- 
fication of  the  tariff,  is  to  reduce  no  part  of  the  duUes  on 
the  unpiotected  articles  prior  to  March,  1833,  and  then 
to  retain  a  considerable  portion  of  them.  And  as  to  the 
protected  class,  he  would  make  a  gradual  but  prospective 
reduction  af  the  duties.  The  effect  of  this  would  be  to 
destroy  the  protecting  system  by  a  slow  but  certain  poison. 
The  object  being  to  reduce  the  l<#»enue,  every  descend- 
ing degree  in  the  scale  of  his  plan  of  gradual  reduction, 
by  letting  in  more  of  the  foreign  article  to  displace  the 
domestic  rival  fabric,  would  increase  the  revenue,  and 
beget  a  necessity  for  further  and  fiirtlier  reduction  of  du- 
ties, until  they  would  be  carried  so  low  as  to  end  in  the 
entire  subversion  of  the  system  of  protection.  _ 

For  the  reasons  which  nave  been  assigned,  it-would,  I 
think,  be  unwise  in  Congress  at  this  time  to  assume,  for 
the  future,  that  there  would  be  a  greater  amount  of  nett 
annual  revenue,  from  all  sources,  including  the  public 
Unds,  than  $25,000,000.  Deducting  from  that  sum  the 
amount  of  seven  millions  which  it  ha»  been  supposed 
osglit  to  be  subtracted,  if  the  resolution  before  you 
should  be  adopted,  there  would  remain  $18,000,000  as 
the  probable  revenue  of  fijture  years.  This  includes  the 
sum  of  three  millions  estimated  as  the  fiiture  annual  re- 
ceipt from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands — an  estimate  which 
I  believe  will  be  demonstrated  by  expevience  to  be  much 
too  large. 

If  a  reduction  so  large  as  seven  millions  be  made  at  this 
session;  and  if  the  necessary  measures  be  als<j  adopted  to 
detect  and  punish  frauds,  and  ensure  a  faithful  execution 
of  the  law's,  wi;  may  safely  make  a  temporary  pause,  and 
awatl  the  development  of  the  effect  upon  the  revenue  of 
these  arrangements.  That  the  authority  of  the  laws 
should  be  vindicated,  all  ought  to  agree;  Now,  the 
fraudulent  importer,  after  an  exposure  of  his  fraud,  by  a 
most  strange  treasury  construction  of  the  law,  (made,  I 
understand,  however,  not  by  the  present  Secretary,) 
eludes  all  punislimeiit,  and  is  only  required  to  pay  those 
very  duties  wltich  he  was  originally  bound  for,  but  which 
he  dishonestly  sought  to  evade.  Other  measures,  with 
a  view  to  a  further  »e*iction  of  the  revenue,  may  be 
adopted.  In  some  instance^  there  might  bo  an  augmenta- 
tion of  duties  for  that  purpose.  I  will  mention  the  article 
of  foreign  distilled  siAriU.  In  no  other  country  upon 
earth  is  there  so  much  of  the  foreign  article  imported  as 
in  this.  The  duties  ought  to  be  doubled,  and  the  revenue 
thereby  further  reduced  from  $6,000,000  to  a  million.  The 
public  morals,  the  grain-growing  country,  the  fruit-raising, 
and  the  cane-planting  country,  would  be  all  benefited  by 
rendering  the  duty  prohibitory.  I  have  n6t  proposed  flie 
measure,  because  it,  perhaps,  ought  to  originate  in  the 
other  House. 

That  the  measure  which  I  have  proposed  may  be  adopt- 
ed without  interfering  with  the  plan  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  for  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  by  the 
4th  of  March  next,  I  will  now  proceed  to  show.  The 
Secretary  estimates  that  the  receipts  of  the  present  year, 
after  meeting  all  other  just  engagements,  will  leave  a  sur- 
plus of  fourteen  millions  applicable  to  the  payment  of  the 
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principal  of  the  debt.  With  this  cum,  eight  millions 
which  he  proposes  to  derive  from  the  sale  of  the  bank 
stock,  and  two  millions  which  he  would  anticipate  from 
the  revenue  of  the  next  year,  he  suggests  that  tlie  whole 
of  the  debt  reniAiing  may  be  discharged  by  the  ttme  in- 
dicated. The  fourteen  millions,  I  understand,  (although 
on  this  subject  the  report  is  not  perfecUy  explicit,)  are 
receipts  anticipated  thii  fear  from  duties  which  accrued 
last  year.  If  thisbe  the  Secretary's  meaning,  itis  evident 
that  he  wants  nu  part  of  the  dutius  which  Vlay  accrue 
during  the  current  year  to  execute  his  plan.  ,But  if  his 
meaning  be  that  the  fourteen  millions  will  be  composed 
in  part  of  duties  accruing  and  payable  within  the  present 
year,  then  the  measure  proposed  might  prevent  (lie  pay- 
ment of  the  whole  of  the  remnant  of  the  debt  by  thie 
exact  day  which  has  been  stated.  If,  however,  the  entire 
seven  millions,  embraced  by  the  resolution  on  your  table, 
were  subtracted  from  the  fourteen,  it  would  still  leave 
him  seven  millions,  besides  the  bank  stock,  to  be  applied 
to  the  debt,  and  that,  of  itself,  would  be  three  millions 
more  than  con  be  properly  applied  to  the  object  in  the 
course  of  this  year,  as  I  have  already  endeavored  to  show. 

I  came  here,  sir,  most  anxiously  desiring  that  an  ar- 
rangement of  the  public  revenue  should  be  made,  which, 
without  sacrificing  any  of  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, would  reconcile  and  satisfy  all  its  parts.  I  thought 
I  perceived  in  the  class  of  objects  not  produced  within 
the  country,  a  field  on  which  we  could  all  enter,  in  a  true 
and  g^uine  spirit  of  compromise  and  harmony,  and  agree 
upon  an  amicable  adjustment.  Why  should  it  not  be  done  ? 
Why  should  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  American 
system  demand  of  its  flriends  an  unconditional  surrender? 
Our  common  object  should  be  so  to  reduce  the  public  re- 
venue as  to  relieve  the  burdens  of  the  people,  if  indeed 
tlie  people  of  this  country  can  be  truly  said  to  be  bur- 
dened. The  Government  must  have  a  ceruun  amount  of 
revenue,  and  tliat  amount  must  be  collected  from  the  im- 
ports. Is  it  material  to  the  coosiimcr,  wherever  situated, 
whether  the  collection  be  made  upon  a  few  op  many  ob- 
jects, provided,  whatever  be  the  mode,  the  amoiuit  of  lus 
contribution  to  the  public  exchequer  remains  the  same? 
If  the  assessment  can  be  made  on  objects  whicli  will 
greatly  benefit  large  portions  of  the  Union,  without  injury 
to  him.  Why  should  he  object  to  the  selection  of  those 
objects?  Yes,  sir,  I  came  here,  in  a  spirit  of  warm 
attachment  to  all  parts  of  our  beloved  coimtry,  with  a 
lively  solicitude  to  restore  and  preserve  its  hannony,  and 
with  a  firm  determination  to  pour  oil  and  balm  into  exist- 
ing wounds,  rather  than  further  to  lacerate  them.  For 
the  truth  and  sincerity  of  these  declarations,  I  appeal  to 
Him  whom  none  can  deceive.  I  expected  to  be  met  by 
corresponding  dispositions,  and  lioped  that  our  delibera- 
tions, guided  by  fhaternal  sentiments  and  feelings,  would 
terminate  in  dimisingcontentment  and  satisfaction  tlu'ou^h- 
out  the  land.  And  that  such  may  be  the  spirit  presiding 
o>-er  them,  and  such  their  issue,  I  yet  most  fervently  hope 

When  Mr.  Clax  took  his  seat, 

Mr.  HATNB  rose.  He  did  not  rise,  he  said,  to  enter 
at  this  time  into  the  discussion  of  the  question.  Perhaps 
he  should  not,  at  any  time,  be-disposed  to  follow  the  gen- 
tleman througli  the  'wide  field  which  he  had  occupie<l. 
He  certainly  had  no  such  intention  nowi  he  rose  merely 
to  make  a  motion,  and  should,  in  the  few^cst  words  possi- 
ble, state  the  reasons  which  had  inducod  him  to  do  so. 

TItc  question  presented  by  the  resolution,  Mr.  H.  said, 
was  not  only  one  of  deep  interest  to  the  whole  country, 
but  he  wfts  persuaded  it  was  by  far  the  most  important 
that  could  command  the  attention  of  Congress  during  the 
present  session.  The  perio<l  bo  long  and  so  anxiously 
looked  for  and  desired,  had  at  length  .irrived.  The  pub- 
lic debt  was  pud,  for  so  gentlemen  on  all  sides  had  agreed 
to  consider  it;  and  the  question  necessarily  arose,  what 
adjustmeM  of  the  tariff  of  duties  was  to  be  made  in  this 


new  and  most  gratifying  condition  of  our  affairs?  Upwards 
of  $12,000,000  per  aiuutm,  nearly  one-half  of  the  entire 
amount  of  the  public  debt,  will  (when  the  debt  is  paid) 
cease  to  be  a  charge  upon  the  country,  and  to  this  extent, 
at  least,  the  people  have  a  right  to  expect  an  immediate 
reduction  of  their  burdens.  But  whatdctes  the  resolution 
now  before  us  propose  ?  That  duties  to  the  amount  of 
only  six  or  seven  millions  should  be  taken  off,  and  tliat 
the  reduction  shall  be  exclusively  confined  to  articles 
which  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  similar  articles 
produced  at  home^  in  other  words,  sir,  that  articles  of 
universal  consumption,  and  m .  relation  to  which  every 
class  of  the  people,  and .  every  portion  of  the  countT)-, 
contribute  equally,  should  be  relieved  entirely  from  all 
taxation,  while  the  high  duties  on  the  protected  articles 
were  to  remain  untouched.  In  a  ward,  that  the  bands  of 
that  mammoth  system  of  injustice  and  oppression  (he 
meant  no  offence,  but  he  spoke  as  he  fcU)  were  to  re- 
main unrelaxed — a  system  which  was  felt  and  acknow- 
ledged in  one  quarter  of  the  country  as  a  boon  and » 
bounty,  and  in  another  as  an  insupportable  burden — a 
system  which,  (in  the  language  of  the  Senator  fror»  ' 
Kentucky,)  if  it  ha<l  "scattered  its  rich  fruits"  over  any 
portion  of  the  land,  had  visited  others  with  its  consuming 
curses. 

It  could  not  be  denied  that  the  true  question  here  pre- 
sented was,  whether  the  protecting  system  was  to  be 
wholly  untouched,  and  to  be  riveted  upon  tlie  country 
beyond  all  hope  of  relief.  And,  in  this  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion, he  must  solemnly  declare  tliat  he  considered  itas 
one  involving  the  prosperity,  he  could  ssy  pregnant  with 
the  future  destinies  of  this  country;  for,  however  this 
system  may  have  operated  else\Wierc,  it  was  the  deep  and 
settled  conviction  of  those  whom  he  represented,  that  it 
had  acted  upon  them  as  a  blight  and  a  pestilence,  blasting 
the  fairest  fields  on  which  the  eye  of  man  had  ever 
rested. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  intimated  tliat  lie 
had  hoped  that  bis  proposition  might  have  presented  a 
common  ground  on  which  all  parties  might  have  met. 
But  how  was  it  posable  for  gentlemen  to  suppose  that  we 
should  meet  on  ground  which  involved  no  eonceasion 
wliatcver  to  our  views,  but  which  proposed  to  maintain 
tlie  protecting  system  in  all  its  unmiflgate<l  rigor,  thus 
aggravating,  instead  of  diminisliing,  the  inequality  and  in- 
justice of  wliir.li  we  so  strongly  and  so  justly  complaine<l> 
The  gentleman  had,  indeed,  said  that  the  propriety  of 
some  reduction  might,  perhaps,  hereafter  be  consideredj 
not  now,  however,  when  the  debt  was  aboat  to  be  pud, 
and  the  tariff  readjusted  and  fixed  on  a  permaneitt  basis, 
but  at  some  future  and  "  more  convenient  season."  But 
what  hope  is  to  be  built  on  this  declararion,  when  the 
gentleman,  in  the  very  same  breath,  tells  us  that  no  con- 
siderable or  sudden  reduction  could  ever  take  place.  No, 
that  would  be  destruction;  and  as  to  the  gradual  and 
moderate  reduction  recommended  by  tlie  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  that  would  be  even  worse  than  the  other;  it 
would,  said  the  gentleman,  be  a  slow  and  sure  pmson, 
leading  to  inevitailc  destruction.  It  follows,  then,  clearly, 
that  we  are  to  have  no  reduction  of  the  protecting  duties 
whatever,  either  now,  cTr  at  any  future  perio<J.  In  this 
view  of  the  question,  lie  must  repeat  that  he  considered 
it  the  most  awfully  momentous  subject  that  had  ever  been 
presented  in  the  course  of  the  history  of  tliis  Covernment; 
and,  believing  that  it  required  the  greatest  deliberation, 
he  wished  tlie  attention  of  th«  Senate  to  be  seriously  call- 
ed to  it,  that  it  might  be  maturely  considered,  and  wisely 
decided.  In  tlie  presence  of  tliia  august  body,  and  before 
his  God,  he  would  repeat  his  de? p  conviction  that  the 
consequences  to  grow  out  of  the  adjustment  of  this  great 
question  involved  the  future  destinies  of  this  country;  and 
in  order  thai  we  should  approach  it  with  wvy  steps  and 
becoming  caution,  he  would  new  move  that  the  further 
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caiuideration  of  the  resolution  should  be  postponed  to, 
irai  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TarnsDAT,  Jasdabt  12. 

Tba  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  acting  on  petitions,  reso- 
Iittioiu,  aiiid  private  bills. 


FUDIT,  jAnviKT  13. 

.\fter  the  liansaction  of  some  private  business,  and 
ipegdii^  a  considerable  time  with  closed  doors. 
The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

Mqhdat,  Jaituabt  16. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate,  according  to  the  order  of  the  day,  took  up 
the  fiillowing  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Clat  on  the 
10th  instant: 

Salted,  That  the  ctisUn^  duties  upon  articles  import- 
etl  from  foreign  countries,  and  net  coming  mto  competi- 
tion with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  b6  forthwith  abolished,  except 
tbe  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  thait  those  ought  to 
be  reduced;  and  that  the  CommUtee<on  Finance  be  in- 
structed to  report  a  bill  accordingly. 

Mr.  HAYNK  moved  the  foDo*ing  modification  of  the 
resolution: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  "countries," and  insert  as 
follows:  "  be  so  reduced  that  the  amount  of  the  public 
itKnoe  shall  be  sufficient  to.  defray  tlie  expenses  of  Go- 
fenuaent  according  to  their  present  scale,  after  the  pay- 
ment of  the  public  debt;  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable 
tiiMfor  the  gradual  reduction  of. the  present  high  duties 
onthe  articles  coming  into  competition  with  similar  arti- 
cles made  or  produced  within  the  United  States,  the  duties 
be  ubimately  equalized,  so-  that  the  duty  on  no  article 
dull,  as  compared  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary. 
HBteriilly  from  the  general  average." 

Mr.  HAYNE  addressed  the  Senate  in  support  of  liis 
propoxtioa  as  follows: 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Ci-at]  commenced 
his  rem.-\rks  a  few  days  ago,  by  complaining  of  the  ad- 
vinces  of  age,  and  mourned  the  decay  of  his  eloquence, 
so  eloque^ltiy  as  to  prove  that  jt  was  still  in  full  vigor. 
He  Ihek  vetit  on,  sir,  to  make  a  most  able  and  ingenious 
"gument,  amply  sustaiaing  his  high  reputation  as  an  ac- 
complished orator. 

With  this  example  before  me,  Mr.  President,  said  .Mr. 
H.,  1  am  khnost  deterred  from  offering  any  apology,  lest 
1  should  create  expectations  which  it  will  certainly  not  be 
in  my  poyer  to  gratify.  And  yet,  perhaps,  it  may  be 
permitted  to  one  so  liumble  as  myself  to  Say  that  it  be- 
longB  not  to  me  at  any  time,  or  under  any  circumstances, 
sJi^  ^i*At(  all,  at  tlus  moment,  and  on  this  occasion,  to 
satisfy  tiw'ltzpectations  of  those,  if  any  such  there  be, 
who  nave  come  here  to  witness  the  graces  of  oratory,  or 
to  be  delighted  with  the  charms  of  eloquence.  I  would 
Dot,  sir,  on  this  occasion  play  the  orator  if  I  could.  1 
came  here  to-day  for  higher  and  far  nobleV  purposes.  I 
stand  CD  this  floor  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  a  high- 
minded,  generous,  and  confiding  'people,  whose  dearest 
rights  and  interests  I  am  now  to  vuidicate  and  maintain. 
In  SQch  a  situation,  I  would  lose  every  thought  of  myself 
m  the  greatness  of  the  cause.  Confiding  in  the  indidgence 
of  the  Senate,  and  deeply  sensible  of  my  inability  to  do 
justice  to  the  important  subject  embraced  in  these  resolu- 
tWDs,  I  shall  proceed  at  once,  in  the  plain,  unadorned  lan- 
guage of  soberness  and  truth,  to  the  examination  of  the 
question  before  us. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  set  out  with  the  declara- 
tion that  he  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to  offer  any  ar- 


guments in.  &vor  of  the  American  system;  "that  the 
protecting  policy  stands  self-vindicated ;  that  it  has 
scattered  its  rich  fruits  over  the  whole  land,  and  is  sus- 
tained by  the  experience  of  all  powerful  and  prosperous 
nations."  Sir,  we  meet  these  positions  at  once  by  assert- 
ing, on  our  part,  that  the  protecting  system  stands  self, 
condemned;  condemned  in  our  own  country,  by  the  deso- 
lation which  has  followed  in  its  train,  and  the  discontents 
it  has  produced — condemned  by  the  experience  of  all  the 
world,  and  the  almost  unanimous  opinion  of  enlightened 
men  in  modern  times.  And  now,  having  fairly  joined, 
issue  with  the  gentleman,  we  might  put  ourselves  upon 
the  country,  and  submit  the  case  without  argument;  nor 
should  I  have  any  fears  for  the  resnlti  if  the  issue  was  to 
be  tried  and  decided  by  an  impartial  tribunal,  free  from 
the  disturbing  influence  of  popular  prejudice  and  delu- 
sion, and  the  strong  bias  of  interests,  personal,  pecuniary, 
and  political.  -  Biit,  situated  as  we  are,  I  feel  and  acknow- 
ledge the  necessity  of  making  out  our  case  to  the  con- 
viction of  this  assembly,  and  the  satisfaction  of  the  coun- 
try. We  are  seeking  relief  from  an  abiding  evil — ^redress 
from  an  existing  wrong.  We  cannot  stand  where  we  are. 
We  caiinot*  like  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  rest  on 
mere  unsupported  assertions.  We  must  submit  our  proofs, 
and  maintain  our  positions  if  we  can.  It  is  greatly  to  be 
regretted,  however,  that  the  gentleman  has  not  seen  fit  to 
present  some  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  &vor  of  his 
policy,  as  such  a  course  might  have  directed  our  inquiries 
to  a  few  leading  points,  instead  of  making  it  necessary  for 
us  to  wander  at  large  through  the  wide  field  of  argument  ' 
presented  by  the  protecting  system.  The  genUeman, 
however,  has  so  far  favored  us  as  to  specify  two  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  he  asserts  have  been  derived  from  it  in 
this  country,  and  in  our  day;  and  1  am  perfictly  wilUng  to 
try  the  merits  of  the  system  by  these  tests  which  he  has 
himself  pn>|K)sed.  They  shall,  if  tlie  gentleman  pleases, 
constitute  the  standard  by  which  its  true  character  shall 
be  deterraiaed.  In  the  first  place,  then,  the  gentleman 
asserts,  "  that  the  much  abused  policy  of  1824  (the  pro- 
tecting tariff  of  that  year)  has  filled  our  coffers,  and 
enabled  us  to  pay  off  the  public  debt,"  a  debt  of  one  hun- 
dred millions  of  dollars  of  principal,  and  one  hundred  mil- 
lions of  dollars  of  interest.  Now,  sb,  if  any  tMng  is 
capable  of  demonstration,  it  may  be  demonstrated  3)at 
the  protecting  system  could  not,  by  possibility,  have  con- 
tributed, in  the  slightest  degree,  to  produce  this  result. 
One  would  suppose,  indeed,  that  the  very  last  merit  which 
would  be  ascribed  to  this  system,  was  its  tendAicy  to  fill 
the  "  public  ooffcrs."  It  is,  unciuestionably,  to  a  tariff, 
arranged  and  adjusted  with  a  single  eye  to  revenue,  that 
we  are  to  look  for  such  a  residt.  The  object  of  a  pro- 
tecting tariff,  as  such,  certainly  is  to  diminish  or  exclude 
importations,  and  of  course  to  lessen  the  amount  of  the 
revenue  derived  from  duties.  The  very  end  and  aim  of 
such  a  system  is  to  substitute  for  the  imported  article, 
paying  taxes  to  Government,  the  domestic  article  paying 
none — to  transmute  the  duty  into  a  bounty  to  the  manu- 
facturers; and  just  so  far  as  this  end  is  attained,  that  is  to 
say,  just  so  fur  as  the  tariff  is  protective,  must  it  cut  off 
the  public  revenue.  Do  we  not  all  remember  that  the 
leading  argument  in  favor  of  the  protecting  provisions  of 
the  tariff  of  1824  was,  that  they  were  nece88:iry  "to  put 
down  a  ruinous  foreign  competition?"  and  did  not  one  of 
the  fiithers  of  that  bill  publicly  declare  "that  the  vital 
principle  of  the  system  was,  that  the  nation  should  com- 
mand Its  own  consumption,  and  that  when  the  nation  did 
command  its  own  consumption,  importations  and  imposts 
would  cease?"  Sir,  there  are  two  distinct  features  in  the 
tariff  of  1824— revenue  and  protection.  It  is  the_  former 
that  has  filled  your  cpffers,  and  paid  off  the  public  debt; 
and,  so  far  as  tlie  latter  has  operated  at  all,  it  must  have 
diminished  the  revenue,  and  delayed  the  extinction  of  that 
debt     Sir,  I  will  put  it  to  the  candor  of  the  gentleman. 
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whether,  if  the  protecting  ditties  under  the  t<trifr  of  1824 
liad  been  less,  tlie  revenue  would  not  have  been  greater, 
and  tliat,  too,  without  adding  to,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
diminishing  tlie  burdens  of  the  people,  since  they  would 
have  obtained  the  articles  of  their  consumption  in  in- 
creased quantities,  and  at  a  cheaper  rate,  and  been  re- 
lieved from  the  heavy  tax  Which  they  have  been  compelled 
to  pay  to  the  American  manufacturers.  Why,  sir,  the 
policy  of  1824  actually  taxed  to  prohibition  a  large  amount 
of  goods  formerly  imported.  From  a  report  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in  January,  1830,  it  appears 
that  these  prohibited  articles  amount  to  about  eiglit  mil- 
lions of  dollars  per  annum,  being  near  one-sixth  part  of 
the  whole  of  our  imports.  Has  this  part  of  the  policy 
contributed  to  fill  your  coffers?  Sir,  the  case  is  too  plain 
for  further  argument;  and  tried  by  this  test,  the  policy 
inust  be  utterly  condemned. 

The  next  test  by  which  the  gentleman  proposes  to  try 
this  system,  is  "  tlie  rich  fruits  which  it  has  scattered  over 
the  country."  Sir,  where  are  they  to  be  found.'  Is  it  in 
the  West.'  I  appeal  to  the  gentlemen  from  that  quarter. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  tl»e  flourishing  conaition  of 
the  manufacturing  establishments  elsewhere j  but  where 
are  the  manufacturitig  villages,  the  joint  stock  companies, 
the  splendid  dividends,  and  <itlier  evidences  of  pnospcrity 
to  be  found  in  the  West.'  I  submititto  the  candor  of  the 
gentlemen,  whether  the  benefits  of  the  protecting  system, 
so  far  as  the  West  is  concerned,  do  not  rest  still  in  hope — 
whether  the  system  would  be  sustained  a  day,  if  it  were  not 
for  its  supposed  connexion  with  internal  improvements — 
whetlier  it  is  not  indebted  for  its  popularity  in  that  quar- 
ter, to  the  unhappy,  the  fatal  marriage  between  the  tariff 
and  internal  improvement!! — a  union  which  1  yet  h»pe  to 
see  dissolved.  It  was  a  lefl-handed — an  unlawful  mar- 
riage; and  surely  those  whom  God  hath  not  joined,  man 
may  put  asunder.  Sir,  there  are,  doubtless,  some  flou- 
rishing manufactories  scattered  here  and  there  throughout 
the  M^esterii  country— chiefly  confined,  however,  to  situa- 
tions beyond  tlie  reacli  of  foi-eig^  competition,  and  owing 
nothing  to  the  protecting  system.  But  the  AVest  has  not 
been  rendered  inosperous  by  these  establishments.  I  ap- 
peal confidently  to  tlieir  actual  condition  at  this  time.  With 
regard  to  the  gentleman's  own  State,  1  will  apply  a  test 
which  cannot  deceive  us.  When  the  policy  of^  '24  was 
before  Congress,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  stood  forth 
as  its  champion,  and  it  was  my  lot  to  attempt  to  answer  his 
arguments.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  his  speech  was  made  in 
the  other  House,  and  mine  on  this  floor;  but  his  argument 
had  been  sent  forth  as  the  manifesto  of  the  parly — it  was 
printed  in  pamphlet,  and  laid  on  the  tables  of  tlie  Senators; 
and,  embodying  the  views  of  the  tariff  party,  it  was  im- 
possible for  me  to  f  ass  it  over.  1  well  remember,  there- 
fore, that,  on  that  occasion,  the  gentleman  argued  that 
Kentucky  was  to  participate  in  the  protecting  system,  by 
raising  large  quantities  of  hemp,  and  supplying  the  Soutli- 
crn  States  with  cotton  bagging;  and  he  strongly  insisted 
that  she  was  then  oply  prevented  from  so  doing,  by  the 
ruinous  competition  of  the  inconsiderable  Scotch  towns  of 
Inverness  and  Dundee.  And  what  b  it,  sir,  that  we  hear 
now,  after  the  lapse  of  eight  years?  The  old  story 
repeated.  Kentucky  still  deprived  of  the  benefits  of  the 
protecting  system  by  those  formidable  rivals,  Inver- 
ness and  Dundee.  They  still  constitute  "  Uie  lion 
in  the  path,"  and  foreign  manufactures  ever  will  be 
"  a  lion  in  the  path"  to  those  whose  prosperity  depends  on 
the  protecting  system.  We  know  that  the  manufacture  of 
cotton  bag^ng  is  a  simple  process,  requiring  hardly  any 
skill  or-capital,  and  yet  the  great  State  of  Kentucky  can- 
not get  along  with  it,  in  consequence  of  the  formidable 
rivalship  of  two  miserable  Scotch  towns,  the  inhabitants 
of  which  are  said  to  be  so  poor  and  destitute  that  they  are 
obliged  to  import  their  fuel,  and  send  to  Daiitzic,  twelve 
hundred  miles  up  the  Baltic,  for  their  hemp,  paying  a 


freight  equal  to  the  first  cost.  It  is  perfectly  clear,  there- 
fore, that  Kentucky  has  not  realized  the  promised  bless- 
ings of  the  protecting  system-,  and,  I  am  told  that  this  is 
substantially  true  of  the  whole  West.  But,  sir,  if  the  West 
has  gained  nothing  by  the  sj'stem,  she  has  had  her  share 
of  tlie  taxes  which  it  imposes — she  has  paid  her  propor- 
tion of  duties  to  the  Government,  and  bounties  to  the  ma- 
nufacturers, and,  in  consequence  of  tlie  dire  calamities 
which  the  system  has  inflicted  on  the  South,  blasting  our 
commerce,  and  withering  our  'prosperity,  the  West  has 
very  nearly  been  deprived  of  her  best  customer.  When 
the  policy  of  '24  went  into  operation,  the  South  was  sup- 
plied from  the  West,  through  a  single  avenue,  (the  Saluda 
.Mountain  Gap,)  with  live  stock,  horseis,  cattle,  and  hogs, 
to  the  amount  of  considerably  upwards  of  a  million  of  dol- 
lars a  year.  Under  the  pressure  of  the  system,  this  trade 
has  regularly  been  diminishing.  It  has  already  fallen  off 
more  than  one-half;  and  from  an  authentic  return,  now  be- 
fore me,  it  appears  that  it  has  been  further  diminished  near 
one  hundred  and  fitly  thousand  dollars  during  the  last  year. 
So  much  for  tlie  rich  blessings  bestowed  upon  the  West 
by  the  protecting  system. 

W«  come  now  to  the  South.  If  any  portion  of  the  rich 
fruits  of  this  system  ha^  been  scattered  there,  they  have 
not  fallen  under  my  observation.  Sir,  we  know  them  not 
— we  see.  them  not — we  feel  them  not.  It  may  be  sap- 
posed,  however,  that  wo  are  too  full  of  prejudice,  or  too 
ungrateful,  to  acknowledge  the  blessings  it  has  bestowed 
upon  us.  Sir,  we  have  heard  of  men  having  honor  thrust 
upon  tliem,  and  perhaps  there  may  be  such  a  thing  as  hav- 
ing benefits  tlirust  upon  an  unwilling  people:  yet  I  should 
think  that,  even  in  such  a  casei  they  would  soon  become 
reconciled  to  their  lot,  and  submitdo  their  fate  with  a  g^ood  ' 
grace.  But  I  assure  the  gentleman  that  the  condition  of 
the  South  is  not  merely  one  of  unexampled  depression, 
but  of^eat  and  all-pervading  distress.  In  my  own  State, 
the  unhappy  change  which  nas  within  a  few  years  past 
taken  place  in  the  public  prosperity,  is  of  the  most  appal- 
ling character.'  If  we  look  at  tlie  present  condition  of  our 
cities,  (and  I  will  take  Charleston  by  way  of  example,)  we 
find  every  where  the  mournful  evidence  of  premature  de- 
cay. Sir,  the  crumbling  memorials  of  our  former  wealth 
and  happiness  too  eloquently  teach  us  that,  without  some 
change  in  your  policy,  the  days  of  our  prosperity  "  arc 
numbered."  Sir,  it  is  within  my  own  experience,  that,  in 
the  devoted  city  in  which  my  lot  has  been  cast,  a  tbririnr 
foreign  commerce  was,  within  a  few  years  past,  carried 
on  direct  to  Europe.  We  had  native  merchants,  with 
large  capitals,  engaged  in  the  foreign  trade.  We  had. 
thirty  or  forty  ships,  many  of  them  built,  and  all  owned, 
in  Charleston,  and  giving  employment  to  a  numerous  and 
valuable  body  of  mechanics  and  tradesmrn.  Look  at  the 
state  of  things  now !  Our  merchants  bankrupt  or  driven 
away — tlieir  capital  sunk  or  transferred  to  other  pursuits — 
our  shipyards  broken  up— our  ships  all  sold !  yes,  sir,  I 
am  told  the  very  last  of  tliem  was,-  a  few  months  ago, 
brought  to  the  hammer — our  mechanics  in  despair;  the 
very  grass  growing  in  our  sfreets,  and  houses  fiJling  into 
ruins;  real  estate  reduced  to  one-third  part  of  its  value,  and 
rents  almost  to  nothing.  The  commerce,  which  we  are 
still  permitted  to  enjoy,  diverted  from  its  proper  channels, 
carried  on  with  borrowed  capital,  and  through  agents  sent 
among  us,  and  maintained  by  the  tariff  policy,  bearing  off 
their  profits  to  more  favored  lands,  eating  out  our  sub- 
stapce,  and  leavingto  our  own  people  tife  miserable  crumbs 
which  fall  from  the  table  of  their  prosperity.  If  we  fly 
from  the  city  to  the  country,  what  do  we  tliere  behold? 
Fields  abandoned;  the  hospitable  mansions  of  our  fathers 
deserted;  agriculture  drooping;  our  slaves,  like  their  mas- 
ters, working  harder,  and  faring  worse;  the  planter  striv- 
ing with  unavailing  efforts  to  avert  the  ruin  which  is  be- 
fore him.  It  has  often  been  my  lot,  ur,  to  see  the  once 
thriving  planter  reduced  to  despair,  cursing  his  hard  fate. 
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gidierinf  ap  the  snaU  remnants  of  his  brokefn  fortune, 
nl,  with  his  wife  and  hia  little  ones,  tesrii^  himself  from 
the  Kenes  of  his  childhood,  and  the  bones  of  his  anceat<M«, 
ts  Kck,  in  the  wilderness,  that  reward  for  his  industry,  of 
Tiocbjour  fittal  poiicjr  has  deprired  him. 

Sir,  when  we  look  at  out*fertile  fields,  and  consider  the 
goal  elinate  with  which  God  has  blessed  the  Sovtli — 
when  ve  contemplate  the  rare  felicity  of  our  position,  as 
the  producers  of  an  article  which,  under  a  system  of  free 
tnde,  woold  command  the  markets  of  the  world — is  it  not 
CDOU^  to  fill  our  hearts  almost  to  bursting  to  find  the 
richcatblesang^  that  an  indulgent  Providence  ever  show- 
ered don  upon  the  heads  of  any  people,  torn  from  us  by 
the  cniel  policy  of  our  own  Government,  to  find  the  boun- 
tiesof  Heaven  thus  blasted  by  the  hand  of  man  ?  Sir,  I  will 
not  deny  that  th^e  are  other  causes  besides  the  tariff 
vlgeii  have  contributed  to  produce  the  evils  which  I  have 
depicted.  Trade  can,  to  some  extent,  be  carried  on  with 
grater  &cility  at  New  Tork,  and  cotton  may  be  raised 
more  profitably  in  Alabama;  bat  these  advantages  would 
ut  liave  brokea  up  the  commerce  or  depressed  the  agri- 
cshuie  of  South  Carolina,  while  an  unrestricted  inter- 
coiuse  with  foreign  nations  enabled  us  to  realize  the  most 
nudcrate  profits!  Men  do  not  quit  their  accustomed  em' 
ptoynents,  or  the  homes  of  their  fathers,  for  any  small 
iddition  to  their  profits.'  It  is  only  when  restriction  has 
loeheJ  a  point  which  leaves  the  door  still  open  to  one, 
vlule  it  closes  it  against  the  otiier,  that  this  resuH  is  pro- 
duced) and,  theretore,  it  is,  that  a  rapid  transfer  of  capital 
lod  population  is  now  added  to  the  other  evils  with  wliich 
the  old  States  are  af&icted. 

In  this  condition  of  the  country,  where  is  there  to  be 
bond  a  fiilfilment  of  the  promises  held  out  to  the  South 
in  1824?  We  were  then  toM  that  we  had  mistaken  the 
true  character  of  this  ^stem.  We  were  entreated  only 
totiy  it  for  a  short  time.  We  were  told  that  the  taxes  im- 
posed on  foreign*  articles  would  be  but  temporaiy;  that 
the  manufactures  would  want  protection  but  for  a  short 
time — only  to  give  them  a  start— and  that  they  would  soon 
be  >ble  to  stand  akme.  We  were  to  have  had  a  double 
mriiet  for  our  cotton — high  prices,  reviving  commerce, 
and  renewed  prosperi^.  Sir,  after  the  experience  of 
four  years,  the  tariff  of '38  oame  up  for  consideration,  by 
wlitch  the  protecting  system  was  to  be  further  extended 
'  asd  enlarged.  And  what  was  found  to  have  been  the  re- 
wh  of  four  years'  experience  at  the  South?  Not  a  hope 
fiiifiUed,  not  one  pronuse  performed — and  our  condition 
infiaitdy  worse  than  it  had  been  four  years  before.  Sir, 
the  vfaole  South  rose  up  as  one  man,  and  protested  against 
aaj  (iirtber  experiment  with  this  fatal  system.  The  whole 
of  fte  representatives  of  seven  States,  Virginia,  Nin-thCa- 
rslins.  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mianssippi,  and 
Teooenee,  (with,  I  believe,  but  three  dissenting  voices,) 
worded  their  votes  against  that  bill.  Sir,  do  not  gentle- 
men 6nd  in  this  fact  some  evidence  of  the  dangerous  cha- 
ncter  of  that  legisUtion  on  which  this  system  is  based? 
C*n  it  be  wise — can  it  be  just — can  it  be  prudent — to  adopt 
ud  enforce  a  policy  so  essentially  sectional  in  its  charac- 
ter' Can  we  hope  for  harmony,  peace,  and  concord,  while 
csfotdng  a  system  against  which  an  entire  section  of  your 
country  so  strongly  revolts?  It  is  the  essential  principle , 
of  tlie  representative  system,  that  a  mutual  sympathy  of 
Reeling  and  of  interest  should  bind  together  the  people 
ud  their  tulersi  and  it  may  be  worthy  bf  prcrfbund  reflec- 
tion how  fiu-  that  principle  is  esaentiaUy  preserved  by  a 
«iem  of  legislation,  under  which  the  feelings  and  inte- 
feiU  of  so  large  a  portion  of  the  country  are  outraged  and 
tnmpled  on,  when  taxes  are  imposed,  not  by  the  repre- 
Kntitires  of  those  who  are  to  bear  the  burdens^  but  of 
•iwse  who  arc  to  receive  the  bounty. 

Now,  sir,  let  us  turn  our  attention  to  the  North.     And 
l»e  1  cannot  speak  firom  my  own  knowledge,  but  I  am 
Tree  to  confess  that  if  we  are  to  credit  the  acootuits  we 
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have  beard,  the  rich  fruits  of  the  system  have  been  scat- 
tered in  this  quarter  with  a  profuse  hand.  We  are  told 
that  manufiu:turing  establishments  hare  sprung  up  every 
where  as  if  by  enchantment.  Thriving  towns  and  beauti- 
ful villages  cover  the  whole  face  of  the  land.  Millions  of 
Capital  have  been  withdrawn  from  other  pursuits,  and  in- 
vested in  manufiustures.  Joint  stock  companies  are  re- 
ceiving enormous  dividends)  and  the  people  (at  least  in 
the  neighborhood  of  \be  establishments  built  up  and 
sustained  by  the  system)  are  rejoicing  in  a  prosperity  un- 
exampled in  the  history  of  the  world.  But,  sir,  in  the 
midst  of  this  universal  joy,  we  hear  occasiooally  the  voice 
of  lamentation  and  complaint.  There  are  those  north  of 
the  PotonMc,  wise,  and  experienced,  and  patriotic  men, 
well  acquainted,  too,  with  the  aotual  condition  of  tbingr* 
who  tell  us  that  this  apparent  prosperity  is  in  a  great 
measure  delusive;  that  the  system  has  operated  in  buudiiig 
up  a  favored  class  at  the  expense  of  tba  rest  of  the  cx>m- 
munity;  that  it  has,  in  fact,  made  the  "rich  richer,  and 
the  poor  poorer."  I  have  before  me  several  statements^ 
all  going  to  prove  these  assertions^  as  to  several  of  the 
most  flourishing  manu&cturing  establishments  oftbe  North. 
I  will  trouble  the  Senate  with  but  one  of  them,  and  that 
merely  by  way  of  illustration.  The  article  is  from  the  pen 
of  one  o^  the  ablest  political  economists  in  the  Union — 
one  who  has  laid  his  country  under  a  lasting  debt  of 
gratitude. 

[Mr.  Hatvx  here  read  a  statement  from  the  Banner  of 
the  Constitution,  proving  that  a  fiourisliing  cotton  manu- 
factory at  the  Fidls  Village,  in  New  Hampshire,  was^  from 
their  own  showing,  maintained  by  a  tax- on  the  community, 
exceeding  the  entire  profits  of  the  establishment  by 
$101,000  per  annum)  and  that,  if  a  purse  was  made  up, 
and  every  operative  man,  woman,  and  child  paid  one 
hundred  ddurs  per  annum  for  standing  idli  or  turning 
grindstones,  the  public  would  be  gainers  by  |101,00D 
annually.] 

It  will  be  seen,  therefore,  that,  with  regard  to  some,  at 
least,  of  our  most  flourishing  manufiusturing  establishments, 
the  profits  derived  are  dnwn  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people.  But,  it  will  be  said,  "  here  isa  case  in  which  the 
South  participates  in  the  bounty;  here  is  a  home  market 
found  for  three  thousand  bales  of  Carolina  cotton."  Sir, 
I  seize  the  opportunity  to  dispel  forever  the  deluuon,  that 
the  South  can  derive  any  compensation  in  a  home  market 
for  the  ii^urious  operations  of  tiie  protecting  q^stem.  The 
case  before  us  affords  a  striking  illustration  of  this  truth. 
The  value  of  the  raw  material  is  about  one-fourth  part  of 
the  manufiictured  article.  Now  if  the  cotton  goods 
manufacturcxl  at  the  Falls  Villa^  were  imported  from 
Inland,  instead  <^  being  made  in  New  Hampshire,  we 
should  find  a  market  for  twelve  thousand  bales  of  our 
cotton  instead  of  three;  so  that,  instead  of  gaining  a  market 
for  three  thousand  bales  of  cotton,  we  have  lost  a  market 
of  nine  thousand.  The  home  market  for  our  cotton  is 
not  a  new,  or  additional,  but  a  substituted  market.  If  the 
trade  were  free,  the  goods  manufiustured  in  this  country 
would  be  imported  from  England,  and  paid  for  in  our 
cotton;  but,  in  cutting  off  the  imports,  you,  of  course,  to 
the  same  extent,  diminish  our  exports.  Now  suppose,  to 
make  this  matter  too  plain  for  cavil  or  dispute,  that  we 
exported  to  Great  Britain  one  hundred  thousand  bales  of 
cotton,  worth  (at  thirty  dollars  a  bale)  three  millions  of 
dollars,  aad  that  we  received  in  exchange  three  millions 
of  dollars  worth  of  British  cotton  goods.  How  much  of 
our  cotton  would  it  take  to  manu&cture  these  goods? 
Why,  just  twenty-five  thousand  bales,  while  the  remaining 
seventy-five  thousand  would  be  disposed  of  on  the  conti- 
nent. But  suppose  the  importation  of  these  goods  pro- 
hibited, in  order  that  they  should  be  made  at  home,  what 
portion  of  this  cotton  would  find  a  home  market?  Only 
twenty.five  thousand  bales,  and  the  remaining  seventy- 
five  thousand  must  be  left  on  our  hands.     Thus,  it  will 
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be  seen  that  the  effect  of  substituting^  a  home  market  in 
the  place  of  a  foreign  market  for  our  cotton,  would  be  to 
deprire  us  entirely  of  a  market  for  three-fourths  of  our 
productions.  This  result  is  inevitable,  unless  the  domestic 
manufacturer  can  enter  into  competition  with  the  British 
in  foreign  markets — an  idea  altofpether  too  extravagant  to 
be  worthy  of  serious  notice;  for  surely  if  any  thing  can 
be  considered  certain,  we  may  safely  assume  that  articles 
which  cannot  be  manufactured  at  home,  without  a  pro- 
tecting duty  of  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent.,  cannot 
enter  into  competition  with  foreign  manufactures  in  the 
markets  of  the  world,  where  they  will,  of  course,  have 
no  protection  whatever.  But  to  return  to  the  condition 
of  the  North  under  the  protecting  policy.  If  the  rich 
iVuits  of  the  system  in  that  quarter  were  greater  even  than 
they  are  alleged  to  be,  I  should  still  think  that  they  have 
been  purchased  at  too  dear  a  rate.  It  has  even  there 
depressed  our  commerce,  disturbed  all  the  relations  of 
society,  and  had  a  tendency  to  produce  that  inequality  of 
fortunes  which  may,  one  day  or  other,  be  fatal  to  the 
liberties  of  this  country. 

Surveying,  with  the  feelings  of  an  American,  the  actual 
condition  of  things,  I  should  certainly  be  disposed  to  ex- 
change all  the  blessings  which  the  protecting  system  has 
produced,  even  in  New  England,  for  those  which  it  has 
destroyed.  In  the  place  of  toe  splendid  villages,  flourish- 
ing manufactories,  joint  stock  companies,  and  lordly  pro- 
pnetors,  clothed  in  fine  linen,  and  faring  sumptuoudy 
every  day,  as  a  patriot,  I  should  be  disposed  to  say,  give 
me  back  the  ships  which  have  been  destroyed,  the  mer- 
chants which  have  been  reduced  to  bankrnptcj",  the  sailors 
that  hare  been  fbrced  into  foreign  service,  the  "plunder- 
ed ploughmen  and  beggfared  yeomanry,"  who  have  been 
driven  from  the  pursuits  of  their  choice  into  the  gloomy 
walls  of  a  manuiactor}';  give  me  back  theset  and,  above 
all,  give  me  back  content;  restore  the  peace  and  harmony 
which  this  system  has  destroyed,  and  I  will  consent  that 
every  manufacturing  establishment  shall  be  razed  to  its 
foundation,  which  has  been  built  up,  and  can  only  be 
sustained,  by  this  accursed  system.  Sir,  if  wealth  were 
the  highest  gfood  of  a  nation,  and  pecuniary  profit  the 
only  standard  by  which  a  wise  policy  could  be  measured, 
it  would  even  then  be  more  than  questionable  how  far 
this  system  could  be  justified.  Dut  there  are  higher  and 
more  sacred  principles  involved  in  this  question,  which 
cannot  be  safely  disregarded;  there  are  considerations  of 
justice  and  political  equality,  which  rise  far  above  all 
calculations  of  mere  profit  and  loss.  Sir,  what  will  it 
profit  you  if  you  g;ain  the  whole  world,  and  lose  the 
hearts  of  your  people?  This  is  a  confederated  Government, 
founded  on  a  spirit  of  mutual  conciliation,  concession, 
and  compromise;  and  it  is  neither  a  just,  prudent,  nor 
rightful  exercise  of  tlie  high  trust  with  which  you  are 
invested  for  the  common  good,  to  resort  to  a  system  of 
legislation  by  which  benefits  and  burdens  are  unequally 
distributed.  Sir,  can  any  gentleman  look  this  subject 
fairly  in  the  face,  and  not  perceive  that  such  a  Government 
as  ours  (instituted  for  a  few  definite  purposes,  in  which 
every  portion  of  the  Union  must,  from  the  very  nature  of 
things,  have  a  common  interest)  cannot  turn  aside  from 
their  high  dudes,  and  undertake  to  control  tile  domestic 
industry  of  individuals,  without  undermining  the  very 
foundations  of  our  republican  system?  It  is  contrary  to 
the  whole  genius  and  character  of  our  institutions,  the 
very  form  and  structure  of  our  Government,  that  it  should 
undertake  to  regulate  the  whole  labor  and  capital  of  this 
extensive  country.  A  perseverance  in  this  course  will 
sow  the  seeds  of  dissension  broadcast  throughout  the  land; 
and  let  it  be  remembered  that  discord  is  not  a  plant  of 
slow  growth,  but  one  that  flourishes  in  every  soil,  and 
never  fails  to  prodtice  its  fruit  in  due  season.  What  a 
spectacle  do  you  even  now  exhibit  to  the  world?  A  large 
portion  of  your  fellow-citizens,  believing  themselves  to  be 


grievously  oppressed  by  an  unwise  and  anconstitutional 
system,  are  clamoring  at  your  doors  for  justice,  while 
another  portion,  supposing  that  they  are  enjoying  rich 
bounties  under  it,  are  treating  their  complaints  with  soom 
and  contempt.  God  only  knows  where  all  this  is  to  end. 
But  it  "will  not,  and  it  cannot,  come  to  good."  Wc  at 
the  South  still  call  you  our  brethren,  and  have  ever 
cherished  towards  you  the  strong^est  feelings  of  affection; 
but  were  you  the  brothers  of  our  blood,  for  whom  we 
should  coin  our  hearts,  it  is  not  in  human  nature  that  we 
should  long  continue  to  retain  for  you  undiminished  affec- 
tion, when  all  hope  of  redress  shall  have  passed  awny,  and 
we  shall  continue  to  believe  that  you  are  visiting  us  with  a 
hard  and  cruel  oppression,  and  enforcing  a  cold,  heartless, 
and  selfish  policy. 

I  shall  now  proceed,  Mr.  Prendent,  to  examine  the 
character  of  the  protecting  s}'stfm.  And  here  I  ^all 
assume,  that  the  protection  it  extends  to  the  American 
manufactures  is  something  substantial,  and  affords  sonie 
advantage,  be  it  more  or  less,  to  the  protected  interest*. 
I  shall  take  it  for  g^ranted  that  it  is  intended  to  enable  the 
American  manufacturers  to  enter  into  that  successful  com- 
petition with  the  foreign,  which  they  could  not  do  wttbout 
such  protection;  that  the  effect  of  the  system  is  to  enable 
the  American  manufacturer  to  obtain  more  for  his  goods 
than  he  could  otherwise  command.  In  a  word,  that  it 
affords  substantial  protection,  and  is  not  like  that  extend- 
ed to  cotton — a  mere  name.  For,  on  this  latter  point,  let 
it  be  remembered  that  the  first  cotton  produced  in  this 
country  found  a  market  abroad;  and  that,  even  now,  nearly 
the  whole  of  it  is  disposed  of  in  Europe,  where  it  maintains 
a  successful  competition  against  all  the  world.  It  is  idle, 
therefore,  to  talk  of  the  benefit  of  a  protecting  duty  to 
cotton  at  home.  It  is  beyond  all  dispute,  sir,  that,  if  any 
duty  be  necessary  to  protection,  it  can  only  be  because 
it  enables  the  manufacturer  to  sell  his  g^oods  for  more 
than  he  could  otherwise  obtain  for  them.  Now,  in  this 
view  of  the  subject,  let  us  see  how  the  question  will  stand.* 
How  must  such  a  sj'stem  operate  ?  First,  on  tiie  di0°ereBt 
interests,  and,  secondly,  on  the  different  sections  of  the 
country.  We  will  as.sume  that  a  particular  manufacture 
cannot  be  produced  in  the  country,  within  fifty  per  cent, 
as  cheaply  at  home,  as  the  same  article  could  be  obtained 
from  abroad,  and  that  a  duty  which,  with  charges,  shouli 
be  equal  to  about  fifty  per  cent,  was  absolutely  necessary 
to  introduce  and  to  sust»n  it.  Such  a  duty  must  operate  as 
a  tax  on  every  other-  class  in  the  community,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  manufiicturer;  and,  supposing  it  to  be  im- 
posed, not  for  revenue,  but  protection,  would  be  a  double 
tax.  Suppose  the  value  of  the  imported  article  to  be  a 
million  oi  dollars,  the  duty  would  be  half  a  million;  and  if 
the  protection  amounted  to  an  equal  sum,  here  would  be  a 
tax  of  a  million  of  dollars  imposed  upon  the  whole  people, 
to  secure  a  bountyof  half  a  million  to  one  portion  of  them. 
But  it  is  said  the  bounty  is  not  confined  to  the  manufiictur- 
ei's — that  other  classes  participate.  I  admit  that  there  is  a 
circle  embraced  within  the  range  of  the  manufacturing 
influence,  that  partake  of  the  benefits  of  the  system. 
Farmers  in  the  neigliborhood,  who  supply  tiie  operatives 
with  food — mechanics,  who  construct  the  buildmg^s  and 
machinery — clergymen,  physicians,  lawyers,  and  others, 
who  make  up  a  manufacturing  village,  all  come  in  for  a 
share  of  the  gains,  and  constitute,  in  fact,  the  protected 
class  which  enjoy  tlie  benefits  of  the  system;  but  all  otlier 
classes  in  the  community  must  obviously  be  laid  under 
contribution,  to  make  that  a  profitable,  which  would 
otherwise  be  an  unprofitable  pursuit;  and,  in  the  case  as- 
sumed, would  be  taxed  to  the  amount  of  one  million  of 
dollars,  to  secure  to  the  favored  class  a  bounty  of  half  a 
million.  Now  suppose,  sir,  such  a  system  as  this  to  be 
extended  to  all  the  cottons,  woollens,  iron,  and  sug^, 
made  in  any  country,  and  we  will  take  that  country  to  be 
the  United  Stales.  \Ve  will  suppose,  further,  that  cottons 
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ooaU  not  be  profitably  manuftctured  without  a  protecting 
duty  of  from  twenty-fire  to  a  hundred  per  cent.  %  woollens 
from  forty-five  to  two  hundred  per  cent.;  iron  from  one 
huidred  to  two  hundred  per  cent.;  sugar  fi^>m  one 
hundred  to  one  hundred  and  fif^y  per  cent.;  and  that 
(boe  duties  were  accordingly  imposed  on  these  several 
articles,  (amounting  in  the  whole  to  the  sum  of  nine  mil- 
lioBs  of  dollars  annually;)  that,  in  consequence  of  these 
duties,  the  protection  on  all  tlie  cottons  manufactured  in 
the  country  was  equal  to  three  cents  a  yard,  and  amount- 
ed to  six  millions  of  dollars  per  annum — ^woollens  to  eight 
millioas— iron  to  one  million— and  sugar  to  a  million  and 
a  half— producing,  as  the  result  of  the  whole  system,  a 
tax  of  nine  millions  on  the  foreign  article,  to  secure  a 
bouaty  of  sixteen  millions  and  a  half  to  the  home  manu- 
facturers. I  lutre  supposed  protection  to  be  the  exclusive 
oijeet  of  tliis  system,  and  it  tlien  clearly  follows  that  all 
otfaer  classes  would  b«  taxed  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars 
per  annum,  in  order  to  secure  to  the  favored  class  a  pro- 
tection of  mxtcen  millions.  The  Government  would, 
iadeed,  receive  its  nine  millions:  but  it  would  be  an  ag- 
gravation of  the  evils  of  the  system,  that  this  amount 
dwukl  be  levied  when  it  was  not  wanted,  in  order  to 
secure  the  protected  classes  in  their  monopoly.  The  rates 
of  duties  which  I  have  here  assumed,  are  those  now  actu- 
ally imposed  on  the  protected  articles,  (and  which  it  is 
proposed  to  retain  as  essential  to  protection,)  and  the 
amount  of  the  protection  enjoyed  by  the  manufacturers  a 
staled  at  the  very  lowest  that  has  ever  been  estimated  by 
aay  petton  who  has  undertaken  to  examine  the  subject. 
If  yott  suppose  half  of  the  duty  here  stated  to  be  necessary 
for  revenue,  this  would  not  diminish  the  weight  of  the 
butden,  though  it  would  lessen  to  that  extent  the  injustice 
of  the  tax;  and  let  gentlemen  make  what  deducUoBS  they 
please,  either  from  the  duty  imposed  or  the  bounty  re- 
ceived, and  it  wiU  make  no  difference  whatever  in  the 
principle.  Whether  it  be  one  million  or  twenty,  just  so 
&r  as  the  system  is  protective  in  its  character,  and  imposes 
any  tax  upon  the  foreign  article,  and  affords  any  protec- 
tKm  whatever  to  the  domestic,  is  the  system  a  tax  imposed 
upon  the  other  classes  to  render  profitable  tlie  industry  of 
the  manuiiKturers.  And  when  this  tax  amounts,  as  it  un- 
questionably does  in  tlie  case  before  us,  at  the  very  lowest 
estimate,  to  twenty  or  thirty  millions  a  year,  it  becomes  a 
scheme  of  monstrous  injustice  and  oppression.  Now  let 
us  trace  this  system  one  step  iiirther.  Suppose  such  a 
•ftteai  applied  to  a  country  of  a  homogeneous  character, 
a'ith  the  same  capacity  fur  manufiictiiring  every  where, 
and  that  maoafacturingestablishroeats  should  consequent- 
ly be  equally  diffused  through  every  section.  The  bene- 
fits and  the  burdens  of  the  system  would,  in  such  a  case, 
M  equally  upon  cv?  rj-  portion  of  the  country,  though  not 
Bpoo  the  different  interests  of  the  State.  It  has  been  said 
fat,  if  the  profits  of  nunufactures  were  itused  by  such  a 
*]9Kia  above  the  average  of  the  profits  of  the  whole 
caaunumty,  the  labor  and  capital  absorbed  in  other  pur- 
•jiils  would  flow  into  the  new  employment,  and  that 
tM  whole  would  ultimately  be  equalized.  Admit  that  in 
process  of  time  this  migbt  be  the  result;  yet  it  could  not 
^t  place  at  once,  because  men  cannot  transfer  at  plea- 
wire  their  hibor  and  capita]  from  their  accustomed  pursuits 
toothers.  But  if  the ' profits  should  be  tluis  ultimately 
equalized  in  a  particular  community,  yet,  if  the  favored 
ffwit  was  only  rendered  profitable  by  the  protection 
y^tended  to  it,  it  is  dear  that  the  scheme  would  result 
n  an  aggregate  loss  to  the  whole  commimity,  equal  to 
the  fiill  amount  of  the  bounty.  I  have  assumed  the  case  of 
M  unprofitable  pursuit  being  rendered  profitable  by  the 
protecting  system,  fo^  to  any  other  case  the  system  is 
vliolly  inapplicable.  If  the  domestic  manufacturer  can 
■Bake  his  goods  as  cheaply,  and  supply  the  domestic  mar- 
ket on  as  &vorable  terms,  as  they  could  be  obtained  from 
abroad,  then  it  is  clear  that  no  protection  whatever  would 


be  necessary.  It  may  be  that  in  the  very  uifancy  of  a 
manufacture,  on  its  first  intro<1uction  into  a  country,  a 
small  protection  for  a  short  time  might  hasten  its  advance- 
ment; but,  at  most,  the  withholding  of  such  protection 
coidd  have  no  other  effect  than  to  delay  its  introduction 
for  a  few  years;  for  the  existence,  in  any  coiuitry,  of  un- 
employed capital,  and  individual  sagacity  and  enterprise 
sufficient  to  direct  it  prudently,  would  soon  lead  to  the 
introduction  of  every  branch  of  manufactures  for  which 
such  coimtry  was  really  prepared.  But  this  stage  of  in- 
fancy once  passed,  it  is  preposterous  to  talk  of  the  nece»- 
sity  of  protecting  any  article  that  can  really  be  made  as 
cheaply  at  home  as  it  can  be  obtained  from  abroad;  and 
to  assert  that  to  reduce  such  protection  to  twenty  or  tliirt/ 
per  cent,  would  be  ruinous  to  any  manufacture,  is  to 
admit  at  once  that  such  article  cannot  be  prt^tably 
made  at  home,  and  consequently  that  it  can  only  be  sus- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  other  interests  in  the  commu- 
nity. Now,  sir,  let  us  suppose  another  case,  and  it  is 
unhappily  the  very  case  which  now  exists  in  the  United 
States.  We  will  suppose  an  extensive  country,  of  which 
one  portion  is  exclusively  agricultural,  and  incapable  of 
changing  its  pursuits;  and  that  the  other  portion  embraces 
within  its  limits  all  the  manufactures  and  manufacturing 
capacities  of  the  whole  country.  The  bounty  would  then 
be  exclusively  enjoyed  by  one  section,  and  the  other 
woidd  share  only  in  the  burdens  of  the  system.  To  make 
the  inequality  still  mater,  it  is  only  necessary  to  suppose 
that  the  agricultural  section  is  not  only  incapable  of  ma- 
nufacturing at  home,  but  is  prevented,  b^  insuperable 
obstacles,  from  emigrating  or  removing  their  property  to 
the  manufacturing  region;  tliat  their  industry  can  only  be 
profitably  employed  in  excliang^g  their  agricultural 
productions  for  the  very  foreign  articles  which  enter 
into  competition  with  the  domestic  manuiikctttres,  and 
which  tire  heavily  taxed  for  the  protection  of  the  latter; 
that  the  effect  of  sudi  tax  is  not  only  to  interrupt  the  in- 
tercourse and  impair  the  profits  of  their  industry,  but  that 
the  agricultural  section  is  thereby  exposed  to  the  imminent 
hazard  of  having  the  market  for  their  productions  entirely 
cut  off;  and,  finully,  to  cap  the  climax  of  this  i[\justice  and 
oppression,  that  the  taxes  levied  on  the  foreign  articlea 
are  expended  almost  exclusively  in  tOe  fiivored  region; 
and  you  then  have,  Hr.  President,  the  whole  case  of  the 
South  spread  open  before  you.  Their  pursuits  are  alto- 
gether agricultural— they  cannot  change  them — thejr  can- 
npt  tnuirfer  their  labor  and  capital  to  the  favored  regio;; — 
they  cannot  find  a  market  for  their  productions,  except 
by  exchanging  them  for  the  very  foreign  manufactures 
which  are  taxed  almost  to  prohibition,  and  the  taxes  thtis 
raised  are  expended  in  other  sections.  Is  there  a  man 
in  this  assembly  who  can  lay  his  hand  upon  his  heart,  and 
say  that  it  is  a  just  and  equal  i^stera?  It  may  be  said, 
however,  that  aU  this  u  merely  the  result  of  our  peculiar 
condition,  and  the  nature  of  our  purspits.  It  is  not  so^ 
sir.  All  we  ask,  is  to  be  let  alone.  Leave  us  to  the  free 
enjoyment  of  the  bounties  of  heaven,  and  the  advmntagec 
of  our  sitiution,  and  we  ask  no  more.  But  where  is  the 
justice  and  equality  of  a  qrstem  of  legislation  which  is  to 
make  profitable  the  industry  of  others  by  the  destruction 
of  our  own  ?  And  by  what  riglit  is  it  that  we  are  to  be  made 
victims  to  the  prosperity  of  others?  I  will  here  borrow  an 
illustration  to  make  this  matter  plain.  The  Southern  State* 


supply  themselves  with  woollens,  cottons,  andiron,  byi 
ing  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco.  Now,  suppose  we  uiould 
exchange  a  bale  of  cotton  for  a  hale  of  coane  woollens^  for 
the  use  of  our  slaves,  containing,  we  will  say,  a  hundred 
pieces.  This  bale  of  cloth  is  ours.  It  is  the  fruit  of  our 
own  labor,  of  American  capital,  and  home  industry'.  We 
may  be  KoA  to  have  manufactured  it,  not  with  the  spindle 
and  the  loom,  but  with  the  plough  and  the  hoe.  Now, 
sir,  we  will  suppose  that  a  Northern  manufacturer  has, 
by  the  application  of  an  equal  amount  of  labor  and  capt- 
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ta],  produced  a  nmilar  bale  of  wo(dIens,  of  precisely  the 
same  quality  and  value.  In  what  respect  is  the  manuftc- 
turer  entitled  to  be  regarded  with  more  favor  than  the 
planter.'  Does  the  freight  which  we  may  have  paid  to 
the  ship  owner,  and  the  employment  given  to  navigation, 
entitle  us  to  less  favor  in  the  eyes  of  the  Government? 
Are  the  plough  and  the  hoe  less  favored  instraments  of 
production  than  the  spindle  and  the  loom  f  Perfect  equa- 
lity, At,  would  seem  to  require  that  we  should  stand,  at 
least,  on  the  same  footing,  and  that,  whether  these  wool> 
lens  were  wanted  for  consumption  or  for  sale,  they  should 
be  subjected  to  exactly  the  same  tax.  But  how  are  we 
treated  by  a  just  and  paternal  Government,  who  careth, 
we  are  told,  equally  for  all  her  children?  Our  bale  of 
woollens  is  stopped  at  the  custom-house,  and  forty  pieces 
are  taken  out  as  a  tax  to  the  Govemntent,  whereby  our 
stock  is  reduced  to  sixty  pieces,  while  -the  bale  of  the 
manufacturer  is  free  from  all  taxation.  If  these  articles 
are  wanted  for  our  own  consumption,  we  can  consume 
but  sixty  pieces;  while  tbe  manufacturer  retwns  his  hun- 
dred pieces.  If  the  goods  are  wanted  for  sale,  we  have 
but  sixty  pieces  to  be  converted  into  money,  or  to  be  ex- 
chsn^d  for  other  commodities;  while  the  manufacturer 
has  his  hundred  pieces  for  the  same  purposes;  and  if  we 
should  happen  to  meet  at  the  same  market,  as  the  two 
articles  must  sell  at  the  same  price,  being  of  the  same 
quality,  the  manufacturer  will,  of  course,  reaKze  forty 
per  cent,  more  than  the  planter.  Now,  Mr,  what  are  we 
to  do  in  this  dilemma?  How  are  we  to  escape  this  une- 
qual burden?  The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,] 
on  a  former  occasion,  taxed-  his  ingenui^  to  provide  us 
the  means  of  escape;  and  I  must  presume  that,  if  his  inge- 
nuity fiuled,  the  case  is  altogether  without  hope.  There 
are  four  ways,  said  the  Senator,  by  which  the  South  may 
avoid  the  twt.  First,  "  by  abstaining  from  the  purchase 
of  the  foreign  articles."  But,  sir,  we  cannot  do  without 
them;  and  this  trade,  moreover,  furnishes  the  only  market 
for  our  productions.  To  adopt  this  alternative,  would  be 
to  seal  our  ruin.  Secondlv,  said  the  gentleman,  "  em- 
rAof  the  rival  American  fabric."  But,  air,  if  the  manu- 
ncturer  would  take  our  cotton  in  exchange  for  his  pro- 
ductions, (which  he  cannot  do,  except  to  a  very  limited 
extent,)  we  should  pay  as  heavy  a  tax  in  the  price  of  tbe 
domestic,  as  in  the  auty  on  the  foreign  fikbric;  for  no  one 
will  pretend  that,  if  the  quality  be  the  same,  there  would 
be  any  difference  of  price  in  tbe  American  market. 
Tttirdly,  "manafacture  for  ourselves."  Sir,  we  cannot 
nanuracture.  Except  as  to  a  few  coarse  articles,  sbive 
labor  is  utterly  incapable  of  being  apptied  to  such  an  ob- 
ject. Slaves  are  too  improvident,  too  incapable  of  that 
nrinute,  constant,  delicate  attention,  and  that  persevering 
industty  which  is  essential  to  tbe  success  of  manufacturing 
establisbnientB.  It  was  but  tbe  other  day  that  some  of 
our  New  England  brethren  got  it  into  their  heads  that 
they  understood  our  institutions  better  than  we  did  our- 
selves, and  undertook  to  create  a  splendid  manufacturing 
estabhdunent  in  the  district  represented  by  my  distin- 
guished and  vaXied  fnend,  [Mr.  McDcriii.]  It  was  ac- 
'oordingiy  put  into  operation,  but  had  gone  on  but  a  short 
time,  when  one  of  tbe  slaves  was  tempted  to  make  free 
with  the  goods,  and,  to  prevent  detection,  burnt  up  the 
whole  establishment.  It  might  be  supposed,  sir,  that  the 
people  of  Soutii  Carolina  would  not  have  been  inclined 
to  punisli  such  an  offence  with  great  severity;  and  if  the 
culprit  had  escaped,  I  presume  we  should  not  soon  have 
heard  the  end  of  it.  Not  so,  sir,  however.  We  have  a  Uiw 
which  punishes  arson,  whether  committed  by  a  black  or 
a  white  man,  with  death.  The  offender  was  broue^it  to 
trial,  and,  being  convicted  on  the  clearest  proof,  suffered 
the  penalty  of  the  law.  And,  sir,  to  show  how  little  jus- 
tice is  sometimes  meted  out  tp  the  South,  I  will  state  the 
feet,  that,  mnce  I  arrived  here,  I  have  seen  an  account 
of  this  transaction  in  print,  headed,  with  large  capitals. 


"  cruehy  to  slaves,"  and  representing  that  a  poor  inno- 
cent negro  had  recently  been  hanged  in  South  Cart^na  ' 
for  burning  down  a  building  by  accident.  I  think,  air, 
the  gentleman  will  now  himself  aidmit  that,  to  embrace  this 
proportion,  would  only  be,  to  use  an  old  adage,  "jump- 
ing out  of  the  fryingpan  into  the  fire."  The  last  remedy 
suggested  by  the  gentieman  is,  that  we  should  "  supply 
ourselves  with  household  manufactures."  What,  sir,  ^e 
up  our  foreign  trade !  Abandon  our  agricultural  pursuits^ 
and  involve  the  whole  Southern  country  in  desolation  and 
ruin !  Are  we  to  be  driven  from  tbe  pursuits  of  our  choice, 
in  order  to  promote  the  industnr  of  the  manufacturers^ 

The  case  which  I  have  stated,  of  the  bale  of  woollens, 
illustrates  the  unequal  operation  of  this  system  upon  tbe 
agricultural  industry  of  the  South,  and  the  manufacturing 
industry  of  the  North.  What  is  true  of  a  single  bale,  is 
true  of  tbe  whole  amount  of  foreign  importations  which 
are  taxed  for  the  protection  of  tbe  domestic  manu&cture; 
true  of  the  eight  millions  of  imports  received  in  exchange 
for  the  production  of  South  Carolina;  and  of  the  forty 
millions  received  in  exchange  for  the  productions  of 
the  plantation  States,  or,  at  least,  of  so  much  thereof 
as  embrace  the  protected  articles.  Our  Northern  friends 
say,  however,  that  part  of  our  cotton  and  rice  belongs  to 
them.  Be  it  so.  Whatever  remuns  to  us,  and  is'nght- 
fuUy  ours,  is  subjected  to  the  unequal  system  wbicn  I 
have  above  described.  Sir,  it  is  put  beydnd  all  dispute, 
that  the  agricultural  industrj-  of  the  South  is  taxed,  une- 
qually, unjustly,  enormously  taxed  in  its  foreign  excbaogea, 
in  order  to  render  profitable  the  manuftotaringindiis- 
try  of  the  North.  Taxed,  I  will  not  say  to  timat  ex- 
tent, but  precisely  to  the  amount  of  the  duty  imposed  for 
protection,  and  the  price  added  to  the  domestic  article, 
whatever  these  may  be.  It  is  said,  sir,  that  the  consumer 
pays  the  tax,  and  that  the  tariff  States  pay  their  full  por- 
tion of  tbe  tax  on  their  consumption.  Sir,  I  think  this 
may  be  well  doubted — our  habits  are  different.  A  South 
Carolina  farmer,  whose  crop  is  worth  a  thousand  dollars, 
sends,  perhaps,  the  whole  of  it  to  market,  and  exchanges 
it  for  foreign  productions,  paying,  it  may  be,  a  duty  of  fifty 
per  cent. :  his  tax  would  be  6ve  hundred  dollars.  The 
Nortliem  or  Western  fanner  raising  produce  to  the  value 
of  a  thousand  dollars,  will  consume  nine  hundred  of  it  on 
his  &nn,  and  exchange  but  a  hundred  for  foreign  articles, 
and  be  subjected  to  a  duty  of  only  fifty  dollars.  This  dif- 
ference of  habits  between  tbe  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try is  greater  than  would  be  supposed  possible.  I  have 
known  a  wealthy  plsuiter  in  the  neighborhood  of  Charles- 
ton, that  did  not  raise  a  single  article  that  was  not  sent  to 
foreign  markets,  and  who  purchased  every  thing  that  was 
consumed  by  himself  or  bis  slaves.  His  cloth  nom  Eng- 
Und;  his  wines  from  France;  his  horses,  mules,  and  hogs, 
from  the  West;  his  com  from  Maryland;  wooden  ware, 
potatoes,  and  other  notions,  from  New  England;  and  I 
assure  our  New  England  friends,  that  although  we  do  not 
relish  all  of  their  notions,  there  are  some  that  we  prize  very 
highly.  But,  sir,  if  the  consumer  did,  in  every  case,  pay 
the  whole  amount  of  the  tax,  and  the  consumption  was  in 
exact  proportion  to  population,  could  gentlemen  even 
then  fiul  to  see  the  wide  difference  in  the  operation  of  the 
protecting  system  on  the  two  sections,  when  they  consider 
that  the  tariff  States  are  remunei-ated,  and  more  than  re- 
munerated, for  any  tax  which  they  may  pay,  in  the  boun- 
ties they  receive,  while  we  receive  no  remuneration 
whatever?  If  tiiisbe  doubted,  I  will  apply  a  test,  which, 
I  think,  cannot  posably  deceive  us.  Do  our  New  Eng- 
land brethren  not  understand  their  own  interest?  Do 
you  think,  sir,  that  they  would  be  very  apt  to  fall  in  love 
with  taxation,  and  court  the  impositions  of  burdens?  How 
comes  it,  then,  that  they  have  been  tauglit  to  believe 
that  "taxatton  is  no  tyranny,"  but,  on  the  c»>ntiary,  the 
greatest  of  eartlily  blessings?  Why  is  it  that  they  would 
regard  as  the  heaviest  of  calamities  the  reduction  of  the 
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pablic  bordent'  U  it  not  clear,  then,  ttutt  ther  regard 
the  duties  is  a  bounty  to  their  industry,  and  that  they 
kaov  that  they  bare  the  power  to  indemnify  themselrei 
for  sH  that  Aey  pay  in  duties^ 

But,  sir,  there  is  another  view  of  this  matter,  which  de- 
nxxBtnles,  I  think,  still  more  plainly,  the  inequality  of  the 
^era.  I  allade  to  its  effect  upon  the  people  of  the 
siinth,  as  producers  of  the  articles  which  are  exchanged 
for  foreign  connnodities.  There  are  very  able  men,  sir, 
who  hire  undertaken  to  prove  that  we  suflTer  from  this 
iftttm  cluefly  in  our  character  as  producera.  To  my 
nand,  it  is  morally  certain  that  the  people  of  the  South, 
either  as  producers  or  consumer^  support  a  burden 
nearly,  if  not  entirely,  equal  to  the  whole  amount  of  the 
taxkried  on  their  importations.  The  precise  manner 
in  vhicfa  this  operates,  is  a  problem  not  so  easy  of  solu- 
tion. I  will  endeavor  to  explain,  however,  very  briefly, 
my  cooception  of  the  process. 

Wc  vill  suppose  a  perfectly  free  trade  to  be  carried  on 
betreen  the  Southern  States  and  Great  Britain:  that  is  to 
say,  that  the  articles  on  both  ndes  were  admitted  duty  free 
In  this  state  of  things,  a  progressive  tax,  equal  to  five  per 
cent  per  annum,  is  imposed  on  British  manufactures  for 
the  protection  of  our  own.  The  first  duty  of  five  per  cent, 
vaaid,  doubtless,  be  added  to  the  price.  Before  this 
projjreiaire  duty  had  advanced  many  steps,  however,  the 
penod  would  arrive  when  no  additional  charge  could  be 
nstained  by  the  consumer,  without  a  reduction  of  his  con- 
aunption.  The  next  five  per  cent,  then  imposed  woul^ 
hare  to  be  sustained  by  the  merchant,  or  the  foreign  ma- 
nufacturer, or  the  producer  of  the  cotton,  and  would, 
most  probably,  be  divided  among  them.  In  this  manner, 
as  the  system  progressed,  the  profits  of  the  merchant 
would  be  reduced  to  the  lowest  scale;  those  of  the  manu- 
bcturer  would  aiso  be  brought  down,  and  the  Southern 
producer  would,  in  his  turn,  be  compelled  to  submit  to  a 
tcduction  in  the  price  of  his  productions.  Each  successive 
step  in  the  further  pnwreas  of  the  system  would  rink  lower 
wo  bwer  the  price  of  his  cotton,  until  it  was  reduced  to 
the  very  lowest  sum  that  would  pay  the  expense  of  its 
production.  The  very  next  step  must,  of  course,  annihi- 
hte  the  trade,  by  rendering  it  unprofitable  to  all  concern- 
ed. Sir,  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
point  to  which  we  have  now  arrived  in  the  progress  of 
this  system;  (for,  let  it  be  remembered  that  the  system  is 
«liU  progresMng;)  but,  to  my  mind,  it  is  clear  that  we 
li^e  long  since  paused  the  point  at  which  any  further  re- 
duction of  profits  could  possibly  be  extorted  from  the 
merchant  or  the  manufiu:turer,  and  that  everjr  successive 
increase  of  the  tax  for  years  past  has  fiillen  almost  exclu- 
sively upon  the  producer. 
,The  proof  of  this  is  to  be  found  in  the  fiict  that  cotton 
has,  within  a  few  years,  been  gradually  &lling,  until  it  has 
lost  more  than  two-thirds  of  its  value,  and  now  barely  pays 
1>e  expense  of  its  production,  bringing  down  with  it  the 
*>ges  of  our  agricultural  labor  and  capital  to  the  very 
lovest  point  Some  gentlemen  insist  that  the  Southern 
producer  now  bears  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tax,  while  the 
gentlemen  on  the  o&er  side  contend  that  it  is  a  maxim 
umversaHy  true  that  the  "  consumer  pays  the  tax."  I 
>">  inclined  to  think  the  truth  lies  in  the  middle.  I  can 
certainly  conceive  a  state  of  things  in  which  tlie  producer 
»ould,  as  such,  pay  nearly  the  whole  of  the  tax;  but,  ex- 
cept where  the  tax  is  a  very  moderate  otae,  or  is  imposed 
upon  the  absolute  necessaries  of  life,  it  is  impossible 
flat  the  whole  of  the  weight  could  be  thrown  upon  the 
wwiroer.  No  one,  surely,  would  contend,  that  if  any 
immunity  were  in  the  habit  of  consundng  fifty  millions 
of  fijreign  goods,  imported  duty  free,  they  could  affonl 
to*on«ume  any  thing  like  the  same  amount  under  a  duty 
of  fifty  per  cent,  if  the  whole  duty  were  added  to  the 
pnce.  But  whether  the  tax  be,  in  general,  paid  by  the 
P'odocer  or  the  consimier,  or  be  divided  between  them, 


to  my  mind  it  is  clear  that,  in  the  actual  condition  of 
things,  the  burden  falls  most  unjustly  and  unequally  on 
the  Southern  States.  I  will  illustrate  this.  We  will  assume 
that  South  Carolina  annually  exchanges  eight  millions  of 
dollars  worth  of  cotton  and  rice  for  foreign  goods,  pay- 
ing a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent.,  equal  to  four  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Now,  suppose  the  consumer  to  pay  the  whole  tax, 
how  would  the  account  stand  ?  Assume  that  no  more  than 
one-half  our  importations  are  consumed  at  home,  say 

#4,000,000 


The  tax,  at  50  per  cent,  would  be        -        -    3,000,000 

Suppose  two  milhons  exchanged  with  our 
Northern  brethren  for  protected  articles, 
the  increased  price  of  which  wotdd  be 
equal  to  the  duty,  this  would  be         -        -    1,000,000 

Making,  -  -  #3,000,000 
The  remaining  two  millions  being  exchanged  for  un- 
protected articles,  a  tax  of  one  million  would  be  paid  on 
the  consumption  by  our  Southern  and  Western  brethren. 
From  Ais  state  of  tlie  case,  it  would  follow  that,  if  the 
consumer  pays  the  whole  tax,  we  would  pay,  as  consumers, 
three  millions  out  of  these  four  imposed  upon  the  foreign 
articles  received  in  exchange  for  our  produbtions,  though 
we  should  consume  only  half  of  them.  But  if  we  take  it 
for  granted  that  the  tax  cannot  be  added  to  the  price,  wo 
would  of  course  get  back  no  part  of  the  duties  paid  at  the 
custom-house;  and,  in  that  case,  we  should  bear  the  whole 
burden.  It  has  been  said  that  the  duties  on  imported  ar- 
ticles fall  chiefly  on  the  merchant  and  the  foreign  manu- 
facturer; but  I  hold  this  to  be  impossible,  for  surely  two 
or  three  per  cent,  is  the  utmost  reduction  that  can  be 
made  from  the  profits  of  the  merchant,  and  not  much 
more  could  be  taken  off  from  tliose  of  the  manufacturer. 
Indeed,  how  could  it  be  expected  that  the  American  de- 
mand for  British  manufiictures  would  materially  aifect 
their  price,  when  not  more,  probably,  than  a  twentieth 
part  of  the  whole  finds  a  market  in  this  country  >  It  is  on 
the  American  producer,  therefore,  that  this  tax  must 
chiefly  fall.  Sir,  the  duties  upon  imports  are  either  paid 
by  the  consumer,  or  they  are  not.  If  they  are  paid  by 
him,  I  have  shown  that  the  far  greater  portion  of  the  du- 
ties on  the  goods  received  in  exchange  for  our  cotton  falls 
upon  the  planter,  and  that  for  this  he  receives  no  remune- 
ration whatever.  If  the  duties  are  not  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer— tliat  is  to  say,  if  they  are  not  added  to  the  price — 
then  it  is  manifest  that  the  whole  amoimt  of  duties  fiills 
upon  us,  without  the  poaribility  of  relieving  ourselves  from 
any  part  of  the  burden.  As  to  the  popular  notion  that  all 
consumers  must  pay  equally,  I  will  ask  any  gentleman  to 
tell  me  how  it  is  with  those  who  consume  the  tax.  Here 
is  a  tax  of  sixteen  millions  imposed,  directly  or  indirectly, 
upon  Southern  production.  Fourteen  millions  of  this 
amount  are  transferred  to,  the  North,  and  there  con- 
sumed. Are  the  consumers  of  these  fourteen  millions 
taxed  on  their  consumption  paid  as  highly  as  those  who 
have  the  whole  amount^ 

Sir,  I  have  done  with  this  branch  of  the  subject.  Great 
as  are  the  present  evils  of  the  system  to  the  South,  there 
are  greater  still — in  prospect.  We  are  seriously  threaten- 
ed with  the  entire  loss  of  the  foreig^\  markets  for  our  pro- 
ductions. All  trade  is  but  an  exchange  of  equivalents,  and 
is  founded  on  the  maxim  of  "  give  and  take."  If  you  ex- 
clude British  goods  from  our  market,  you,  in  effect,  ex- 
clude our  cotton  from  tbeir  markets.  It  is  in  vun  to  tell 
tu  that  England  must  have  our  cotton.  You  may  force 
her  to  do  without  it.  Even  now  she  supplies  herself,  to  a 
great  extent,  from  other  countries;  from  her  East  India 
possessions,  Egypt,  Brazil,  and  elsewhere;  and  you  will 
make  it  her  interest,  in  the  end,  to  give  up  the  American 
trade  entirely.  Even  now  she  is  looking  to  this  as  a  possi- 
ble event.     You  find  her  encouraging  the  production  of 
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cotton  in  the  East  Indiea,  by  a  discriminating  dutr  to  which 
yott  have  forced  her,  and  stimulating  the  prodaction  of 
the  article  in  South  America,  where  she  is  furnished  with 
a  market  for  her  manufactures,  almost  duty  free.  Can 
we,  then,  be  blind  to  the  fate  that  awaits  us  when  the 
American  system  shall  be  consummated,  and  we  shall  be 
cut  off  from  a  market  for  seven  hundred  thousand  bales 
of  our  cotton? — an  event  that  it  is  hardly  necessary  for  me 
to  say  would  involve  the  whole  South  in  irretrievable 
ruin.  It  is  idle  for  gentlemen  to  pretend  that  the  North 
can  ever  furnish  a  home  market  for  all  the  cotton  of  the 
South.  Two  or  three  hundred  thousand  bales  is  the  ut- 
most extent  to  which  we  could  find  a  market  in  that  quar- 
ter. The  catalogue  of  the  evils  of  this  system,  however, 
is  not  yet  completed.  It  is  not  merely  the  mischief  it  has 
done,  and  the  still  greater  evils  which  it  tlireatens,  but  it 
has  arrested  our  march  to  greatness,  and  prevented  us 
from  fulfilling  our  high  destinies.  What  would  have  been 
the  condition  of  this  cotmtry  now,  if  we  had  never  been 
deprived  of  the  blessings  of  free  trade?  Why  is  it  that 
our  tonnage  and  our  exports  have  not  grown  with  our 
growth,  and  strengthened  witli  our  strength?  It  is  be- 
cause our  prosperity  has  been  blasted  by  the  restrictive 
system.  Look,  sir,  at  this  picture.  In  1810,  with  a  po- 
pulation of  seven  millions,  we  had  a  tonnage  of  one  million 
four  hundred  thousand.  In  1831,  with  a  population  of 
thirteen  millions,  our  tonnage  is  reduced  to  one  million 
two  hundred  thousand;  and,  going  still  further  back,  in 
the  year  1800,  our  exports  amounted  to  eighty-one  mil- 
lions, while  now,  with  a  population  of  thirteen  millions, 
our  exports  are  reduced  to  seventy-two  millions. 

Thus,  while  our  population  has  increased  nearly  tiirec- 
fold,  our  foreign  commerce  has  not  advanced  at  all.  Sir, 
if  Waslungton's  free  trade  system  had  continued  unto 
this  day,  (for  be  it  remembered  that  Alexander  Hamilton's 
|irotecting  system  was  essentially  a  «ystem  of  free  trade, 
imposing  duties  only  of  from  five  to  seven  and  a  half  per 
cent.)  can  it  be  doubted  that  we  should  now  have  had  a 
tonnage  oftwo  millions  and  a  half,  and  that  our  exports 
would  have  amounted  to  one  hundred  and  fifty  millions? 
I  am  told  that  one  of  the  ablest  financiers  in  this  country 
has  recently  declared  that  he  should  consider  an  average 
duty  of  twelve  or  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as  abun- 
dantly sufficient  for  all  the  purposes  of  revenue;  and  that, 
undersuch  a  system,  our  imports  and  exports  would,  in 
his  opinion,  exceed  a  hundred  millions  of  dollars  the  very 
first  year.  I  know,  Mr.  President,  that  it  has  sometimes 
been  said  that  the  evils  under  which  the  South  is  suffer- 
ing arise  ftom  the  over-production  of  cotton;  but  this  is 
not  so.  Cotton  is  an  article,  the  production  of  which  can- 
not be  overdone.  It  is  the  cheapest  of  all  known  raw 
materials.  It  is  fast  superseding^  silk,  wool,  hemp,  and 
flax,  all  over  the  world.  As  a  proof  of  this,  I  will  advert 
to  the  fact  that,  during  a  period,  in  England,  when  her 
woollen  manufactures  advanced  from  five  millions  of 
pounds  sterling  to  six,  the  cotton  manufactures  progressed 
from  one  million  to  more  than  thirty.  If  you  would  take 
off  your  duties,  and  throw  open  to  us  the  markets  of  the 
world,  American  cottons  would,  to  a  great  extent,  super- 
sede all  others,  and  we  should  find  a  market,  not  fbr  one, 
but  two  millions  of  bales.  The  whole  South  wmdd  then, 
indeed,  become  a  «'  garden  spot."  But  it  is  insisted  by 
the  supporters  of  the  protecting  system,  that  its  only  effect 
is  to  make  our  goods  come  cheaper.  Sir,  if  this  were 
true,  I  will  venture  to  assert  that  the  manufacturers 
themselves  would  be  the  very  first  to  abandon  the  system. 
Their  object,  certwnly,  is  not  to  lessen,  but  to  increase 
their  prices.  Even  if  this  were  the  case,  however,  I  am 
unable  to  discover  how  the  cotton  planter  could  be  com- 
pensated for  the  loss  of  his  market.  How  is  this  suppos- 
ed reduction  to  be  brought  about?  By  competition,  say 
the  gentlemen,  between  the  British  and  the  American 
manufocturer.    But  if  it  is  competition  that  b  to  pro- 


duce this  reduction  of  prices,  the  manufacturer,  on 
both  ndes,  must  be  put  on  an  equal  footing.  What 
sort  of  competition  is  that  which  is  founded  on  a  dis- 
crimination of  fifty  per  cent,  in  fiivor  of  one  of  the  par- 
ties? And  if,  in  spite  of  such  a  discrimination,  the  contest 
can  be  maintained  at  all,  is  rt  not,  by  that  &ct,  pat  be- 
yond dispute,  that  but  for  the  tax  the  prices  would  be 
still  further  reduced?  Gentlemen  take  it  for  granted  that 
the  competition  among  the  foreign  manufacturers  is  not 
sufficiently  great  to  reduce  the  price  to  the  very  lowest 
rate.  They  even  tell  us  of  combinations  among  them  to 
keep  up  their  prices.  Sir,  such  combinations  are  utterly 
impossible.  How  are  the  manufacturers  of  iron,  in  Swe- 
den, Russia,  and  England,  or  the  cotton  and  silk  manu- 
facturers of  France,  to  enter  into  a  combination?  The 
thing  is  ridiculous.  No,  sir,  if  the  duties  were  taken  off, 
the  prices  of  goods-would  be  reduced  to  their  minimum, 
and  much  lower  than  they  are  now  in  this  country;  and  it 
is  fbr  this  reason,  and  this  onljr,  that  the  manufacturers  are 
protesting  against  it.  But,  su",  where  is  the  evidence  to 
be  found  that  the  tariff  has  produced  any  reduction  what- 
ever in  the  price  of  the  protected  articles?  Is  there  any 
other  foundation  for  the  assertion  than  this:  that  the  prices 
of  cottons,  woollens,  and  iron,  have  actually  fallen  nnce 
1824?  But  all  other  articles  have  likewise  fiillen,  pro- 
tected and  unprotected.  Real  and  personal  estate,  cotton, 
flour,  and  tobacco,  all — all  have  gone  down;  and  most  of 
them  have  &llen  in  a  much  greater  degree  than  woollens, 
cottons,  and  iron.  Has  the  tariff  done  all  this?  What  say 
the  gentlemen?  I  have  here  a  price  current  containing 
the  prices  of  250  articles,  in  1816  and  1831.  From  this 
it  appears  that  there  has  been  a  universal  reduction  in  the 
price  of  articles  of  every  description,  and  that  those  ad- 
mitted duty  free  have  been  reduced,  at  least,  in  an  equal 
ratio  with  those  paying  duties.  Indeed,  sir,  I  think  that 
a  careful  examination  of  this  table  will  show  that  reduc- 
tion in  the  protected  articles  has  not  been  so  great  as  in 
the  others.  But  the  reduction  has  not  been  confined  to 
this  country.  It  has  taken  place  in  England,  and  all  over 
the  world,  in  an  equal,  nay,  in  a  greater  degree.  The 
very  articles  most  highly  protected  in  this  country,  cot- 
tons, woollens,  andiron,  are  now  selling  in  England  much 
lower  than  they  can  be  obtained  here.  This  is  a  fact  per- 
fectly notorious  to  every  importing  merchant,  and  I  have 
abundant  evidence  of  it  now  in  my  hands.  Here  are  state- 
ments showing  that  such  goods  have  actually  been  im- 
ported within  the  last  year,  in  Philadelphia,  New  York, 
and  elsewhere,  and,  after  paying  duties  of  from  50  to  100 
per  cent.,  Have  been  sold  as  low  as  the  domestic  manufac- 
ture. Sir,  I  ascertuned,  before  I  left  home,  that  the 
whole  quantity  of  cotton  g^ods  imported  into  Charleston 
during  the  last  year  paid  an  average  duty  of  fifty  per  cent., 
and  then  they  were  sold  as  low  as  American  cottons  of  the 
same  qualily.  But  I  am  really  ashamed  to  argue  a  qustion 
so  self-evident.  How  can  taxes  possibly  lessen  prices? 
How  can  protection  diminish  the  cost  of  production  ?  What 
are  the  elements  of  price?  Are  they  not  the  cost  of  the 
raw  material — the  wages  of  tabor — and  the  interest  of 
capital'  and  how  can  these  be  lessened  by  a  tax  on  the  si^ 
tide'  To  say  so,  is  to  reverse  all  the  rules  of  proportion. 
Gentlemen  might  as  well  contend  that  two  added  to  five 
make  three,  as  that  fifty  per  cent,  added  to  the  cost  of  an 
imported  article  lessens  its  price.  If  gentlemen  can  be- 
lieve tliis,  they  may  believe  any  thing.  But  the  truth  is, 
Hr.  President,  this  whole  matter  of  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  g^ods  is  very  easily  explained.  It  depends  cm 
general  causes,  which  have  operated  to  a  certain  extent 
all  over  the  world.  From  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
subject,  which  has  taken  place  in  Great  Britain,  it  is  found 
to  have  resulted  from  the  appreciation  of  the  currem^, 
improvements  in  machinery,  and  the  general  restoration 
of  peace.  The  resumption  of  specie  payments,  and  the 
diminished  supply  of  the  precious  metals,  is  caleulated  to 
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bireleaened  the  circulating  medium  to  the  amount  ofup- 
wuds  of  £500,000,000.  The  effect  of  this  angle  cause 
tus  beetf,  Titliih  the  last  ten  years,  the  reduction  of  prices 
in  Ihtt  country  to  the  amount  of  thirty-five  per  cent., 
tovhidl  fifteen  per  cent,  may  be  added  for  the  other 
cuaa  ibore  otentioned — making  in  the  whole  a  reduction 
of iIoKBt  fifty  per  cent,  in  the  money  price  of- all  articles. 
Ite  ame  thing  has  taken  place  in  this  countrv;  and, 
tlieiefiire,  when  gentlemen  allege  that  the  price  of  manu- 
bctattt  has  &llen,  the  naked  fact  proves  nothing,  unless 
they  caa  Aov  that  they  have  fallen  in  a  greater  degree 
than  other  articles  in  this  country,  and  similar  articles 
abroad.  But  this  is  so  fiir  from  being  the  fact,  that  the 
truth  ii^  that  the  protected  articles  have  Cdlen  less  in  pro- 
pistiOD  than  those  which  receive  no  protection.  Cotton 
if  a  (tiikiiig  example,  which  has,  in  a  few  years,  fallen  to 
ooe-thinl  of  its  value,  while  no  protected  article  has,  in 
the  tame  period,  fiJlen  one-half. 

1  trust,  sir,  that  we  have  now  made  out  our  case;  that 
we  bare  shown  the  unjust  and  unequal  operation,  in  cvenr 
point  of  view,  of  this  system,  and  that,  as  far  as  the  South 
i>  concerned,  and  the  Wekt  also,  though  not  in  the  same 
degree,  it  is  an  unmitigated  system  of  burdens.  And, 
even  with  regard  to  the  favored  section,  I  would  submit, 
how  fiu'  it  is  wise  to  insist  upon  a  system  which  can  only 
be  maintained  at  the  expense  of  other  sections.  Sir,  I  feel 
too  much  confidence  in  the  justice  and  magnanimity  of 
ourKorthem  brethren,  to  suffer  myself  to  doubt  their  wil- 
lingness to  abandon  this  system  if  they  could  see  it  in  the 
light  that  we  do.  It  may  enrich  them  for  the  moment, 
but  the  prosperity  it  creates  is  artificial,  and  will  assuredly 
be  ttmubstantial.  Ko  country  can  be  permanently  bene- 
Sted  by  a  system  of  bounties.  This  system  may  destroy 
the  8outb,  but  it  will  not  permanently  advance  tlie  pros- 
perity of  the  Nortli.  It  may  depress  us,  but  cannot  ele- 
nte  them.  Besides,  sir,  if  persevered  in,  it  must  annihi- 
late that  portion  of  the  country  from  ^hich  the  resources 
aie  to  be  drawn,  that  are  to  enrich  the  Northern  manu- 
fectottj.  And  it  may  be  well  for  gentlemen  to  reflect, 
vhether  adhering  to  this  policy  would  not  be  acting  like 
the  man  who  "killed  the  goose  which  laid  the  golden 
egp."  Let  gentlemen  be  assured  that  this  is  a  system 
vhich  cannot  possibly  last.  It  will,  sooner  or  later,  be 
utterly  overthrown.  Would  it  not  be  well,  therefore,  for 
them  to  seize  this  fiivorable  occasion  to  make  some  sacri- 
fice of  their  peculiar  interests  to  the  general  wel&re? 

In  concluding,  Mr.  President,  what  I  have  to  say  on  tliis 
branch  of  the  subject,  I  must  take  the  liberty  of  present- 
ing a  few  general  considerations.  In  a  broad  vie  w  of  the 
question,  it  never  can  be  expedient  to  introduce  into  a 
Moatry  the  manufacture  of  any  article  that  cannot  be 
produced  as  cheaply  at  home  as  it  can  be  obtoined  from 
abroad.  There  are  some  such  now  made  in  this  country, 
and  their  ability  to  sustain  themselves,  without  protection, 
■iaaquestionable.  The  only  exception  I  would  admit  to 
tbeiulel  have  laid  down,  relates  lo  articles  strictly  neces- 
aiy  to  national  defence.  I  do  not  allude  to  the  hnbih- 
■pentsof  a  soldier,  or  to  articles  necessary  to  his  consump- 
tion, bat  to  arms  and  munitions  of  war.  It  is  the  true 
Poliey  of  all  nations  to  "  buy  where  they  can  buy  cheap- 
est." This  is  the  very  instinct  of  our  nature)  and  when 
ve  depart  from  it  in  national  concerns,  we  violate  the 
^''^uidest  principles  of  political  economy,  a  science  which 
IS  in  fact  but  the  lessons  of  wisdom  and  an  enlightened  ex- 
perience applied  to  the  affairs  of  nations.  Sir,  the  re- 
strictive policy  is  founded  on  the  triumph  of  the  selfish 
pnnciple.  It  assumes  that  the  natural  position  of  nations 
tovards  each  other  is  one  of  enmity  and  rivalsbip,  founded 
o"  a  supposed  opposition  of  interests.  The  doctrine  of 
the  old  school  was,  that  what  was  gained  by  one  nation 
wu  necessarily  lost  by  another. 

The  plain  and  seemingly  obvious  truth,  that,  in  a  fiiir 
aad  equal  exchange  of  commodities,  all  parties  gained,  is 


a  noble  discovery  of  modem  times.  The  contrary  prin- 
ciple naturally  led  to  commercial  rivalries,  wars,  and 
abuses,  of  all  sorts.  The  benefits  of  commerce  being 
regarded  as  a  stake  to  be  won,  or  an  advantage  to  be 
wrested  from  others  by  fraud  or  by  force,  Governments 
naturally  strove  to  secure  tiiem  to  their  own  subjects;  and 
when  they  once  set  out  in  this  wrong  direction,  it  was 
quite  natural  that  they  should  not  stop  sliort  till  they  ended 
in  binding,  in  the  bonds  of  restriction,  not  only  the  whole 
country,  but  all  of  its  parts.  Thus  we  are  told  that  Eng- 
land first  protected  by  her  restrictive  policy  her  whole 
empire  against  all  the  world,  then  Great  Britain  against  the 
colonies,  then  the  British  isles  against  each  other,  and 
ended  by  vainly  attempting  to  protect  all  the  great  inte- 
rests and  employments  of  the  State  by  balancing  tliera 
against  each  other.  Sir,  such  a  system,  carried  fully  out, 
is  not  confined  to  rival  nations,  but  protects  one  town 
against  another,  considers  %-illages  ana  even  families  as 
rivals,  and  cannot  stop  short  of  "Robinson  Crusoe  in  his 
goat  skins."  It  takes  but  one  step  further  to  make  every 
man  his  own  lawyer,  doctor,  farmer,  and  shoemaker — 
and,  if  I  may  be  allowed  an  Irishism,  his  own  seamstress 
and  waslierwoman.  The  doctrine  of  free  trade,  on  the 
contrary,  is  founded  on  the  true  social  system.  It  looks 
on  al]  mankind  as  children  of  a  common  parent— and  the 
great  family  of  nations  as  linked  together  by  mutual  in- 
terests. Sir,  as  there  is  a  religion,  so  I  believe  there  is  a 
politics  of  nature.  Cast  your  eyes  over  this  various  earth 
— see  its  surface  diversified  with  hills  and  valleys,  rocks, 
and  fertile  fields.  Notice  its  different  productions— its 
infinite  varieties  of  soil  and  climate.  See  the  mighty 
rivers  winding  their  way  to  the  very  mountain's  base,  and 
thence  guiding  man  to  the  vast  ocean,  dividing,  yet  con- 
necting, nations.  Can  any  man  who  considers  these  things 
with  tlie  eye  of  a  philosopher,  not  read  the  design  of  the 
great  Creator  (written  legibly  in  his  works)  that  his  children 
should  be  drawn  together  in  a  free  commercial  intercourse, 
and  mutual  exchanges  of  the  various  glfls  with  which  a 
bountiful  Providence  has  blessed  them?  Commerce,  ar, 
restricted  even  as  she  has  been,  has  been  the  great  source 
of  civilization  and  refinement  all  over  the  world.  Next  to 
the  christian  religion,  1  consider  free  trade  in  its  largest 
sense  ai  tlie  greatest  blessing  that  can  be  conferred  upon 
any  people.  Hear,  sir,  wliatPatrick.Henry,  the  great  ora- 
tor of  Virginia,  whose  soul  was  the  very  temple  of  free- 
dom, says  on  this  subject — 

"Why  should  we  fetter  commerce?  If  a  man  is  in 
chains,  he  droops  and  bows  to  the  earth,  because  his  spi- 
rits are  broken;  but  let  him  twist  the  fetters  from  bis  legs, 
and  he  will  stand  erect.  Fetter  not  commerce!  Let  her 
be  as  free  as  the  air.  She  will  range  the  whole  creation, 
and  return  on  the  four  winds  of  heaven,  to  bless  the  land 
with  plenty," 

But  it  bias  been  said  that  free  trade  would  do  very  well, 
if  all  nations  would  adopt  it;  but  as  iti^  every  nation  must 
protect  itself  from  the  effect  of  restrictions  by  counter- 
vailing measures.  I  am  persuaded,  sir,  that  it  is  a  great,  a 
most  fatal  error.  If  retaliation  is  resorted  to  for  the  ho- 
nest purpose  of  producing  a  redress  of  the  grievance,  and 
while  adhered  to  no  longer  than  there  is  a  hope  of  suc- 
cess, it  may,  like  war  itself,  be  sometimes  just  and  neces^ 
sai-y.  But  if  it  have  no  such  object,  "  it  is  the  unpro- 
fitable combat  of  seeing  which  can  do  the  other  the 
most  harm."  The  case  can  hardly  b?  conceived  in  which 
permanent  restrictions,  as  a  measure  of  retaliadoii,  could 
be  profitable.  In  every  possible  situation,  a  ti-ade,  whe- 
tlier  more  or  less  restricted,  is  profitable,  or  it  is  not. 
This  can  only  be  decided  by  experience;  and  if  the  trade 
be  left  to  regulate  itself,  water  would  not  more  naturally 
seek  its  level,  than  the  intercourse  adjust  itself  to  the  true 
interests  of  the  parties.  Sir,  as  to  this  idea  of  the  regula- 
tion by  Government  of  the  pursuits  of  men,  I  consider  it 
as  a  remnantof  barbai-ism  disgraceful  to  an  enlightened  age. 
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and  inconriitent  with  the  first  principles  of  rktiooal  libert)r. 
I  hold  Government  to  be  utterly  incapable,  from  its  posi- 
tion, of  exercising  such  a  power  wisely,  prudently,  .or 
j  ustly.  Are  the  rulers  of  the  world  the  depositaries  of  its 
collected  wisdom?  Sir,  can  we  forget  the  advice  of  a 
great  statesman  to  his  son — "  Go,  see  the  world,  mjr  son, 
that  you  may  learn  with  how  little  wisdom  mankind  is  go- 
verned." And  is  oar  own  Government  an  exception  to 
this  rule?  or  do  we  not  find  here,  as  every  where  else, 
that 

*^  Man,  proud  man, 

Robed  in  >  littlii  brief  anlhority, 

riajri  iuch  bntuiie  trieki  bc-rure  high  Hea>'u 

Am  mtkei  ihe  angeU  weep,'* 

The  gentleman  has  appealed  to  the  example  of  other 
nations.  Sir,  they  are  all  against  him.  They  have  had 
restrictions  enough,  to  be  sure;  but  they  are  getting  hear, 
tily  sick  of  them,  and  in  England,  particularly,  would 
willingly  get  rid  of  them  if  they  could.  We  have  been 
assured,  by  the  declaration  of  a  minister  of  the  Crown, 
from  his  place  in  Parliament,  "  that  there  is  a  growingcon- 
viction  among  all  men  of  sense  and  reflection  in  that 
country,  that  the  true  policy  of  all  nations  is  to  be  found 
in  unrestricted  industry."  Sir,  in  England  they  are  now 
retracing  their  steps,  and  endeavoring  to  relieve  them- 
selves ot  the  system  as  fast  as  they  can.  Within  a  few 
years  past,  upwards  of  diree  hundred  statutes,  imposing 
restrictions  in  that  country,  have  been  repealed;  and  a 
case  has  recently  occurred  there,  which  seems  to  leave  no 
doubt  that,  if  Great  Britain  has  g^own  great,  it  is,  as  Mr. 
Huskisson  has  declared,  "not  in  consequence  of,  but  in 
spite  of,  her  restrictions."  The  silk  manufacture,  pro- 
tected by  enormous  bounties,  was  found  to  be  in  such  a 
decKning  condition,  that  the  Government  was  obliged  to 
do  something  to  save  it  from  total  ruin.  And  what  did 
they  do?  They  considerably  reduced  the  duty  on  foreign 
silks;  both  on  the  raw  material  and  the  manu&ctured  ar 
tide.  The  consequence  was,  the  immediate  revival  of 
the  silk  manufacture,  which  has  since  been  nearly  doubled. 

Sir,  the  experience  of  France  is  equally  decisive.  Bo- 
naparte's effort  to  introduce  cotton  and  sugar  has  cost 
that  country  millions;  and,  but  the  other  aky,  a  fi>olish 
attempt  to  protect  the  iron  mines  spread  devastation 
through  half  of  France,  and  nearly  ruined  the  wine  trade, 
on  which  one-fifth  of  her  citizens  depend  for  subsistence. 
As  to  Spain,  unhappy  Spain,  "fenced round  with  restric- 
tions," her  experience,  one  would  suppose,  would  con- 
vince us,  if  any  thing  could,  that  the  protecting  system 
in  politics,  like  bigotry  in  religion,  was  utterly  at  war  with 
sound  principles  and  a  liberal  and  enlightened  policy. 
Sir,  I  say,  in  the  words  of  the  philosophical  statesman  of 
England,  "leave  a  generous  nation  free  to  seek  their 
own  road  to  perfection."  Thank  God,  the  nig^t  is  pass- 
ing away,  and  we  have  lived  to  see  the  dawn  o*'a  glorious 
day.  The  cause  of  free  trade  must  and  will  prosper,  and 
finally  triumph.  The  political  economist  is  abroad;  light 
has  come  into  the  world;  and,  iri  this  instance,  at  least, 
men  will  not  "prefer  darkness  rather  than  light."  Sir,  let 
it  not  be  said,  in  aflertimes,  that  the  statesmen  of  Ameri- 
ca were  behind  the  age  in  which  tiiey  lived — ^that  they 
initiated  this  young  and  vigorous  country  into  the  ener- 
vating and  corrupting  practices  of  European  nations — 
and  that,  at  the  moment  when  the  whole  world  were  look- 
ing to  us  for  an  example,  we  arrayed  ourselves  in  the 
cast-off  follies  and  exploded  errors  of  the  old  world,  and, 
by  the  introduction  of  a  vile  system  of  artificial  stimulants 
and  political  gambling,  impaired  the  healthful  vigor  of  tl^e 
body  politic,  and  brought  on  a  decrepitude  and  prema- 
ture dissolution? 

I  had  intended,  Mr.  President,  to  have  said  something 
of  the  constitutional  question,  but  have  already  taken  up 
so  much  of  your  time,  that  I  shall  not  now  enter  into  it. 
1  must  be  permitted,  however,  to  remark,  that  the  gen- 


tleman is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  this  objection  to  the 
protecting  ^stem  is  of  recent  origin.  Up  to  1834,  the 
question  had  not  been  much  conadered,  simply  because 
the  protection  which  manufactures  bad  derived  was  mere- 
ly incidental  to  duties  imposed  for  revenue.  The  act  of 
1790  was  surely  of  that  character;  and  even  the  act  of 
1816  provided  for  a  diminution,  and  not  an  increase,  of 
duties.  But  when,  in  1824,  the  true  character  of  this 
system  was  developed,  the  constitutional  objection  was 
plainly  and  strongly  insisted  upon.  Here  is  the  langui^, 
sir,  that  I  myself  held  on  that  occafflon,  on  this  floor: 

"  Will  gentlemen  point  out  to  me,  if  they  can,  the  power 
which  this  Government  possesses  to  adopt  a  system  for 
the  avowed  purpose  of  encouraging  particular  branches 
of  industry?  It  is  my  sober  and  deliberate  opinion  that 
tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States  have  no  more  power  to 
pass  laws  for  the  purpose  of  directly  or  indirectly  inducing 
any  portion  of  the  people  to  engage  in  manufitctures,  than 
they  have  to  abdish  trial  by  jury,  or  establish  the  inqui- 
sition." 

Since  that  period,  the  Leg^laturea  of  every  Southern 
State  have  denounced  this  system  as  a  violation  of  their 
constitutional  rights.  It  was  but  the  last  year  that  South 
Carolina  recorded  on  the  journals  of  the  Senate  her  so- 
lemn protest  agwnst  it,  "as  utterly  unconstitutional, 
grossly  unequal,  and  oppressive,  and  such  an  abuse  dT 
power  as  is  incompatible  with  the  principles  of  a  free  Go- 
vernment and  the  g^reat  ends  of  civil  society."  I  do  not 
know,  sir,  where  the  constitutional  objections  to  this  sys- 
tem are  better  summed  up,  than  in  the  very  address  of 
the  Free  Trade  Convention  of  Philadelphia,  to  which  the 
gentleman  has  referred  for  another  purpose.  The  gen- 
Ueman  is  certainly  mistaken,  when  he  relies  on  that  expo- 
sition as  an  authority  in  his  favor.  Sir,  as  I  understand 
the  argument,  it  is  onljr  adnutted  incidental  protection 
may  be  afforded  by  duties  imposed  only  for  revenue,  but 
that  the  right  is  expressly  denied  of  "imposing  any  ad- 
ditional duty  for  the  purpose  of  affording  tha*  protection." 
I  dismiss  this  brancli  of  the  subject,  wiUi  tiie  remark  that, 
whether  we  be  right  or  wrong  in  our  views  on  this  ques- 
tion, the  opinion  is  conscientiously  and  almost  universally 
entertained  throughout  the  whole  South,  that  the  pro- 
tecting q'stem  involves  a  gross  violation  of  the  solemn 
compact  which  is  the  bond  of  our  Union.        " 

I  come  now,  sir,  to  the  question  of  the  policy  which 
ought  to  be  adopted  at  this  important  era  in  the  histcwy  of 
our  Government.  We  have  arrived  at  a  most  interesting 
crisis  in  our  national  affairs — one  to  which  the  people 
have  been  looking  up,  with  intense  anxiety,  for  seversl 
years  past.  They  have  contemplated  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt  as  the  g^eat  day  of  jubilee,  when  they 
were  to  be  relieved  from  the  oppresnons  which  they  have 
so  long  patiently  endured.  The  people  of  the  South,  sir, 
like  the  children  of  Israel  of  old,  have  passed  through  the 
wilderness,  and  are  now  in  sight  of  the  promised  land. 
They  stand  on  the  top  of  Mount  Pisgah,  and  look,  with 
delight^  at  the  goodly  prospect  before  them — and  it  is  for 
you  this  day  to  determine  whether  they  shall  perish  in 
the  wilderness,  or  be  permitted  to  possess  and  enjoy  their 
rich  inheritance.  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  duties  is  oppressive  and  unequal — ^that  the  very 
action  of  the  Government  is  so;  yet  I  do  not  wish  gentle- 
men to  suppose  that  we  are  disposed  to  push  ^r  claims 
to  an  immeasurable  extent.  No,  we  will  not  ask  that 
Northern  manufactures  shall  be  taxed;  because  duties,  to 
whatever  extent  imposed,  operate  as  a  tax  upon  our  in- 
dustry. We  are  mtling  to  agree  that  the  revenue  ne- 
cessary for  the  ordinary  purposes  of  the  Government  shall 
be  levied  by  duties  upon  imports.  The  fecility  with  which 
indirect  taxes  may  be  collected,  affords  an  argument  in 
their  favor  to  which  we  are  willing  to  yield,  though  we 
well  know  that  they  most  operate  most  injuriously  on  our 
interests.     But,  in  yielding  this  much,  we  have  surely  a 
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^t  to  expect  that  no  more  money  shall  be  levied  in  this 
ny  thin  shall  be  absolutely  necessary.    We  think  we 
hare  a  right  to  insist  that,  on  the  extinction  of  the  public 
debt,  the  twelve  millions  of  dollars  heretofore  annually 
appropriated  to  that  object  ^ould  no  longer  be  leviedj 
aid,  further,  that  no  more  money  shall  be  raised  than 
nay  be  necessary  to  meet  the  ordinary  expenditures  of 
the  Goremment.     Any  other  basis  of  reduction  than  tliis 
must  be  founded  on  the  id^  of  a  contemplated  increase 
of  the  public  expenditures.     And  why  should  they  be  in- 
ctetxA*    We  have  rather  a  right  to  expect  that  they 
rfiouM  be  diminished.     The  principal  objects  of  expen- 
diture, for  many  years  past,  have  been  connected  with 
ptcparstions  for  war;  but,  with  the  progress  of  our  works 
of  ielcnce,  and  the  increase  of  our  population,  the  neces- 
sity for  this  expenditure  will,  in  a  great  measure,  cease. 
Indeed,  it  does  appear  to  me  tiiatit  will  be  hardly  necessa- 
ry, hereafter,  to  seek  other  security  against  invasion,  than 
will  be  fcmnd  in  the  strong  arms  and  stout  hearts  of  our 
fcllow^itizens.     But  the  gentleman  insists  that  our  reve- 
nue shiJI  not  be  reduced  below  eighteen  millions  of  dol- 
lars, while  we  all  know  that  twelve  millions  have,  hereto- 
ftire,  furnished  an  abundant  supply  for  every  purpose, 
iaduding  a  million  a  year  for  internal  improvements.    The 
gentleman  admits  that  we  ought  not  to  provide  for  a  sur- 
plas,  and  says,  with  great  force  and  truth,  that  a  division 
rfit  among  the  States  would  be  a  departure  from  all  sound 
prindpk's  of  Government.    For,  said  the  gfentleman,  "  to 
gite  it  back  to  the  States,  or  the  individuals  from  whom 
it  »»s  dnwn,  in  the  same  proportion,  would  be  a  palpa- 
ble absurdity;  while,  to  distribute  it  in  different  propor- 
tioos,  would   be  an  act  of  gjoss  injustice."     1  submit 
whether  this  argument  is  not  equally  applicable  to  inter- 
«sl  hnprovement.     But,  waiving  this  pomt,  I  would  ask, 
if  we  are  to  have  no  surplus,  why  raise  eighteen  millions 
of  dollars — six  millions  more  than  the  ordinary  espendi- 
toeaoftlie  Government?    To  provide,  says  the  gentle- 
nan,  kr  contingencies.    But,  ar,  is  it  not  morally  certain 
that  yoor  recei])U  must  exceed  your  estimates?    The 
reduction  of  duties  will  increase  importations — and,  fix 
what  standard  you  will,  my  life  upon  it,  we  shall  hive  a 
surplus,  and  not  a  deficit,  unless  gentlemen  mean  to  pro- 
™e  for  some  new  and  grand  scheme  of  national  expendi- 
tart.^    Beades,  against  acciden^l  deficiencies,  a  sufficient 
pnivision  will  be  found  in  the  uncalled-for  appropriations, 
Jlways  to  be  found  in  the  treasury.      Having  shown  the 
estaitto  which  the  revenue  ought  to  be  reduced,  I  proceed 
to  consider  the  mode  in  which  that  reduction  oug^t  to  be 
effected.    The  first  scheme  suggested  by  the  gentleman 
»  a  continoance  of  existing  duties  on  the  unprotected  ar- 
Wes,  and  carrying  up  the  duties  on  protected  articles  to 
prohibiUon.     The  gentleman  says,  however,  that  he  is  not 
in  &Tor  of  this  scheme,  because  he  would  put  the  manu- 
fctnrers  on  their  gt>od  behavior,  by  exposing  them  to 
foreign  competition.     But  what  sort  of  competition  is  that 
to  which  they  are  exposed,  when  entrenched  behind  a 
protecting  tariff,  ranging  from  fifty  to  two  hundred  per 
«nt.  ?    I  have  shown  that  the  existing  duties  are,  to  a 
Krtain extent,  prohibitory;  and,  when  the  gentleman  de" 
dares  himself  against  prohibition,  he  seals  uie  condemna- 
tion of  his  own  resolution,  which  proposes  to  retain  the 
existing  sjstem  untouched,  prohibitions  and  all. 

1  come  now  to  the  schemes  advocated  by  the  gentle- 
nan  himself— to  take  off  the  duties  entirely  from  all  the 
unprotected  articles,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  leave 
them  u  they  are  upon  the  protected  articles. 

The  first  objection  to  this  scheme  is,  that  it  is  proposed 
by  it  to  take  off  only  six  mtHions  of  dollars  of  taxes,  even 
ifter  the  treasury  is  to  be  relieved  from  a  charge  of  twelve 
ntllions  of  dollars  by  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt. 
"Tlat  it  proposes,  therefore,  to  create  an  annual  surplus  of 
n  mUhons  of  dollars  beyond  the  wants  of  the  Govem- 
nxMit,  not  only  without  the  smallest  necessity,  but  with  the 
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certain  effect  of  clianging  the  character  of  your  Govern- 
ment, and  corrupting  the  people.  Why  is  this  surplus  to 
be  created?  Has  the  gentleman  given  a  single  reason  in 
its  favor;  or  has  he  not  himself  sealed  the  condemnation 
of  his  own  proposition,  when  he  admitted  that  no  surplus 
ought  to  be  created  for  distribution?  For,  if  it  is  not  to 
be  in  some  shape  distributed,  for  what  purposes  is  it  to  be 
raised?  The  next  objection  to  this  scheme  is,  that  it  pro- 
poses to  relieve  luxuries  from  all  taxation,  while  the  taxes 
on  the  necessaries  of  life  are  to  remain  just  as  they  are, 
subject  to  duties  of  firom  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent. 
It  is  true  that  the  gentleman,  seeing,  1  presume,  the  enor- 
mity of  the  proposition  in  its  original  form,  now  consents 
that  some  very  moderate  duty  may  be  levied  on  wines  and 
silks.  But,  sir,  I  should  be  glad  to  know  in  what  wines 
and  silks  differ  from  the  numerous  other  arti^es  wlucb, 
by  the  gentleman's  scheme,  are  to  come  in  duty  free. 
Here  is  a  list  of  some  of  them,  and  it  will  be  for  the  Se- 
nate and  the  country  to  say  how  far  it  is  reasonable  or 
just  that  the  consumers  of  these  articles  shall  contribute 
nothing  to  the  public  revenue,  while  the  honest  laboring 
man  is  to  be  taxed  from  thirty  to  one  hundred  dollars  on 
every  hundred  dcdlars  which  he  expends  on  Ae  woollens 
and  the  flannels,  the  iron  and  the  sugar,  which  are  indis- 
pensable to  tlie  health  and  comfort  of  himself  and  family. 
"  It  is  one  of  the  grandest  farces  ever  attempted  to  be 
played  off  upon  a  free  people,  to  see  an  attempt  made  to 
reduce  the  taxes  on  olives  and  capers,  anchovies  and 
brandy  fruits,  mace,  cloves,  nutmegs,  precious  stones, 
alabaster  ornaments,  cordials,  perfumery,  artificial  flowers, 
billiard  balls,  battledores  and  shuttlecocks,  coral  beads 
and  gold  snuffboxes,  silver  spectacles  and  ivory-headed 
canes,  velvets  and  lace,  mull  muslins  and  gros  de  Naples, 
camel's  hair  shawls,  morocco  and  prunella  riioes,  fine  cam- 
brics, plated  chafing  dishes,  porcelain,  and  china  dinner 
and  tea  sets,  gold  watches,  Cologne  water.  Champagne 
and  Burgundy  wines,  oranges  and  pineapples,  embroid- 
ery, ivory  fans,  fine  Irish  linens,  parasols,  centre  tables, 
g^lt  books,  pier  looking-glasses,  vermicelli  and  macaroni, 
Italian  marlile,  mantel  ornaments,  rouge,  essences  and 
court  plaster,  chessmen,  sweet  scented  soap,  silk  stock- 
ings, gold  and  silver  thimbles,  mantel  time-pieces,  tooth 
powder,  wax  dolls,  and  a  hundred  other  things  used  by 
the  rich.  We  say,  it  is  one  of  the  grandest  &rces  ever 
played  off  upon  a  free  people,  that  such  articles  as  those 
we  have  enumerated  should  be  exempted." 

I  ask  for  the  reason  for  this  distinction  which  relieves 
luxuries  from  taxation,  and  throws  them  upon  the  neces- 
saries of  life;  which  burdens  the  poor,  and  exempts  the 
rich;  and  I  am  told  it  is  necessary  to  protection.  Whose 
protection?  Why,  the  wealthy  proprietors  of  manuftc- 
turing  stock;  men  who  are  realizing  enormous  dividends, 
drawn  from  the  pockets  of  the  people.  Sir,  no  other 
reason  for  this  distinction  has  been,  or  can  be,  given;  for 
it  is  acknowledged  by  all  the  world,  that  luxuries  are  the 
proper  subjects  for  taxation,  and  ought  rightfiilly  to  be 
taxed  higher  than  the  necessaries  of  life.  But  here  the 
manu&cturers  interpose  their  chums,  and  the  claims  of 
justice  are  disregarded.  Again,  «r,  these  are  articles  of 
general  consumption,  at  least  among  the  wealthy,  and 
consumed  equally,  too,  all  over  the  country;  and  yet  they 
must  come  in  duty  fi^e,  and  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
country  be  levied  on  articles,  in  reUtion  to  which  the 
duties  operate  most  unjustly  and  unequally;  being  in  truth 
a  bounty  to  certain  portions  of  the  people,  and  a  burden 
upon  others;  and  yet  the  Senator  tells  us  he  had  hoped 
that  such  a  proposition  as  this  would  not  only  have  met 
the  approbation  of  all  parties,  but  would  have  been  re- 
ceived as  a  concession  to  the  complaints  of  the  South. 
How  it  was  posrable  for  the  gentleman  to  have  indulge 
such  an  expectation,  I  am  utterly  unable  to  comprehend. 
Sir,  what  single  concession,  or  the  slightest  approach  to- 
waids  it,  is  made  by  such  a  proportion?    I>o«sit  consist 
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in  agreeing  to  take  off  six  millions  of  taxes,  when  the  de- 
mui^s  on  the  treasurer  are  to  be  reduced  to  double  that 
amount^  Has  the  South  ever  uttered  one  word  of  com- 
plaint against  the  duties  which  it  is  proposed  to  reduce? 
No.  These  were  imposed  for  revenue ;  and  against  duties 
fiiirly  levied  for  that  purpose,  they  have  never  complained. 
It  is  against  duties,  imposed  not  for  revenue,  but  protec- 
tion, that  they  have  been  so  long  and  so  earnestly  remon- 
strating; and,  to  quiet  tlteir  discontents,  the  proposition 
is.  gravely  submitted,  to  take  off  all  the  revenue  duties, 
and  to  leave  the  protecting  duties  untouched.  Sir,  it  is 
not  so  much  the  amount  of  this  tax,  as  its  inequality  and 
injustice  which  has  roused  the  whole  South  to  determined 
opposition.  And  how  is  it  proposed  to  relieve  our  com- 
•plaiats>  By  aggravating  that  inequality,  and  extending 
and  perpetuating  that  injustice.  We  tell  you  that  the 
protecting  duties  operate  as  a  tax  upon  us,  and  a  bounty 
upon  the  tariff  States.  We  insist  that  it  is  a  violation  of  the 
principles  on  which  our  Government  is  founded,  and  re- 
duces us  to  a  state  of  colonial  vassalage;  and  this  it  sub- 
stantially does,  if  we  are  not  mistaken  in  its  operation, 
and  Mr.  Qrattaa's  definition  of  a  colony  is  the  true  one — 
*<a  country  governed  in  reference  to  the  mterests  of  an- 
other." 

Sir,  if  we  are  right,  this  scheme  amounts  to  neither  more 
nor  less  than  a  proposition  to  relieve  the  tariff  States  from 
all  taxation,  and  to  throw  the  whole  burden  <£  the  Go- 
vernment upon  the  other  States.  It  is  admitted  that  the 
protection  enjoyed  by  the  former  even  now  exceeds  the 
amount  of  the  taxes  which  they  pay,  but  still  they  do  pay 
their  equal  portion  of  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles. 
But  when  these  are  taken  off,  tbey  will  be  relieved  from 
taxes  altogether.  Gentlemen  who  now  hear  me,  well  re- 
member, that  when  the  tariff  of  1838  was  under  discus- 
sion here,  a  Senator  from  a  tariff  State  rose  in  his  pkce, 
and  supported  the  bill  on  the  single  ground  that  it  operated 
as  a  bounty  of  a  million  of  doUus  per  annum  to  the  State 
he  represented.  Let  us  assume  that  calculation  to  have 
been  cwiect,  and  that  the  State  in  question  now  pays  half 
a  million  in  taxes  on  the  unprotected  articles.  When  you 
take  off  the  tax  and  leave  the  bounty,  the  bounty  will 
obviously  be  increased  by  just  half  a  million,  and  the  State 
in  question  will  be  relieved  entirely  from  taxation.  Such 
is  the  compromise  proposed  to  the  South.  The  evils  of 
which  we  compUun  are  to  be  increased — the  protecting 
system  is  to  be  riveted  upon  the  country  beyond  all  hope 
of  relief;  and  we  are  told  we  ought  to  receive  all  this 
as  a  concession.  Sir,  we  say  to  you,  we  are  willing  to 
submit  to  have  the  foreign  manufactores  for  which  we  ex- 
change our  productions  taxed  for  revenue,  though  we 
know  that  such  tax  must  operate  as  a  bounty  to  the  do- 
mestic manufacture,  and  so  far  diminish  the  value  of  our 
productions;  but  we  invoke  you  not  to  aggravate  the  in. 
justice  and  inequality  of  this  system,  by  extending  the  tax 
beyond  the  just  revenue  standard,  and  by  so  arranging 
the  duties  as  to  throw  the  burden  entirely  upon  the  pro- 
te^ed  articles  to  relieve  the  tariff  States  from  all  taxation, 
and  to  throw  the  burden  entirely  on  us.  Above  all,  we 
call  upon  you  to  remember  that  the  Britisli  manufactures, 
on  which  you  propose  to  throw  almost  the  whole  burden 
of  the  Government  are  those  which  we  receive  in  ex- 
change for  our  productions;  that  to  burden  them  is  to 
burden  us;  and  that  the  end  of  all  this  may,  and  probably 
will  be,  that  we  riiall  be  deprived  of  our  best  customers, 
and  be  cut  off  from  the  only  sure  market  for  our  cotton, 
rice,  and  tobacco. 

The  policy  proposed  in  the  amendment  which  I  have 
submitted,  is  founded  on  llie  just  principles  I  have  advo- 
cated. The  arrangement  of  Uie  details  we  are  willing  to 
leave  to  the  committee.  M'e  do  not  propose  to  destroy, 
or  even  to  injure,  the  manufacturers.  We  are  willing  they 
should  have  the  incidental  protection  afforded  by  a  fair 
revenue  system;  and,  on  any  plan  of  reduction,  tiic  duties 


and  charges  on  the  foreign  manufiusture  will  not  fidl  much 
short  of  thirty-three  and  a  third  per  cent ;  and  surely,  sir, 
'\i,  with  a  protection  equal  to  one-third  of  the  cost  of  the 
article,  our  manufiictures  cannot  be  maintained,  they  ought 
to  be  abandoned  at  once,  since  nothing  can  be  clearer 
than  Uiat  they  would  then  be  sustained  at  a  certain  loss  to 
the  country.  We  do  not  insist  on  an  immediate  reduc- 
ton  to  the  lowest  revenue  standard.  As  tiie  public  debt 
is  not  yet  paid,  we  are  willing  that  the  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles  should  be  gradual,  and  spread,  if  gentle- 
men please,  onct  two  or  three  years;  and,  if  they  desire 
it,  we  will  not  object  to  making  an  immediate  reduction 
on  tiie  unprotected  articles,  of  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent. 
The  immediate  effect  of  this  plan,  so  far  from  being  in- 
jurious to  the  manufacturers,  will,  I  am  persuaded,  serve 
rather  to  strengthen  them;  and  even,  in  iu  ultimate  results, 
no  manufacture  will  be  injured  that  does  not  depend  on 
protection  for  ita  existence,  and  is  not  sustiuned  at  the 
public  expense.  Suppose  the  duties  on  the  protected 
articles  were  now  reduced  ten  per  cent,  below  their  pre- 
sent^rates,  and  by  subsequent  steps  carried  down  gradually 
to  the  true  revenue  standard,  what  would  be  the  effect  of 
this  first  reduction  of  ten  per  cent.  \  If  a  yard  of  Eng- 
lish cloth  cost  a  dollar,  paid  a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent.,  and, 
with  the  addition  of  cliarges,  could  be  retailed  at  two  dol- 
lars, the  effect  of  this  reduction  would  only  be  to  reduce 
the  price  to  one  dollar  and  ninety  cents.  So  that  the  pro- 
tection to  the  American  manufacturer  would  be  lessened 
only  five  per  cent.  Now  if  this  provision  were  accons- 
panied  by  an  immediate  reduction  of  the  duties  on  the  un- 
protected articles  from  fifty  per  cent,  to  fifteen,  would 
not  the  manufacturers  derive,  some  compensation  in  the 
diminished  cost  of  every  article  which  enters  into  their 
consumption.^  And  if,  in  addition  to  this,  there  should  be 
a  consiclerable  reduction  of  duties  on  the  raw  material,  I 
would  submit  to  their  serious  consideration  whether  their 
condition  then  would  be  worse  than  it  is  now.  The  true 
poUcy  of  the  manufacturers,  it  appears  to  me,  conusts  in 
obtaining  tiieir  raw  materials  cheap,  and  having  tiieir  ex- 
penses mminished  by  taking  off  unnecessary  taxes  on  their 
consumption.  Sir,  if  this  is  to  become  a  manvuacturing  coun- 
try, we  must  look  to  the  markets  of  the  world.  A  feeble 
and  sickly  existence  may  be  preserved  at  home  by  a  sys- 
tem of  protection  and  of  bounties:  but  to  be  put  on  a  sure 
foundation,  and  to  acquire  tLat  vigor,  strength,  and  energy, 
which  will  enable  them  to  enter  into  successful  competi- 
tion abroad  with  the  manufactures  of  other  countries,  it 
is  necessary  they  should  be  prepared  for  the  contest,  by 
being  left,  in  a  great  measure,  to  their  own  unaided  et- 
forta.  In  one  respect,  the  United  States  possesses  an  ad- 
vantage over  all  the  world,  of  which  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  he  madness  not  to  avail  ourselves.  We  can  reduce 
the  cost  of  production  in  every  department  of  industry, 
to  the  very  lowest  rates.  Our  people  are  not  necessarily 
borne  down  by  an  almost  insupportable  weight  of  taxation. 
We  have  no  debt  which  can  never  be  paid — no  burden- 
some estabUshments — no  king^,  lords,  and  commons,  to 
eat  out  the  substance  of  the  people.  In  this  consiste  our 
great  advantage,  and  it  will  be  our  own  fault  if  we  do  not 
avail  ourselves  of  it  to  the  fullest  extent.  This,  sir,  is  not 
only  the  fiivorable  moment  for  adjusting  tiiis  great  ques- 
tion, but,  if  it  be  suffered  to  pass  away,  it  can  never  be 
re-called.  The  manufactures  now  can  be  let  down  with- 
out a  shock,  from  the  position  to  which  they  have  been 
so  unjustly  elevated.  They  will  now  be  remunerated 
for  any  diminution  of  their  protection;  but  if  the  plan  pro- 
posed in  the  gentieman's  resolution  should  prevail,  the 
immediate  effect  will  J>e  an  increase  of  tiieir  protection, 
an  enlargement  of  their  bounty,  and,  of  course,  if  these 
are  to  be  reduced  hereafter,  the  shock  will  be  much  greater 
than  that  to  which  they  would  now  be.subjected.  Sir,  I  do 
conuder  tiiat,  in  making  my  proposition,  1  am  proving  my- 
self a  true  friend  to  the  manufacturers — and  that  tlicv  are 
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their  wont  enemiei  (wtiaterer  they  nuy  themselves  be- 
Ueve)  vrho  would  adopt  the  policy  embraced  in  the  gentle- 
mui't  resolution.  In  this  opinion,  ur,  I  find  I  am  not 
lingular.  The  manufacturera  themselves,  and  some  of 
their  ablest  and  most  zealous  advocates,  have  avowed  the 
aune  sentiments.  la  a  work  just  put  into  my  hands,  con 
tuning  an  exposition  of  evidence,  about  to  be  submitted 
to  Congress,  in  support  of  the  memorial  of  the  Free  Trade 
Conrention,  lately  convened  at  Philadelphia,  (a  work  to 
which  I  earnestly  invite  the  attention  of  every  member  of 
this  body,)  I  find  some  extracts  from  the  Register  of 
Heiekiib  Niles — certainly  one  of  the  most  uncompromis- 
ing'.chimpions  of  the  protectin;^  system— which  furnish 
dtcisTe  authority  in  &vor  of  my  opinion.  I  there  find  a 
lelltr  from  a  person  who  is  represented  to  be  an  exten- 
sn  manuiacturer,  in  which  he  says: 

"The  only  true  friends  of  the  manufacturers  are  those 
who  now  seek  to  repeal  the  ridiculous  tariff  of  1828.  Put 
1  duty  of  revenue  alone  on  cloths,  and  remove  the  duty 
00  wool.  It  would  be  mdch  better  for  us  if  we  were 
placed  in  England;  for  we  could  there,  with  our  present 
iiuds  and  advantages,  make  cloth,  send  it  to  New  York, 
pay  the  duties,  and  take  took  money  than  we  now  do. 
The  difference  b  in  the  stock;  and  this  difference  is  attri- 
butable to  the  absurdibes  of  the  American  system,  as  it 
stands.^  The  duties  on  dyestuffs,  oil,  soap,  and  wool, 
taken  in  connexion  with  the  derangement  of  trade,  by 
making  the  manufacturer  an  exporter,  amount  to  a  much 
higher  protection  to  the  foreigner  than  all  the  tariff  affords 
to  US.  Such  are  the  facts,  and  such  the  fruits,  of  the 
<^em'  which  the  American  manufacturer  has  toiled  to 
npport." 

Thus,  sir,  it  will  be  seen  that  we  who  propose  to  re- 
peal the  tariff  of  1828,  "  are  the  only  true  friends  of  the 
manulactarers,"  and  that  they  are  the  worst  enemies  who 
ire  striving  to  perpetuate  the  "absurdities  of  the  Ameri- 
can system."  Next  we  have  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Niles 
liiuiielf,  "  that  the  act  of  1828  was  the  result  of  a  political 
bargain,  and  passed  on  principles  disreputable  to  a  Con- 
gte«  of  the  United  SUtes,"  to  which  the  enlightened 
author  of  the  exposition  very  justly  addk,  "  that  nothing 
can  be  more  obvious  than  the  folly  of  pretending  to  en- 
courage manufacturing  industry,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
tax  the  raw  materials,  iron,  hemp,  flax,  wool,  lead,  indigo, 
and  other  component  parts  of  manuliictures,  and  consti- 
tuting the  principal  value  of  them,  from  fifly  to  two  hun- 
dred per  cent."  And  here  I  am  willing  to  rest  my  case. 
The  act  of  1828,  Mr.  Niles  affirms,  "  was  the  result  of 
a  political  bargain,  and  passed  on  principles  disreputable 
to  a  Congress  of  the  United  States." 

The  gentleman  complaips  of  frauds  upon  the  revenue, 
and  fraudulent  invoices,  and  smuggling;  but  it  is  his  sys- 
tem which  has  produced  these  evils.  Smuggling,  from 
the  very  nature  of  things,  must  exist,  when  the  duties  ex- 
ceed the  risk  and  expense  of  the  illicit  "intercourse.  For 
a  season,  sir,  the  high  moral  sense  of  a  young  and  uncor- 
nipted  people  may  oppose  some  obstacle  to  these  prac- 
tices. No  Government  on  earth  can  prevent  them. 
Napoleon,  in  the  plenitude  of  Ida  power,  was  unable  to 
maintain  his  continental  system.  His  prohibitions  and 
restrictions  were  constantly  violated  with  impunity.  Yes, 
»r,  he  who  sported  with  kingdoms,  who  constructed 
thrones  on  t|jf  ruins  of  empires,  and  appointed  the  offi- 
ceis  of  his  household  to  fill  them;  whose  armies  were  his 
euitom-house  officers  who  'drew  his  cordons  around  the 
nations  which  he  conquered,  was  utterly  unable  to  put 
down  tlie  great  principles  of  free  trade.  It  has  been  well 
■id,  lir,  "  that  when  all  Europe  was  obedient  to  his  nod, 
theanuggler  disputed  his  commands,  set  at  naught  his 
edicts,  laughed  to  scorn  his  power,  and  oveithrew  his 
policy."  How  is  it  with  England,  that  sea-girt  isle,  sur- 
rounded with  a  thousand  ships,  and  thirty  thousand  guar- 
dians of  her  revenue?   Sir,  do  we  not  all  know  that  smug- 


gling is  there  a  profitable  trade,  and  that  the  revenue 
laws  of  Eng^nd  are  constantly  violated  with  impunify? 
And  how  is  it  in  Spain?  A  modem  traveller  asserts  tiiat 
there  are  a  hundred  thousand  persons  in  that  unhappy 
country  who  live  by  smuggling,  and  that  there  are  tbirW 
thousand  others  paiid  by  the  Government  to  detect  tkar 
practice,  but  who  are  in  league  with  the  offenders;  and 
as  to  the  condition  of  tlungs  in  our  own  country,  the  gentle- 
man has  told  us  a  tale  this  day,  which,  if  he  be  not  himself 
deceived,  shows  what  fearful  progress  these  practices  have 
already  made.  The  time  was  wiien  smugging  was  abso- 
lutely unknown  any  where  in  this  count^,  as  it  still  i*  in 
the  Southern  States.  It  is  your  protecting  system  which 
has  introduced  it.  It  is  the  natural  consequence  of  high 
duties;  the  evil  was  foretold,  and,  as  we  predicted,  it  has 
come  upon  us.  The  protecting  system  has  already,  in 
the  minds  of  many,  removed  the  odium  which  formerly 
rested  on  this  practice.  It  was  but  tlie  last  year  that  a 
distinguished  Senator  rose  up  in  his  place  here,  and  held 
this  language:  "Your  tariff  policy  compels  respectable 
men  to  violate  your  law;  you  fbrce  them  to  di8r^;«rd  its 
injunctions,  in  order  to  elude  its  oppreanon.  It  was  his 
perfect  conviction  that  there  was  not  a  virtuous  buui 
throughout  the  Union  who  would  now  think  it  criminal  to 
smuggle  into  the  country  every  article  consumed  in  It— 
and  why?  Because  you  force  ttem  to  it  in  self-defence." 
Sir,  when  these  sentiments  shall  become  prevalent,  what 
think  you  will  become  of  that  system?  How  long  will  it 
last  after  the  payment  of  duties  sliall  come  to  be  consider- 
ed as  a  badge  of  servitude  ? 

Mr.  President,  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is,  that  the  protecting  system,  as  it  now  stands  upon 
your  statute  book,  shall  remain  untouched;  that  all  its 
contradictory  provinons,  its  absurdities,  injustice,  and  ine- 
quality, shall  be  maintained  inviolate.  Let  us  look,  then, 
at  some  of  the  existing  provisions  of  this  system.  Some 
of  them,  in  the  exposition  to  which  I  have  before  re- 
ferred, are  detailed  with  a  clearness  to  which  nothing  can 
be  added  by  me.  Here  are  tables  of  the  duties  on  wool- 
lens, flannels,  baizes,  and  carpeting,  ranging  from  forty- 
five  to  upwarids  of  two  hundred  per  cent.  I  will  read  a 
few  extracts  in  illustration  of  the  effect  of  these  duties. 

[Here  Mr.  H.  read  several  extracts  from  the  work  in 
question,  showing  that  the  duties  on  coarse  woollens,  sucli 
as  are  used  by  stage  drivers,  watermen,  and  other  labor- 
ers, for  great  coats,  pea  jackets,  &c.  are  so  exorbitantly 
taxed,  as  to  raise  the  cost  of  the  articles  to  about  "  three 
times  the  price  which  the  English  laborer  has  to  pay  for 
the  same  kind  of  clothing;"  that  the  Western  (farmer,  in 
consequence  of  the  high  duty,  is  compelled  to  pay  four 
dollars  a  yard  for  cloth  which  costs  the  English  fcrmer  but 
one  dollar  seventy-five  cents;  that  flannels,  so  indispensa- 
ble to  all  the  women  and  children  in  the  country,  are  sub- 
jected to  a  duty  of  from  ninety  to  a  hundred  and  fiffypw 
cent,  whereby  an  article  which  cost  in  England  from  ei^cfat 
to  nine  cents,  is  sold  here  for  twenty  cents;  and  that  which 
cost  in  England  twenty-nine  cents,  our  manufacturer  can 
obtain  fifty  cents  for;  that  cottons  are  charged  witii  a  duty 
of  from  twenty-five  to  two  hundred  per  cent.,  whereby 
the  cost  to  the  American  consumer  is,  in  many  instances, 
increased  one-half;  and  that  the  duty  upon  iron  is  from  a 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred 'and  eighty  per  cent. 
On  this  point,  Mr.  H.  read  from  the  report  on  the  black- 
smiths' petition,  made  to  the  Senate  during  their  last  ses- 
sion, and  quoted  the  testimony  of  John  Sarchet,  a  witness 
examined  on  oath  before  the  committee,  from  which  H 
appeared  "that,  under  the  existing  rate  of  duties,  a  too 
of  hammers  and  sledges  can  be  imported,  for  the  use  of 
the  American  manuiacturer  of  those  very  articlei^  at  a 
leas  cost  than  the  bar  iron  from  which  the^  are  mode; 
that  wheel  tire  has  actually  been  imported,  m  a  finfadted 
state,  for  about  forty-seven  dollars  a  ton,  while  bar  iron, 
suitable  for  the  purpose,  is  selling  for  abotit  ninety  doHar* 
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the  ton;  that  tea-trays  can  be  imported  for  half  the  price 
of  the  raw  material  out  of  which  they  are  manufactured; 
knittinj^  needles  for  a  hundred  and  forty-three  dollars  a 
ton  less  than  the  raw  materials  out  of  which  they  are  made; 
that  a  ton  of  chain  cables  can  now  be  imported  into  this 
country  at  a  less  cost  than  the  rods  out  of  wliich  they  are 
made;  and  that  the  necessary  consequence  has  been,  that 
a  number  of  workers  in  iron,  and  of  mechanics,  estimated 
at  one  hundred  thousand,  had  their  profits  so  diminished, 
that  Mr.  Sarchet  had  declared  that  he  had  never  seen  any 
blacksmiths  so  poor,  or  carr}'ing  on  a  less  prosperous 
business,  than  those  of  the  United  States,  owing,  as  he 
believed,  to  the  high  duties  they  are  compelled  to  pay  on 
the  raw  iron."] 

Look,  continued  Mr.  H.,  through  your  whole  protect- 
ing system;  your  duties  every  where  are  so  arranged  as  to 
fall  most  heavily  upon  the  ]foor.  The  poor  man  is  taxed 
five  dollars  upon  a  coat  which  cost  him  ten,  and  a  rich 
man  ten  upon  one  which  cost  him  forty — a  tax  of  eight 
dollars  upon  coarse  cottons  for  his  wife  and  children, 
which  cost  no  more  than  eight;  and  the  rich  man  but  eight 
dollars  for  what  costs  him  upwards  of  thirty.  Can  any 
thing  be  conceived  more  monstrous  than  the  system  of 
minimums,  to  impose  a  duty  of  twenty-five  per  centum  ad 
valorem  on  cotton  goods,  but  provide  that,  if  they  sliould 
cost  less  than  thirty-five  cents  per  square  yard,  they  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  have  cost  thirty-five  cents,  and 
pay  duty  accordingly — ^to  provide  tliat  a  duty  of  forty-five 
per  centum  ad  valorem  shall  be  imposed  upon  woollens, 
but  provide  that  goods  which  cost  more  than  one  dollar, 
dial]  be  deemed  and  taken  to  have  cost  two  dollars  and  a 
halP  This  is  like  imposing  an  income  tax  of  fifty  per 
cent.,  and  then  providing  that  every  man's  income  shall 
be  deemed  and  taken  to  be  three  thousand  dollars;  or  a 
tax  of  fifty  cents  per  gallon  upon  stills,  and  providing  that 
every  still  shall  be  considered  as  containing  fifty  gallons. 
Now,  are  gentlemen  prepared  to  say  that  such  a  system 
as  this,  with  all  its  imperfections  on  its  head,  is  to  be  held 
as  sacred  as  the  laws  of  the  Hedes  and  Persians?  I  trust 
not. 

Let  not  gentlemen  so  far  deceive  themselves  as  to  sup- 
pose that  the  opposition  of  the  South  to  the  protecting 
system  is  not  based  on  high  and  lofty  principles.  It  has 
nothing  to  do  with  party  politics,  or  the  mere  elevation  of 
men.  It  rises  far  above  all  such  considerations.  Nor  is 
it  influenced  chiefly  by  calculations  of  interest,  but  is 
founded  in  much  nobler  impulses.  The  instinct  of  self- 
interest  might  have  taught  us  an  easier  way.  of  relieving 
ourselves  from  this  oppression.  It  wanted  but  the  will, 
to  have  supplied  ourselves  with  every  article  embraced 
in  the  protective  system,  free  of  duty,  without  any  other 
participation  on  our  part  than  a  simple  consent  to  receive 
them.  But,  sir,  we  have  scorned,  in  a  contest  for  our 
rights,  to  resort  to  any  but  open  and  fair  means  to  maintain 
them.  The  spirit  with  which  we  have  entered  into  this 
buttness,  is  akin  to  that  which  was  kindled  in  the  bosom 
of  our  fathers  when  they  were  made  tlie  victims  of  op- 
pression; and  if  it  has  not  displayed  itself  in  the  same  way, 
it  is  because  we  have  ever  cherished  the  strongest  feelings 
of  confraternity  towards  our  brethren,  and  the  warmest 
and  most  devoted  attachment  to  the  Union.  If  we  have 
been,  in  any  degree,  divided  among  ourselves  in  this  mat- 
ter, the  source  of  that  division,  let  gentlemen  be  assured, 
has  not  arisen  so  much  from  any  difference  of  opinion  as 
to  the  true  character  of  the  oppression,  as  from  the  differ- 
ent degrees  of  hope  of  redress.  All  parties  have  for  years 
past  been  looking  forward  to  this  crisis  for  the  fulfilment 
of  their  hopes,  or  the  confirmation  of  their  fears.  And 
God  grant  that  the  result  may  be  auspicious. 

Sir,  I  call  upon  gentlemen  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to 
meet  us  in  the  true  spirit  of  conciliation  and  concession. 
Bemove,  I  earnestly  beseech  ^ou,  from  among  us,  this 
nerer-faUiog  source  of  contention.    Dry  up  at  its  source 


this  fountiun  of  the  waters  of  bitterness.  Restore  that 
harmony  which  has  been  disturbed — that  tmitua]  affection 
and  confidence  which  has  been  impaured.  And  it  is  in 
your  power  to  do  it  this  day;  but  there  is  but  one  means 
under  heaven  by  which  it  can — by  d<nng  equal  justice 
to  all.  And  be  assured  that  he  to  whom  tee  country 
shall  be  indebted  for  this  blessing,  will  be  considered  as 
the  second  founder  of  the  republic.  He  will  be  regarded, 
in  all  aftertimes,  as  the  ministering  angel  visiting  the 
troubled  waters  of  our  political  ^ssensions,  and  restoring 
to  the  element  its  healing  virtues. 

I  win  conclude  by  invoking  the  authority  of  one  whose 
name  is  deservedly  dear  to  we  American  people;  whose 
life  was  the  practice  of  virtue;  from  whose  lips  there  con- 
stantly flowed  the  lessons  of  political  wisdom,  and  whose 
example  will  he  to  the  remotest  generations  a  light  to  our 
feet,  and  a  lamp  to  our  path.  The  restorer  of  that  liberty 
which  Washington  achieved;  the  man  "  who  saved  the  con- 
stitution even  at  its  last  gasp" — 1  mean  Thomas  Jefferson. 

In  Mr.  Jefferson's  inaugural  address,  he  bears  the  fol- 
lowing strong  testimony  m  favor  of  tl>e  true  American 
system: 

"  Entertaining  a  true  sense  of  our  equal  rights  to  the 
use  of  our  own^faculties,  to  the  acquisitions  of  our  own 
industry,       •  •        enlightened  by  a  benign  religion 

•  •  with  all  these  blessings,  what  more  is  necessary  to 
make  us  a  happy  and  a  prosperous  people? 

"  Still  one  thing  more,  fellow-citizens — a  wise  and  fru- 
gal Government,  which,  restraininlp  men  from  injuring 
one  another,  shall  leave  tbem  otherwise  free  to  regulate 
their  own  pursuits  of  industry  and  improvement,  and 
shall  not  take  /rom  the  mouth  of  labor  the  bread  it  hss 
earned.  This  is  the  sum  of  good  government;  and  this 
is  necessary  to  close  the  circle  of  our  felicities.'* 

That  God  may  inspire  us,  gentlemen,  and  all  who  are 
entrusted  with  the  administration  of  our  public  affairs^ 
with  sucli  dispositions,  is  my  constant  prayer  to  Him  who 
holds  in  his  hands  the  destinies  of  nations. 

Mr.  DtCRERSON  next  rose,  and  said  that  tlie  exten- 
sive range  of  facts  and  arguments  taken  by  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  and  the  great  ^ility  with  which  he 
had  presented  them,  induced  him  to  ask  for  a  postpone- 
ment of  the  discussion  till  sufficient  time  was  afforded  for 
meeting  those  facts  and  arguments.  In  addition  to  this, 
he  required  delay  for  tlie  purpose  of  calling  the  Senate  to 
avail  itself  of  the  views  of  the  intelligent  convention  lately 
assembled  at  New  York  and  Philadelphia.  The  move- 
ments in  relation  to  the  tariff  in  the  Southern  States  had 
resulted  in  the  Philadelphia  convention,  while  the  popolsr 
feelings  in  the  North  and  West  had  given  rise  to  the  New 
York  convention.  The,  Senator  from  South  Carolina  bad 
been  able,  in  his  remarks,  to  avail  himself  of  the  report 
of  the  Philadelphia  convention;  and  in  a  few  days,  he  un- 
derstood that  Senator  to  say,  the  report  would  be  distri- 
buted among  the  members  of  the  Senate.  He  had  not 
seen  that  report,  and  he  wished,  before  the  discussion 
went  any  further,  to  look  at  it.  He  was  also  anxious  to 
see  the  report  of  the  New  York  convention,  which,  he  was 
informed,  would  be  here  in  the  course  of  thb  week.  The 
views  of  the  gentlemen  assembled  at  these  conventions, 
representing,  as  they  did,  a  large  portion  of  our  most  ac- 
tive and  intelligent  population  in  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try, were  entitled  to  the  deliberate  consideration  of  the 
Senate.  He,  therefore,  moved  that  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  be  postponed  fo  Monday  next,  and  be  made 
the  special  order  of  the  day  for  that  day. 

Mr.  HAYNE  took  occasion,  he  said,  to  remark  that,  in 
the  hurry  of  argument,  he  bad  omitted  one  topic  of  great 
importance — the  constitutional  question.  He  should  not 
now  enter  into  it,  but  would  state  that  it  had  been  his  pur- 
pose to  show  that  the  South  hid  uniformly  considered 
duties  for  protection  as  unconstitutional ;  that  he  himself 
bad  uniformly  sustained  that  doctrine;  that  Congress  bad 
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no  more  power  to  protect  industry  by  taxation,  than  they 
Ind  to  aboli>h  the  trial  by  jury,  or  to  eatablish  an  inquisi- 
\  tion;  ini  the  system  was  at  war  with  the  whole  plan  of 
our  Gorenunent.  He  also  had  intended  to  remark  that 
die  Senitia'  from  Kentucky  had  erroneously  understood 
IIm  opinion  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention  to  be,  that  the 
diitia  on  imported  articles  should  be  arranged  with  a  view 
to  tiie  protection  of  domestic  manufactures.  They  had 
odIt  expressed  the  opinion  that  the  protection  incident- 
iDJ  aliiirded  to  manu&ctures  by  a  tariiF  arranged  for 
terenae,  vis  not  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  CLAT  doubted,  he  aiud,  whether  so  distant  a  day 
IS  Moodiy  va*  required  for  the  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject It  was  now  evident  that  the  discussion  would  cover 
the  entire  field  of  argument)  and,  though  not  all  the  in- 
fornuiieo  would  be  before  us,  a  part  of  it  would  be, 
befere  Monday  next,  and  the  discussion  might  proceed. 

Mr.  DICRERSON  said,  those  who  prepared  the  state- 
mesb  of  the  convention,  took  great  interest  in  their  pro- 
mulgatioo.  They  wished  to  see  them  placed  before 
CDii|Tes8,  and  they  could  not,  he  thought,  be  expected 
before  Monday  next. 

Mr.  CLAY  certainly  would  not  oppose  tlie  wishes  of 
tk^nUeman;  but  he  expected  that,  when  the  subject 
WIS  uken  up  again,  we  should  go  through  it,  without 
lirtiier  postponement  or  delay. 

Mr.  FORSTTH  said  there  was  no  dispontion  to  binder 
j  (atlcmen  from  fully  deliberating  on  the  subject;  but  he 
j  woM  mggest  whether  any  good  result  would  follow  from 
I  icontinuance  of  tlie  discussion.  By  discussing  these  in- 
cidental questions,  can  we  settle  any  principle  in  refer- 
mx  to  the  tariff'  The  proper  course,  he  thought,  was 
to  send  both  propositions  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
nA  to  discuss  the  questions  involved  in  them,  after  the 
conmnttee  has  reported,  or  to  wait  for  the  bill  from  the 
otker  House.  It  was  proper,  he  thought,  to  submit  both 
propostkms  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  for  we  cannot 
Kfedecide  upon  either  of  them.  There  was  another 
consdcntion;  discuss  the  question  as  much  as  you  please 
keie  on  these  resolutions,  still  the  details  arc  ultimately  to 
be  imaged;  and,  when  they  are  considered,  the  same 
aiSjecti  must  again  be  discussed,  and  the  same  arguments 
be  wtin  repeated.  The  feelings,  too,  of  gentlemen 
TOild  become  more  irritated  ajid  aggravated  by  this 
comw.  He  moved,  therefore,  that,  without  further  dis- 
cuBon,  the  two  propositions  be  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mitleeon  Finance. 

Tlie  VICE  PRESIDENT  sud  that  the  question  of  post- 
pwonent  had  precedence  of  the  latter  motion. 

Mr.  TYLER  said  it  occurred  to  him,  that,  after  all  the 
MCMsion,  there  would  be  much  difficulty  in  settling  the 
^iii.  Whether  one  proposition  or  the  other  be  adopt- 
Mi  not  an  inch  of  ground  would  be  yielded — and  the 
*Me  battle  must  be  fought  over  again,  when  we  come 
to  detaila.  Is  it  ponible  that,  in  the  discussion  of  this 
ifiejtion,  you  can  settle  the  details  belonging  to  it  ?  If 
fa  there  was  a  question,  and  a  period  operating  upon  a 
^'K'tion.  which  required  deliberation,  it  was  this  question 
and  this  period.  We  had  seen  how  much  both  parties  to 
fte  question  were  interested;  we  had  seen  the  system  of 
protection  sustained  by  one,  and  by  another  repudiated; 
•Blhit  ability,  research,  and  experience  could  elicit,  in 
'defence  to  either  side  of  the  question,  had  alreatly  been 
W  before  the  Senate.  Shall  we  continue  to  bandy  words; 
tmct  the  part  of  mere  gladiators?  He  sincerely  hoped 
(be  discussion  would  now  be  discontinued.  If  any  thing 
nsto  be  done  in  this  business,  it  must  be  done  without 
ousdiKassion.  The  propositions  should  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance,  and  he  was  certain  that  any  reference 
to  them  would  command  their  special  attention.  In  the 
apectstion,  but  not  so  much  in  the  expectation  as  in  the 
bope  that  this  momentous  question  miglit  be  settled  at  this 
''*m,  b«  Aould  vote  against  the  motion  to  postpone. 


Mr.  DICKERSON  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Senate  must  decide  which  of  the  propositions  bf  fore  them 
should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance.  It  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  resolution  to  bring  on  a  discussion.  It  was  ex- 
pected every  where  in  the  Union.  This  is  the  occasion, 
now  that  the  public  debt  is  near  extinction,  which  is  taken 
for  altering  the  system  of  protection.  We  did  not  now 
deliberate  upon  and  discuss  details,  but  systems.  The 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  gone  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject, and  is  he  not  to  be  answered?  As  the  discussion  had 
begun,  he  thought  it  proper  that  the  general  principles  of 
the  tariff  should  be  discussed  now;  that  they  should  be 
considered  in  reference  to  their  constitutionality,  and  to 
their  bearings  on  foreign  Powers,  and  the  interests  and 
policy  of  the  several  States  of  the  Union.  When  the 
details  come  up,  we  can  discuss  them.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  discussion  would  go  on,  and  that  opportu- 
nity would,  by  the  delay  he  proposed,  be  afforded  for 
collecting  facts  to  meet  those  which  had  this  day  been 
advanced. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  understand,  he  said,  the  mover 
of  the  original  resolution  as  expressing  a  wish  to  discuss 
the  question  on  that  resolution.  He  did  not  think  it  im- 
portaiH,  on  that  resolution,  to  discuss  the  questions  con- 
nected with  the  protective  policy.  He  thotight  differently. 
His  object  was  to  explain  his  own  opinions  on  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  tiie  country,  and  to  throw  out  some  plans 
for  a  conciliation  of  the  conflicting  interests  and  views  of 
the  different  sections  of  the  country.  But  the  gentle- 
man from  New  Jersey  thinks  we  shall  not  discuss  any 
principles  in  settling  these  details.  His  opinion  was  con- 
trary to  past  experience,  and  would  be  so  to  future  expe- 
rience. We,  said  Mr.  F.,  will  fight  from  post  to  post, 
and  die  in  the  last  ditch.  He  had  come  here  with  the 
hope  which,  as  yet,  had  undergone  no  abatement,  that 
this  question  would  be  settled  at  this  session,  on  princi- 
ples satisfactory  to  all  parts  of  the  Union.  To  do  tliis, 
we  must  exercise  all  that  justice  and  moderation  which 
ought  to  characterize  the  American  Senate.  With  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  he  would  say,  that  he  would 
go  as  far  as  a  reasonable  man  can  go,  in  accommodating 
this  dispute. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  that,  in  reference  to  the  resolution 
which  had  produced  this  discussion,  he  did  state,  and  still 
thought,  that  it  was  unnecessary,  in  its  consideration,  to  ^o 
into  tlie  general  policy  of  the  protective  system.  But 
he  added  that  he  did  not  prescribe  any  rule  for  the  course 
of  others,  who  might  think  that  the  policy  of  the  protec- 
tive system  was  involved  in  the  resolution.  The  first  gen- 
tleman who  followed  Um,  went  into  the  discussion  of  that 
policy  in  the  fullest  manner.  That  argument  must  g^  un- 
answered, with  the  tacit  assent  of  the  Senate  to  the 
propriety  of  conadering  the  reduction  of  the  tariff,  in 
reference  to  the  revenue  alone — and  still  we  were  told  by 
the  opponents  of  protection,  that  they  will  die  in  the  last 
ditch,  yielding  no  one  point  in  dispute.  He  was  not  in 
the  habit  of  throwing  out  menaces;  but  he  would  tell  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  tliat,  with  whatever  vigorthe 
onset  should  be  made  ag^nst  the  system,  with  equal  vigor 
would  the  system  be  sustained.  But  it  is  said  you  will 
repeat  the  same  arguments  in  arranging  the  details  which 
you  now  use  in  discussing  the  principles.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve this  would  be  the  case.  He,  for  one,  should  not 
repeat  arguments  which  he  now  used.  He  knew  not  what 
the  Committee  on  Finance  might  be  engaged  in;  but  it 
had  been  stated  by  one  of  its  members  that  they  had 
taken  up  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff,  which  they  pro- 
posed to  arrange.  They  would,  he  hoped,  persevere. 
But  they  did  not,  he  thought,  act  under  the  authority  of 
the  Senate,  in  taking  into  their  hamls  subjects  which  had 
been  comnoitted  to  8)e  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He 
hoped  that  the  course  proposed  for  the  resolution  would 
not  be  adopted.    The  friends  of  the  protective  sj-stem  in 
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this,  as  well  as  in  the  other  House  were  placed  in  a  con- 
dition of  peculiar  embarrassment.  It  was  imi>racticable 
for  them  to  bring  the  subject  up  for  discussion  and  deci- 
sion, without  the  co-operation  of  tlie  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance: for  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures  would  view 
the  subject  in  reference  only  to  its  bearinj;  on  manufac- 
tures, not  upon  revenue.  He  had  urg^d  a  speedy  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Finance  of  the  Senate,  and  it  had 
been  promised  from  time  to  time,  but  had  not  yet  been 
submitted.  It  was  a  part  of  the  policy  of  the  opponents 
of  protection,  to  delay  any  decision  of  the  question,  in 
order  that  the  revenue  might  accumulate,  till  its  amount 
became  embarrasnng.  He  urged,  therefore,  upon  the 
Senate  the  propriety  of  expressing  its  opinion,  at  once, 
which  of  the  two  resolutions  should  go  to  the  committee, 
as  the  basis  of  their  bill.  We  were,  indeed,  placed  in  a 
singular  situation,  if^  afler  the  full  and  able  argument  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  the  subject  should  be 
suffered  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  the 
questions  which  involved  millions  of  property,  and  the 
future  prosperity  of  the  country,  be  thereby  submitttd  to 
that  committee,  to  be  considered  by  them  merely  as  a 
matter  of  revenue.  This  coiu'se,  he  hoped,  would  not 
be  adopted,  and  the  subject  would,  he  trusted,  be  post- 
poned to  a  proper  day. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  it  was  no  part  of  his  purpose  to 
prevent  a  reply  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  if 
any  Senator  wished  to  reply.  He  proposed  only  a  post- 
ponement of  the  discussion;  and  it  was  of  little  conse- 
quence whether  it  was  postponed  to  next  Monday,  or  a 
much  longer  period,  as  he  proposed.  The  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  seemed  to  think  that  an  assault  was  to  be 
made  upon  his  &vorite  system,  and  he  has  assumed  the 
amiable  cliawcter  of  a  defender.  But,  in  fact,  he  is  him- 
self the  assailant;  and  we  know  from  experience  that  he 
will  not  relax  or  desist  as  long  as  he  has  any  hope  of 
success. 

Mr.  WILKINS  should  vote^  he  said,  for  the  motion  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey.  He  did  not  throw  any 
indication  of  his  intention  to  enter  into  the  discussion, 
though  it  had  become  his  duty  and  his  wish  to  engage  in 
it,  in  consideration  of  the  deep  interest  which  bis  State 
had  in  its  subject.  He  wished  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  to  be  postponed,  in  the  hope  that  some  course 
might  be  stricken  out,  in  accordance  with  the  generous 
offers  of  the  Senators  from  Georgia  and  South  Carolina, 
by  which  this  question  can  be  harmoniously  settled  and 
compromised.  If  the  Senator  from  South  Carolin;!,  and 
his  friends,  had  rested  their  opposition  to  the  system  on 
constitutional  ground,  there  would  be  no  hope  of  com- 
promise; but,  in  all  questions  of  expediency,  there  is 
room  for  mutual  concession  and  compromise.  Some  pro- 
position would,  he  hoped,  be  made  by  Monday  next, 
which  might  serve  as  a  basis  for  the  compromise. 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  nothing  would  be  gained  by  the 
postponement.  He  hoped  no  later  day  than  Thursday 
would  be  fixed  upon. 

Mr.  WILKINS  again  urged  the  propriety  of  postpon- 
ing the  consideration  of  the  subject,  with  a  view  to  see 
what  conciliation  of  conflicting  interests  and  opinions  in 
regard  to  it  could  be  effected.  He  would  say,  however, 
that,  in  proposing  a  compromise,  he  had  no  idea  of  aban- 
doning the  principle  of  protection.  If  desolation  had 
followed  the  system  in  Soutli  Carolina,  as  the  gentleman 
had  stated,  he  was  certain  desolation  in  his  State  would 
mark  its  abolition.  But  be  still  hoped  that  the  principle 
might  be  so  modified  as  to  meet  the  views  of  all  sections 
and  interests;  and,  in  this  hope,  he  asked  for  tlie  question 
on  the  motion  to  postpone. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution  and  amend- 
ment till  Monday  next,  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


TUXSDAT,  Jaxuart  17. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  I 
United  States,  transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the  I 
rector  of  the  Mint,  exhibiting  the  operations  of  that  in 
tution  for  the  year  1831. 

[The  report  states  that  the  coina^  of  the  past  yi 
amounts  to  $3,923,473  60;  comprising  #714,370  in  g« 
coins,  #3,175,600  in  silver  coins,  and  $33,603  60  in  a 
per— consisting,  altogether,  of  11,792,284  pieces,  ti 
Half  eagles,  140,594;  quarter  eagles,  4,520;  lialfdoUti 
5,873,660;  quarter  dollars,  398,000;  dimes,  771,350;  h 
dimes,  1,242,700;  cents,  3,359,260;  and  half  cents,  3,30 
Twenty -six  thousand  dollars  worth  of  the  gold  coined  i 
received  from  Virgfinia;  two  hundred  and  ninely-fc 
thousand  dollars  from  North  Carolina;  and  from  Georgi 
one  hundred  and  seventy-six  thousand  dollars  worth.  A 
bama  and  Tennessee  abo  furnished  gold  bullion  to  t! 
amount  of  about  one  thousand  dollars  each,  "indicitii 
(as  the  report  remarks)  the  progressive  development 
the  gold  region."  The  coinage  of  copper  yielded  a  pj 
fit  of  about  ten  thousand  dollars  the  last  year;  and, 
consequence,  reduced  the  expense  of  the  mint  establ'ii 
ment  for  tliat  time  to  twenty-eight  thousand  dollars.] 

Afler  receiving  petitions,  and  disposing  of  sundry  pi 
vate  bills,  the  Senate  spent  two  hours  in  theconsidentii 
of  executive  business;  and  then 

Adjourned. 

Wxi>!)ESDAr,  Jaicfaiit  18. 
NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  yesterday  by  M 
Sphaoce,  were  taken  up  for  consideration,  viz. 

liesohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  SUtesb 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  all  the  com 
spondence  between  the  Executive  of  the  United  Stttt 
and  Great  Britain,  relative  to  the  selection  of  an  arKta 
under  the  convention  of  39th  September,  1827;  and,  sis 
the  correspondence  between  the  Executive  of  the  Unite 
States  and  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  relative  to  tb 
acceptance,  by  the  latter,  of  tlie  office  of  arbiter,  und( 
said  convention. 

Raolved,  That  the  President  of  tlie  United  SUtcs  h 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  arrangemei 
which,  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  & 
vernor  of  Maine,  under  date  of  the  21st  of  October,  1831 
is  said  to  have  been  made  between  the  United  States  an 
Great  Britain,  "for  preserving  the  state  of  things  »s 
then  existed  on  both  sides,  until  a  final  disposition  coal 
be  made  of  the  question"  respecting^  our  Northeaster 
boundary,  and  all  tlie  correspondence  in  relation  therett 
and  to  inform  the  Senate  when,  and  in  what  manner,  »i 
"arrangement  between  the  two  nations"  was  made,  an 
when,  and  in  what  manner,  it  was  communicated  to  tli 
Governor  of  Maine,  as  mentioned  in  tlic  said  letter  of  tli 
Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  GHUNUV  submitted  to  the  gentleman  from  M»Um 
whether  such  a  call  as  that  embraced  in  tlie  reeolutioi 
would  be  proper,  while  the  Senate,  in  a  capacity  dilfti 
ent  from  iu  legislative,  was  acting  on  the  same  subjcd 
Would  not  the  adoption  of  Uie  resolution  have  the  efft< 
of  exposing  to  view  matters  which  it  would  be  injunw 
to  the  country  to  make  public  in  their  present  stater  mJ 
G.  thought  it  would  be  better  to  lay  the  resolution  on  th 
table. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that  he  had  offered  the  resolutio 
now  under  consideration,  in  open  Senate,  because  tn 
information  requested  was,  in  his  opinion,  of  a  chsractf 
that  might,  without  injury  to  the  interests  of  thecountrj 
be  laid  before  the  Senate  and  the  people.  He  was  nc 
in  favor  of  the  custom  of  keeping  the  acts  of  Goveriiroen 
secret,  when  there  was  no  sufficient  reason  for  doing  *" 
TIic  resolution  simply  requested  tlie  President  of  "' 


Digitized -by 


Google 


109 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


110 


ia.  18,  1833.] 


Cobnd  John  Laurens. 


[Senate. 


[kitci  States  to  fiimiah  the  Seiute  with  the  correspond 
act  between  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  and 
Bmt  Britain  on  a  public  question.  Now,  what  reason 
in  be  giren  for  keeping  this  correspondence  locked  up 
ktheaicbiTesor  the  Executive,  while  all  the  other  fiicts 
Khtire  to  the  tremtjr,  together  with  the  decision  of  the 
Enfof the  NetherUuids,  Kare  Ions'  since  been  bud  before 
bention?  The  protest  of  oar  minister  at  the  Hag^e, 
n)  of  the  Government  of  Maine,  against  that  decision, 
■d  die  accordance  of  the  Governor  of  Massachusetts 
>tt  that  protest,  were  also  pubKcly  known.  He  could, 
kerefotc,  lee  no  reason  why  the  whole  subject  should 
Ht  be  brought  to  light,  nor  any  impropriety  in  request- 
mf  the  infomation  required.  If  the  President  should 
ftinkthtt  there  was  any  part  of  the  correspondence  that 
it  Ml  improper  should  meet  the  eye  of  the  public,  he 
■i^c  send  it  in  a.  confidential  manner. 

Hcihoakl  object  to  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman 
bum  Tennessee  to  have  the  resolution  bud  on  the  table, 
kccaiue,  however  they  might  ^flfer  in  the  manner  in 
•ttci  the  communication  should  be  made,  he  conceived 
Ibtit  WIS  highly  important  to  obtain  it,  vrhicb  would  be 
piCTflrted  by  such  a  course.  If  the  gentleman  objected 
to  the  form  of  the  resolution,  he  was  not  opposed  to  hav- 
iif  it  so  modified  as  to  be  agreeable  to  the  wishes  of  all, 
tat  be  wished  some  other  disposition  to  be  made  than  to 
kr  it  on  the  table,  which  would  be  in  effect  giving  it  up 
Artier. 

'  Ifr.  EWING  hoped  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  would 
iwhdfaw  his  motion.  He  [Mr.  E.]  had,  on  examining 
Mo  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary  question, 
■et  with  many  serious  difficulties,  arising  from  the  want 
rf  nfieient  information,  for  which  he  would  liave  found 
it»eces»ry  himself  to  apply,  had  he  not  been  anticipated 
b;  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Maine. 

Mr.  CLAT  was  inclined  to  think,  from  the  general  re- 
"•Won  he  possessed,  not  only  of  that  portion  of  the 
«^j^  embraced  in  the  first  resolution,  rehting  to  a  se- 
•eoioii  of  an  arbiter  under  the  convention,  but  of  that 
|WMn  of  it  contuned  in  the  second  resolution,  relating 
to  the  uiangement  mentioned  in  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
^  of  State  for  preserving  a  ttatut  quo  until  a  final  set- 
WDeat,  that  no  part  of  tliem  were  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
foider  their  publication  injurious  to  the  country.  If, 
M»w,  there  were  any  doubts  whether  the  President  or 
S«»liiy  of  State  would  consider  a  publication  at  this 
'«*  inexpedient,  as  sug^sted  by  the  gentleman  from 
TeiinetKe,  he  would  advise  a  postponement  for  a  few 
»)•«,  until  a  conference  could  be  had  with  them. 

*r-  GRUNDY  said  he  had  no  sort  of  objection  to  any 
"wsc  that  might  be  most  agreeable  to  those  interesttd  in 
"I*  rctohition,  for  it  was  not  a  matter  of  any  particular 
»t«e*,  either  to  himself  or  to  those  he  represented;  his 
ooly  few  had  been,  that  by  calling  for  information  under  the 
ananwsnces  he  had  before  adverted  to,  something  might 
bt  done  that  would  become  the  subject  of  af\er  regret. 
A«  the  mover  thought  no  difficulties  could  arise  from  the 
pj™'/ of  the  affair,  he  would  not  oppose  the  resolution, 
mthtstiH^thouglit  the  most  advisable  course  would  be 
for  the  Senate  to  obtain  the  desired  information  in  execu- 
im  seaion,  and  then  lay  it  before  the  public,  if  no  objec- 
>»"  were  found  to  so  doing. 

*;CLAY  sugfgested  to  the  Senator  fi-om  Maine  to 
*«%  the  resolution,  in  accordance  with  the  views  of 
*t  Senitor  from  Tennessee,  so  as  to  request  the  Presi- 
'Wrt.st  his  option,  to  send  the  information  either  to  the 
>  «P«n  or  secret  session  of  tlie  Senate. 
'  fjl,-  ^'''*-*^'^^  'hen  amended  both  resolutions  in  con- 
•?™^ with  the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Ciay,  and  they  were 

COLONEL  JOHN  LAURENS. 
■w  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 


bill  for  the  relief  of  the  personal  representatives  of  Colo- 
nel John  Laurens,  deceased. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that  the  bill  had  frequently  been 
before  Congress,  and  different  committees  had  reported 
unfiivorably  on  the  claim.  He  thought  the  bill  ought  not 
to  pass. 

Mr.  KANE  expbuned  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
the  cpmmittee  to  report  fevorably  in  the  present  instance, 
and  spoke  at  length  in  support  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed  that  this  bdl  was  an  old  friend 
or  rather  an  old  acquaintance  of  that  body,  and  inquired 
whether  any  new  nicts  favorable  to  the  claim  had  been 
axiduced.     He  was  not  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Hr.KOBBINS  rose,  and  said,  John  Laurens,  whose  child 
and  grandchild  are  before  us  with  this  claim,  was  one  of 
those  revolutionary  patriots  who  devoted  all  his  faculties 
and  all  his  means  to  the  cause  of  his  country  in  that  arduous 
conflict,  and  who,  to  crown  his  merits,  made  a  sacrifice 
of  his  life  to  that  cause.  Liberty  has  her  martyrs,  as  well 
as  religion;  and  he  was  one  of  them.  This  claim  by  his 
family  is  for  expenses  disbursed  by  him  while  on  a  special 
foreign  minion — a  mission  which  he  performed  with  ex- 
traordinary despatch,  and  with  entire  success.  At  a  pe- 
riod of  great  difficulty  and  distress,  the  then  Congress 
took  him  from  the  army,  and  sent  him  to  France  to  solicit 
tlie  means  of  relief;  he  prevailed,  and  obtained  them. 
From  the  time  he  led  the  army  to  go  on  this  mission,  to 
the  time  he  resumed  his  command  in  the  army,  afler  hav- 
ing successfully  performed  his  mission,  was  less  tluui  nine 
months. 

The  reimbursement  of  these  expenses  is  claimed  on  the 
ground  of  such  then  being  the  settled  usage  of  the  Go- 
vernment. That  usage  was  to  allow  and  pay  our  foreign 
ministers  a  sum  certain  as  a  salary;  and,  besides,  to 
allow  and  pay  their  expenses.  The  records  of  all  our 
foreign  missions  at  that  time  will  show  this  to  have  been 
the  settled  usage.  It  was  done  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Frank- 
lin, in  the  case  of  Mr.  Jay,  the  case  of  the  elder  Adams, 
and  so  of  every  other  foreigfn  minister,  down  to  the  time 
when  an  outfit  was  allowed  in  lieu  of  the  allowance  of 
expenses.  This  is  the  scditary  instance  in  which  it  has 
not  been  done;  and  how  it  has  happened  in  this  instance, 
I  will  directly  endeavor  to  explain.  But,  independently 
of  this,  I  consider  this  reimbursement  to  have  been  gua- 
rantied by  an  express  resolution  of  Congress  taken  in  this 
very  case.     The  resolution  is  in  these  words: 

"  Resolved,  That  in  settling  the  accounts  of  the  late 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Laurens,  as  special  minister  to  the 
court  of  Versailles,  he  be  allowed  the  same  pay  that  was 
given  at  that  period  to  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of  the 
United  States  at  foreign  courts,  from  his  appointment  to 
that  embass}'  until  his  return." 

Now,  said  Mr.  R.,  what  was  that  pay?  It  was,  as  I  have 
before  stated,  a  sum  certain  as  a  salary,  and,  in  addition 
thereto,  the  amount  of  his  expenses.  It  may  seem  strange 
that,  in  stating  the  accountin  this  case,  the  treasury  should 
have  omitted,  as  it  did,  to  credit  these  expenses;  a  credit 
so  manifestly  required  both  by  settled  usage  and  express 
authority.  A  renew  of  the  circumstances  will  account 
for  this  omission.  Let  it  be  recollected  that  Colonel  Lau- 
rens himself  never  called  for  pay,  either  as  a  soldier  or 
OS  a  minister.  He  had  some  resources  of  his  own;  he  bad 
larger  in  the  liberality  of  his  opulent  father;  on  these  he 
drew.  Such  was  the  cast  of  his  mind,  that  pecuniary 
matters  were  beneath  his  thoughts — he  thought  only,  as 
he  lived  only,  for  his  country  and  for  glory.  On  his  return 
from  France,  his  only  petition  to  Congress  was,  to  be 
permitted  to  return  to  his  command  in  the  army.  He  did 
return;  and  soon  af^er,  in  the  affair  at  Yorktown,  acted 
the  distinguished  part  which  history  has  noticed.  He 
thence  repaired  to  the  standard  of  General  Greene,  and 
engag^  in  the  battles  of  the  Southern  war.  There  the 
gallantry  of  his  spirit  laid  his  body  in  the  dtiiit — there 
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terminated  the  short  but  brilliant  career  of  the  heroic 
Laurens^  At  this  time,  his  only  child  was  an  infant,  in  a 
foreign  land,  and  doubly  an  orphan,  the  mother  having 
previously  deceased.  His  father,  the  venerable  Henry 
Laurens,  was  a  prisoner  in  the  Tower  of  London.  Then 
there  was  no  one  to  exhibit  and  solicit  the  claim  of  the 
unfortunate  orphan.  On  the  return  of  the  father,  after 
bis  captivity,  and  after  performing  bis  illustrious  share  in 
the  great  peace-mission  to  France,  among  his  son's  papers 
he  round  not  a  scrap  of  any  account  cither  against  or  with 
the  Government.  He  knew  not  how  his  affairs  stood  with 
the  Government,  whether  as  final  debtor  or  creditor;  he 
only  knew  that  he  had  made  him  large  advances.  In  this 
situation,  he  preferred  a  memorial  to  Congress  upon  the 
subject — not  making  any  claim,  but  referring  the  case  to 

,  that  body,  to  be  disposed  of  according  to  their  own  sense 
of  justice.  The  memoi-ial  was  committed;  the  committee 
reported;  and  the  resolution  which  I  have  before  recited, 
was  adopted  upon  the  report  The  resolution,  we  have 
seen,  established  the  principle  by  which  the  settlement  of 
the  case  was  to  be  made,  and  which  principle  embraced 
this  claim.  This  was  in  1784.  The  Government  not 
being  in  funds,  nothing  more  was  done  in  the  case  till 
1790,  when  the  new  Government  began  the  work  of 
liquidating  and  providing  for  the  claims  of  the  public 
creditors.  Then  the  statement  of  the  account  in  this  case 
was  made.  The  expenses  of  this  mission  were  not  credited, 
because  no  account  of  them,  owing  to  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  detailed,  had  been  furnished  to  tlte  Govem- 

*h)ent  The  statement  was  made  upon  the  evidence  as  it 
existed  in  the  Treasury  Department;  it  did  not  embrace  a 
credit  for  these  expenses,  because  as  to  them  the  treasury 
had  no  evidence.  It  b  apparent  that  Henry  Laurens,  the 
father,  was  under  the  mistake  that  the  expenses  could  not 
be  claimed,  because  among  his  son's  papers  he  found  no 
account,  no  charge  of  them  against  the  Government.  I 
say  it  is  apparent,  because,  though  he  complained  of  .the 
statement  as  made  by  the  treasury,  he  did  not  complain  of 
it  on  this  ground.  And  in  his  memorial,  before  referred 
to,  he  states  that  he  did  not  know  whether  his  son  meant 
to  make  any  claim.  But  surely  this  mistake,  as  it  does  not 
affect  the  justice,  so  it  ought  not  to  aiiect  the  validity  of 
this  claim.  The  Government  owes  it  to  itself,  it  owes  it 
to  its  own  honor,  not  to  profit  by  this  mistake;  especially 
to  the  prejudice  of  an  orphan,  and  more  especially  to  the 
orphan  of  such  a  parent 

The  amount  of  these  expenses,  at  least  the  amount  re- 
ported, was  $7,335  86.  This  report  and  the  report  of 
the  last  session  agree  in  this.  The  data  on  which  this 
conclusion  is  founded,  seem  to  me  entirely  satis&ctory. 
The  whole  of  this  amount  he  received,  while  in  France, 
on  this  mission,  by  drafls  from  his  father,  and  by  an  order 
from  Doctor  Franklin,  except  a  small  sum  he  received 
from  the  superintendent  of  finance,  Robert  Morris,  in 
Boston,  on  his  arrival  there  from  his  mission — ^a  small  sum, 
to  enable  him  to  return  to  his  command  in  the  army.  It 
will  be  found  that  any  reasonable  estimate  of  the  necessary 
disbursements  for  himself  and  suite  will  carry  the  amount 
at  least  to  that  sum.  And,  collated  witli  the  expenses  in 
other  parallel  cases,  the  same  conclusion  will  result  On 
embarking  for  France,  he  must  have  taken  funds  with 
him,  which  were  all  exhausted,  bat  of  which  no  notice  is 

-taken  in  the  estimate  reported.  We  may  be  sure,  then, 
that  this  sum  falls  within  the  limits  of  his  actual  expenses, 
at  least  that  it  does  not  transcend  them. 

There  is  another  claim,  but  to  a  small  amount,  g^wing 
out  of  errors  in  the  account  as  stated  by  the  treasury. 
These  errors  are  apparent  to  inspection  on  the  face  of 
the  account.  One  is  an  item  to  which  the  scale  of  depre- 
ciation was  applied,  when  that  item  was  a  special  credit 
due  from  the  United  States.  The  amount  of  this  error 
is  $101  85.  The  other  is  an  item  of  credit  in  the  ac- 1 
count,  amounting  to  |104  70,  but  which  amount  is  not  { 


carried  out,  nor  reckoned,  in  reckoning  up  the  credits 
The  report  then  makes  the  gross  sum — the  amount  of  th 
expenses,  together  with  the  amount  of  these  emii»- 
$7,542  41. 

This  report  puts  the  claim  upon  the  common  footin^ij 
debts  then  due  from  the  United  States,  and  provides  foil 
accordingly;  allowing  the  same  interest  that  was  paid  tc 
the  other  public  creditors,  neither  more  nor  less.  Il 
appears  to  me  that  this  principle  is  the  principle  whicli 
ought  to  govern  in  this  case.  These  expenses,  paid  bj 
CMonel  Laurens,  were  paid  for  the  United  States;  lad 
they  were  as  substantially  a  loan  to  the  United  Statei,  a 
if  the  money  had  been  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  United 
States,  and  a  loan  office  certificate  bad  been  taken  tiieit- 
for.  He  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  public  creditor 
to  that  amount;  and  to  pay  interest  to  the  other  pubBc 
creditors,  and  to  refuse  it  to  him,  would  be  an  act,  u  it 
appears  to  me,  of  gross  partiality;  would  be  an  ouUip 
upon  every  sentiment  of  equal  justice — and,  I  may  xU, 
of  national  justice,  too;  for  these  very  expenses,  so  fir » 
they  were  advances  made  by  his  father,  (and  they  mcitljr 
were  such,)  became  a  debt  on  interest  against  him,  isd 
the  amount,  both  principal  and  interest,  have  been  ik- 
ducted  from  the  portion  of  his  daughter.  Colonel  Uo- 
rens  then  loaned  this  money  to  the  United  States,  for 
which  he  pud  interest;  he  asks  a  return  of  that  loan,  nK 
with  the  same  interest,  but  with  a  less  interest,  roach  tea 
I  say  he — but  I  mean  his  orphan  child,  who  speaks  in  hit 
name.  Were  he  living,  and  now  here,  I  think  it  probable 
he  would  not  speak-r-he  was  too  magnanimous — too  care- 
less of  every  thing  but  virtuous  tame,  and  too  mudi 
absorbed  in  that  pursuit;  and  building  fame,  as  be  did,og 
services  and  sacrifices  to  his  country,  I  think  it  probable 
that  if  bis  country  did  not  think  of  this  debt  to  him,  be 
would  never  speak  to  put  her  in  mind  of  it;  but,  likelu 
brother  in  arms  and  compatriot,  Hamilton,  he  wouMphct 
this  claim  upon  the  justice  of  his  country,  as  a  mouRc 
for  them  for  whom  nature  bad  bound  him  to  provide.  It 
is  pleasing  to  refiect  that  the  distinguished  and  disinterest- 
ed patriot,  in  this  countiy  at  least,  has  this  resource,  ami 
may  look  to  it  with  confidence-M)f  which  the  proofs  are 
many  and  illustrious.  I  hope  this  case  may  furnish  another- 

There  are  many  circumstances  in  this  case,  which ii%iit 
be  alluded  to,  recommending  this  claim  to  favor,  but, 
perhaps,  addressing  themselves  to  our  feelings  rather  thai 
to  our  reason;  these,  I  therefore  omit,  and  content  myself 
with  stating  and  explaining,  as  I  have  done,  those  grounds 
only  which  appear  to  me  to  establish  the  jtutice  of  the 
claim,  and  which  will  control  my  vote. 

Mr.  KANE,  in  answer  to  tlic  gentleman  from  Virginis, 
went  into  a  full  explanation  of  the  grounds  on  whicb  tbe 
claim  rested,  and  maintained  that  it  was  clearly  shovn 
from  the  acts  of  Congress,  that  the  present  claim  *» 
justly  due,  and  that  it  had  never  been  paid;  expUinedthc 
reasons  why  it  had  been  delayed  till  the  present  da)|- 
which  delay  he  considered  nosufficient  reason  why  jmtK^ 
should  not  finally  be  awarded  in  the  same  manner  as  it 
bad  been  to  other  public  ministers  at  the  same  period. 

Mr.  HAYNE  answered  some  of  the  objections  of  those 
opposed  to  the  claim,  and  explained  the  reason  why  the 
former  committee,  to  which  it  had  been  referred,  bad  re- 
ported favorably,  and  why  the  Senate  were  almost  unanf 
mous  against  the  report.  It  was  not  because  they  doubted 
the  justice  of  the  claim,  but  because  they  differed  iriw 
the  committee  in  the  amount  justly  due.  Mr.  H.  «»' 
into  an  earnest  argument  in  favor  of  the  claim,  and  of  the 
distinguished  services  and  magnanimity  of  Colonel  UO' 
rens,  whom  he  represented  to  have  sacrificed  not  only  his 
fortune,  but  his  life,  in  the  defence  of  his  country,  »',* 
period  when,  of  all  others,  those  sacrifices  and  patriots 
services  were  most  needed.  It  was  from  the  verj'  circuo- 
stance  of  bis  patriotic  and  dianteresteddevotednessiotat 
cause  which  he  had  embraced,  that  the  claim  vu  yet 
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HDOud;  for  Colonel  Laurens  had,  in  his  zeal  for  liberty, 
ictiued  to  demand  the  payment  for  bis  services,  and  fell 
a  acrifice  to  that  cause,  \mhout  (saving  a  claim  upon  tlie 
Goremment,  or  even  a  statement  of  his  expenditures. 

The  question  therefore  now  was,  whether  Congress 
dioaid  refiise  justice  to  an  orphan  child,  because  the 
litber  liad  too  much,  magnanimity  to  demanid  it.  He  trust- 
cdnot 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  EWING,  the  bill  was  then  laid 
m  the  table  for  the  present. 

Thdbsdat,  Jahuabi  19. 
Soon  after  meeting,  the  Senate  went  into  executive 
buuncss,  and  remained  with  closed  doors  until  4  o'clock; 
and  then  adjourned. 

Fbiuit,  jAHCAnr  20. 
BANK  or  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  the  follow- 
ing rtsototion,  of  which  he  had  given  notice  some  days 
3f«,vii. 

.\  joint  resolution  declaratory  of  the  meaning  of  the  char- 
ter of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  on  the  subject  of 
the  paper  currency  to  be  issued  by  the  bank. 
Be  it  mobsed  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Reprtsenluiivta 
(/the  United  Stalet  of  America  in  Congress  assembled.  That 
the  paper  currency,  in  the  form  of  orders,  drawn  by  tlic 
presidents  of  the  offices  of  discount  and  deposite  on  the 
cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  not  authorized 
by  any  thing  contained  in  the  charter,  and  that  the  said 
currency  is,  and  is  liereby  declared  to  be,  illegal;  and 
that  the  same  ought  to  be  suppressed. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  leave  to  bring  in  his  protnis- 
ed  reaitetion  on  the  state  of  the  currency.  He  said  he 
had  given  his  potice  for  the  leave  he  was  about  to  ask, 
without  concerting  or  consulting  with  any  member  of  the 
Senate.  The  object  of  his  resolution  was  judicia],  not 
political;  and  he  liad  treated  the  Senators,  not  as  counsel- 
Ion,  but  as  judges.  He  Iiod  conversed  with  no  one,  nei- 
ther Iriend  nor  adversary;  not  through  contempt  of  coun- 
kI,  or  fear  of  opposition,  but  from  a  just  and  rigorous  re- 
pti  to  decorum  and  propriety.  His  own  opmion  had 
been  made  up  through  Uie  cold,  unadulterated  process  of 
legal  research)  and  ne  had  done  nothing,  and  would  do 
wihing,  to  prevent,  or  hinder,  any  other  Senator  from 
m^ung  up  hn  opinion  in  the  same  way.  It  was  a  case  in 
which  politics,  especially  partisan  politics,  could  find  no 
place;  and  in  the  progress  of  which  every  Senator  would 
feel  hiBiaelf  retiring  into  the  judicial  office — becoming  one 
of  the  juditts  tdeeti — ami  searching  into  the  stores  of 
liis  own  legal  knowledge,  for  the  ju^ment  and  the  re^' 
901)8  of  the  judgment  which  he  must  give  in  this  great 
cause,  in  which  a  nation  is  the  party  on  one  side,  and  a 
great  moneyed  cwpqrationon  the  other.  He  [Mr.  B.]  be- 
liered  the  currency,  against  which  his  resolution  was 
wetted,  to  be  illegal  and  dangerous;  and  so  believing, 
U  had  long  been  his  determination  to  bring  the  question  of 
Its  legality  before  tl>e  Senate  and  the  people;  and  that 
without  regard  to  the  powerful  resentment,  to  the  effects 
or  which  he  might  be  exposing  himself.  He  had  adopted 
the  form  of  a  declaratory  resolution,  because  it  was  in- 
taidsd  to  declare  the  true  sense  of  the  charter  upon  a 
aispBted  point.  He  made  his  resolution  joint  in  its  cha- 
ntler,  that  it  might  have  the  action  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 
?"»,  and  single  in  its  object,  that  the  main  design  might 
at*  be  einbartassed  with  minor  propositions.  The  form  of 
the  resolution  gave  him  a  rif^t  to  state  Us  reasons  for  ask- 
■JgleaTe  to  bring  it  in;  the  importance  of  it  required 
V>Me  letions  to  be  clearly  stated.  The  Senate,  also,  has 
t>  nghte  and  its  duties.  It  is  the  right  of  the  Senate  and 
'•""•oof  Representatives,  as  the  founder  of  the  bank  cor- 
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poratton,  to  examine  into  the  regularity  of  its  proceedings, 
and  to  take  cognizance  of  the  infractions  of  itstiharter;  and 
this  right  has  become  a  duty,  since  the  very  tribunal  se- 
lected by  the  charter  to  try  these  infractions  had  tried 
this  very  question,  and  that  without  the  formality  of  a 
scire  facuis,  or  the  presence  of  the  adverse  party,  and  bad 
given  judgment  in  favor  of  tiie  corporation;  a  decinon 
which  he  [Mr.  B.]  was  compelled,  by  the  strongest  con- 
victions of  his  judgment,  to  consider  both  as  extra-judicial 
and  erroneous. 

The  resolution,  continued  Mr.  B.,  which  I  am  asking 
leave  to  bring  in,  expresses  its  own  object.  It  declares 
against  the  legality  of  these  orders,  as  a  cchbehct.  It  is 
the  cuiTency  which  I  arraign.  I  make  no  inquiry,^  for  I 
will  not  embarrass  my  subject  with  irrelevant  and  imma- 
terial inquiries — I  make  no  inquiry  iato  the  modes  of  con- 
tract and  payment  which  are  permitted,  or  not  permitted, 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  the  conduct  of  its 

{)rivate  dealings  and  individual  transactions.  My  business 
ies  with  the  currency;  for,  between  public  currency  and 
private  dealings,  the  charter  of  the  bank  has  made  a  dis- 
tinction, and  that  founded  in  tiie  nature  of  things,  as  broad 
as  lines  can  dr%w,  and  as  clear  as  words  can  express. 
The  currency  concerns  the  public;  and  the  soundness  of 
that  currency  is  taken  under  the  particular  guardianship 
of  the  charter;  a  special  code  of  law  is  enacted  for  it:  pri- 
vate dealings  concern  individuals;  and  it  is  for  individuals, 
in  making  their  barguns,  to  take  care  of  their  own  inte- 
rests, llie  charter  of  tkeBaok  of  the  United  SUtes  has 
authorized,  but  not  regulated,  certain  private  dealings  of 
the  bank;  it  is  full  and  explicit  upon  the  regulation  of  cur- 
rency. Upon  this  distinction  I  take  my  stand.  I  establish 
myself  upon  the  broad  and  clear  distinction  which  reason 
makes,  and  the  charter  sanctions.  I  arrug^  the  curren- 
cy! I  eschew  sU  inquiry  into  the  modes  of  making  bar- 
gains for  the  sale  or  purchase  of  bills  of  exchange,  buying 
and  selling  gold  or  silver  bullion,  building  houses,  hiring 
officers,  clerks,  and  servants,  purchasing  necessaries,  or 
laying  in  supplies  of  fuel  and  stationery. 

A  preliminary  inquiry  might  have  been  resorted  to,  and 
was  for  some  time  intended,  to  know  from  the  bank  direc- 
tory whether  these  orders  were  issued  as  a  currency  un- 
der tlie  charter,  and  what  exemptions  were  claimed  for 
them  from  the  restrictions  provided  in  the  charter,  for  a 
currency  of  promissory  notes.  But  this  preUminoty  in- 
quiry has  become  unnecessary.  A  decision  has  been  made 
in  a  high  branch  of  the  federal  judiciary — the  United 
States'  circuit  court  in  Philadelphia — affirming  the  legality 
of  this  species  of  currency,  and  stating  the  exemptions 
claimed  for  it;  and  this  decinon  has  been  received  with  a 
degree  of  approbation  by  the  bank  directory,  which  an- 
nounces it  to  be  accordant  with  their  own  opinions.  In- 
quiry of  the  directory  is,  therefore,  unnecessary.  A  re- 
sort to  the  opinion  of  the  court,  and  that  opinion  has  been 
authoritatively  published,  may  be  conndered  as  the  answer 
of  the  bank,  and,  what  is  fiu'  more  material,  as  the  Umt  of 
the  land  until  reversed. 

Here  is  the  opinion,  that  part  of  it  which  relates  to 
these  orders  as  a  currency;  for  I  omit  all  that  relates  to 
the  trial  of  the  prisoner  for  the  counterfdtuig  one  of  these 
orders: 

"  The  oiUy  restrieOon  on  the  issuing  of  any  paper  is  in 
'  the  proviso  to  the  12th  fondamental  article  in  the  11th 
'  section  of  the  charter.     Th^  bank  can  make  no  bill  obli- 

<  gatory,  or  of  credit,  under  its  seal,  for  the  payment  of  a 
'  less  sum  than  five  thousand  dollars;  the  bills  or  notes 

issued  by  order  of  the  corporation,  signed  by  Uie  pres- 
dent  and  cashier,  are  made  as  bincUng  and  obligatory  on 
the  bank  as  those  of  private  persons,  but  all  tneir  bills 
and  notes  must  be  payable  on  demand,  unless  of  a  sum 
not  less  than  one  hundred  dollars,  and  payable  to  order; 
'  mtrtt  of  these  restratn^»«pply  to  an  order  ot  check;  the 

<  notes  or  bills  alluded  to  are  such  as  contain  a  promise  to 
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'  pay  money,  and  the  bilk  obligatoty  are  auch  onir  as  are 
'  under  sesJ,  and  for  sums  not  less  than  five  thousand 
'dollars. 

•  •  •  •  • 

«  The  bank  is  left  free  to  contract  debts  by  any  other 

*  mode  than  by  their  promissory  note  or  an  obligation  un- 

<  der  seal,  vith  no  other  Rmitaban  than  is  contained  in  the 
'  8th  fundamental  article,  which  is  merely  as  to  amount, 
'  the  only  efTect  of  which  is  not  to  exempt  the  bank  from 
'  liability  for  the  excesses,  but  to  make  the  directors,  un- 

<  der  whose  administration  it  shall  happen,  personally 
'liable. 

•  •  •  •  > 

"  The  act  of  establishing  a  bnmch  is,  per  te,  the  crea- 
'  tion  of  an-ageneif!  it  is  an  authority  not  only  to  the  extent 

*  of  the  regulations  under  which  the  a^ent  acts,  but  to  the 
'  extent  of  all  acts  and  transactions  of  the  officers  of  the 
'  branches,  which  the  bank  hare  been  in  the  habit  of 
'  adopting  and  confirming,  on  the  same  principle  that  in- 

*  dividuals  are  liable  on  tne  contracts  of  their  wires  and 
'  servants,  who  hare  been  permitted  to  deal  on  their  credit, 
'  and  in  their  names;  or  a  merchant,  whose  clerk  is  in  the 

*  habit  of  writing  lettos,  signing  notes,  bills,  and  checks, 

*  in  his  name,  though  without  any  written  or  express  au- 
'  tbority,  by  the  adoption  and  recognition  of  which  he 

<  authorizes  the  public  to  consider  his  clerk  as  his  agent, 
'  authorized  to  do  in  future  what  he  has  been  in  the  habit 
'  of  doing  with  his  knowledge  and  assent.  It  would  be 
'  strange  indeed  that  the  bank  should  not  be  liable  for 

<  eheda  or  ordert,  drawn  by  its  agent*,  at  their  own  branches, 
'  which  not  only  form  a  rery  important  item  in  the  eurren- 
'  ey  of  the  countrr  and  the  operation  of  the  branches,  but 
'  which  the  bank  have,  for  years,  daily  ratified  and  temc- 
'  iUmed  by  their  payment:  the  uniform  course  of  business 

<  transacted  between  the  bank  and  its  branches  furnishes 

<  such  a  strong  l^at  inferenee  and  prt*umpii»n  of  its  being 
'  authorized  by  the  regulationt  under  which  they  have  been 
'  established,  that  the  burden  of  proof  to  the  contrary  is 

*  clearly  thrown  on  the  bank,  or  any  other  person  who 

*  would  attempt  to  show  that  the  paper  was  not  obligatory 

<  upon  them.  It  wouM  be  a  serere  reflection  on  the  bank 
'  to  suppoae  that  they  would  for  a  moment  refuse  payment 
'  of  these  checks  and  orden;  and  our  system  of  jurispru- 

<  dence  would  deserve  little  of  public  req>ect  or  confi- 
'  dence,  if  the  law  would  not  coerce  it. 

•  •  •  •        .       • 

"  B^  the  17tfa  article,  the  bank  is  bound  to  pay  in  gold 

<  andaUver  all  its  notes,  bills,  and  obligations,  and  all  de- 

*  pontes  in  the  bank  or  its  offices;  and  the  proviso  enacts, 

*  that  Congress  may  enforce  and  regulate  the  pa3rment  of 

<  other  debt*  under  the  same  penalties  as  are  prescribed 

<  for  the  refusal  to  pay  its  notes,  bills,  obligations,  and  de 
'poaites. 

•  •  •  •  • 

"  The  mode  in  which  the  bank  eontraet*  a  debt,  the 
'  shape  it  assumes,  or  the  places  where  contracted,  is  of 

*  no  tn^portanee.  The  offices  being  its  e^ente,  the  debts 
'  contracted  by  them  become  the  debts  of  the  corpora- 
'  Hon,  imposing  a  duty  to  pay  them,  which  may  be  done  at 

*  or  bjr  the  branches  or  the  bank.  If  the  payment  is  made 
'  in  coin,  the  debt  is  extinguiAed;  if  made  by  a  draft,  or- 

*  der,  or  check,  the  debt  remains  until  they  are  actually 

*  paid.     Unless  the  bolder  expressly  takes  them  as  pay- 

<  ment,  and  at  his  own  risk,  they  create  a  new  duty  or 

*  obligation,  which  the  bank  is  as  much  bound  to  perform 

*  as  the  old  one  for  which  it  is  intended  to  make  sati^hc- 

<  tion.     It  is  a  matter  of  mutual  convenience,  whether  the 

*  old  debt  or  dutv  shall  be  extinguished  by  payment  or 
'  taking  paper,  whether  in  their  promissory  notes  of  the 

*  bank,  or  order*  or  cheek*  draum  upon  it.    Thev  may  be 

*  in  hrge  draft*  or  order*  for  remUtaaee,  or  enuul  one*  for 
'  eurrtney  or  dreuiation,  and  in  any  form,  with  or  without 

<  omaments,  devices,  or  marks.    Whether  they  resemble, 


'in  these  particulars,  tlie  notes  of  the  bank,  is  immaterial; 
'  thtir  Kubstanee  and  legal  effect  are  the  tame;  they  create  a 
'  new  debt  or  duty,  obligatonr  on  the  bank.  //  i*  beutii 
'  to  honor  all  the  paper  mdeh  tti*tue*orget»intoeireuiation 
'  by  it*  authority  or  agent*." 

After  reading  the  extracts,  Mr.  B.  continued.  I  take 
the  substance*of  this  decision,  Mr.  President,  to  be — 

1.  That  these  branch  bank  orders  are  legjU  currency, 
under  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  _ 

2.  That  the  bank  may  lawfully  issue  this  description  of 
currency  to  the  whole  amount  of  its  capital  stock. 

3.  That  this  currency  is  free  from  eveiy_  regulation, 
restriction,  limitation,  and  provision,  contained  in  the 
charter,  except  the  single  limitation  as  to  the  maximoin 
amount  to  be  issued,  to  wit,  thirty-five  millions  of  dollars. 

4.  That  the  bank  may  employ  what  agents  she  pleases 
in  signing  and  issuing  this  currency.' 

I  take  this  to  be  the  substance  or  the  decision.  Justice 
to  tliat  decision,  and  the  fair  conducting  of  ray  own  argu- 
ment, will  require  me  to  examine  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  court  proceeded.  These  gjounds  are  found  in  two 
clauses  of  the  charter;  one  clause  in  the  18th  section;  the 
other  in  the  Stb  fundamental  article  of  the  constitution  of 
the  bank.  The  penal  clause  in  the  18th  section  against 
counterfeiting  "checks or  orders,"  and  the  phrase  "other 
contract,"  in  the  8th  fundamental  article,  comprise  those 
grounds.  I  will  examine  each  in  its  turn;  but  must  fint 
make  a  stand  in  the  name  of  all  that  is  ante  uid  sure  in  the 
administration  of  law,  protesting,  as  I  do  hereby  protest, 
against  going  into  a /Mna/, section,  or  into  the  comtruetion 
of  a  phrase,  to  find  a  power  to  issue  currency,  and  thst 
without  restrictions,  when  the  charter  had  gfiven  that  power 
in  the  proper  place  in  express  words,  and  subject  to  nu- 
merous and  vital  restrictions.  I  make  this  protest,  not 
from  the  least  apprehension  of  finding  in  a  penal  ckuae, 
or  in  the  construction  of  a  detached  phrase,  the  great  power 
for  the  exercise  of  which  the  bank  was  created,  tliat  of  is- 
suing a  paper  currency  to  the  people  of  these  States,  but 
as  an  act  of  justice  to  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  to  its 
ciuitious  prohibitory  preamble,  and  to  its  seventeen  funda- 
mental articles.  I  make  it  in  the  name  and  upon  the 
behalf  of  the  lawful  righto  of  other  parts  of  the  charter. 
Let  us  now  proceed  to  the  ezanunation;  and,  first,  let  us 
read  this  18th  section,  the  whole  ofit,  as  the  only  &jr  way 
to  find  its  meaning. 

"Sac.  18.  If  any  person  shall  falsely  make,  fbra^e,  or 
'  counterfeit.or  cause  or  procure  to  be  falsely  made,  forged, 

•  or  counterfeited,  or  willingly  aid  or  assist  in  falsely  mak- 
'in^,  forging,  or  counterfeiting,  any  biUer  nate  in  imitation 
'  o^or  purporting  to  be  a  bill  or  note  issrsn  bt  oansa  of  the 
'pretident,  director*,  and  company  of  the  *aid  bank,  on  any 
'  order  or  check  oir  the  said  bank  or  corporation.or  any  cash- 
« ier  thereof;  or  shall  falsely  utter,  or  cause  or  procure  to 

•  be  falsely  uttered,  or  willingly  aid  or  assist  in  falsely  alter- 
'ing,  any  bill  or  nate  isscSb  bt  okdbb  of  the  pretident,  di- 
^rector*,  andcompanyofihe»cadbank,  omtnj  order  or  ehedc 
'  0!r  the  sud  bank,  oi  corporation,  or  any  cashier  thereof; 
'  or  shall  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  as  true,  any  fiUse,  forged, 
'  or  counterfeited  Mil  or  note  purporting  to  be  a  billornete 
'  tssDBD  BT  obdbb  ofthepresioeni,  director!,  andeompanyof 
'  the  *aid  bank,  or  any  false,  forged,  ar  counterfeitod  order 
'  or  dude  uroH  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  any  cashier 
« thereof,  knowing  the  same  to  be  falsely  forged  or  coon- 

•  terfeite«l;  or  shall  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  or  attempt  to 

•  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  as  true,  any  falsely  altered  bill  or 
'tiotf  lasuiD  BT  OBDEB  of  the  prctident,  director*,  andeom- 
'pony  of  the  *aid  bank,  on  any  falsely  altered  order  or 

''check  on  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  any  casWer 
thereof  knowing  the  same  to  falsely  altered,  with  inten- 
tion to  defraud  the  said  corporation,  or  any  other  body 
politic,  or  person;  or  shall  sell,  utter,  or  deliver,  or 
cause  to  be  sold,  uttered,  or  delivered,  any  f*"y**^ 
counterfeit  it0orrMf«isBviDBi'eB]>a>e/MejpraMK*i^a>''' 
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t  of  tkt  md  bank,  knowing  the  aame  to  be  ikke, 
'forged,  or  counterfeited,  every  such  person  shall  be 
'  de«ned  «nd  adjudged  guilty  of  felony,  and  being  there 
<of  eoavicted  by  due  course  of  law,  shall  be  sentenced," 
'«cc. 

I  do  deny,  Mr.  Preadent,  that  any  power,  of  any  kind, 
is  giTen  to  the 'bank  by  this  section.  It  is  a  mere  provi- 
sion to  punish  the  violation  of  existing  rights.  So  far  as 
the  issues  of  bills  or  notes  are  mentionedl,  it  is  a  recital  of 
what  the  bank  was  authorized  to  do  in  the  12th  fundS' 
mental  article  of  its  constitution)  so  far  as  checks  and  or- 
ders are  mentioned,  it  is  a  recital,of  the  pre-existing  right 
which  erery  depositor  possesses.  The  object  of  the 
section  is  to  provide  for  the  security  of  existing  rights; 
namely,  the  chartered  right  of  the  bank  to  issue  bills  or 
Dotes,  aod  the  inherent  right  of  depositors  to  draw  for 
their  own  money.  This  is  the  object  of  the  section;  and 
the  violation  of  either  of  these  rights  is  made  felony.  Both 
rights  are  protected,  but  they  are  not  granted;  neither  are 
they  confounded.  The  distinction  is  clear  between  them, 
between  the  currency  which  is  to  issue  from  the  bank, 
and  the  orders  which  are  to  be  drawn  upon  it.  The  sepa- 
ration is  complete,  the  contrast  is  perfect,  the  antithesis  is 
regular,  the  contradistinction  is  manifest,  between  these 
two  classes  of  paper.  The  whole  frame  of  the  section, 
the  structure  of  every  member  of  the  long  sentence  which 
composes  it,  the  natural  and  obvious  meaning  of  every 
word  in  ever^  sentence,  establishes  and  defends  this  clear 
and  erapliatic  distinction.  Five  times  in  five  different 
members  of  the  sentence,  the  same  form  of  expression, 
the  same  order  of  construction,  and  the  same  repetition 
of  words,  regularly  occur.  Five  times  the  line  is  drawn, 
the  distinction  is  set  up,  between  the  bills  or  notes  which 
are  to  be  issued  by  order  of  the  bank,  and  the  checks 
and  orders  which  are  to  be  drawn  upon  it.  The  two 
classes  of  paper  are  kept  distinct,  and  cannot  be  con- 
fooiided.  Let  any  gentleman  try.  Let  him  include,  if  he 
can,  the  words  '*  checks  and  orders"  under  the  action  of 
the  verb  which  governs  the  issuing  of  the  billa  or  notes  of 
the  bank.  The  thing  cannot  be  done.  It  is  a  g^rammati- 
cal  impossibility.  I  repeat  it,  the  clear,  undoubted  object 
of  the  section  is,  not  to  grant  powers,  but  to  protect  rigats. 
Its  object  is  penal,  not  concessive;  to  punish,  not  to  grant. 

This  is  my  view,  Mr.  President,  of  the  18th  section. 
Does  any  g^tleman  doubt  the  correctness  of  that  vre w  ? 
Then  let  him  follow  me  into  the  next  section — the  19th — 
SSli  occupied  with  the  crime  of  counterfeiting,  and  taking 
up  the  inchoate  class  of  offences  involved  in  the  process 
of  perpetrating  the  crime.  The  authorized  currency  of 
all  banks,  in  all  countries,  is  protected  from  the  process, 
from  the  progressive  course,  of  being  counterfeited,  as 
well  as  from  the  consummation  of  the  crime  itself;  but  this 
protection  is  never  extended  to  private  and  individual 
papers.  A  man  is  punished  for  having  in  his  possession, 
with  intent  to  use  it  unlawfully,  the  plate  from  which  bank 
notes  are  struck,  the  notes  themselves  in  blank,  and  even 
the  kind  of  paper  which  is  used  for  bank  notes.  Not  so 
in  the  case  of  private  or  individual  writings.  The  reason 
is  obvious.  Banks  have  peculiar  plates  and  paper  for 
their  notes  which  are  to  constitute  currency;  neither  in- 
dividuals, nor  banks,  have  any  thing  peculiar  for  their 
private  and  individual  writings.  The  plate  and  paper  with 
which  a  bank  note  is  to  be  counterfeited,  can  be  known 
and  identified  as  such;  the  goose  quill  pen,  the  common 
^es,  and  the  common  writing  paper,  which  are  used  for 
all  the  onUnary  transactions  ,of  life,  cannot  be  known  or 
identified.  Upon  this  distinction  turns  all  the  law  upon 
the  subject  of  punishing  the  inchoate  offence  of  counter- 
feiting;  upon  this  distinction  turns  tlie  19th  section  of  the 
charter;  upon  this  distinction  it  is  that  the  currency  of  the 
bank,  its  bills  or  notes,  arc  protected  from  the  process  of 
being  counterfeited,  and  the  orders  and  checks  of  deposi 
tors  are  unnoticed.    Listen  to  the  section. 


*  If  any  person  shall  make  or  eng^ve,  or  cause  or  pro- 
'  cure  to  be  made  or  engraved,  or  shall  have  in  his  pat- 
'  session  or  custody,  any  metallic  plate,  engraved  after 
'the  nmilitude  of  any  plate  from  which  any  notes  or  biUs 
'issued  by  the  said  corporation  shall  have  been*  printed, 

<  witi)  intent  to  use  such  plate,  or  to  cause  or  procure  the 
'  same  to  be  used,  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the 
'notes  or  bills  issued  by  the  said  corporation;  ob  shall  have 
'  in  his  custody  or  possession  any  blakk  note  or  notes,  bitt 
'or  bills,  engraved  and  printed  after  the  nnulitude  of  any 
'  notes  or  bius  issued  by  the  said  coporation,  with  intent  to 
'  use  such  blanks,  or  cause  or  suffer  the  same  to  be  used, 
'  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the  notes  or  bilk  issued 
'by  the  said  corporation;  ob  shall  have  in  his  custody  or 
'  possession  any  paper  adapted  to  the  making  of  bank  notes 
'  or  bills,  and  similar  to  the  paper  upon  which  any  notes  or 
'  bills  of  the  said  corporation  shall  have  been  issued,  with  intent 
'  to  use  such  paper,  or  cause  or  suffer  the  same  to  be  used, 
'  in  forging  or  counterfeiting  any  of  the  notes  or  bills  issued 
'  by  the  said  corporation,  every  such  person,  being  there- 
'  of  convicted  by  due  course  of  law,  shall  be  sentenced, 
•  &c." 

What  fktuity,  or  unkindnesa,  in  the  framers  of  this  char- 
ter! What  inattention  to  this  constructive  currency,  creat- 
ed iu  the  18th  section,  and  abandoned  in  the  19th !  Eight 
times  the  bills  or  notes,  issued  by  order  of  the  bank,  are 
named  and  protected.  Eight  times  the  checks  and  orders 
are  passed  over  without  a  word.  No  protection  for  them 
against  the  process  of  being  counterfeited.  The  plates, 
the  blanks,  the  paper,  for  their  imitation,  may  be  paraded 
in  the  face  of  the  world.  The  whole  process  may  be 
carried  on  in  the  face  of  the  bank;  and  no  legal  authority 
to  interrupt  the  forgers,  to  seize  their  unfinished  worl^ 
or  to  arrest  their  persons.  Can  any  thing  be  more  em- 
phatic of  the  sense  of  the  Cong^ss  whicn  framed  the 
charter?  Could  words  be  more  expressive  than  this  si- 
lence? Could  a  positive  declaration  fix  these  checks  and 
orders  more  completely  in  the  class  of  those  private  writ- 
ings which  have  no  peculiar  plates,  no  blanks,  no  pecu- 
liar paper?  * 

The  second  g^round  on  which  the  court  relied,  is  the 
phrase,  "other  contract,"  as  used  in  the  8th  fundamental 
article  of  the  constitution  of  the  bank.  In  resortinK  to 
this  phrase,  the  court  has  at  least  got  into  the  right  chap- 
ter, but  missed  the  verse;  it  has  g^  into  the  constitution; 
it  has  got  among  the  seventeen  articles;  but  it  has  not  got 
to  the  article  which  grants  powers,  but  the  one  which  re- 
cites, and  that  for  Ute  purpose  of  limitation,  the  powers 
which  are  elsewhere  expressly  gpranted.  To  crown  this 
error,  the  court  has  again  had  recourse  to  construction, 
and  has  given  an  import  and  meaning  to  the  phrase  "other 
contract,"  which  it  cannot  be  made  to  endure,  either  in 
common  parlance,  nor  in  legal  acceptation,  nor  without 
reducing  the  rest  of  the  charter  to  a  blank.  We  will 
read  the  article. 

<<  The  total  amount  of  debts  which  the  said  corpora^ 

■  tion  shall  at  any  time  owe,  whether  by  bond,  bill,  note,  or 
'  other  contract,  over  and  above  the  debt  or  debts  due 
'  for  money  deposited  in  the  bank,  shall  not  exceed  the 

<  sum  of  35,000,000  dollars,  unless  the  contracting  of  any 

<  greater  debt  shall  have  been  previously  authorizea  by  the 

<  United  States.  In  case  of  excess,  the  direetars  under 
'  whose  admimstration  it  AaU  hugppen  shall  be  liable  for 

<  the  same  in  their  natural  and  private  capacities;  and  an 

<  action  of  debt  may,  in  such  case,  be  brought  against 
'  them  or  any  of  them,  them  or  any  of  their  heirs,  exe- 

■  cutors,  or  administratois,  in  any  court  of  record  i«  the 

<  United  States  or  either  of  them,  by  any  creditor  or 
'  creditors  of  the  said  corporation,  and  ma^  be  prosecuted 

■  to  judgment  and  execution,  any  condition,  covenant, 

■  contract,  or  agreement,  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
<ing.  But  this  provision  shall  not  be  construed  to  exempt 
'  the  said  corporation,  or  the  lands,  tenements^  goods,  or 
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*  chattels  of  the  same  from  being  also  liable  for,  and 
'  chargeable  with,  the  said  excess.  Such  ofthestaddiraion 
'  at  mm  have  been  absent  when  the  said  excess  was  eon- 
'  traded  or  created,  or  who  may  have  dissented  from  the 
'  resolution  or  act  whereby  tlie  same  was  so  contracted  or 
'created,  may  respectively   exonerate  themselves  from 

•  being  so  liable,  by  tobthwith  giving  notice  of  the  fact, 
'  and  of  their  ABSKXCB  or  dusest,  to  the  President  of  the 
•United  States,  and  to  the  stockholders  at  a  general 
'  meeting,  which  they  shall  have  power  to  call  for  that 
•purpose." 

What  is  the  meaning  of  this  article?  Is  it  to  grant  au- 
thority to  the  bank  to  make  bonds,  issue  bills  or  notes,  and 
form  other  contracts?  No,  sirj  authority  to  do  all  these  things 
i»  elsewhere  granted,  namely,  in  the  12th  fundamental  arti- 
cle, to  make  bondsand  issue  bills  or  notes;  in  the  tenth  sec- 
tion, to  form  other  contracts  in  dealing  and  trading  in 
bullion  and  bills  of  exchange;  and  in  other  places,  to  do 
other  things.  The  manifest  object  of  this  eighth  section  is 
to  prohibit  the  bank  from  owing  more  debts,  at  one  time, 
on  all  these  accounts,  than  the  amount  of  the  capital  stock; 
and  to  make  the  directors  personally  liable  if  they  ex- 
ceeded that  amount.  The  words  "  other  contract"  was 
evidently  intended  to  include  the  individual  dealings  of 
the  bank;  to  add  its  private  debts  to  its  public  ones;  and 
to  limit  the  whole  to  the  amount  of  its  capital.  Will  any 
person  undertake  to  deriv?  the  right  of  the  bank  to  make 
bonds,  and  issue  bills  or  notes,  upon  the  recital  of  the 
names  of  these  instruments  in  this  eighth  article,  and  then 
argue  tliat  they  are  free  from  all  limitations,  except  the 
ringle  one  as  to  maximum  amount  found  in  tliat  article? 
Certainly  not,  and  yet  tliis  would  be  the  precise  mode  of 
reasoning  with  respect  to  the  phrase  "  other  contract,"  if  it 
is  to  be  treated  as  a  grant  of  power,  instead  of  a  reference 
to  the  various  contracts  tar  bullion,  bills  of  exchange, 
buildings,  salaries,  expenses,  &c.,  which  the  bank  was 
elsewhere  authorized  to  make,  and  for  the  form  or  terms 
of  which  contracts  the  charter  nowhere  made  any  re- 
gulations or  provisions.  I  repeat  it,  bonds,  bills,  or  notes, 
are  merely  recited  in  this  article  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
a  new  limitation  and  a  new  penalty;  reference  to  other  con- 
tracts is  made  for  the  purpose  of  including  them  in  the 
same  limitation,  and  subjecting  them  to  the  same  penalty. 
Tliis  is  tlie  construction  which  satisfies  the  phrase;  which 

fives  it  a  full  and  natural  operation,  and  tiiat  without  con- 
icting  with  any  other  part  of  the  charter,  much  less  re- 
ducing all  the  rest  to  a  blank. 

I  have  given  to  this  phrase,  Mr.  President,  the  meaning 
which  fairly  and  naturally  belongs  to  it,  and  which  har- 
monizes it  with  every  other  part  of  the  charter.  This  is 
what  the  books  tell  us  it  is  the  duty  of  courts  to  do  in  con- 
struing statutes.  I  will  now  take  three  specific  objec- 
tions to  the  courts'  construction,  and  show  it  to  be  erro- 
neous in  every  point  of  view  in  which  it  can  be  examined. 

1.  I  object  to  it  because  it  authorizes  an  issue  o/' currency 
upon  construction.  The  issue  of  currency,  sir,  was  the 
g^eat  and  main  business  for  which  tlie  bank  was  created, 
and  which  it  is,  in  the  tweinb  article,  expressly  autho- 
rized to  perform;  and  I  cannot  pay  so  poor  a  compliment 
to  the  understandings  of  the  eminent  men  who  framed  that 
charter,  as  to  suppose  that  they  left  the  main  business  of 
the  bank  to  be  found,  by  construction,  in  an  independent 
phrase,  and  that  phrase  to  be  found  but  once  in  the  whole 
charter.  I  cannot  compliment  their  understandings  with 
the  supposition  that,  after  having  authorized  and  defined 
a  currency,  and  subjected  it  to  numerous  restrictions,  they 
had  teft  open  the  door  to  the  issue  of  another  sort  of  cur- 
rency, npon  construction,  which  should  supersede  the  kind 
they  had  prescribed,  and  be  free  from  every  restriction  to 
which  the  prescribed  currency  was  subject.        * 

2.  I  object  to  the  courts'  assumption  that  these  orders 
are  contracts;  and  this  objection  leads  to  a  definition,  and 
to  tlie  recollection  of  our  early  reading,  when  we  were  ap- 


prentices  to  the  law.  What  is  a  contract?  The  books 
tell  us  it  is  an  ag^reement,  upon  a  sufficient  conmderation, 
to  do,  or  not  to  do,  a  particular  tiling.  Now,  bring  these 
orders  to  the  test  of  uiis  definition;  and  fol'  that  purpose 
let  us  read  one : 

"Cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
'  Pay  to  Jas.  L.  Smith,  or  order,  five  dollars. 

•Office  of  discount  and  deposite  in  Utica, 
'  The  3d  day  of  September,  1831 . 
•JOHN  B.  LEVING,  President. 
'N.  V.  Gbaziib,  Cashier." 
And  on  the  back  these  words: 
" P»y  ♦"  ♦^^ '"'""•  JAS.  L.  SiUTH." 

Here  is  no  agreement,  sir!  No  consideration  expressed 
or  understood ;  no  promise  or  undertaking  to  do,  or  not  to 
do,  any  thing  whatever.  It  is  literally  an  order,  such  as 
one  neighbor  gives  to  anotlier,  and  governed  by  the  same 
law.  It  is  the  very  opposite  of  a  contract,  for  it  is  a  com- 
mand; it  is  the  opposite  of  a  debt,  for  it  implies  the  ex- 
tinction of  one.  It  is  a  mandate,  and  that  an  imperious 
one,  from  a  gentleman  in  Utica,  whose  name  I  cannot  read, 
to  a  gentleman  in  Philadelphia,  who  is  not  named  at  all, 
to  pay  five  dollars  to  Mr.  Jas.  L.  Smith,  or  to  the  person  he 
shall  name.  Call  this  a  contract?  if  so,  Mr.  President, 
those  who  studied  law  twenty-five  years  ago  must  bum 
their  books,  and  recommence  in  the  new  school.  Tl>e 
only  species  of  contract  that  can  attach  to  it  is  in  tiie  im- 
plied one  which  the  law  creates  between  the  giver  and 
receiver  of  the  order;  and  that  is  an  imphed  promise,  on 
the  part  of  the  giver,  that  he  will  pay  it  if  the  cashier  in 
Philadelphia  does  not,  provided  the  receiver  of  the  order 
will  lose  no  time  in  going  after  Uie  money,  and  bringing 
the  order  back  if  he  does  not  get  it. 

I  abject  to  these  orders  as  coming  under  the  phrase  in 
the  eighth  article,  because  they  are  issued  from  branch 
banks,  and  by  the  presidents  of  these  banks,  while  the 
words  and  the  tenor  of  the  eighth  article  require  the  whole 
of  the  debts  which  are  there  referred  to;  those  by  "  other 
contract,"  as  well  as  those  by  bond,  bill,  or  note,  to  be 
contracted  by  the  directors  of  the  parent  bank  in  person. 
Observe  the  words.  The  directors  under  whose  administra- 
tion the  excess  may  happen,-  the  exception  in  favor  of  those 
who  shall  have  been  absent  when  the  excess  was  contracted; 
the  further  exception  in  favor  of  those  who  dissented  from  the 
resolution  which  created  the  excess;  and  the  qualification  of 
both  exceptions  to  a  notice  forthwith  to  be  given  to  the  Prest- 
dent  of  the  United  States  and  to  the  stockholders  of  such  <S»- 
tent  or  absence;  all  these  expressions  refer  to  the  directors 
of  the  parent  bank,  and  imply  personal  presence  at  the 
formation  of  every  contract,  at  the  creation  of  every  debt, 
those  by  "other  contract,"  as  well  as  those  by  bond,  bill,  and 
note,  which  enters  into  tiie  agfgregate  mass  of  the  thirty- 
five  millions,  which  the  bank,  at  any  one  time,  may  owe. 
According  to  the  opinion  of  the  court,  not  only  a  part, 
but  the  whole  of  these  thirty-five  millions  may  be  con- 
tracted by  agents,  scattered  all  over  the  Union.  The 
whole  currency  of  the  bank  may  be  issued  by  Tom,  Dick, 
and  Harry;  and  if  they  issue  a  thousand  millions  instead  of 
thirty-five,  why,  the  directors  are  not  responsible;  the 
corporators  are  not  responsible;  the  United  States  of 
America  are  not  responsible;  the  assets  of  the  bank  only 
are  liable;  and  who  ever  heard  of  assets  in  a  broken  bank' 
The  opinion  of  the  court,  that  agents  may  issue  currency, 
and  create  these  thirty-five  millions  of  debt,  is  at  war  not 
only  with  the  words  and  tenor  of  the  eighth  article,  but 
with  the  whole  tenor  of  the  entire  charter.  By  that  instru- 
ment, the  great  business  of  issuing  currency  is  confided  to 
the  directors  of  the  parent  bank.  It  is  a  personal  trust 
which  they  cannot  devolve  upon  agents.  There  in  a  per- 
sonal liability  attached  to  the  abuse  of  that  trust,  of  which 
they  cannot  divest  themselves.  These  directors  are  to  be 
numerous,  not  less  than  twenty-five.     One-fifth  of  their 
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naaabcr  must  pass  the  ordeal  of  tlus  Senate  upon  the  no- 
nunatioa  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  The 
whole  of  them  must  be  stockholders.  Here  is  something 
fike  respoQsibility.  Not  so  Mrith  the  president  ;and  direc- 
tors of  the  branch  banks.  They  may  be  but  seven  in  num- 
ber, and  four  of  them  a  quorum.  None  of  them  required 
to  be  stockholders;  none  to  pass  this  body.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  has  no  voice  in  their  appoint 
raent  or  removal.  They  are  breath  in  the  nostrib  of  the 
PfaUadelpfaia  directors.  One  breath  they  are  made;  an- 
other they  jare  gone.  And  upon  these  evanescent  and 
shadowy  beings  the  power  of  issuing  a  national  currency 
is  to  be  devolved! 

Tlus  finishes,  Mr.  President,  the  examination  which  I 
have  fek  it  proper  to  make  into  the  grounds  of  the  de- 
cuioa  pronounced  by  the  federal  court  in  Philadelphia. 
I  win  now  take  up  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  and  bring 
this  constructive  currency  to  the  ordeals  of  prohibitions, 
as  wen  as  of  the  grants  to  be  found  in  that  instrument. 
The  Congress  of  1816  gave  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  a  constitution,  with  a  preamble  to  it,  and  seventeen 
fimdamental  articles  in  it;  and  if  the  bank  has  construed 
itself  out  of  this  congressional  constitution,  it  may  seem  to 
some  to  be  an  act  of  retributiTe  justice  on  the  Congress  for 
construiny  itself  out  of  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States  to  give  a  constitution  to  the  bank.  We  will  see. 
The  preamble  stands  at  the  head  of  the  eleventh  section, 
and  runs  thus: 

''The  following  rules,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  pro> 
'  visions,  shall  form  and  be  fiindamental  articles  of  the 
'  amatxiuiion  of  the  said  corporation." 
,  This  presunble  is  sufficiently  expressive  of  the  inten- 
tion of  Congress  to  bind  the  bank,  and  to  regulate  itscon- 
<l<ict,  a  difiScult  task,  I  admit,  but  bravely  attempted  by 
the  Congress  of  1816.  We  pass  over  many  regulations 
to  come  to  the  main  article,  the  12th,  which  applies  to 
the  currency,  and  which  we  will  read: 

"  The  bills,  obligatory  and  of  credit,  under  the  »Al  of 
'  the  soud  corporation,  which  shall  be  made  to  any  penon 
'or  perton*,  shall  be  assignable  by  endorsement  there- 
'npoti,  under  the  hand  or  hands  of  such  person  or  per- 

*  SODS,  and  his,  her,  or  their  executors  or  administrators, 
'  and  of  his  or  their  assignee  or  assignees,  and  so  as  abso- 
'  lutely  to  transfer  and  vest  the  property  thereof  in  each 

*  and  every  assignee  or  assignees  successively,  and  to  ena- 
'ble  such  assignee  or  assignees,  and  his,  her,  or  their 
'  executors,  or  administrators,  to  maintain  an  action  there- 
'upoD,  in  his,  her,  or  their  own  name  or  names:  Pnmided, 

*  liiat  ssid  corporation  shall  not  make  any  bill  obligatory, 
'at  ot  eredit,  or  other  obUgaiion  under  its  ual,  lor  the 
'  payment  of  a  less  sum  than  five  thousand  dollars.     And 

the  BILI.S  or  sotss  which  may  be  issued  by  oasia  of 
the  said  corporation,  signed  by  the  PBismiif  t,  and  coun- 
tersigned by  the  principal  cashixb  or  tbkasdbib  there- 
of^ Faojf  isiiTG  TRZ  rATKsirr  or  kokxt  to  any  person  or 
persons,  bis,  her,  or  their  oania,  or  to  bxarib,  abhougk 

'  not  under  the  aeal  of  the  $oid  corporation,  shall  be  BiimiKe 

\and  oBLiGATOBT  upon  the  same,  in  fike  manner,  and 
with  like  force  and  effect,  as  upon  any  rBiriTi  raasov, 

^  if  iamed  by  him,  her,  or  them,  in  his,  her,  or  their  na- 
TUBAii  capacity  or  capacities,  and  shall  be  assignable  and 
negotiable  in  like  manner  as  if  they  were  so  issued  by 

I  such  private  perton  or  pertont.-  that  is  to  say,  those  which 

*  shall  be  payable  to  &ny  perton  or  pertoni,  his,  her,  or  their 
'  OBDEB,  shall  be  assignable  by  endorsement  in  like  manner 
'and  with  like  ErrxcT  asroBxiaw  billsof  exchange  now 
'  are;  and  those  which  are  payable  to  bkabib  shall  be  as- 
'siffnable  and  negotiable  by  hxlivbbt  only;     Provided, 

*  That  all  bilb  or  notei  so  to  be  ittued  by  said  corporation, 
'shall  be  made  payable  on  bsnakd,  other  than  bilb  or 
'  netet  for  the  payment  of  a  sum  not  less  than  one  hundred 
'dollars  each,  and  payable  to  the  order  of  some  person  or 
'permmsi  which  bilbor  notes  it  shall  be  lawful  for  said  cor- 


'  poration  to  make  payable  at  any  time  not  exceeding  sixty 
'  da3rs  from  the  date  thereof." 

This  is  the  article,  Mr.  President,  which  authorizes  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  make  bonds  to  individuals, 
and  to  issue  a  currency  to  the  public.  This  is  the  article 
which  prescribes  the  manner  m  which  the  assents  of  the 
numerous  individuals  who  compose  the  corporation  shall 
be  expressed,  and  their  corporate  effects  bound  for  the 
payment  of  money.  This  article  establishes  two  species 
of  paper  securities;  first,  bonds  under  the  common  sea] 
of  the  corporation;  secondly,  bills  or  notes  signed  and 
countersigned  by  named  officers.  Thus  sealed,  or  signed, 
the  article  declares  these  securiti^  to  be  binding  and 
obligatory  on  the  corporation;  and  other  articles  go  on  to 
attach  a  multitude  of  limitations,  restrictions,  provinons, 
and  penalties,  all  referring  to  these  bonds,  bills,  or  notes, 
by  a  precise  allegation,  and  intended  to  guard  their  sol- 
vency, to  secure  the  public  in  the  safe  handling  of  them, 
and  to&cilitate  the  recovery  of  their  contents,  with  heavy 
damages,  in  the  case  of  non-parent  on  demand.  I  here 
remark,  for  the  purpose  of  freeing  a  material  part  of  this 
discussion  from  any  ambiguity,  that  the  bills  or  notes  men- 
tioned in  this  article,  and  referred  to  throughout  the  char- 
ter, are  one  and  the  same  thing.  A  bank  bill,  and  a  bank 
note,  are  equivalent  terms  in  common  parlance;  they  are 
the  same  thing  in  legul  acceptation;  they  are  the  same  in- 
strument in  the  eye  of  the  charter.  They  are  created 
t<^ther,  and  created  not  as  two  tilings,  but  as  one  thing, 
having  the  same  origin,  the  same  qualities,  and  the  same 
design.  The  bill  or  note  (for  the  charter  never  once 
uses  the  phrase,  bill  and  note)  are  to  be  issued  by  order 
of  the  president  and  directors,  are  to  be  for  the  payment 
of  money,  are  to  be  signed  by  the  same  officers,  are  to  be 
transferable  in  the  same  mode,  are  not  to  be  on  credit  for 
a  less  sum  than  one  hundred  dollars,  nor  for  a  longer  time 
than  sixty  days,  and  are  subjected  to  a  gfreat  variety  of 
regulations  and  restrictions.  The  federal  court  in  Plula- 
delphia  pronounces  these  branch  bank  orders  to  be  free 
from  all  the  limitations,  restrictions,  and  provisions  which 
apply  to  bills  or  notes;  and  so  do  I.  But  the  court  pro- 
nounces these  orders  to  be  legal  currency  under  the  char- 
ter; I  say  they  are  not;  and  this  is  the  question  for  the 
Senate  and  the  American  people  to  decide.  I  take  the 
position,  that  every  species  of^  paper  currency  issued  by 
the  bank,  upon  the  construction  of  words  and  phrases, 
found  in,  or  out  of,  penal  sections,  and  differing  in  form 
or  substance  from  the  paper  currency  prescribed  in  the 
12th  fundamental  article,  or  violating  tM  rules  and  pro- 
visions to  which  that  currency  b  subje<^  is  unauthorized 
and  illegal. 

How  stand  these  branch  bank  orders  under  the  enact- 
ments of  this  fuiularaental  article'  I  leave  out  what  re- 
lates to  bonds  in  the  first  clause  of  the  article,  for  they 
were  evidcntiy  intended  for  large  operations  and  special 
transactions,  and  confine  my  examination  to  the  issue  of 
currency  under  the  second  clause.  Is  this  order  a  bill  or 
note  promising  the  payment  of  money?  It  is  not.  Is  it 
signed  by  the  preudent  of  the  bank,  and  countersigned 
by  the  principal  cashier?  It  is  not.  Is  it  subject  to  the 
limitation  which  prevents  a  bill  or  note  of  less  size  than 
one  hundred  dollars  to  be  on  credit,  and  that  for  a  longer 
time  than  sixty  days?  It  is  not.  Then  it  is  condemned, 
utterly  condemned,  upon  the  words  of  the  12th  funda- 
mental article.  In  the  next  place,  how  does  it  stand  under 
the  restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions  which  were  to 
govern  and  control  the  prescribed  currency  of  the  bank  ? 
We  will  see,  and  that  in  detail;  but,  first,  let  us  have 
another  quotation  from  anotiier  part  of  the  bank  charter. 

It  is  in  the  7th  section,  at  the  end  of  the  enumeration 
of  the  general  powers  of  the  bank.  The  section  begins 
witli  creating  the  corporation,  gfiving  it  a  name,  and  enu- 
merating its  powers;  and,  after  a  long  enumeration,  winds 
up  in  these  words: 


Digitized  by 


Google 


123 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


124 


Sbhati.] 


JBmik  of  the  United  Statet. 


[Ja».  20, 1832. 


"  And,  generftUy,  tojdo  and  execute  all  and  singolar  the 

<  acts,  matters,  and  things  which  to  them  it  shall  or  may 
'appertun  to  do:  subject,  nevertheless,  to  the  rules,  re- 
*  gulations,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  provinons,  here- 
'inafter  prescribed  and  declared." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  it  does  .seem  to  rae  that  I  have  the 
advocates  of  this  branch  bank  currency  at  a  point  from 
which  they  cannot  move,  without  first  admitting  tliat  the 
issue  of  thirty-five  millions  of  currency,  for  to  that  amount 
the  court  says  these  orders  may  go,  is  not  an  act,  is  net  a 
matter,  is  not  a  thing,  appertaisikc  to  the  bank  to  do: 
for,  unless  they  admit  all  this,  they  subject  this  currency 
to  all  the  rules,  regulations,  restrictions,  limitations,  and 
provisions  found  in  the  charter  aAer  the  7th  section ;  and 
to  the  ordeal  of  which  it  cannot  be  brought  without  utter 
annihilation.  This  is  not  the  age  for  admissions,  but  for 
argument  af^er  conviction  rather.  The  progeny  of  Gold- 
smith's schoolmaster  is  not  yet  extinct.  I  will  not  pause 
for  admissions;  but  will  proceed  directly  to  annihilate  this 
currency  by  bringing  it  to  some  of  the  tests  (a  part  only 
of  what  the  charter  contains)  to  which  every  act,  every 
matter,  every  thing,  appertaining  to  the  bank  to  do,  must 
be  brought,  and  must  stand,  before  its  legality  Is  admitted. 

The  15th  fundamental  article  provides  a  guard  for  the 
safety  of  the  public,  which  does  not  apply  to  these  orders, 
and  fVimishes  an  argument  against  their  legality  as  cur- 
rency.    We  will  read  it. 

"The  officer  at  the  head  of /the  Treasury  Department 
« of  the  United  States  shall  be  furnished  from  time  to 
'  time,  as  often  as  he  may  require,  not  exceeding  once  a 
'  week,  with  statements  of  the  amount  of  capital  stock  of 
« the  BMd  corporation,  and  of  the  debts  due  to  the  same; 
'  of  the  moneys  deposited  therein;  of  the  notxs  in  ciacu- 
'  LATioir,  and  of  the  spicix  in  hand,-  and  shall  have  a  rig^t 

<  to  inspect  such  general  accounts  in  the  books  of  the 
«  bank  as  shall  relate  to  aaid  statement:  Provided,  That 
'  this  shall  not  be  construed  to  imply  a  right  of  inspecting 
'  the  account  of  any  private  individual  or  individuals  with 
•the  bank." 

Hark,  Mr.  President,  the  phraseology  of  this  Important 
article.  The  statement  to  which  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  entitled,  extends  to  five  points,  each  of  them 
essential  to  the  solvency  of  the  bank,  and  the  security  of 
the  public. 

1.  The  capital  stock. 

2.  Debts  due  to  the  bank. 

3.  Money  in  deposite. 

4.  Notes  in  circulation. 

5.  Specie  on  hand. 

The  right  of  inspecting  the  books  of  the  bank,  for  the 
verification  of  the  statements,  extends  to  these  heads,  and 
no  others.  Branch  bank  orders  are  not  included.  The 
court  at  Philadelphia  decides  that  these  orders  are  not 
notes.  Every  body  knows  they  are  not.  The  bank  knows 
it,  and  makes  no  return  of  them.  Here  are  the  monthly 
statements  of  the  last  year  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury. It  is  for  the  month  of  December,  1830.  It  is  the 
last  which  has  been  communicated  to  Congress,  and 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  members. 

1.  Capital  stock,        -  -  ■    $34,996,269  63 

2.  Due  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 

and  offices,  -  -  -       18,818,207  65 

3.  Deposites,  -  -  -       16,722,701  12 

4.  Notes  issued,         -  -  -      31,972,247  76 

5.  SpeeU 10,808,047  07 

This  is  the  statement  under  the  five  heads  required. 

No  return  of  these  branch  bank  orders!  No  statement  of 
this  new-fangled  currency,  which  may  be  issued  to  the 
amount  of  thirty-five  millions,  and  tor  which  there  is 
no  responsibility  if  issued  to  the  amount  of  thirty-five 
myriads,  instead  of  millions.  No  return  of  these  orders 
up  to  December,  1830;  yet  every  citizen  of  the  South 
and  West  knows  that  they  have  been  creeping  and  crawl- 


ing into  existence  nnce  the  year  1826.  If  any  one  aiyi 
they  are  included  under  tlie  head  of  notes,  then  it  will  it 
confessed  that  they  have  worn  a  name  which  is  not  their 
own,  and  that  they  are  smuggled  through  the  monthly 
returns  in  tlie  ranks  of  a  company  to  which  they  do  not 
belong.  The  directors  cannot  give  a  weekly  report  of 
these  orders;  they  can  never  tell  how  many  are  issued: 
for  the  five  and  twenty  branches  may  have  issued  five  ud 
twenty  millions  since  the  last  return.  But  the  great  poist 
is,  that  tlie  bank  is  not  obliged  to  return  them,  and  tint 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  no  ri^t  to  inspect  the 
bank  books  to  ascertain  their  quantity.  It  is  this  which 
makes  the  test  of  the  17th  article  so  fatal  to  their  legaiit]'. 
And  now  what  becomes  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Congtes 
of  1816. >  What  the  value  of  these  monthly  statement!.' 
What  the  utility  of  this  national  sentinel,  this  standing 
guard,  this  permanent  supervisor,  in  the  person  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  over  the  solvency  of  the  bank' 
All  vain  and  nugatory.  His  vigilance  may  cease;  hisahni 
bell  may  sleep;  his  deep  and  dismal  tocsin  may  never  utter 
her  fearful,  direful  sound.  He  can  no  longer  see  the  dit- 
proportion  between  the  currency  in  circulation,  and  the 
specie  in  the  vaults.  Countless  millions  of  orders  innr 
flow  from  the  branches;  their  begg^arly  coffers  may  hare 
nothing  to  take  them  up;  no  returns  to  be  made;  no  right 
of  inspection;  no  liability  in  the  directors;  no  means  for 
the  country  to  learn  its  danger,  till  the  people  axe  roiued 
from  their  sleep  by  the  convulsions  of  a  nation  in  ruins— 
by  the  cries  or  national  and  individual  bankruptcy— hy 
the  explosions  of  a  Mississippi  scheme  and  a  South  6et 
bubble. 

I  proceed  to  the  application  of  another  test 

The  17th  fundamental  article  contains  a  limitation  on 
the  mmimum  size  of  the  notes  to  be  issued  by  the  bant 
The  object  of  the  limitation  is  obvious;  it  is  to  save  the 
country  from  being  afflicted  with  the  pestiferous  circuit- 
tion  ofa  paper  currency  below  the  amount  of  five  doUsn. 
This  is  the  article: 

'■  No  note  shall  be  issued  of  less  amount  than  five  dol- 
lars." 

This  is  the  Article,  the  whole  article,  and  nothing  but 
the  article.  Notes  alone  arc  mentioned.  Why?  Because 
bank  notes  alone  were  to  constitute  the  currency;  die 
currency  was  the  thing  which  concerned  the  public; 
and  the  public  was  the  ward  which  the  framers  of  the 
charter  placed  under  the  guardianship  of  the  Secretair 
of  the  Treasury.  Bills  of  exchange  are  not  included, 
because  they  cannot  circulate;  tliey  cannot  enter  into 
circulation;  they  are  an  individual  transaction.  A  bin 
of  exchange  for  a  dollar  may  answer  a  man's  purpose 
Who  wishes  to'  send  a  dollar  to  a  distance.  The  Bank  of 
the  United  States  may  condescend  to  sell  it  It  is  nobody's 
business.  It  does  not  annoy  the  public.  It  ^oes  straight 
to  its  destination,  fulfils  its  object,  performs  its  fiinction, 
and  dies.  The  article  does  not  include  bonds  under  seal, 
and  upon  credit,  because  already  limited.  It  does  not 
Include  checks  and  orders,  because  they  are  individual 
transactions,  and  equally  individual,  whether  drawn  by  » 
natural  or  an  artificial  person,  by  a  bank  president  or  » 
chimney  sweeper.  A  depositor  uses  checks  and  orden- 
He  draws  for  the  money  he  has,  or  wants,  be  it  a  dollar  or 
an  eagle.  It  is  nobody's  business.  It  does  not  annoy  the 
public.  The  article  does  include  "other  contracts,"^- 
cause,  as  has  been  shown,  they  were  to  consist  of  uidi- 
vidual  and  authorized  transactions,  having  nothing  to  do 
with  the  currency,  and  enter  into  no  part  of  the  circula- 
tion. The  terms  of  the  limltotion  do  not  include  c^^ 
or  orders;  they  cannot  apply  to  currency  composed  ol 
orders;  the  court  at  Philadelphia  decides  that  it  docs  not 
apply  to  the  orders  in  (question;  their  general  decmo* 
covers  it,  and  Aeir  specific  words  reach  it.  T''^^[^ 
they  may  be  in  large  sums  for  remittance,  and  m  »n»« 
ones  for  currency;  and  they  might  have  carried  out  tne 
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by  »».yiDg  anuUer  still  for  change.  Under  this  de- 
dmoOf  the  bank  may  give  us  thirty-five  millions  of  national 
currency,  in  sixpenny  bills  and  twopenny  tickets;  and 
an  these  on  such  tenns  of  extended  credit  as  the  bank 
chooaes  to  prescribe:  for  the  limitation  of  sixty  days  for 
maximum  credit  has  no  more  application  to  these  orders 
tbaa  tbe  limitation  on  the  minimum  nse. 

The  17th  section  shall  furnish  us  with  the  next  orckal 
to  whick  we  will  subject  these  orders.    It  runs  thus: 

*^  That  the  said  corporation  shall  not,  at  any  time,  sus- 
'  pend  or  tefiise  payment  in  gold  and  silver,  of  any  of  its 
'  sarss,  Biu«,  o»-  oblioatioxs;  nor  of  any  moneys  re- 
'  cerred  upon  depoaite  in  said  bank,  or  any  of  its  offices 
'  of  diaccMint  and  depoaite.  And  if  the  said  corporation 
'  riiall,  at  any  time,  refuse  or  neglect  to  pay,  on  demand, 
'any  Oil,  nofe,  or  obBgtUioit,  issued  by  the  ctx^oration, 
'  aooarding- to  thea>rUraet,promue,  at  tmdartaking,  thkbk- 
'  1*  Bi»«»Bs«i»,  or  shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  pay  on  de- 
'  maad  any  moneys  recuved  in  said  bank,  or  any  of  its 
'  offices  aforesaid,  on  depoate,  to  the  person  or  persons 
'  entitied  to  receive  the  same,  then,  and  in  eve^  such 
*  caae,  the  holder  of  any  such  note,  bill,  or  obUeaiion,  or 
'  the  person  or  persons  entitled  to  demand  and  receive 
'such  moneys  aforesaid,  shall,  respectively,  be  entitled  to 
'  receiT«  and  recover  interest  on  the  said  bills,  notes,  and 
'  tUgatiana,  or  montyt,  until  the  same  shall  be  fully  paid 
'  and  satisfied,  at  the  rate  of  twelve  per  centum  per  an- 
'nom  from  the  time  of  such  demand  as  aforesaid:  Pro- 
'tided.  That  Congress  may,  at  any  time  hereafter,  enact 
I  ^»«  tnfiirang  and  rtsfdating  the  recovery  of  the  amount 
I  of  the  notes,  WU,  oSHgaiums,  or  other  debts,  of  which 
'  payment  shall  have  been  refused  as  aforesaid,  with  the 
'  rate  of  interest  above  mentioned,  vesting  jurisdiction  for 
'  that  purpose  in  any  courts,  either  of  law  or  equity,  of 
'  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  or  territories  thereof,  or 
'  of  the  several  States,  as  they  may  tUnk  proper." 

This  section  has  no  application  to  a  currency  of  branch 
bank  order*.  The  enumeration  excludes  them,  for  they 
are  neither  bills,  bonds,  notes,  or  depoutes;  tiie  enact- 
ineota  exchide  them,  for  they  contain  no  promise  or  un- 
dertaking' for  the  payment  of  money;  no  such  promise  is 
expreawd  therein.  The  prohibition  to  suspend  specie 
payment,  the  right  to  sue,  and  to  recover  twelve  per  cent, 
damages,  are  all  inapplicable  to  these  orders.  This  is  the 
opinion  of  the  federal  court  in  Philadelphia,  and  I  con- 
cur, in  that  opinion,  with  the  court.  But  this  might  leave 
the  holders  of  the  orders  in  a  miserable  predicament. 
For  their  consolation,  then,  the  court  goes  into  the  pro- 
tu0  €>f  this  seventeenth  section,  which  reserves  to  Con- 
gress the  right  to  le§^late  further  on  the  subject,  and  to 
provide  by  a  future  law  for'{>uttiog  "other  debts"  on  the 
ssme  footing  with  respect  to  non-payment  and  double  in- 
terest, which  had  just  been  awarded  to  debts  by  bill,  note, 
bond,  and  depomte.  Can  any  tiling  be  more  clear  to  mark 
the  distinction  between  the  two  classes  of  debts,  the  pub- 
lic and  the  private,  the  currency  and  the  individual  secu- 
rities? The  former  are  provided  forj  they  are  taken  un- 
der the  guardianship  of  the  charter;  the  prtrfiibition  to 
suspend  payment,  the  right  to  sue,  and  tlie  right  to  reco- 
ver double  interest  for  delayed  payment,  are  all  secured 
and  attached  to  them;  nothing  with  respect  to  them,  ex- 
cept to  give  additional  remedies  to  facilitate  recovery, 
namely,  summary  judgments,  is  left  to  future  Congresses. 
Not  so  with  respect  to  the  latter  dass,  the  "other  debts," 
among  which  this  branch  bank  currency  is  driven  to  take 
reftige.  They  are  left  to  the  general  laws  of  the  land, 
and  the  rigilance  of  the  contracting  parties.  They  are 
private  transactions,  and  the  diarter  djoes  not  stand  guar- 
dian over  them.  A  provision,  m  ierrorem,  only  is  made. 
Congress  is  authorized  to  provide  for  them  hereafter;  to 
pat  them  on  the  same  footing  with  the  currency,  but  not 
even  to  do  that  until  after  payment  shall  have  been  re- 
fosed.   Now,  mthdraw  the  whole  currency  from  the  ope- 


ration of  the  main  clause,  and  bring  it  under  the  prootss, 
as  these  orders  are  made  to  do,  and  what  then?  Why  the 
whole  paper  currency  of  the  bank  is  left  without  any 
existing  prohibition  against  suspension  of  payment,  with- 
out any  chartered  right  in  the  holder  to  sue,  and  without 
any  right  to  recover  twelve  per  cent,  damages  for  delayed 
payment.  The  whole  business  of  providing  for  the  reco- 
very of  the  sums  due  on  this  currency  is  left  to  future  Con- 
gresses, and  until  after  the  contingency  of  suspended  pay- 
ment shall  occur.  And  what  may  be  the  condition  of 
Congress  then?  The  same  with  that  of  the  British  Parlia.- 
ment  in  1797,  when  the  Bank  of  England  bad  more  friends 
in  power  than  the  people;  when  a  suspenaon  of  specie 
payments,  instead  of  being  rensted,  was  sanctioned;  in- 
stead of  beingspeedily  terminated,  was  prolonged  throu^^ 
twenty  years;  when  the  whole  power  of  Government,  and 
of  national  l^slation,  fell  into  the  hands  of  a  mooted 
oligarchy,  alr«uiy  bloated  with  the  wealth  and  gorged 
with  the  spoils  of  a  plundered  empire. 

The  14ui  section  of  the  charter  furnishes  the  next  or- 
deal, to  the  test  of  which  this  branch  bank  currency  will 
be  brought.  A  main  object  in  the  establishment  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  was  to  provide  a  paper  cur- 
rency in  which  the  revenues  of  the  Union  could  be  safely 
collected.  The  14th  section  makes  the  bills  or  notes  of 
the  bank  receivable  for  that  purpose.     Listen  to  it: 

"  That  the  bills  or  notes  of  the  said  corporation,  original- 
*  ly  made  payable,  or  which  shall  have  become  payable,  on 

<  demand,  sludl  be  receivable  in  all  payments  to  the  United 

<  States,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  act  of  Congress." 

Branch  bank  orders  are  not  included.  Bills  or  notes 
only  are  named.  No  other  bilU  or  notes  are  intended 
than  those  prescribed  and  described  in  the  12th  funda- 
mental article.  We  have  the  authority  of  the  federal 
court  in  Philadelphia  for  saying  that  these  orders  are  not 
the  bills  or  notes  mentioned  in  the  12lh  article,  and  in  that 
I  agree  with  them.  Then,  sir,  they  cannot  be  receivable 
in  payment  of  the  public  revenues!  We  have  the  autho> 
rity  of  the  same  court  for  saying  that  these  orders  are  not 
subject  to  the  restrictions  of  the  charter;  and  in  that  I 
agree  with  them,  and  add,  that,  not  being  subject  to  the 
restraints,,  they  are  not  to  be  entitled  to  the  privileges  of 
the  charter.  The  greatest  of  these  privileges — the  one 
which  g^ves  credit  and  circulation  to  the  paper  currency 
of  the  bank,  which  almost  supersedes  the  necessi^  of  spe- 
cie capital — is  the  receivability  of  it  in  payment  of  all 
dues  to  the  Government.  And  shall  this  eminent  privi- 
lege be  enjoyed  by  a  species  of  currency  not  subject  to  a 
single  restriction  in  the  charter,  even  to  the  one  which 
would  enable  the  Secretjay  of  the  Treasury  to  know 
whether  the  revenues  were  paid — were  being  paid — in 
the  paper  of  a  solvent  or  insolvent  institution? 

The  14th  section  is  conclusive  upon  the  exclusion  of 
these  orders  from  payments  to  the  United  States.  But  it 
is  not  all.  Another  clause  of  statute  law  bears  upon  the 
same  point,  and  with  equal  force  and  clearness.  It  is  the 
joint  resolution  of  1816  for  the  better  collection  of  the 
public  revenue.  This  resolution  was  made  contempora- 
neously with  the  charter.  It  was  made  by  the  same  Con- 
gfress,  and  at  the  same  session,  which  granted  the  charter. 
It  is  only  twenty  days  posterior  in  date;  the  charter  being 
approved  the  lOtli,  the  joint  resolution  the  30th  of  April, 
1816.  Taken  as  a  legislative  interpretation,  explaining 
the  14th  section,  or  as  a  legislative  enactment  controlling 
it,  and  it  is  equally  decisive  of  tl^  fate  of  these  orders. 
It  will  exclude  them,  irrevocably  exclude  them,  from  re- 
venue payments.     Here  it  is: 

"  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  here- 

<  by  is,  KKHUiBiD  and  dibictsd  to  adopt  such  meatures  as 
'  he  may  deem  necessary  to  cause,  as  soon  as  may  be,  all 
'  taxes,  duties,  debts,  or  sums  of  money,  accruing  or  be- 

<  coming  payable  to  the  United  States,  to  be  collected  and 
'  paid  in  the  legal  currency  of  the  United  States,  or  treasury 
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•fjo<e»,  or  iroTis  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  State*,  as  bv 

<  law  provided  and  declared,  or  in  notes  of  banks  which 
'are  payable,  and  paid,  on  demand,  in  the  said  legal  cur- 
'  rency  of  the  United  States;  and  that,  from  and  after 
♦the  twentieth  day  of  February  next,  no  such  duties, 

<  taxes,  debts,  or  sums  of  money,  accruing  or  becoming 

<  payable  to  the  United  States  as  s[foresaid,  ouglit  to  be  col- 

•  lected  or  received  otherwise  than  in  the  legalcurrency  of 
■  the  United  States,  or  treasury  noleg,  or  sotis  of  the  Bank 

*  of  the  United  States,  or  in  notet  of  banks  which  are  paya- 
'  ble,  and  paid,  on  demand,  in  the  said  legal  currency  of  the 

<  United  SUtes." 

Now,  Hr.  President,  if  there  is  any  power  in  words, 
any  virtue  in  language,  any  force  or  strength  in  legal 
enactments,  any  capacity  in  the  Congress  ^f  the  United 
States  to  bind  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  if  the  sar- 
casm uf  tlie  Scythian  is  not  true  of  this  young  republic  as 
well  as  of  the  old  monarchies  to  which  it  was  applied,  that 
laws  are  oobwebt,  which  catch  the  weak  Jliea,  and  let  the 
Mrongoneigo  through,  then  are  these  orders  excluded  from 
all  revenue  payments  to  the  United  States. .  Natei  alone 
are  receivable  under  the  joint  resolution,  and  these  orders 
«re  not  notes,  nor  their  similitude  or  equivalent.  Then, 
what  becomes  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Congress  of  1816? 
They  created  a  bank  to  issue  a  currency  to  be  received  in 
all  revenue  payments;  and  that  bank  issues  a  currency 
which  cannot  be  received,  in  a  single  instance,  without  vio- 
lating the  law  of  its  creation  and  of  its  contemporaneous 
exposition.  Was  the  Congress  of  1816  an  assemblage  of 
idiots  who  counteracted  and  destroyed  their  own  work  as 
they  made  it?  or  is  it  alreadv  proved  that  thb  bank  is  too 
powerful  for  the  control  of  laws  ?  Sir,  the  Congress  of 
1816  were  not  idiots.  They  were  eminent  men,  and  anx- 
ious to  accompUsh  a  great  public  good;  but  they  under- 
took an  imposubility !  they  undertook  to  bind  a  great 
moneyed  corporation !  they  stuffed  and  crammed  the  char- 
ter of  the  new  bank  with  new  and  multiplied  provisions; 
they  made  it  three  times  as  long  as  the  charter  of  1791; 
many  republicans  appeased  their  own  jealous  spirits  by 
this  accumulation  of  new  modifications;  and  now  they 
must  be  astonished  to  see  the  bank  slip  out  of  the  whole 
of  their  restrictions  as  easily  as  the  vernal  serpent  sUps 
out  of  its  last  year's  skin. 

Yet  what  is  the  fact?  Is  the  joint  resolution  of  1816 
respected  or  violated?  It  is  doubly  violated — I  speak  of 
my  own  State  with  perfect  knowledge — by  receiving  in 
payment  of  public  lands  these  branch  bank  orders,  which 
are  not  notes  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  Slates,  and  reject- 
ing the  notes  of  all  the  specie-paying  banks  in  the  Union! 
The  execution  of  the  resolution  (it  would  seem)  has  been 
committed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  and  she  exe- 
cutes it,  in  the  Northwest  at  least,  to  her  own  advantage,  by 
excluding  the  notes  of  all  other  specie-paying  banks  which 
ai'e  receivable  under  that  resolution,  and  receiving  her  own 
branch  orders,  which  are  not  receivable  under  it.  The 
notes  of  all  the  State  banks  are  excluded  from  reception 
in  the  Missouri  land  offices,  even  those  of  the  States  on 
the  Lower  Mississippi  and  in  the  South,  where  all  our  cash 
trade  finds  its  market;  from  whence  the  mass  of  our  emi- 
grants come,  and  with  which  we  have  incessant  intercourse 
and  immense  commerce.  They  are  all  excluded  from  the 
laud  offices  and  from  the  United  States'  branch  bank,  and 
thus  become  uncurrent;  and  whatever  is  brought  there  by 
misfortune,  becomes  a  prey  to  the  brokers.  Twenty-five 
per  cent,  discount  has  been  exacted  in  St.  Louis  for  cash- 
ing the  notes  of  the  best  State  banks  in  the  Union.  They 
will  not  pass  at  all,  except  at  a  discount  proportioned  to 
the  wants  of  the  holder,  and  the  conscience  of  the  broker. 
The  very  night  I  left  St.  Louis  to  come  on  to  this  place, 
1  fell  in  company  witJi  a  gentleman  from  New  Orleans — I 
will  name  him — Colonel'MorKan,  the  sheriff'  of  the  city, 
who  informed  me  that  he  had  m  vain  offered  the  best  Lou- 
isiana notes  m  payment  of  his  expenses  and  purchases  in 


St.  Louis;  that  he  could  get  nothing  for  them  witha 
large  discount,  not  even  an  empty  trunk!  And  this,  M 
President,  is  whatis  called  proriioting  commerce,  andfcax 
ing  State  banks,  and  reducing  the  rates  of  exchange.' 

Let  us  recapitulate.  Let  us  sum  up  the  points  of  ii 
compatibility  between  the  characteristics  of  this  cu 
rency,  and  the  requisites  of  the  charter:  let  us  group 
and  contrast  the  frightful  features  of  their  flagrant  ill 
gality.  1.  Are  they  aignt  J  by  the  president  of  the  bin 
and  his  principal  cashier?  They  are  not!  2.  Are  the 
under  the  corporate  seal?  Not  at  all!  3.  Are  they  draw 
in  the  name  of  the  corporation?  By  no  means!  4.  Ai 
they  subject  to  the  double  limitation  of  time  and  amoun 
in  case  of  credit?  They  are  not;  they  may  exceed  axt 
days'  time,  and  be  less  than  one  hundred  dollars.  5.  Ar 
they  limited  to  the  minimum  size  of  five  dollars?  Not  a 
all!  6.  Are  they  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Seen 
tary  of  the  Treasury?  Not  in  the  least!  7.  The  probi 
bition  against  suspending  specie  payments?  They  an 
not  subject  to  it!  8.  The  penalty  of  double  interest  (bi 
delayed  payment?  Not  subject  to  it!  9.  Are  they  pijr 
able  where  issued?  Not  at  all,  neither  by  their  owi 
terms,  nor  by  any  law  applicable  to  them!  10.  Arethq 
payable  at  oUier  branches  ?  So  fiir  from  it,  that  they  wen 
invented  to  avoid  such  payment!  11.  Are  they  transfer^ 
able  by  delivery?  No;  by  endorsement!  12.  Are  tlicj 
receivable  in  payment  of  public  dues?  So  far  fi-om  it, 
that  they  are  twice  excluded  from  such  payments  by  posi- 
tive enactments!  13.  Are  the  directors  liable  for  exces- 
sive  issues?  Not  at  all!  14.  Has  the  holder  a  right  to 
sue  at  the  branch  which  issues  the  order'  No,  sir,  he 
has  a  right  to  go  to  Philadelphia,  and  sue  the  directors 
there!  a  right  about  equivalent  to  the  privilege  of  going 
to  Mecca  to  sue  the  successors  of  Mahomet  for  the  bones 
of  the  prophet!  Fourteen  points  of  contrariety  and  dif- 
ference. Not  a  feature  ofthe  charter  in  the  fiices  of  these 
orders.  Every  mark,  a  contrast;  every  lineament,  aeon- 
tradiction;  all  announcing,  or  rather  denouncing,  to  the 
world  the  poative  fact  of  a  spurious  progeny;  the  incon- 
testable evidence  of  an  illegitimate  and  bastard  issue. 

1  have  now,  Mr.  Prerident,  brought  this  branch  b»nk 
currency  to  the  test  of  several  provisions  in  the  chirter, 
not  all  of  them,  but  a  few  which  are  vital  and  decislTe. 
The  currency  faib  at  every  test;  and  upon  this  fulurc  I  pre- 
dicate an  argument  of  its  total  illegali^.  Thus  6r  I  hare 
spoken  upon  the  charter,  and  have  proved  that  if  this  cin^ 
rency  can  prevail,  that  instrument,  with  all  its  restrictions 
and  limitations,  its  jealous,  prohibitory  constitution,  and 
multiplied  enactments  for  the  safety  of  the  public,  is  no- 
thing buta  blank  piece  of  paper  in  uie  hands  of  the  bsnk. 
I  win  now  have  recourse  to  another  class  of  arguments— 
a  class  extrinsic  to  the  charter,  but  close  to  the  subject— 
indispens&ble  to  fsur  examination,  and  directly  bearing 
upon  the  illegal  character  of  this  currency. 

1.  In  the  first  place,  I  must  insist  that  these  orders  can- 
not possibly  serve  for  currency,  because  they  are  subject 
to  the  law  of  endorsable  paper.  The  law  which  e<"'«"^ 
all  such  paper  is  too  universally  known  to  be  'enlarged 
upon  here.  Presentation  for  acceptance  and  payment, 
notice  of  default  in  either,  prompt  return  of  the  disho- 
nored paper,  and  all  this  with  rigorous  punctualitjj,  ana  a 
loss  of  recourse  for  the  slightest  delay  at  any  point,  are 
the  leading  feature*  of  this  law.  Now  it  is  too  obvioiu 
that  no  paper  subject  to  the  law  of  endorsement  «">")■ 
swer  the  purposes  of  circulation .  It  will  die  on  the  ban™ 
of  the  holders  while  passing  from  one  to  another,  >'"**~ 
of  going  to  the  pkce  of  payment.  Now  it  is  incontesta- 
ble that  these  orders  are  instruments  negotiable  by  en- 
dorsement, and  by  endorsement  alone.  Whether  iwi» 
under  the  charter,  or  under  the  general  laws  of  the  IsW) 
they  are  still  subject  to  the  law  of  endorsable  psper- 
They  are  the  same  in  either  case  as  if  drawn  by  one  citizen 
upon  another.    And  this  is  a  point  which  1  mean  to  maae 
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dear:  tar  manjr  worthy  people  believe  there  »  some  pe- 
culiar l*w  for  bank  paper,  which  takes  it  out  of  the  ope- 
ration  of  the  general  iawi  of  the  land.     Not  lO  the  ftct. 
The  twelfth  fundamental  article  of  the  bank  constitution 
<lcdares  that  the  bill*  or  notes  to  be  issued  b^-  the  bank 
aiiali  be  negotiable  in  the  same  manner  as  if  issued  by  a 
pmaie  penon,-  that  is  to  say,  those  payable  to  a  named 
person  or  hia  order,  by  endoraentent,  in  like  manner  and 
with  tlie  Hie  effect  as  foreigbdiills  of  exchange;  and  those 
made  payable  to  bearer  shall  be  negotiable  by  delivery 
akme;  in  the  same  manner,  we  may  add,  as  a  silver  dollar. 
So  much  for  these  orders,  if  drawn  under  tlie  charter; 
if  not  drawB  under  it,  they  are  then  issued  under  the 
general  law  of  the  land,  or  without  any  law  at  all.  Taken 
either  under  the  charter  or  out  of  it,  it  comes  to  the  same 
poiDt,  namely,  that  these  orders  are  subject  to  the  same 
i^w  a*  if  dr»wn  hy  one  private  person  upon   another. 
Tins  ii  enough  to  fix  tlieir  character,  ana  to  condemn 
tiieni  as  a.  circulating  medium;  it  is  enough  for  the  peo- 
p4e  to  know;   for  every  citizen   knows  enough  of  law 
to  estiiBate  the  legal  value  of  an  tauuxepted  order,  drawn 
upon  a  man   five  hundred  or  one  thousand  miles  off! 
But  it  haa  the  word  bearer  on  the  back!     Yes,  sir,  and 
why  Dot  on  the  lace  as  easily  as  on  the  back  ?     Our  school- 
time  acquaintance,  Mr.  President,  the  gentleman  from 
Cork,  with  his  coat  buttoned  behind,  had  a  sensible,  and, 
I  will  add,  a  lawful  reason  for  arraying  himself  in  that 
gTOteique  hobUiment;  but  what  reason  can  the  bank  have 
lor  putting  bearer  on  the  back  of  the  order,  where  it  has 
no  effect  upon  its  negotiable  character,  and  omitting  it  on 
the  face,  where  it  would  have  governed  that  character, 
and  secured  to  the  holder  all  the  facilities  for  the  prompt 
and  ea^  recovery  of  the  contents  of  a  paper  transferable 
by  mere  delivery^    The  only  effect  of  this  preposterous 
or  cuDBing  endorsement  must  be  to  bamboozle  the  igno- 
rmt — pajtlon  the  low  word,  sir — to  bamboozle  the  ignorant 
with  tbe  belief  that  they  are  handling  a  currency  which  may 
at  any  time  be  collected  without  proof,  trouble,  or  delay, 
while  in  reality  it  is  a  currency  which  reserves  to  the  bank 
all  tbe  legid  defences  which  can  be  set  up  to  prevent  the 
fecovery  of  a  parcel  of  old,   unaccepted,  unpresented, 
unantborized  bills  of  exchange. 

3.  I  take  a  second  exception  to  these  orders  as  a  cur- 
rency. U  is  this,  that  being  once  paid,  they  are  done 
with.  A  note  transferable  by'delivery,  may  be  reissued, 
and  it*  psyment  demanded  again,  and  so  on  forever.  But 
a  bin  of  exchange,  or  any  paper  subject  to  the  same  law 
with  a  bill  of  exchange,  is  incapable  of  reissue,  and  is 
payable  but  once.  The  payment  once  made,  extinguishes 
the  debt;  the  paper  which  evidenced  it  is  dead  in  law,  and 
aanat  be  resuscitated  by  any  act  of  the  parties.  That  pay- 
ment can  be  plead  in  bar  to  any  fiiture  action.  This  law  ap- 
pEes  to  checks  and  orders  as  well  as  to  bills  of  exchange;  it 
applies  to  bank  diecksand  orders  as  well  aa  to  those  of  pri- 
nte  persons,  and  this  allegation  alone  would  annihilate 
etety  pretension  of  these  branch  bank  orders  to  the  cha- 
Mcter  of  currency. 

3.  I  take  a  third  objection  to  this  constructive  currency. 
It  a  this,  that  these  orders  are  not  evidenced  by  any  act 
or  agn  which  can  import  the  assent  of  the  corporators  to 
•heir  issue,  or  bind  tbe  corporate  effects  for  the  payment 
of  money-  The  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  a  corpora- 
'^  s'Sgrcg'ite;  it  is  composed  of  various  members;  and 
Ike  aasents  of  these  members  can  only  be  Evidenced,  and 
iheir  effects  bound,  by  modes  of  acting  known  to  the  law. 
The  comm6n  seal  is  the  evidence  of  assent  at  common 
Inr;  signatures  of  natural  persons  are  sometimes,  and  in 
•one  instances,  substituted  by  statute.  Thus  it  is  with 
tlK  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  seal  is  to  be  used  in 
some  cases;  signatures  in  others.  Bonds  are  to  be  sealed, 
not  signed;  bills  or  notes  are  to  be  signed,  not  sealed. 
The  common  seal  is  the  ^neral  mode  of  evidencing  the 
>ctj  of  the  corporation;  signatures  are  the  exception,  and 
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!can  only  be  used  as  the  substitute  for  the  seat  in  the  cases 
specified  in  the  exception.  Tbe  words  of  the  charter  in  the 
twelfth  article  are  pregnant  with  law  meaning,  and  im- 
j  port  a  clear  declaration  that  without  a  statutory  substitute 
I  the  common  seal  would  be  necessary  to  bind  the  corporate 
I  effects.  The  words  are  these:  "  The  bills  or  notes  sign- 
I '  ed  by  the  president,  and  countersigned  by  tbe  principal 
'  <  cashier  or  the  treasurer,  alt/iough  not  wtder  thetmlofihe 
'  xdd  corpgraium,  shaU  be  binding  and  obS^ttory  upon  ike 
•  Mime. "  This  is  law,  not  law  enacted,  butlaw  recogiused 
by  tbe  charter.  The  seal  roust  be  used  where  the  sub- 
stitute is  not  allowed,  and  when  used  it  is  the  equivalent 
of  the  seal,  and  nor  more.  Now  let  us  see  ho  w  far  a  seal  is 
necessary  in  the  acts  of  a  corporation  aggregate.  Let  us 
refer  to  books. 

Sir  William  Blackstone  says: 

"  Corporations  have,  as  incident  to  them,  a  common 
'  seal.     For  a  corporation,  being  an  invisible  body,  cannot 

<  manifest  its  intention  by  any  personal  act  or  oral  dis- 

<  course;  it,  therefore,  acts  and  speaks  only  by  its  com- 
<mon  seal.  For  though  the  particular  members  may 
'  express  their  private  consents  to  any  act  by  words,  or  sign- 
'  ing  their  names,  yet  this  does  not  bind  the  eorporationt 
'  it  IS  th^  fixing  the  seal,  and  that  only,  which  unites  the 
'several  assents  of  the  individuals  who  compose  the  com- 
'munity,  and  makes  one  joint  consent  of  the  whole." 

So  says  Mr.  Justice  Blackstone,  and  the  uniform,  unin- 
terrupted current  of  the  adjudged  cases  bears  him  out. 
I  hold  it  to  be  clear  law  tliat  the  seal  must  be  used  where 
the  statutory  substitute  is  not  allowed.  I  do  not  go  into 
trifles:  for  I  know  it  is  admitted,  in  tbe  same  cases,  that  a 
corporation  may  act  in  a  small  matter;  for  example,  may 
retain  a  servant,  or  employ  a  cook,  or  a  butler,  without 
seal;  but  where  an  interest  is  to  be  vested  or  divested  in 
or  out  of  a  corporation,  tlie  evidence  of  the  common  seal, 
or  the  statutory  substitute,  is  indispensable.  I  know, 
abo,  that  there  is  a  reference,  between  brackets,  stuffed 
into  Matthew  Bacon's  abridgment,  which  seems  to  the 
contrary  in  the  case  of  the  Bank  of  England  in  issuing 
her  bills  or  notes;  but  the  contrariety  Is  in  the  seeming 
only;  the  reported  case  in  Peere  Williams  proves  tbe 
necessity  of  the  seal.  But  the  elucidation  of  this  point 
belongs  to  the  next  head  of  objection,  and  I  will  pass  it 
over  Kir  the  present.  I  assume  the  law  to  be  incontro- 
vertible, that  a  corporation  cannot  be  bound  for  the  pay- 
ment of  money  except  by  its  common  seal  or  the  statutory 
substitute;  ana  these  branch  bank  orders  having  neither, 
being  witiiout  the  impression  of  the  common  seal,  and 
without  the  signatures  of  the  officers  which  was  to  make 
them  binding  and  obligatory  upon  the  corporation,  al- 
though not  Wider  their  seal,  1  hold  them  to  be  illegal. 

4.  I  take  a  fourth  objection  to  these  currency  orders, 
extrinsic  to  the  charter.  It  is  this:  That  the  orders  are 
not  drawn  in  the  corporate  name  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  A  corporation,  Mr.  President,  must  have  a  name, 
as  well  as  a  natural  person.  It  is  an  artificial  person,  con- 
stituted of  a  great  number  of  natural  persons,  always 
varying.  The  individual  names  of  the  corporators  cannot 
be  used;  but  a  name  must  be  used,  and  (hat  name  can  be 
no  other  than  that  which  is  bestowed  upon  it  by  tbe  foun- 
der or  the  Legislature;  and  this  nsime  must  be  used  in  all 
corporate  acts.  Sign  who  may,  affix  the  seal  who  may, 
still  the  promise  made,  the  act,  the  matter,  the  thing  done, 
or  promised  to  be  done,  must  be  done  or  promised  in  the 
name  of  the  corporation.  By  that  name  it  must  call  and 
it  must  answer;  sue  and  be  sued;  buy  and  sell;  have  and 
hold;  give  and  take;  bind  and  loose.  Slight  variations, 
as  of  a  letter  or  a  syllable,  may  be  tolerated  in  the  case 
of  ancient  corporations  whose  origin  is  not  known;  but 
no  variation  is  permitted  in  the  case  of  modern  corpora- 
tions, whose  origin  is  within  the  memory  of  man,  that  is 
to  say,  legal  memory,  which  dates  from  the  first  of  Richard 
II.     So  say  all  tbe  books.    Let  us  see  some  of  tiiem. 
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Lord  Coke,  in  bis  tenth  report: 

■ '  The  name  of  incorporation  is  a  proper  name,  or  name  of 
'baptism;  and,  therefore,  when  a  private  founder  gives  bis 
'  college  or  hospital  a  name,  he  does  it  only  as  k  godfather, 
'  and  by  that  same  name  tlie  King  baptizes  the  mcorpora- 
•tion." 

Sir  William  Blackstone,  in  his  commentaries: 

"  When  a  corporation  is  created,  a  name  must  be  given 
'  to  it;  and  by  that  name  alone  it  must  sue  and  be  sue^  and 
'  do  all  legal  acts ;  though  a  very  minute  variation  therein  is 
'  not  material.  Such  a  name  is  the  very  being  of  its  constitu- 
'  tion;  and,  though  it  is  the  will  of  the  King  that  creates  the 
'corporation,  yet  the  name  is  the  knot  ofits  combination, 

•  without  which  it  could  not  perform  its  eorporate  functions." 

Matthew  Bacon,  in  his  abridgment: 

"There  is  a  difference  between  an  ancient  corpora- 
'tion,  and  a  corporation  newly  created;  for  an  ancient 
'  corporation,  by  use,  may  have  a  special  name  differing  in 

•  substance ;  but  otherwise  of  a  corporation  created  within 
<  memory;  for  this  reg^ularly  can  only  have  the  name  by 
'  which  It  is  instituted." 

So  say  the  English  books.  What  says  the  charter  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States?  Has  it  failed  to  give  a 
name?  or  has  it  granted  a  dispensation  of  its  use?  Nei- 
ther. It  has  given  a  name;  and  it  has  ordered  that  name 
to  be  used.  The  seventh  section'is  wholly  taken  up  with  this 
matter.  It  declares  the  name  of  the  corporation  to  be: 
"  The  President,  Diareetort,  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  the 

•  United  States."  This  is  the  name.  Now  for  the  use. 
"  And  by  that  name  shall  be,  and  hereby  are,  made  able 

•  and  capable  in  law,  to  have,  &c,  to  sell,  &c.,  to  sue,  &c., 

•  to  make  and  use  a  common  seal,  &c.,  to  ordain  by-laws, 

•  &c.,  and  generally  to  do  and  execute  all  and  singular 
'  the  aett,  matters,  and  things  which  to  them  it  shall  or  may 
'  cgtpertain  to  do,  &c." 

This  i*  corroboration,  Mr.  President,  instead  of  dispen- 
sMiion,  of  the  common  law.  And  now,  sir,  I  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that  I  see  the  advocates  of  this  order 
currency  penned  up  in  the  same  narrow  comer  in  which 
I  placed  them  half  an  hour  ago,  and  from  which,  I  appre- 
hend, they  wUl  never  come  forth.  They  must  say  that 
the  issue  of  this  currency  is  not  an  act,  is  not  a  matter,  is 
not  a  thiw,  appertaining  to  the  bank  to  do,  and,  tlierefore, 
need  not  oe  done  in  the  name  of  the  corporation.  They 
must  say  this,  or  give  up  the  Question.  For  these  orders 
are  not  drawn  in  the  name  of  the  corporation,  nor  upon 
it  The  name  of  the  corporation,  the  baptismal  name  of 
the  artificial  person,  begot  by  the  kingly  power  of  the 
Congress  of  1816,  "  the  preudent,  directors,  and  company 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,"  is  not  upon  the  paper, 
neither  as  drawer  or  drawee,  payer  or  payee,  endorser 
or  endorsee;  no,  not  even  as  an  acceptor  in  the  character 
of  friend,  to  save  the  honor  of  the  arawer.  And  I  hold 
this  currency,  for  that  single  reason  alone,  to  be  invalid 
and  illegal;  as  much  so  as  the  acts  of  this  Congress  would 
be  if  made  in  the  name  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  instead 
of  the  name  of  the  United  States  of  America,  and  signed 
by  the  mayor  and  aldermen,  instead  of  the  presiding  officers 
of  the  two  Houses  and  the  Prerident  of  the  United  States, 

But  the  federal  court  in  Philadelphia  has  decided,  and 
that,  as  it  would  seem,  upon  the  authority  of  the  case  of 
the  King  vs.  Bigg,  that  bank  currency  may  be  issued  by 
agents,  and  that  these  agents  may  be  appointed  at  the  will 
of  the  bank,  and  without  seal,  and  that  the  court  will 
presume  tliese  to  be  agents  whose  orders  have  been  paid. 
We  will  see  that  case,  not  in  1st  Sir  John  Strange,  where 
it  is  briefly  and  imperfectly  reported,  but  in  3d  Peere 
Williams,  where  the  whole  case  is  fully  shown.  It  was  a 
criminal  ciue,  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey  as  fiir  back  as  the 
year  1717.     The  indictment  set  forth, 

"That,  on  the  19th  day  of  February,  1714,  and  long 

<  before,  one  Joshua  Adams  was  entrusted  and  employed 

<  by  the  governor  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  England, 


<  to  sig^  notes  for  the  said  company  for  the  payment  of 

<  money  by  them  payable;  and,  afterwards,  the  same  day 
'  and  year,  the  said  Joshua  Adams,  being  so  entrusted  uid 
'  empowered  by  the  said  company,  did  make  a  certain 
'  note  under  bis  own  hand,  and  signed  by  himself,  on  be- 
'  half  of  the  said  company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  did 
'  promise  to  pay  to  Mr.  James  White,  or  bearer,  one  hua- 
'  dred  pounds  sterling  on  demand;  that,  afterwards,  on 
'  the  22d  day  of  February,  1714,  the  sum  of  nine^ 
'  pounds  sterling,  on  behalf  of  the  said  company  of  the 
'  Bank  of  England,  part  of  the  said  one  hundred  pounds 
'  sterling,  was  paid  to  the  bearer  of  tlie  note,  and  that 
'  payment  endorsed  on  the  note;  that  the  said  John  Bigg 
'  erased  the  endorsement,"  &c.  with  the  usual  aTerments. 

The  jury  brought  in  a  special  verdict,  finding  every 
thing  as  laid  in  the  indictment,  and  two  additional  Acts, 
namely,  first,  that  Joshua  Adams's  appointment  was  not 
under  the  common  seal  of  the  company;  and,  secondiy, 
that  the  endorsement  was  written,  not  upon  the  back,  but 
upon  the  face  of  the  note.  Upon  this  special  verdict  tile 
judgment  of  all  the  judges  at  Sergeant's  Inn,  Fleet  street, 
was  taken  upon  solemn  argument.  The  main  questtoD 
was  on  the  validity  of  Adams's  appointment  without  seal, 
and  the  decision  was  in  favor  of  that  validity;  not  that  the 
seal  was  unnecessary,  but  that  the  court  would  presume  it 
to  have  been  used;  that  the  court  would  not  look  into  tliat 
fact;  for  it  would  not  be  allowed  that  the  bank  should  free 
itself  from  the  payment  of  notes  signed  by  its  agent,  by 
showing  that  they  had  made  an  irregular  appointment. 
Here  is  the  argument  on  which  the  decision  turned. 

"  In  an  action  brought  ag^nst  the  bank  upon  a  bill  or 

<  note  signed  by  Aduns,  when  it  shall  be  proved  that 

<  Adams  is  an  agent  entrusted  by  tiie  bank,  and  has  been 
'  used  to  sign  bills  and  notes,  which  from  time  to  time 
'  have  been  duly  paid  and  answered  by  the  bank;  this  i> 
'  evidence,  and  will  carry  with  it  the  highest  presumption 
'  tliat  Adams  was  lawfully  authorized  so  to  do,  and,  come- 
'  quently,  authorized  under  the' common  seal.-  and  at  the  same 

<  time  it  may  be  impossible  for  a  third'person,  that  sues  this 
'  bill  or  note,  to  produce  suchauthority  under  the  oobumb 
'  seal  of  the  bank;  and  it  would  be  unreasonable  in  the  court 

•  to  put  him  upon  it,  in  regard  the  same  does  not  belong 

•  to  him;  yet,  upon  such  evidence,  it  shall  he  presumed  thd 
'  .Mams  voas  well  authorized  under  the  common  seal  to  sign 
'  such  bills  or  notes,  and,  consequently,  they  will  be  good." 

Tliis  is  the  case  upon  which,  from  the  similarity  of  lan- 
guage and  sentiment,  the  opinion  of  the  federal  cotirt  in 
Pliiladelpbia  seems  to  have  turned;  all  that  part  of  it,  at 
least,  which  went  to  support  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
in  employing  agents  to  issue  currency,  and  making  the 
bank  liable  for  the  currency  so  issued.  It  seems  to  sup- 
port the  court,  but  cognoscere  causas  rerum — to  know  the 
causes  of  things — ^isas  indispensable  in  the  science  of  the 
law,  as  it  is  dearable  in  the  mysteries  of  nature.  Now, 
sir,  observe  with  what  ease  one  single  word  will  change 
the  whole  direction  of  Big^s  case,  will  take  it  from  the 
court,  and  turn  it  against  the  court,  and  annihilate  all  the 
pretensions  of  tlie  United  States'  bank  to  issue  currency 
through  agents.  The  case  of  Bigg  turned  upon  British 
statute  law;  upon  an  act  of  Parliament  made  in  1697,  in 
amendment  of  Uie  charter  if  the  Bank  of  England,  such 
as  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  applied  for  here  and 
could  not  obtain.     This  is  the  clause: 

"That  the  forging  or  counterfeiting  of  the  common 
'  seal  of  said  corporation  of  the  governor  and  corop»"y> 
'  or  of  any  sealed  bank  bill  made  or  given  out  hi  the  name 
'  of  the  said  governor  and  company,  for  the  payment  of 
"•  any  sum  of  money,  or  of  any  bank  note  of  any  sort  what- 
'  ever,  signed  far  the  said  governor  and  company  of  W 
'  Bank  of  England,  or  the  altering  or  rasing  any  endorse- 

•  metit  on  any  bank  bill  or  note  of  any  sort,  shall  be,  a>id 
'  is  hereby,  declared  and  adjudged  to  be  hung,  without 
'  benefit  of  clergy." 
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This  is  the  «ct  under  which  Big^  was  indicted.  The 
note  wbich  he  was  charged  with  aJtering',  or  rather  eras- 
inr  a  credit  from  it,  was  signed  by  Joshua  Adams,  and 
Aouns  was  appointed  under  the  clause  which  authorized 
die  Bank  of  England  to  get  their  notes  signed  far  the  com- 
pang.  Having  a  right  to  sign  notes  by  an  ag^nt,  and  the 
notes  signed  by  Adams  for  the  company  haying  been  al- 
•ays  paid  at  bank,  the  court  would  not  look  into  his 
appointment;  they  would  presume  him  to  be  the  agent  of 
the  bank,  and  to  be  duly  appointed;  that  is,  under  seal. 
Nov,  apply  this  to  the  branch  bank  presidents.  Who 
snthonzed  them  to  sign  the  currency  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States^  Where  is  the  statute  giving  the  bank 
power  to  use  a^nts  for  signing?  There  is  none.  The 
power  was  applied  for  in  1821,  and  refused;  and  now  it 
must  require  a  power  of  presumption,  equal  to  the  power 
oficgislation,  to  presume  that  the  branch  bank  presidents 
ut  igents  of  the  United  States'  bank  to  sign  currency, 
vben  the  bank  is  not  allowed  to  have  any  agent  at  all  for 
such  a  purpose. 

The  case  of  Bigg,  Mr.  President,  shows  five  points  of 
difference  between  the  notes  he  signed  and  these  branch 
hank  orders,  and  every  point  fatal  to  tlie  orders. 

its*.  The  Bank  of  Bn|^nd  had  statutory  authority  to 
sppoint  an  agent  to  sign  tbeirnotes;  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  has  no  such  authority  with  respect  to  their  currency. 

Setmdly.  The  agent  of  the  Bank  of  England  only  sign- 
ed the  liotesf  the  branch  bank  presidents  both  sign  and 
issoe  these  orders. 

Vurdly.  The  Bank  of  England's  agent  signed  the  notes 
fw  and  in  behalf  of  the  governor  and  company  of  the 
Bulk  of  England;  the  branch  bank  presidents  sign  in 
their  own  names,  and  on  their  own  account. 

f\mrihfy.  The  notes  signed  by  Adams  were  drawn  in 
die  corporate  name  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  con- 
trined  the  promise  of  the  g^ovemor  and  company  of  that 
bank,  by  their  corporate  style  and  name,  to  pay  the 
amount  of  the  note  to  the  bearer,  on  demand:  the  orders 
ia  qaestion  are  not  drawn  in  the  corporate  name  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States;  they  contain  no  promise  or  ac- 
ceptance of  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  to  pay  any  thing,  to  any  body, 
at  any  time  whatever. 

f^flUg.  The  notes  signed  by  Adams  were  the  real 
pnamssory  notes  of  tlie  Bank  of  England,  such  as  the 
charter  expressly  authorized  the  bank  to  issue  for  curren- 
cy; these  orders,  signed  and  issued  by  the  branch  bank 
ppeadents,  are  not  authorized  to  be  issued  as  currency  by 
any  clause  in  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Upon  these  five  points  of  difference,  each  of  them  sus- 
tained in  point  of  fact,  1,  by  the  indictment  against  Bigg; 
2,  by  the  special  verdict;  3,  by  the  argument  before  the 
court;  4,  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1697;  and,  5,  by  the 
judgment  of  the  court,  I  must  insist  that  the  case  of  Bigg 
is  the  most  complete  and  perfect  authority  for  the  coii- 
denuiation  of  this  branch  bank  currency,  which  the  T^t  of 
manconld  have  devised.  Yes,  sir,  it  is  omnipotent.  It 
opens  alnttery  of  thunder  and  lightning  upon'the  Phila- 
wlphia  decision.  It  pulverizes  that  decision.  Yet  the 
bank  is  triumphant!  It  carries  all  before  it!  It  bestrides, 
u  a  Colossus,  the  prostrate  charter  which  Congress  gave 
it  It  claps  a  foot  upon  a  word  here,  and  a  phrase  there 
—rears  her  gigantic  form  above  all  law,  and  boldly  places 
an  empire  at  (tefiance!  And  yet  there  are  people  to  talk 
about  new  restrictions  to  bind  this  gigantic  power;  as  if  it 
«s  in  the  destiny  of  man  that  the  weidcer  should  ever 
bind  the  stronger  party.  No,  sir;  we  are  engaged  with 
•be  real  presence  of  that  fabled  monster— once  believed 
to  be  the  fabulous  creation  of  frenzied  poets — ^that  monster 
»bich  no  art  nor  power  could  ever  bind!  which  changed 
Ws  fonn,  at  will,  from  man  to  beast — from  lion  to  serpent 
—from  serpent  to  water — from  a  river  of  flowing  water  to 
a  coliuDn  of  blazing  fire ;  and  thus  eluded,  in  the  act  of  re- . 


ceiving  them,  the  grasp  and  catch  of  every  chain  that  was 
thrown  upon  him. 

Mr.  President,  this  finishes  my  argument  to  show  the 
illegality  of  this  species  of  currency;  and  believing  the 
fact  of  this  illeg^ty  to  be  fiiUy  and  incontrovertibly 
established,  I  might  here  terminate  my  labor,  and  rest  my 
case.  But,  sir,  I  deem  nothing  in  human  operatioas  suffi- 
ciently known  until  the  reasons  of  it  are  known.  I  will, 
therefore,  advance  a  step  fiirther,  and  lay  open  the  rea- 
sons and  causes  Ibr  the  invention  of  these  branch  bank 
orders,  and  for  their  imposition  upon  the  pubUc,  to  the 
exclusion,  in  many  Stat^  of  the  lawful  promissory  notes 
of  the  president,  directors,  and  company  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  To  do  this  I  shall  have  recourse  to 
evidence,  not  to  argument;  and  to  make  that  evidence  the 
more  easily  intelligible,  I  will  rapidly  review  the  three 

r:at  points  of  history  in  the  career  of  this  bank;  namely. 
Its  apparent  but  delusive  prosperity  at  the  start;  3.  Its 
sudden  engulfment  in  the  vortex  of  bankruptcy;  3.  Its  ap- 
parent but  delusive  prosper!^  now. 

The  bank  went  into  operation  with  the  beginning  of  the 
year  1817;  established  eighteen  branches,  half  a  dozen  of 
which  in  the  South  and  West;  issued  its  own  notes  freeir, 
and  made  larg^e  issues  of  notes  payable  at  all  these  branch- 
es. The  course  of  trade  carried  the  branch  notes  of  the 
South  and  West  to  theNorthea^;  and  nothing  iiTtfae  course 
of  trade  brought  them  back  to  the  West  They  were 
payable  in  all  demands  to  the  Federal  Government:  mer- 
chants in  Philadelphia,  New  York,  and  Boston  received 
them  in  payment  of^  goods,  and  gave  them — not  back  again 
in  payment  of  Southern  and  Western  produce — but  to  the 
collectors  of  the  customs.  Become  the  monev  of  the 
Government,  the  bank  had  to  treat  them  as  carfi.  The 
fourteenth  section  of  the  charter  made  them  receivable  in 
all  payments  to  the  Government,  and  another  clause  re- 
quired the  bank  to  transfer  the  moneys  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  any  point  ordered;  these  two  clauses  (the  tnnsfer 
clause  being  harmless  without  the  receiving  one  contained 
in  the  fourteenth  section)  laid  the  bank  under  the  obliga- 
tion to  cash  all  the  notes  of  all  the  branches  wherever  pre- 
sented; for,  if  she  did  not  do  it,  she  would  be  ordered  to 
transfer  the  notes  to  the  place  where  they  were  payable, 
and  then  to  transfer  the  silver  to  the  place  where  it  was 
wanted;  and  both  these  operations  she  had  to  perform  at 
■her  own  expense.  The  southern  and  western  branch 
notes  flowed  to  the  Northeast;  the  gold  and  silver  of  the 
South  and  West  were  ordered  to  fdlow  them;  and,  in  a 
little  while,  the  specie  of  the  South  and  West  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  Northeast;  but  the  notes  went  faster  on  horse* 
and  in  mail  stages  than  the  silver  could  go  in  wagons;  and 
the  parent  bank  in  Philadelphia,  and  the  branches  in  New 
York  and  Boston,  exhausted  by  the  double  operation  of 
providing  for  their  own,  and  lor  southern  and  western 
branch  notes  besides,  were  on  the  point  of  stopping  pay-  . 
ment  at  the  end  of  two  years.  Mr.  Cheves  then  came 
into  the  presidency;  he  stopped  the  issue  of  southern  and 
western  branch  paper,  and  saved  the  bank  from  Insolven- 
cy! Application  was  then  made  to  Congress  to  repeal 
the  fourteenth  section  of  the  charter,  and  thus  relieve  the 
bank  from  this  obligation  to  cash  its  notes  every  where. 
Congress  refused  to  do  so.  Application  was  made' at  the 
same  time  to  repeal  a  part  of  the  twelfth  fundamental  ar- 
ticle of  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  the  president  and  principal  cashier  of  the  parent 
bank  from  the  labor  of  signing  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notes. 
Congress  refused  that  appUeaiion  also.  And  here  every 
thing  rested  while  Mr.  (Sieves  continued  president.  The 
southern  and  western  branches  ceased  to  do  business  as 
banks;  no  bank  notes  or  bills  were  seen  but  those  bearing 
the  signatures  of  the  president  and  his  principal  cashier, 
and  none  of  these  payable  at  southern  and  western 
branches.  The  profits  of  the  stockholders  became  incon- 
siderable, and  the  prospect  of  a  renewed  charter  was  lost 
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in  the  actual  view' of  tlie  inactivity  and  uselessness  oil 
the  bank  in  the  South  and  West.  Mr.  Cheves  retired. 
He  withdrew  fi-ooi  an  institution  he  had  saved  from  bank- 
Tuptey,  but  which  he  could  not  render  useful  to  the  South 
and  West;  and  then  ensued  a  set  of  operations  for  enabling 
the  bank  to  do  the  things  which  Cong^ss  had  refiised  to 
do  for  it;  that  is  to  say,  to  avoid  the  operation  of  the  four- 
teenth section,  and  so  much  of  the  twelfth  fundamental 
article  as  related  to  the  si^ature  of  the  notes  and  bills  of 
the  bank.  These  operations  resulted  in  the  invention  of 
the  branch  bank  orders.  These  orders,  now  flooding  the 
country,  circulatinir  as  notes,  and  considered  every  where 
as  gold  and  silver,  (because  tliey  are  voluntarily  cashed  at 
several  branches,  and  errantouth)  received  at  every  land 
office  and  custom-house,)  have  given  to  the  bank  its  pre- 
sent appat-ent  prosperity,  its  temporary  popularity,  and 
its  delusive  cry  of  a  sound  and  uniform  currency.  This 
is  my  narrative;  an  appalling  one,  it  must  be  admitted;  but 
let  it  stand  for  nothing  if  not  sustainei^  by  the  proof.  Here, 
then,  is  the  proof! 

Mr.  Chkves's  Repoht.— JBarfrorf*— 1822. 
<■  The  bank  immediately  upon  its  commencement  did  a 
'  very  extensive  business,  imported  vast  sums  of  specie, 

*  paid  its  notes  and  those  of  tlie  offices  (without  reference 

*  to  the  places  where  tliey  were  payable)  at  the  bank,  and 

*  all  the  principal  office;  north  of  the  Potomac,  while  they 
«  were  (under  the^  charter)  necessarily  received  eveiy 
'  where   in   payment  of  debts  to  the  Government  of 

*  the  United  States;  and  drafb   were  given,   without 

*  limit,  on  the  parent  bank,  and  on  the  northern  offices, 
'  by  the  western  offices,  at  par,  or  at  a  premium  merely 

<  nominal.  As  soon  as  tlie  notes  of  the  southern  and  west- 
'  em  offices  were  paid,  or  received  by  the  bank  and 
'  northern  offices,  they  were  returned  to  them,  and  reis- 

'  sued  in  perpetual  succession The  result  was, 

'  that  the  bank  and  the  great  northern  offices  were  drain- 

*  ed  of  their  capital;  and  on  the  20th  of  July,  1818,  only 
'  eighteen  months  af\er  the  institution  began  its  operations, 

<  it  was  obliged  to  commence  a  rapid  and  heavy  curtail- 
'  ment  of  the  business  of  tlie  bank  and  its  offices.  During 
'  this  time  it  had  the  advantage  of  immense  Government 

'  deposites,  (sisht  miluoss  ahd  vpwabds.) 

'  Curtailments  were  ordered,  from  time  to  time,  at  the 
'  southern  and  western  offices At  that  moment 

*  (1st  of  April,  1819)  tlie  discount  line  of  the  important 
'  office  at  Boston  was  only  $94,594  37!  and  when,  in  this 
'  wretched  state,  the  southern  and  western  circulation 
'  was  pouring  in  upon  these  weak  points,  (Philadelphia, 
'  New  York,  Boston,)  and  the  Government  at  liberty,  ac- 
'  cording  to  the  practice  of  the  time,  to  draw  on  either 

<  office,  or  the  bank,  for  the  gross  amount  of  its  depo-, 
'  sites  throughout  the  whole  establishment,  whether  South, 

<  North,  East,  or  West The  specie  in  the  vaults 

'  (at  the  parent  bank  in  Philadelphia)  at  tlie  close  of  the 

*  day,  on  the  21st  of  April,  1819,  was  only  $126,745  28, 

*  and  the  bank  owed  to  the  city  bank,  deducting  balance 
'  due  to  it,  an  ag^egate  balance  of  $79,125  99.     It  is 

*  true  there  were  in  the  mint  $267,978,  and  m  transitu 
'  (i.  e.  on  the  road)   from  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  two  hun- 

<  dred  and  fif^y.  thousand  doUars;  but  the  treasury  divi- 

<  dends  were  payable  on  that  day  to  the  amount  of  near 

*  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  there  remained  at  the 

<  close  of  the  day  more  than  one-half  of  tbe,sum  subject  to 

*  draught,  and  the  greater  part,  even  of  the  sum  which 

*  bad  been  drawn  during  the  day,  remained  a  charge  upon 
'  the  bank  in  the  shape  of  temporary  deposites,  which 
'  were  almost  immediately  withdrawn.  Accordingly,  on 
■  the  12th  of  the  same  month,  the  bank  had  in  its  vaults 
'  but  $71,522,  and  owed  to  the  city  banks  a  balance  of 

<  $196,418 It  must  be -again  remarked,  that  it 

'  had  yet  tite  sum  before  mentioned  in  the  mint,  as  well 
'  as  the  sum  on  the  road  from  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  (two 


'  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars,)  which  arrived  very 

<  seasonably  on  the  next  day,  or  a  day  or  two  aiWr.   The 

<  bank  in  this  situation,  the  office  at  New  York  little  bet- 

<  ter,  and  the  office  at  Boston  a  great  deal  worse 

'  AI.L  THE  KESOUBCES  Or  THE  BAITK  WOCLD  KOT  HAVE  SDS- 

'  TAiirxD  IT  IV  THIS  couBSK  Or  BrsiJtBss  A170THXB  Moirra! ! 

< Such  was  the  prostrate  condition  of  the  bank 

'  of  the  nation,  which  had,  only  twenty-seven  months  be- 
'  fore,  commenced  business,  with  an  untrammelled,  active 
'  capital  of  twenty-eight  millions  of  dollars I 

<  was  elected,  and  took  my  seat  as  presdent  of  the  board 
'  on  the  6th  of  March,  1819 .The  southern  and 

•  western  branches  were  immediately  directed  not  to  issue 
'  tlieir  notes,  and  the  bank  ceased  to  purchase  and  collect 
'  exchange  on  the  South  and  West." 

This  was  Mr.  Cheves's  report  tb  the  stockholders;  they 
consulted  as  to  the  means  of  relief,  especially  on  the  great 
points  of  signing  the  currency,  and  getting  rid  of  the  four- 
teentli  section.  The  result  was  a  conviction  that  Congress 
alone  could  relieve  them;  that  legislative  remedies  were 
indispensable;  and  a  memorial  was  draughted  accordingly. 
Its  introductory  paragraph  is  refnarkable,  and  deserves  to 
be  read. 

"That  the  institution  of  which  they  arc  managers  is 
'  laboring  under  several  grievances,  not  only  injurious  to 
'  the  bank,  but,  as  they  respectfully  conceive,  to  the  nation 

•  also,  which  call  for  icgisuUive  relief;  some  of  these  arise 

•  from  the  original  anuasims  of  appropriate  legal  ensct- 

•  ments,  others  from  certain  prommom  of  the  charter,  not 

•  suited  to  the  condition  and  dreunutamxg  of  the  bank,  and 
'  one  of  very  important  character,  from  a  regulation  ctn- 
'  cemmgihejiical  receipts  of  the  Government  of  the  Union. 
'  For  the  remedy  of  these  evils,  the  stockholders  of  tbe 
'  Bank  of  the  United  States  oon  oniy  fooA;  to  Congress." 

Mark,  I  beseech  you,  Mr.  PresWent,  the  phraseology 
of  this  memorial,  and  consider  who  was  the  man  that  sign- 
ed it,  and  most  probably  drew  it.  It  complains  of  oripnsl 
omisuons,  and  existing  provisions  in  the  cliarter,  for  tlie 
remedy  of  which  legislative  aid  is  prayed,  and  Congress 
declared  to  be  the  only  power  that  can  grant  it  One  of 
the  evils  thus  complained  of  was,  the  labor  imposed  upon 
the  president  of  the  bank,  and  the  principal  cashier,  in 
signmg  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notes;  another  was  the  dif- 
ficulty of  providingpayment  forthe  same  note  at  the  branch 
bank  which  issued  it,  and  at  the  other  branches  to  which 
it  might  be  carried  in  the  course  of  trade  and  business. 
The  memorial  was  accompanied  by  an  argumentative  re- 
monstrance, strongly  urging  Congress  to  grant  the  relief 
prayed  for.  The  appointment  of  an  agent  and  register 
to  sign  notes  was  urgently  pressed,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving the  president  from  manual  labor,  that  he  might 
give  his  attention  to  the  higlier  and  more  important  busi- 
ness of  the  bank,  but  to  no  purpose;  Congress  refused  the 
request  The  other  branch  of  the  memorial  shared  the 
same  fate.  It  was  the  main  application,  and  every  argu- 
ment was  used  to  induce  Congress  to  grant  it,  but  without 
effect  Mr.  Cheves  represented,  and  most  truly,  that  the 
bank  could  not  provide  payment  for  the  same  note,  at  the 
same  time,  in  eighteen  different  places.  His  language 
was:  "  To-day,  a  branc/t  shall  tuive  a  million  of  capiUil;  w 
'  three  months  it  may  be  without  a  cent."  All  this  was  true, 
is  now  true,  and  forever  will  be  true.  But  the  bank  w»» 
established  to  furnish  a  sound  and  iMuform  currency;  that 
soundness  and  uniformity  could  only  be  attained  by  caai- 
ing  the  notes  wherever  they  were  presented;  if  that  could 
not  be  done,  the  public  object  for  establishing  the  bank  had 
failed,-  and  Congress  refused  to  let  its  branches  degrenerate 
into  local  institutions,  issuing  a  local  paper  for  the  private 
gain  of  the  stockholders,  when  the  great  public  object 
was  no  longer  attainable.  The  refusal  was  peremptory; 
and  as  the  bank  could  not  go  on  according  to  the  charter, 
and  cash  its  notes  at  all  the  branches,  the  branches  were 
shut  up.   They  issued  no  notes;  made  few  or  no  discounts; 
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confined  themsehres  to  dealing  in  exchange,  and  collecting 
the  gtiW  and  aiWer  of  the  South  and  West,  and  remitting 
it  to  the  parent  bank.^  This  state  of  things  continued  about 
aeren  years,  and  during  all  that  time  the  bank  was  for- 
fSating  its  charter  for  non-tuer,  that  is  to  say,  for  not  using 
hs  powers  for  the  public  and  beneficial  object  for  which 
it  was  granted.  This  was  an  unprofitable  season  for  the 
stockboMers;  dividends  were  small;  the  odium  of  the  insti- 
totion  great;  its  inability  to  fiimish  a  sound  and  uniform 
ctuTcncy  admitted;  the  charter  diuly  liable  to  forfeiture; 
and  all  hope  for  its  renewal  perfectly  desperate.  In  these 
circumstances  action  became  indispensable.  It  was  neck 
or  noUting.  Inaction  was  death;  action  could  be  no  worse, 
and  might  lead  to  life.  Some  new  remedy  must  be  tried; 
Ktme  reuing  espcriment  must  be  adventured;  however 
doabtiiil  the  issue,  however  hazardous  the  trial,  the  ven- 
ture must  be  made;  it  was  a  case  for  cSgitalia!  and  the 
venture  was  made.  What  that  venture  was,  and  how 
wonderfully  it  has  succeeded,  to  the  astonishment  of  its 
JeGghted  projectors,  1  will  now  show  you  in  the  words  of 
the  present  president  of  the  bank. 

Mr.  Biddlk's  R^mrt  to  the  tioekholden  at  the  triennial 
meeting,  Sqttember,  \S31.—Exlradt. 

"The  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  established  for 
'  the  purpose  of  restoring  specie  payments,  which  had  for 
'akmptime  been  suspended  throughout  a  great  part  of  the 
'  oomitry— of  furnishing  a  unind  circulating  medium,  and 
'  of  giving  more  umfirmity  to  the  exchanges  between  dls- 
'  tant  sections  of  the  Union.  By  importing  more  than  seven 
'  aiiUions  of  specie,  and  by  a  free  issue  of  notes  immediate- 
'  ly  after  its  establishment,  the  bank  with  great  sacrifices 
'  ncceeded  for  a  time  in  attaining  these  objects;  but  it  seems 

•  to  have  been  afterwards  Considered  that  its  powers  were 
'  rriauttrd  by  the  effi/rt,  and  that  the  continuance  of  it 
'  uiauU  be  etUirtlg  impriuticahk.     The  tssentiai  difficulty 

•  was  presumed  to  lie  m  the  provision  of  the  charter,  mak- 
'  Big  the  notes  umvertallt/  receivable  for  debts  due  to  the 

•  Government,  which,  by  obliging  the  bank  to  provide  pay- 
'  meitt  for  the  same  note  at  various  places,  would  require  it 
'  to  retain  a  greater  amount  of  specie  than  it  could  issue  of 
'  notes;  thus  diminishing  rather  than  increasing  the  sound 
'  circuUtion.  The  consequence  was,  the  bank  issued  its 
'own note* sparingly,  more  especially  in  the  Southern  and 
'  Western  States,  where  it  often  preferred  the  reissue  of 
'  the  notes  of  the  State  banks,  beit^  unwilling  to  issue 
'  freeig  its  notes  which  it  might  be  compelled  to  pay  at  some 
'  one  of  the  many  places  remote  from  the  point  of  issuing 
'them. 

•  ••••• 

"Harii^,  in  compliance  witli  the  directions  of  the 
'  MockbokMTS  in  1832,  applied  without  success  to  Congress 
'  for  a  modification  of  this  disabling  provision  in  the  ehar- 
'  ter,  it  became  necessary  for  the  board  of  directors  to  re- 
'  examine  the  constitution  of  the  bank,  in  order  to  discover 
'  whether  there  was  really  any  organic  defect  which  prc- 
■  vented  it  from  performing  the  functions  to  which  it  was 

•  destined,  or  whether  some  different  combination  of  its 

•  powers  might  not  overcome  its  difficulties. 

"The  ea^teriment  was  interesting  and  hazardous.  It 
'  was  to  try^  how  far  the  institution  could  succeed  in  doing 
« that  which  had  never  yet  succeeded  elsewhere,  in  diffus- 
'  iog  over  so  wide  a  siu^ace  of  country  a  currency  of  large 

•  amount  and  of  uniform  value,  at  all  places  and  under  all 

•  drcamstances;  and  also  whether  it  could  bring  down  to 
'  it*  extreme  limit  the  necessary  expense  of  commercial 
'  intercourse  between  distant  sections  of  country,  whose 
'  exdiangeable  productions  were  of  such  various  and  un- 
'  equal  values. 

•  *  •  •  >  • 

"  This  system  has  now  been  in  operation  for  several 
'  years.  It  was  at  first  experimental,  and  of  doubtful  issue,- 
'  and  as  the  consequences  were  equally  important  to  the 


bank  and  the  community,  its  progress  has  been  watched 
with  deep  soHeitude.  Its  nMcess,  therefore,  has  been  seen 
with  proportionate  satisfaction." 

Hr.  President,  it  is  not  my  fashion  to  put  a  strained 
construction  upon  any  gentleman's  words — upon  the 
words  of  one  present,  much  less  one  who  has  no  place,  no 
voice,  here.  I  will,  therefore,  put  no  construction  at  all 
upon  the  language  which  I  have  read.  I  will  let  every 
word  stand  for  itself;  will  let  every  phrase  be  taken  in  itt 
literal,  natural,  obvious,  inevitable  meaning.  And  what 
do  they  tell  you?  Why,  that  payment  of  the  same  note 
at  various  places  was  impossible;  that  compulsory  pay- 
ments were  fatal  to  the  bank;  and,  to  get  rid  of  them,  she 
has  done  for  herself  what  Congress  refused  to  do  for  her, 
and  what  her  directory,  in  the  time  of  Mr.  ChAvcs,  so- 
lemnly declared  that  Congress  alone  could  do!  This  is 
what  the  president  of  the  bank  tells  you.  Look  at  the 
words. 

Bank  estabEshed  to  keep  up  a  sound  uniform  currency, - 
exhausted  by  the  effort  to  do  so,-  entirely  impracticable!  es- 
sential difficulty  in  the  provision  of  the  charter  rthe  \4th 
sectionj  wltich  made  the  notes  universally  receivable  by  Go- 
vernment; eompeUable  to  pay  at  places  remote  from  the  point 
of  issuing;  edited  tmtmut  success  to  Congress  for  a  modifi- 
cation of  this  disabling  provision;  re-examination  of  the  con- 
stitution of  the  bank;  discovery  of  new  powers;  the  diMcuUies 
overcome;  experiment  hanaraous;  never  succeeded  e&ewhere; 
the  issue  doubtful;  progress  uxdched  with  deep  soUdtude; 
great  satisfaction  at  the  success. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  what  was  this  experiment,  of 
hazard  so  great,  of  issue  so  doubtful,  which  never  suc- 
ceeded elsewhere,  the  progfress  of  which  was  watched  with 
so  much  fear  and  trembling,  and  the  fancied  success  of 
which  is  announced  with  so  much  satisfaction?  Sir,  it  is 
the  invention  of  this  branch  bank  currency!  'It  is  the 
substitution  of  branch  bank  orders  for  the  promissory  notes 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States!  And  surely,  from  the 
first  establisliment  of  banks  to  the  present  dsy,  a  more 
potent  medicine  was  never  invented  for  the  cure  of  the 
diseases  to  which  banks  are  most  subject.  It  has  com- 
pletely overcome  all  the  difficulties  which  the  bank  lay 
under  at  tlie  time  of  Hr.  Cheves's  memorial,  and  which 
were  then  admitted  to  be  fatal  to  it  What  were  those 
difficulties?  They  were  a  twofold  impediment;  first,  a 
total  inability  to  sign  notes  fast  enough;  secondly,  a  total 
inability  to  pay  for  them,  according  to  the  charter,  after 
they  were  signed.  The  remedy  wanted  was,  increased 
facilities  for  signing;  diminished  liabilities  for  paying! 
And  the  orders  have  completely  answered  this  double  ob- 
ject. Signers  enough  now,  and  compulsory  payment  no- 
where !  This  is  the  glorious  relief  which  the  experiment 
has  brought.  This  is  tlie  cataplasm  which  has  healed  the 
wounds  of  the  bank.  This  is  the  medicinal  drug — the 
balsamic  drink — the  restorative  infusion — which  has  poured 
a  new  portion  of  strength  into  the  exhausted  machine,  and 
enabled  it  to  bear  its  infirmities  a  little  longer.  Fifly  signers 
at  work,  and  one  hundred  and  fifty  endorsing  clerks,pouring 
out  from  five  and  twenty  places  their  perennial  streams  of 
paper.  When  out,  it  is  not  payable  by  law  any  where.  Not 
at  the  branch  which  issues  it;  for  there  is  neither  promise, 
nor  law,  to  exact  the  payment  there.  Not  at  any  other 
branch,  for  the  14tli  section  of  the  charter  does  not  apply 
to  orders,  and  we  have  just  seen  that  they  were  invented 
to  evade  that  section.  Not  in  Pliiladelphia;  for,  notwith- 
standing that  may  be  the  purport  of  the  order,  yet  it  is  an 
absolute  impossibility;  for  the  people  of  tliis  wide  confe- 
deracy, the  laboring  people  especially,  who  handle  these 
small  orders,  can  never  go  up  to  Philadelphia  to  demand  the 
hard  money  for  them.  Yes,  sit,  these  ordersarethe  thing. 
It  is  the  currency  of  which  they  are  composed  which  has 
enabled  the  machinery  of  the  bank  to  go  to  work  after 
the  inaction  from  1819  to  1837.  It  is  this  currency  which 
has  enabled  it  to  flood  the  South  and  West  (as  I  will  show 
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presently)  with  paper  for  which  it  has  not  the  means  of 
redemption.  It  is  this  which  has  enabled  its  votaries  to 
raise  the  cry,  brief  and  delunve,  of  sound  and  uniform 
currency.  It  is  this  wliich  enables  the  retainers  of  the 
bank  to  contradict  PreriderU  Jackson  for  repeating  its 
own  words;  yes!  repeating  their  own  words:  for  the  mes- 
sage of  1839,  declaring  the  failure  of  the  bank  to  furnish 
a  sound  and  uniform  currency,  is  nothing  but  the  repeti 
tion  of  what  the  bank  directory  itself  had  declared,  and 
what  all  intelligent  men  know  to  be  true.  It  is  this  illegal, 
irresponsible  currency  which  has  enabled  the  bank  to  fill 
the  Union  with  debtors  in  chains,  who  scream  incessantly 
for  the  life  and  glory  of  tlieir  Juggernaut,  and  attack  with 
the  fury  of  wild  beasts  every  public  man  who  will  not 
square  «bis  public  conduct  by  the  devouring  miseries  of 
their  own  private  condition,  and  the  remorseless  cravings 
of  their  insatiate  idol. 

I  have  now  established,  Mr.  President,  as  I  trust  and  be- 
lieve, the  truth  of  the  first  branch  of  my  proposition, 
namely,  that  this  currency  of  branch  bank  orders  is  un- 
authori2ed  by  the  charter,  and  illegal.  I  will  now  say  a 
few  words  in  support  of  the  second  branch  of  the  propo- 
rtion, namely,  that  this  currency  ought  to  be  suppressed. 

The  mere  fact  of  the  illegality,  «r,  I  should  hold  to  be 
sufficient  to  justify  this  suppression.  In  a  counti  y  of  laws, 
the  laws  should  be  obeyed.  No  private  individual  should 
be  allowed  to  trample  them  under  foot;  much  less  a  pub- 
lic man,  or  public  body;  least  of  all,  a  great  moneyed  cor- 
poration wielding  above  one  hundred  millions  of  dollars 
per  annum,  and  boldly  contending  with  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment  for  the  sceptre  of  political  power — money  is 
power.'  The  Bank  of  the  United  States  possesses  more 
money  than  the  Federal  Government;  and  the  question 
of  power  is  now  to  be  decided  between  them.  That 
question  is  wrapped  up  in  the  case  before  you.  It  is  a 
case  of  clear  conviction  of  a  violation  of  the  laws  by  this 
great  moneyed  corporation*  and  that  not  of  a  single  sta- 
tute, and  by  inadvertence,  and  in  a  small  matter,  which 
concerns  but  few,  but  in  one  general,  sweeping,  studied, 
and  systematic  infraction  of  a  whole  code  of  laws — of  an 
entire  constitution,  made  for  it;  sole  government  and  re- 
straint— and  the  pernicious  effects  of  which  enter  into 
the  revenues  of  the  Union,  and  extend  themselves  to  every 
moneyed  transaction  between  man  and  man.  This  is  the 
case  of  violated  law  which  stands  before  you;  and  if  it 
goes  unpunished,  then  do  I  say,  the  question  of  political 
power  is  decided  between  the  bank  and  the  Government. 
The  question  of  supremacy  is  at  an  end.  Let  there  be 
no  more  talk  of  restrictions  or  limitation  in  the  charter. 
Grant  a  new  one.  Grant  it  upon  the  spot.  Grant  it  with- 
out words!  Grant  it  in  blank!  to  save  the  directors  from 
the  labor  of  re-examination!  the  court  from  the  labor  of 
constructions!  and  yourselves  from  the  degradation  of  be- 
ing publicly  trampled  under  foot! 

I  do  insist,  Hr.  Preaddent,  that  this  currency  ought  to 
be  suppressed  for  illegality  alone,  even  if  no  pernicious 
consequences  could  result  from  its  circulation.  But  perni- 
cious consequences  do  result.  The  substituted  currency  is 
not  the  equivalent  of  the  branch  bank  notes,  whose  place 
it  has  usurped;  it  is  inferior  to  those  notes  in  vital  pai-ticu- 
lars,  and  to  the  manifest  danger  and  loss  of  the  people. 

In  the  first  place,  these  branch  bank  orders  are  not 
payable  in  the  States  in  wMch  they  are  issued.  Look  at 
them!  they  are  nominally  payable  in  Philadelphia!  Look 
at  the  law!  It  gives  the  holder  no  right  to  demand  their 
contents  at  the  branch  bank,  until  the  order  has  been  to 
Philadelphia,  and  returned.  I  lay  no  stress  upon  the  in- 
sidious cuxumstance  that  these  orders  are  now  paid  at  the 
branch  where  issued,  and  at  other  branches.  That  volun- 
tary, delusive  payment  may  satisfy  those  who  are  willing 
to  swallow  a  gilded  hook;  it  may  satisfy  those  who  are 
willing  to  hold  their  property  at  the  will  of  the  bank. 
For  my  part,  I  want  law  for  my  rights.    I  look  at  the 


law,  to  the  legal  rights  of  the  bolder,  and  say  that  he  has 
no  right  to  demand  payment  at  the  branch  which  issued 
thf  order.  The  present  custom  of  paying  is  voluntary, 
not  compulsory;  it  depends  upon  the  wUlof  the  bank,  not 
upon  law;  and  none  but  tyrants  can  require,  or  slaTes 
submit  to,  a  tenure  at  will.  These  orders,  even  admittii^ 
them  to  be  legal,  are  only  payable  in  Philadelphia;  »»»d  to 
demand  payment  there,  is  a  delusive  and  impmetieabk 
right.  For  the  body  of  the  citizens  cannot  go  to  Phila- 
delphia to  get  the  change  for  the  small  orders^  merchants 
will  not  remit  them;  they  would  as  soon  carry  up  the  fires 
of  hell  to  Philadelphia;  for  the  bank  would  consign  them 
to  ruin  if  they  did.  These  orders  are  for  the  frontiers; 
and  it  is  made  the  interest  and  the  policy  of  merchants  to 
leave  them  at  home,  and  Uke  a  bill  of  exchange  at  a  no- 
minal  premium.  Brokers  alone  will  ever  carry  them,  and 
that  as  their  own,  after  buying  them  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  people  at  a  discount  fixed  by  themselves. 

This  contrivance,  Mr.  President,  of  issuing  bank  paper 
at  one  place,  payable  at  another  and  a  distant  place,  is 
not  a  new  thing  under  the  sun;  but  its  success,  if  it  suc- 
ceeds here,  will  be  a  new  thing  in  the  history  of  banking. 
This  contrivance,  sir;  is  of  European  origin.  It  began  in 
Scotland  some  years  ago,  with  a  banker  in  Aberdeen,  who 
issued  promissory  notes  payable  in  Jjmdon.  Then  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  set  her  branches  in  SUgp,  Cork,  and  Btl- 
fast,  at  the  same  work,  and  they  made  their  branch  notes 
payable  in  Dublin.  The  English  country  bankers  took 
the  hint,  and  put  out  their  notes  payable  in  London.  The 
mass  of  these  notes  were  of  the  smaller  denominations, 
one  and  two  pounds  sterling,  corresponding  with  our  five 
and  ten  dollar  orders;  such  as  were  handled  by  the  labor- 
ing classes,  and  who  could  never  carry  them  to  London 
and  DubUn  to  demand  the  contents.  At  this  point  the 
British  Imperial  Parliament  took  cognizance  of  the  matter; 
treated  the  issue  of  such  notes  as  a  vicious  practice,  rioia- 
tlve  of  the  very  first  idea  of  a  sound  currency,  and  parti- 
cularly dangerous  to  the  laboring  classes.  The  Parliament 
suppressed  the  practice.  This  all  happened  in  the  year 
1826;  and  now  this  practice,  tlius  suppressed  in  EngUatd, 
Scotland,  and  btUmd,  is  in  fuU  operation  in  our  America/  and 
the  directors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  ar^  celebrat- 
ed, as  the  greatest  of  financiers,  for  picking  up  an  illegal 
practice  of  Scottish  origin,  and  putting  it  mto  operation 
in  the  United  States,  and  that,  too,  in  the  very  year  in 
which  it  was  suppressed  in  Great  Britain! 

In  the  next  place,  tliese  orders  are  impoverishing  and 
destructive  to  the  States  in  which  tliey  are  issued,  because 
they  lead  to  the  abduction  of  its  gold  and  siher.  If  notes 
are  issued,  they  are  payable  at  the  branch  bank,  and  an 
adequate  supply  of  gold  and  silver  must  be  kept  on  hand 
to  redeem  Uiem;  but  these  orders  being  drawn  on  Phila- 
delphia, the  gold  and  mlver  of  the  State  mtist  be  sent 
there  to  meet  them.  This  is  the  clear  undoubted  theory 
of  this  new-fimgled  currency;  it  is  also  the  proved  esta- 
blished practice  and  effects  of  it.  Every  body  in  the 
South  and  West  knows  that  the  bard  money  of  the  coun- 
try is  constantly  disappearing;  but  those  only  who  hare 
observed  the  working  of  the  machinery  df  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  can  tell  where  all  this  hard  money  is  gone. 
The  monthly  statements  of  the  bank  will  tell  this  secret. 
They  will  show  that  the  gold  and  ulver  of  the  South  and 
West  go  to  the  Northeast;  and  that  the  branches  «u^  the 
channels  of  collection  and  remittance.  Here  are  some 
items  from  the  returns  of  the  year  1830,  the  last  ^rbich 
have  been  yet  printed,  and  which  will  throw  a  little  light 
upon  this  subject: 

Spe«iew  Note*  iCTttgJ, 

New  Orleans,  April,  1830,  700,815  6,421,275 

Mobile,  August,  55,368  1,557,745 

Nashville,  October,  185,304  2,080,500 

Louisville,  December,  200,825  1,088,560 

Lexington,  December,  78,430  1,484,110 
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126,603 

679.880 

155,157 

977,455 

38,620 

736,897 

170,510 

1,064,415 

26,342 

1,192,205 

304,547 

1,735,700 

266,962 

1,425,255 

3,728,62p 

2,531,080 

2,351,190 

1,764,627 

1,327,755 

721,505 

738,000 

780,657 

St.  Louis,  Jane, 
Cincinnati,  Norember, 
PittsbuTilp,  Apri], 
Richinond,  August, 
FayetteTille,  October, 
Savannah,  August, 
Charleston,  December, 
Fbiladelpbia,  August, 
New  York,  Norember, 
Botton,  August, 
Baltimore,  October, 

Here  is  a  picture  for  you,  Mr.  President,  and  a  contrast 
vith  it  On  one  side,  a  most  beggarly  exhibition  of  empty 
boxes;  on  the  other,  fulness  ana  distension  to  bursting. 
West  of  the  AUeghanies,  and  south  of  the  Potomac,  no 
hard  money;  in  the  Northeast,  millions  at  every  point. 
Bot,  as  a  compensation  for  this  difficiency  of  metal,  vre 
hare  a  most  bountifiU  supply  of  paper.  Ten,  twenty, 
thirty,  forty,  fifty  to  one  is  our  proportion  of  paper  to 
silrer.  And  for  all  this  paper  the  countrj-  is  in  debt,  and 
pa3n  interest  (bank  interest)  to  non-residents  and  foreign- 
er*.' Gentlemen  of  the  South  complain  of  the  tariff,  and 
doubtless  with  much  reason;  but  the  day  is  at  hand  when 
every  eye  shall  see,  and  every  tongue  shall  confess,  that 
the  tariff  is  not  the  only,  nor  the  largest,  nor  the  most 
Toncious  Tampyre  which  sucks  at  their  veins!  The  Bank 
of  the  United  States  divides  that  business  with  the  tariff, 
and,  like  the  stronger  brother,  takes  the  largest  share  to 
herself.  She  fiimisbes  her  brood  of  these  insatiable  suck- 
ers. She  hangs  them  on  every  vein  of  gold  and  silver 
vhich  the  South  and  West  exhibit.  They  gorge  to  re- 
pletion, then  vomit  their  load  into  the  vast  receptacles  of 
the  Northeast,  and  gorge  agun.  The  hard  money  of  the 
eountry,  that  money  which  pays  no  interest,  b  sucked  up 
ind  sent  away;  the  paper  money  of  a  company,  for  which 
bank  interest  is  exacted,  takes  its  place.  The  people  of 
the  country  are  in  debt  for  this  paper,  the  greater  part  of 
them  at  second  and  third  hand,  borrowers  from  bor- 
rowers, paying  rack-interest  to  the  intermediate  lend- 
ers.  The  labors  of  the  year  barely  suffice  for  the  psj-ment 
of  the  sixty  days'  collection  of  all  Uiis  interest.  The  princi- 
pal is  still  behind,  to  come  upon  these  exhausted  countries 
when  delayed  payment  has  doubled  the  difficulty  of  mak- 
ing' pa)mient.  When  that  dread  day  comes,  and  come  it 
vSl,  and  nothing  is  gained  by  patting  it  off,  the  towns 
and  cities  of  the  South  and  West — ^the  fairest  farms  and 
gDod&est  mansions — ^will  be  act  up  at  auction,  to  be  knock- 
ed down  to  the  bank  agent,  at  the  mock  prices  fixed  in 
the  compting  room  of  the  bank  itself.  And  in  these  mock 
sales  of  towns  and  cities  may  be  laid  the  foundation  for 
the  titles  and  estates  of  our  future  nobility — Duke  of  Cin- 
dmiaiti!  E^l  of  Lexinjifton!  Marquis  of  Nashville!  Count 
of  St.  Louis!  Prince  of  New  Orleans!  Such  may  be  the 
titles  of  the  bank  nobility  to  whom  the  next  generation  of 
American  farmers  must  "  crook  the  pregnant  hinges  of 
the  knee."  Yes,  sir!  when  the  renewed  charter  is  brought 
in  for  ua  to  vote  upon,  I  shall  consider  myself  as  votmg 
upon  a  bill  for  the  establishment  of  lorda  and  commmu 
in  this  America,  and  for  the  eventual  establishment  of  a 
JSv/  for  when  the  hrda  and  eommont  are  established, 
thel^ng  will  come  of  himself ! 

In  the  third  place,  the  emission  of  these  orders  has  de- 
higed  the  country  with  antnlafeits.  The  evils  of  coun- 
terCeiting  was  one  of  the  objections  made  to  the  application 
of  the  bank  for  the  leave  to  appoint  an  agent  and  register 
to  sign  the  five  and  ten  dollar  notes.  The  danger  was  so 
obvious  and  imminent,  that  the  memorial  of  the  directors 
candidly  admitted  it,  and  entered  into  the  suggestion  of 
nany  precautionary  measures  to  prevent  it.  They  ad- 
nutted  that  if  the  ngners  were  numerous  or  temporary 
the  danger  of  counterfeiting  would  be  excessive  and  de- 
structive; but  declared  that  the  bank,  with  a  view  to  its 
own  interest,  would  not  suffer  them  to  be  either  numerotts 


or  temporary,  although  the  act  might  not  limit  the  num- 
ber. The  curectors  proposed,  however,  to  limit  the  num- 
ber to  two:  to  make  them  permanent  officers  in  the  bank; 
and  to  publish  their  appointment  in  the  Washington  city 
gazettes  before  they  should  begin  to  act.  A  bill  with  ail 
these  provisions  was  reported;  but  Congress  refused  to 
pass  it,  and  for  this  reason,  among  others,  that  the  power 
of  signing  the  notes  involved  the  power  of  judging  their 
genumeness;  and  this  power  was  too  high  and  dangerous — 
too  easily  abused — and  too  hardly  remedied,  to  be  trusted 
to  any  but  the  very  highest  officers  of  the  bank — ^those 
whose  character  and  station  would  afford  the  strongest 
guaranties  to  the  public  for  the  fair  exercise  of  a  power 
so  delicate  and  responsible.  Congress  refused  to  pass  the 
bill.  What  next.'  Why,  sir,  Mr.  Cbeves  and  his  directory 
submitted;  but  a  new  directory  came  in,  and  what  did 
they  do'  They  re-examined  the  constitution  of  the  bank, 
and  discovered  the  means  of  overcoming  the  difficulty. 
They  substituted  branch  bank  orieri  for  branch  bank 
mAes;  and  set,  not  two,  but  fifty  signers  and  one  hundred 
and  fifty  endorsing  clerks  at  work  upon  tliese  orders. 
What  is  the  consequence  ?  Counterfeiting  to  an  excess, 
and  audacity  never  paralleled  before!  I  saw  in  Missouri, 
before  I  left  home,  a  descriptive  list  of  ninety-nine  varie- 
ties of  counterfeits  on  the  Bank  of  the  Unit^  States  and 
its  branches  alone;  most  of  them  of  the  class  of  these  five 
and  ten  dollar  orders.  This  list  was  contained  in  a  peri- 
odical sheet,  called  "  Counterfeit  Detector;"  a  work 
wholly  given  up  to  describing  counterfeits  on  the  United 
States'  bank  and  its  branches;  for  to  such  excess  has  this 
crime  arisen,  as  to  give  birtli  to  a  new  species  of  literary 
publication;  a  periodical  newspaper  wholly  devoted  to 
the  description  and  detection  of  counterfeit  paper  cur- 
rency. The  remedy  only  announces  the  extent  of  the 
evil;  it  does  not  cure  it.  None  butbusiness  men  in  cities, 
and  a  few  official  characters,  can  aflbrd  to  buy  and  study 
tliese  periodicals;  the  body  of  the  people  Imve  no  benefit 
from  them.  After  all,  the  Detector  is  no  gfuide;  the  marks 
of  a  counterfeit  detected  and  described  in  one  number  of 
the  periodical,  are  corrected  and  amended  in  the  next  edi- 
tion of  the  counterfeits.  They  instruct  the  counterfeiters 
how  to  amend  their  work!  The  fact  is,  nobody  can  tell 
the  good  from  the  bad.  Brokers  and  bank  officers  assume 
to  do  it;  but  they  had  as  well  assume  to  be  conjurors  and 
astrologers;  they  had  as  well  practise  incantations,  and 
deliver  oracles  in  convulsions  and  contortions,  as  to  look 
at  this  paper,  and  pronounce  judgments;  they  had  as  well 
gaze  at  tlie  stars,  and  j  udge  by  the  motions  of  the  heavenly 
bodies,  as  to  look  at  these  orders,  and  judge  from  the 
writing  and  engraving;  they  bad  as  well  do  as  the  sooth- 
sayers of  old — go  out  upon  a  high  hill — watch  the  flight 
of  birds — and  then  prognosticate  that  the  order  is  g^d  or 
bad,  as  the  bird  chances  to  fly,  dexter  or  sinister,  as  it 
passes  the  hill.  Far  from  knowing  the  handwriting,  they 
hardly  know  of  the  existence  of  the  writers!  Yet  these 
solemn  judges  condemn,  and  condemn  irrevocably,  the 
property  of  the  people !  They  all  know  how  to  draw  the 
sign  of  St.  Andrew's  cross;  and  that  fatal  si^n,  drawn 
through  the  face  of  an  oi-der,  is  decisive  of  its  rate.  Tnie 
or  false,  good  or  bad,  from  that  moment  it  falls  into  the 
receptacle  of  things;  not  lost,  but  damned,  on  earth. 

I  do  not  stand  here,  Mr.  President,  to  enlarge  upon  the 
general  evils  of  a  counterfeit  currency,  such  as  belong  in 
common  to  the  forging  of  all  bank  paper;  but  there  are 
evils  peculiar  to  the  circulation  of  these  counterfeit  orders, 
which  give  a  distinctive  cliaracter  to  the  mischiefs  which 
they  inflict,  and  demand  a  particular  animadversion.  These 
evils  grow,  first,  out  of  tlie  wide  extent  of  the  circulation 
of  these  Counterfeits,  which  carries  tlie  forgeries  of  every 
State  of  the  Union  into  every  otlicr  State,  thus  affecting 
each  .part  with  the  miseries  of  the  whole — swelling  the 
mass  of  crime  and  fiaud,  and  augmenting  the  difficulties 
of  detection  in  proportion  to  tlte  distance  from  which  the 
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intrusive  counterfeits  came.  The  next  peculiar  evil  is  in 
the  multitude  of  incompetent  jud^s;  already  about  one 
hundred  and  fifty  in  number,  and  annually  increasing.  A 
third  peculiar  evil  is  in  the  one-sided  character  of  these 
judg'es — all  appointed  at  the  will  of  the  bank — all  holding 
their  appointments  at  her  will — and  all  feeling'  it  to  be 
their  interest  to  commit  no  mistakes  to  her  prejudice. 
The  last,  and  greatest,  of  these  peculiar  evils  is  in  the 
small  size  of  these  orders,  which  throws  their  counterfeits 
upon  that  class  of  the  community  who  are  least  capable 
to  detect  the  imposition,  and  least  able  to  bear  the  loss. 
The  laboring  classes,  the  middle  sized  farmers,  and  the 
country  people,  are  the  peculiar  victims  of  this  species  of 
counterfeits.  They  handle  small  sums,  and  the  small  sized 
counterfeits  fall  upon  tlieir  hands.  Every  counterfeit 
must  stop  somewhere.  Sooner  or  later  it  must  stop  in 
somebody's  hands;  and  the  mass  of  these  small  ones  will 
certainly  stop  in  the  hands  of  poor  people.  Thus  it  was 
,  in  England.  In  the  space  of  six  years,  from  1812  to  1818, 
no  less  than  154,454  counterfeit  notes  were  presented  and 
detected  at  the  Bank  of  Epgland;  of  which  128,800  were 
for  one  pound,  corresponding  with  our  five  dollar  orders; 
and  1 8,562  were  for  two  pounds,  corresponding  with  our 
ten  dollar  orders;  leaving  only  about  8,000  notes  out  of 
upwardi  of  154,000  for  all  denominations  above  two 
pounds,  or  ten  dollars;  thus  incontestably  proving  that 
the  poor  were  the  losers  and  the  victims.  This  was 
stated  in  his  place  by  the  honorable  Henry  Grey  Bennet, 
who  stated,  at  the  same  time,  that  out  of  five  hundred  and 
one  persons  convicted  of  fdrging,  or  passing,  or  offering 
counterfeit  notes,  in  the  short  space  of  thirteen  years,  ot 
whom  two  hundred  and  seven  had  been  hung,  and  others 
deported,  the  tnass  of  them  were  poor  people;  and  the 
notes  for  which  they  died,  were  small  ones  of  one  and  two 
pounds,  equal  to  five  and  ten  dollars.  And  he  said,  at  the 
same  time,  that  the  stockholders  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
in  this  frightful  mass  of  crime,  and  fraud,  and  misery,  and 
death,  liad  found  their  consolation  and  their  profit  in 
dividing  among  themselves  tiueiUy-Jive  miUums  of  pouniU 
slerling.'  equal  to  about  one  kunared  and  twenty  miUiowi 
ofdoUart!  This  is  what  the  counterfeiting  part,  or  forgery 
department  of  the  banking  system,  arrived  at  in  England: 
this  is  the  point  to  which  tne  forgery  of  these  branch  bank 
orders  is  rapidly  caxrymg  tlie  American  people.  And 
for  all  tlie  crime  and  misery  wliich  has  grown  out  of  the 
counterfeiting  of  these  orders,  and  all  that  shall  grow  out 
of  them„the  directors,  who  violated  their  chart<ir  to  do 
what  Congress  forbid,  are  justly  accountable  to  God  and 
man! 

1  have  carefully  abstained,  Mr.  President,  from  the  use 
of  any  topic  of  a  general  or  exciting  nature.  I  have 
confined  myself  to  a  mere  judicial  pleading.  But  there 
is  one  argument  against  the  issue  of  this  currency,  which 
goessodirectlyto  the  honor,  the  dignity,  the  independence 
of  the  States,  that  I  cannot  forbear  to  hold  it  up  for  an 
instant,  and  to  pass  it  as  a  shadow  before  you.  Itistliis.  We 
all  know  the  mgh  and  responsible  nature  of  the  coining 
power.  It  is  an  attribute  of  national  sovereignty;  in  its 
nature  belonging  to  the  highest  authority  in  every  form 
of  Government.  The  States  of  this  confederacy,  each' for 
itself,  became  invested  with  this  higli  power  the  moment 
they  burst  the  chains  of  British  viissaiage.  Possessed  of 
tlie  right  in  full,  tliey  divided  it,  in  part,  with  the  Congress 
of  the  confederation.  The  convention  of  1789  gave  it 
exclusively  to  the  new  Federal  Government;  and  since 
that  time  no  State  can  coin  money,  regulate  its  value, 
emit  bills  of  credit,  or  make  any  thing  but  gold  and  silver 
.-» tender  In  discharge  of  debts.  Congress  alone  has  the 
full  power  to  coin  and  regelate  its  value;  a  disputed  power 
to  emit  bills  of  credit,  and  no  power  to  make  any  thing 
but  gold  and  silver  a  lawful  tender.  Well,  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  refers  its  origin,  in  the  opinion  of  many, 
to  the  coining  and  regulating  clause  in  the  constitution. 


What  is  admitted  by  all,  is,  that  Congress  has  granted  to 
the  bank  a  power  to  issue  a  paper  currency  fir  beyond 
the  amount  of  the  coined  currency  in  the  Union;  that  this 
paper  currency  is  receivable  in  payment  of  all  dues  to  the 
federal  Government;  and,  being  so  receivable,  thence 
enjoys  a  degree  of  credit  and  circulation  coextensive 
with  the  limits  of  the  Union.  Names,  Ur.  President,  ue 
nothing;  substance  is  every  thing.  The  substantial  power 
of  coinmg,  and  of  regulating  the  currency,  is  in  the  bui; 
fur  it  issues  a  currency  which  exceeds  the  coin  in  quantity, 
and  supersedes  it  in  circulation.  Congress  gave  this  great 
po*er — in  effect,  one  of  the  highest  attributes  of  nationil 
sovereignty — to  the  company  of  individuals  incorponted 
under  the  misnomer  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  tliu 
company  has  devolved  its  power,  so  far  as  the  branch 
bank  orders  are  concerned,  upon  their  subaltern  agencies, 
called  branch  banks;  and,  according  to  the  opinion  of  Uk 
federal  court,  may  devolve  it  upon  whatever  agents  tSejr 
please.  These  subaltern  agencies  are  protruded  Into 
the  States,  and  tlierc  exercise  a  power  superior  to  that 
which  the  State  Governments  surrendered  to  the  Federal 
Government.  They  issue  a  paper  currency  v{ithln  the 
State,  wliich  supersedes  and  expels  the  hard  money. 
They  issue  a  paper  currency  not  payable  wiilmi  llie  Stale, 
nor  within  the  next  State,-  nor  witliin  Jive  hundnd  at 
one  thousand  miles;  nor  practicably  payable  any  vAm! 
and  for  non-payment  of  tmich  there  is  neither  prohibitim 
nor  penalty  in  the  charter.  This  currency  necessuilj, 
and  practicably,  becomes  a  currency  of  bills  of  credit, 
redeemable  at  tlie  will  of  the  issuer,  and  not  at  the  will 
of  the  holder;  and  these  bills  all  people  (in  the  South  and 
West,  at  least)  arc  under  a  virtual  duresse  to  receire; 
because  all  other  currency  is  chased  away.  And  thus 
these  bills  of  credit  become  a  forced  and  irresistible 
tender  in  the  payment  of  debts.  Can  the  States  stand 
thb'  If  they  can,  they  are  ripe  and  ready  to  sink  into  the 
condition,  not  of  provinces  of  the  empire,  but  of  farms— 
tlie  rack-rent  farms — of  a  great  moneyed  oligarchy. 

Sir,  I  stop;  not  that  I  have  finished,  but  tliat  every  thing 
must  have  an  end,  even  the  overflowings  of  grief  and 
indignation  at  viewing  the  frightful  progress  which  a  great 
moneyed  oligarchy  is  making  over  the  nnking  Ubertict 
of  tlie  land.  The  cause  demands  a  different  advocate. 
It  calls  for  that  rare  man  who  rebuked  and  overthrev 
the  audacious  enterprise  of  Walpole — who  overturned 
the  judgements  of  the  Kingf's  court — drove  back  the  royal 
patent  across  the  Irish  cliannel,  and  saved  the  people  of 
Ireland  from  the  evils  of  an  illeg^al  currency,  and  their 
Government  from  the  degp'vdation  of  seeing  a  private 
individual  exercising  the  high  power  of  issuing  a  nattoDil 
currency  within  her  limits.  The  crisis  calls  for  that  man. 
It  calls  for  the  dauntless  spirit — the  mighty  genius— the 
lofty  scorn  of  hopes  anil  fears,  which  belonged  to  the 
illustrious  Dean  of  St.  Patrick's!  And,  if  we  are  now 
destined  to  sink  in  this  contest,  (which  Heaven  of  its  infinite 
mercy  avert) — but  if  we  are  destined  to  sink,  then  do  I 
say  it  is  not  for  want  of  a  cause  less  just,  less  righteoua, 
less  national,  less  holy,  than  that  in  which  Ireland 
triumphed,  but  because  the  combined  powers  of  all  Ame- 
rica's patriot  sons  are  unable  to  tarUe  the  drapia's  letien! 

Mr.  DALLAS  rose  in  reply,  and  said  that,  feeling  t 
high  and  cordial  respect  for  every  thing  which  proceeded 
from  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  following  long  and  elabo- 
rate preparation  and  reflection,  his  reluctance  to  interpose 
any  obstacle  or  embarrassment,  thus  early  in  the  course 
of  his  movement,  was  extreme.  A  deep  sense  of  duty, 
however,  obliged  him  to  overlook  the  customary  courtesy, 
and  to  oppose  the  leave  which  the  honorable  gentleinaD 
asked.  He  was  sure  that  his  doing  so  would  not  be  con^ 
strued  by  tlie  candor  of  the  mover  into  the  least  want  of 
per.>ional  deference. 

Had  the  resolution  contemplated  by  the  Senator  beea 
one  merely  for  inquiry;  did  he  design  to  refer  the  subject 
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to>  committee  for  investigation,  both  as  to  fact  and  prin- 
ciple, he  would  be  among  the  last  to  intiniate  unwilling- 
Bcs  or  opposition.  But  tlte  Senate  was  formally  called 
upon,  without  any  previous  scrutiny,  to  pass  a  judgment 
of  condemnation — to  hasten  summarily  to  a  conclusion 
tffecting  vast  and  important  interests — to  t:ntertain  a  reso- 
luboD  which  was  in  effect  a  bill — and  to  act,  without  au- 
tbtntic  &cts  before  them,  iu  a  manner  which  would  ope- 
nte  upon  the  public  mind  as  forcibly  as  if  they  enacted  a 
bv  with  every  preparatory  solemnity  and  care.  Such  a 
.  proceeding  he  was  compelled  to  resist  at  its  earliest  stage. 
He  did  not  feel  himself,  by  any  thing  past  or  probable, 
the  enlisted  advocate  or  opponent  of  tlie  bank.  °  lie  was 
as  little  prepared  to  defend  as  to  assail,  without  stint  or 
diKrimiaation.  But  be  could  not  refrain  from  observing 
that  the  general  course  of  invective  against  its  practices, 
its  objects,  and  its  tendencies,  in  which  tbe  learned  Sena- 
te bad  indulged,  was  calculated  (certainly  not  intended) 
to  forestall  public  opinion  upon  the  memorial  for  a  re- 
acffil  of  its  charter,  and  to  prevent  the  dispassionate  in- 
quirjr  and  grave  consideration  which  were  due  alike  to 
the  petitioners  and  to  the  body  which  they  addrejised. 
Why  were  these  elaborated  attacks  thiu  prematurely 
Dxle?  Why  were  nearly  two  thirds  of  the  address  just 
iklirered  wide  of  the  proportion  started  by  the  ingenious 
iod  able  speaker?  Why  were  the  orders  or  di^ls,  against 
»hich  tbe  resolution  was  peni»ed,  lost  sight  of  in  a  maze 
of  vehement  and  doubtless  sincere  philippic  agunst  the 
Maminoth,  the  Colossus,  the  Protean  monster?  Certainly 
Ml,  in  the  language  of  the  gentleman,  ad  captandum  vtil- 
fH.  And  yet  tlie  effect  might  be  to  delude  the  public 
niod,  to  make  all  inquiry  useless,  and  to  prepare  a  con- 
(kmnatiOQ  before  a  hearing.  Did  the  honorable  Senator 
teSect  for  one  moment  upon  tlie  immediate  evils  of  such 
•  course?  Did  he  forget  how  much  injury — irreparable 
ojuij— he  might  be  the  cause  of  inflicting?  The  counts, 
the  dukes,  tlie  princes,  and  the  kings,  who  in  metapho- 
r»al  confumon  graced  his  eloquence,  were  certainly  enti- 
tled to  none  of  his  sympathy:  but  he  [Mr.  D.]  would  say 
l»  the  worthy  Senator,  that  a  depreciation  in  the  value  o'f 
the  property  of  this  bank— an  undermining  of  its  present 
carrency,  cbaracUr,  and  stability,  might  carry  want,  dis- 
comfort, and  wretchedness  among  many  towards  whom 
hii  benevolent  nature  would  yearn  as  reathly  and  as  warmly 
Miny  man's.  About  three  millions  of  the  stock  of  this 
corporation  are  owned  by  widows  and  other  females^  two 
millions  and  a  half  are  held  in  trust  by  executors  or  guar- 
diuB  for  orphans  or  others;  and  one  million  and  a  half  by 
charitjble  societies  and  similar  bodies:  making  an  aggre- 
pteof  near  seven  millions,  or  one-fifVh  of  the  capiulac- 
!ually  devoted  and  semi-annually  contributing  to  the  sub- 
Mstence,  education,  and  happiness  of  those  for  whose 
»d&ie  all  generous  hearts  must  beat  in  unison! 

The  basis  upon  which  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 
louri  had  reared  the  superstructure  of  his  argument  was 
»  printed  copy  of  a  charge  delivered  to  a  jury  by  one  of 
the  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  SUtes, 
sitting  as  a  circuit  ju(%e  in  the  eastern  district  of  Pennsy  1- 
"nia.  He  [Mr.  D.]  was  well  acquainted  with  the  circiun- 
ttaaces  and  occasion  of  that  charge,  and  deemed  it  right 
to  vindicate  the  distinguished  and  learned  manstrate  by 
whom  it  was  pronounced  from  the  idea  involved  in  the 
epithet  "extra-judicial."  It  was  any  thing  but  eitra-ju- 
ihciaL  The  trial  was  of  a  man  indicted  for  passing  a  coun- 
terfeit order  on  the  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
StJtes.  The  counsel  for  tbe  accused,  exercising  their  pro- 
fesional  skill,  demanded  his  acquittal  upon  the  ground 
(immig  others)  that  the  paper  described  in  the  indictment 
-<'«iseiy  of  one  of  the  orders  against  which  the  gentle- 
Bttn  had  levelled  his  battery— was  not,  if  genuine,  a  legal 
instiunient,  and  could  not  be  made  the  subject  of  a  crimi- 
ml  proc^ding.  He  went  upon  precisely  the  same  course 
« ttsMimng  as  had  been  heard  that  morning.  It  became 
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the  duty  of  the  judge  carefully  to  consider,  and  clearly  to 
expound,  the  law  thus  drawn  into  question.  The  liberty 
of  a  fellow-citizen  was  dependent  upon  his  opinion.  He 
was  bound  to  make  it  known  to  the  jury:  be  did  so;  and 
this  is cliaraCterized  as  "extra-judicial!" 

But  tlie  honorable  Senator  further  complains  that  tbe 
judge  attained  his  conclusions,  as  to  the  intent  and  mean> 
ing  ofthe  actof  Congressincorporatingtlte  bank,  by  "con* 
struction."  And  by  what  other  process  could  he  atttun 
them?  It  is  conceded  that  no  positive  and  distinct  prohi- 
bition of  these  orders  or  drafts  is  to  be  found  in  the  char- 
ter: and  as  if  to  vindicate  by  his  practice  the  judge  whom 
he  was  condemning  by  his  precept,  the  learned  gentleman 
has  ably  and  indefatigably  argued  that  they  are  prohibitory 
by  "  construction."  He  takes  the  very  course  he  disap- 
proves, and  denies  to  others  wliat  be  cannot  himself  do 
witliout. 

What  is  the  resolution  which  the  Senator  asks  leave  to 
introduce  ?  A  resolution  which  it  is  not  within  the  compe- 
tency of  the  Senate,  nor  of  Congress,  to  adopt:  or  rather 
one  which,  if  adopted,  must  be  wholly  nugatory  and  in- 
operative. This  ISA  primary  difficulty,  which  meets  him 
at  the  threshold,  and  cannot  be  surmounted.  Were  they 
to  be  seriously  asked  to  legislate  a  private  corporation  out 
ofthe  powers  which  are  alleged  to  be  expressly  given  in 
its  charter,  for  the  possession  of  which  it  has  paid  a  valua- 
ble consideration,  and  which  it  has  been  exercising  uiuler 
judicial  sanction?  Did  the  honorable  Senator  really  think 
that  by  any  course  of  proceeding  other  than  that  prescrib- 
ed in  the  act  of  incorporation,  this  bank  could  be  deprived 
of  its  vested  rights?  Was  he  disposed  for  a  moment  to 
entertain  an  appeal,  or  a  writ  of  error,  from  the  judicial 
tribunals  ofthe  country  to  the  Senate,  as  to  the  misuser, 
or  nonuser,  or  forfeiture  of  the  fran«^ise?  If  the  bank 
had  violated  any  ofthe  rules  and  conditions  ofthe  charter, 
it  was  surely  unnecessary  to  say  that  modes  of  remedy  and 
of  punishment  were  provided  and  at  hand.  They  might 
be  dilatory,  troublesome,  and  uncertain:  but  let  it  be  re- 
collected that  they  were  the  modes  chosen  by  tbe  United 
States,  at  the  time  the  charter  was  moulded,  and  they  are 
the  only  ones  assented  to  by  those  who  accepted  and  paid 
for  it.  Can  it  be  supposed  that  this  bank,  believing  itself 
clothed  with  authority  to  issue  these  orders,  and  that  their 
issue  is  useful  to  the  country,  and  advantageous  to  itself 
would  abandon  them  upon  the  mere  expresaon  of  a  hostile 
opinion  by  a  majority  of  Congress  adverse  to  the  decision  of 
the  judicial  tribunal!  Such  an  abandonment  would  be  a 
treacherous  relinquishment  of  its  high  trusts  and  pur- 
poses; would  evince  an  alarming  and  subservient  pliancy  to 
tbe  changes  of  men  and  parties,  and  be  a  timid  surrender 
of  rights  and  interests.  Let  us  not  make  laws,  which  can- 
not— cannot,  be  meant,  upon  the  unchanging  principles  of 
the  constitution  and  of  justice — be  carried  into  effect— 
which  must  be  disregarded,  and  tbe  disregard  of  whidi 
every  reflecting  citizen  would  approve  and  extol. 

But,  continued  Mr.  D.,  upon  what  ascertained  and 
autlientic  foundation  of  fiu:ts  was  the  Senate  asked  to  en- 
tertain this  abrupt  and  sweeping  denunciation  ?  No  com- 
mittee has  embodied  the  restilts  of  its  inquiries  and  reflec- 
tions: but  we  are  to  act  simply  and  suddenly  upon  the 
representations  and  views  ofthe  gentleman  from  Missouri. 
With  every  respect,  he  was  unprepared  and  unwilling  to 
do  this.  There  were  facts  which  might  have  a  powerfiil 
bearing  upon  the  proposition;  and  if  any  ioqutfy  were 
wished,  he  bad  already  avowed  his  readiness  to  accede  to 
one.  The  nature  and  precise  form  ofthe  drafts  referred 
to  had  yet  been  but  partially  commimicated.  He  presum- 
ed the  distinguished  Senator  from  Missouri  would  agree 
with  him  in  coiundering  it  wholly  immaterial  whether  these 
draiU  were  written  or  printed — on  thick  paper  or  on  thin 
— of  one  color  or  another — their  language,  purport,  and 
design  were  alone  worthy  of  any  notice.  Now,  be  under- 
took confidently  to  say  that,  in  commercial  and  banking 
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operations,  these  orders  were  commonplace,  customary 
instruments,  which  had  been  in  use  time  out  of  mind — not 
perhaps  used  to  the  extent  which  this  bank  had  found  it 
expedient  to  use  them,  but  known,  familiarly  and  long^ 
known,  to  the  usa^s  and  facilities  of  trade  and  to  the  laws 
of  the  land.  Mr.  D.  was,  however,  unwilling  that  even 
such  a  fact  as  this  should  be  taken  by  the  Senate  upon  his 
assurance:  but  he  was  more  unwilling  that  its  opposite 
should  be  assumed,  without  inrestigation,  as  the  ground- 
work of  legislation. 

There  was  another  fact  into  which  it  would  seem  neces- 
sary to  inquire,  before  we  could  safely  impute  either  mis- 
take or  mischief.  To  what  extent,  and  in  what  manner, 
had  the  bank  pledged  its  responsibility  for  the  payment  of 
these  orders'  The  honorable  Senator  denied  their  being 
contracts:  in  what  other  light  than  as  the  contracts  of 
agents  binding  upon  their  principal  they  Vere  to  be  re- 
garded, could  not  well  be  perceiTed;  but  it  may  be,  nay, 
he  ventured  to  affirm,  positively,  that  the  bank  had  for- 
mally undertaken  and  announced  its  liability,  to  the  utmost 
extent  and  in  the  most  unequivocal  manner.  As  far  as 
this  statement  could  tend  to  prevent  alarm  and  to  confirm 
confidence,  it  was  due  to  the  people  at  large,  to  the  poor 
and  laboring  classes  of  the  community,  into  whose  pockets 
these  drafts  had  found  their  way,  that  it  should  be  thus 
publicly  made.  No  part  of  the  curren^  issued  by  this 
corporation  upon  the  faith  of  its  capital  of  thirty -five  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  was  more  sound  and  safe  than  branch  drafts. 
Was  this  not  worthy  of  examination  and  ascertainment  be- 
fore we  pronounced  them  spurious  and  void?  Should 
even  the  face  of  each  draft  not,  in  itself,  import  to  the 
mind  of  the  honorable  Senator  a  precise  contract,  how 
easily  might  it  be  connected  with  an  engagement  found 
upon  the  records,  or  in  the  correspondence  and  acknow- 
ledgments of  the  bank. 

He  objected,  he  repeated,  to  premature  and  precipitate 
action.  He  had  adverted  to  some  matters  upon  which 
more  lig^t  might  be  oljtained;  and,  in  his  humble  opinion, 
there  already  existed  a  committee  of  this  Senate,  to  whose 
industry,  candor,  and  intelligence  they  ouglit  to  be  re- 
ferred, if  referred  at  all.  He  meant  the  select  committee 
having  in  charge  the  memorial  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  for  a  renewal  of  its  charter;  and  he  took  occasion 
to  say  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missouri,  and  to 
pledge  himself  as  a, member  of  that  committee  to  the 
Senate,  that  this  very  subject  of  the  branch  drafts  or 
orders,  and  everj'  other  subject  intimated  by  jealousy  or 
suspicion,  no  matter  how  formidable  or  trivial,  whether 
plausible  or  idle,  assuming  the  shape  or  air  of  an  imputa- 
tion upon  the  past  management  or  future  designs  and 
tendencies  of  this  great  corporation,  should  be  listened 
to  with  frankness,  scrutinized  with  care,  and  impartially 
disposed  of.  For  his  part,  he  was  not  inclined  to  do  other- 
wise tlian  approve  the  utmost  vigilance  and  circumspection 
ingiiardingthe  community  from  the  possible  misuse  of  the 
institution.  If  (Useases  are  allege  to  exist  in  its  structure, 
or  to  accompany  its  movements,  they  should  be  probed 
fiuthfully  and  fearlessly — they  should  be  searcliingly  traced 
to  their  source  or  seatj  and  if  the  body  cannot  stand  the 
operation,  let  it  die — let  it  expire  in  the  process,  or  let 
the  legislative  knife  be  thrust  promptly  to  Uie  heart.  He 
would  add,  however,  that  he  had  yet  to  discover  the  slight- 
est symptoms  of  any  thing  of  the  kind. 

It  was  not  his  intention  to  follow  the  able  Senator 
througli  the  labyrinth  of  objections  he  had  suggested  to 
these  orders  or  drafts.  He  bad  certainly  anticipated  no 
such  studied  and  prolonged  argument  as  Introductory  to 
the  present  motion,  and  was  alike  unwilling  and  unequal 
to  the  labor  of  a  reg^ular  reply,  which,  however  proper  it 
might  be  before  a  judicial  tribunal,  he  conceived  would 
be  misplaced  and  ill-timed  here.  But  as  so  much  had  been 
so  well  said,  with  the  view  to  discredit  the  opinion  of  the 
learned  judge,  and  tending  to  produce  a  destructive  alarm 


as  to  the  validity  of  the  currency  in  question,  he  would 
briefly  state  the  impregnable,  though  simple,  course  of 
reasoning  by  which  its  legality,  under  the  charter,  was 
maintained.  He  did  this,  not  because  it  was  essential  to 
the  determination  of  the  matter  before  the  Senate,  but^  if 
possible,  to  turn  the  edge  of  a  weapon,  which,  if  not  sum- 
ed,  was  pointing  fatally  at  the  interests  of  die  working 
and  poorer  classes  of  his  fellow-citizens. 

In  the  first  place,  then,  not  a  syllable  prohibitory  of 
these  orders  could  be  found  in  the  act  of  mcorporation. 
The  sagacity  and  perseverance  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri, great  and  anxious  as  they  were,  had  failed  to  disco- 
ver a  single  word  upon  which  he  could  pause,  and  frankly 
allege  their  prohibition.  Yet  he  had  told  us,  and  told  us 
truly,  that  this  charter  was  "buffed  and  crammed  toUk 
restrictions  and  cendiiions"  by  those  who  framed  it,  ■with 
a  view  to  satisfy  the  republicans  of  sixteen  years  ago.  It 
certainly  contsuned  many,  probably  most,  if  not  aH,  of 
the  securities  and  guards  which  wisdom  can  devise  against 
the  mismanagement  and  misapplication  of  powers  imd 
privileges  such  as  it  conferred.  No  details  seem  to  be 
avoyled,  no  specification  is  deemed  too  minute,  and  n* 
phraseology  is  left  restricted  or  equivocal,  in  order  to 
bind  the  bank,  and  to  guaranty  the  public.  It  has  often 
and  justly  elicited  praise;  but  none  more  flattering  to  the 
republican  principles  and  national  objects  of  those  vrfao 
matured  it,  than  th^  j^icomium  of  tlie  learned  gentleman 
who  described  it  as  "  stuffed  and  crammed  with  restridiont 
and  condiliotu."  And  yet,  though,  thus  "stuffed  and 
crammed,"  not  a  sentence  is  to  be  detected,  wbicli,  bjr 
any  sort  of  construction,  direct  or  circuitous,  natural  or 
strained,  can  be  made  to  import  the  prohibition  which  the 
Senator  would  engraft  upon  it.  The  wise  and  upright 
men  of  the  day  on  which  this  instrument  bears  date,  were 
not  apt  to  overlook  plain  consequences,  or  easy  means  at 
evasion,  nor  to  make  laws  so  imperfectly  as  to  leave  open- 
ings into  which  insects  might  nrah  to  de&ce  them.  They 
did  what  they  intended  to  do— and  tliey  left  undone  what 
they  had  no  intention  to  do. 

The  seventh  section  of  this  charter  bestows  upon  Ac 
corporation,  in  the  usual  form,  its  style  and  legal  capaci- 
ties, and  Qoncludes,  generally,  that  it  shall  "  do  andexeeute 
all  and  nngular  the  acts,  mailers,  and  things  which  to  theta 
it  shall  or  may  appertain  to  do,  subject,  neverthekas,  to  the 
rules,  regulations,  restrictions,  Emitations,  and  prtmaiom 
hereinafter  prescribed  and  declared."  He  [Mr.  D.]  had 
already  said  that  the  orders  or  drafts  were  nowhere  ex- 
cluded in  any  of  the  rules  prescribed  and  declared;  and 
It  could  scarcely  be  expected  that  before  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  he  would  make  a  labored  effort  to  show 
that  the  drawing  and  issuing  such  paper  were  "nsarftor 
and  things'*  which  it  appertained  to  every  tradings  associa- 
tion, commercial  firm,  or  bank  to  do.  They  were  em- 
braced in  the  general  grant  of  powers,  and  were  -not 
excepted  from  it  by  any  subsequent  limitation.  All  modes 
of  conducting  the  business  and  operations  of  tlie  bank, 
consistent  with  its  declared  purposes  and  Umits,  were 
expressly  conferred,  and  these  orders  were  therefore 
included. 

But  this  general  reasoning  became  altogether  irresistible 
when  it  was  found  sanctioned  by  the  very  letter  of  the 
charter.  In  the  eighth  fundamental  rule  of  the  elevendt 
section,  in  recapitidating  tiie  modes  by  which  the  bank 
might  become  indebted,  these  words  are  used — "  the  total 
amount  of  debts  vihich  the  scud  corporation  shall  at  any  time 
owe,  whether  by  bond,  bill,  note,  or  otreb  cojtTaAcr. 
What  other  contract?  Every  other  contract  which  it  may- 
appertain  to  a  bank  to  make.  These  orders?  why  not> 
If  the  Senate  can  persuade  itself  they  are  not  contraeU, 
as  the  honorable  Senator  has,  by  the  emergency  of  his 
case,  been  driven  to  assert,  then  mdeed  this  single  phrase 
furnishes  no  protection.  But  it  surely  can  require,  in  a 
commercial  country,  no  recurrence  to  first  principles,  er 
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to  Ei^lish  common  Uw  definitions,  much  less  to  the  vene- 
rable uitiqaities  of  Coke  and  Peere  Williams,  to  prove 
tfaat  the  engagements  of  an  authorized  ag^nt  are  the 
eontncti  of  the  principal;  or  that  the  bank,  openly, 
notorioudf,  avowedly  assuming  upon  itself  the  payment 
of  these  orders,  docs  conclusively  make  them  obligatory 
coRfncts  to  the  full  extent  of  their  terms  and  amounts. 

Again:  These  very  orders  or  drafts  are  described, 
Uiiiem  verbit,  in  the  eighteenth  section  of  the  charter, 
tad  are  protected,  as  legal,  with  the  highest  sanctions. 
"If  any  person  sbidl  falsely  make,  forg^  or  counterfeit, 
•or  cause  or  procure  to  be  falsely  made,  forged,  or  coun- 
•terfeiled,  or  willingly  lud  or  assist  in  fidsely  making, 
*ii)r^;,  or  counterfeiting,  any  bill  or  note,  in  imitation 
'of,  or  purporting  to  be,  a  bill  or  note  issued  by  orders  of 
'  the  presdent,  directors,  and  company  of  the  said  bank, 
'atiicT  raBSR  or  check  on  the  said  bank  or  corporation, 
'ortitT  CAssisa  tkbbeof;"  or  "shall  falsely  alter,  &c., 
'moasEB  or  check  on  said  bank  or  corporation,  or 
'iir  cisHiia  THsmsor;"  or  ' '  shall  pass,  utter,  or  publish, 
'&c  as  true,  any  false,  forged,  or  counterfeited  okdib  or 
'check  upon  the  said  bank  or  corporation,  or  aht  c  ashieb 
■TuanlV,"  &c.,  or  shall  pass,  utter,  or  publish,  &c. 
'any  falsely  altered  oboeb  or  check  on  the  said  bank  or 
'corporation,  or  axt  cabbiib  thibiof,"  &c.,  every  such 
perwn  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  felony,  and,  on  convic- 
tiofl,  must  be  sentenced  to  hard  labor  for  a  term  not  less 
than  three,  nor  more  than  ten  years,  or  be  imprisoned, 
not  eiceeJing  ten  years,  and  fined  not  exceeding  five 
thousand  dollars.  Now,  each  of  these  assailed  drafts  is 
neither  more  nor  less,  in  common  sense,  or  in  technical 
lair,  than  an  ordtr  en  the  caMer  of  the  Bimk  of  the  United 
Sola;  whetlier  drawn  by  one  person  or  by  another,  by 
an  agent  or  by  a  customer,  makes  here  no  difference. 
Why,  then,  if  it  be  an  instrument  not  authorized  by  the 
charter,  spurious,  illegal,  and  void,  why  is  it  thus  anx- 
ioBslj  guarded,  and  its  forgery  thus  severely  punished? 
Why,  if  not  within  the  contemplation  of  the  rigorous  and 
pore  republicans  who  "' stuffed  and  crammed  the  act  with 
n^idiau  and  eonditiaru,"  is  it  merely  not  discountenanc- 
ed, but  specially  recognised  as  a  fitvorite,  to  be  shielded 
fi«n  all  impurity,  and  to  be  vindicated,  by  penalties  in- 
"ohing  the  incarceration  and  infiimy  of  offenders,  from 
all  doubt  or  danger?  Differing  entirely  from  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Missouri,  he  [Mr.  D.]  would,  upon 
every  such  question,  look  with  peculiar  solicitude  to  the 
penal  clause  of  the  act  of  Congress.  Other  parts  may  be 
Hwsely  constructed,  and  their  meaning  be  left  to  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  ordinary  principles  and  rules  of  inter- 
pretation; bat  tkia  is  uniformly  framed  with  scrupulous 
Mactitude,  to  be  construed  strictly,  and  to  be  accompanied 
by  fuch  specification  as  will  enable  every  one  to  under- 
stand wlat  he  is  to  av6id.  It  is  here  that  we  find,  more 
'lactly  than  elsewhere  in  this  charter,  the  particulars  of 
the  currency  confided  to  the  control  and  discretion  of  the 
bank— it  is  here  the  protection  is  provided  for  each  par- 
^«<'J>i^-and  it  is  here  that  these  orders  on  the  cashier, 
oenouoced  by  the  g^entleman,  in  his  meditated  resolution, 
aa  "Illegal,"  are  signally  and  emphatically  surrounded  by 
the  conservative  sanctions  of  the  criminal  code. 

Need  he  say  more'  Tlie  question  was,  in  his  opinion, 
in  CTety  aspect,  too  plain  to  justify  prolonged  debate; 
wd  he  must  apologize  for  having  taken  up  more  time  than 
he  at  first  proposed.  Before,  however,  resuming  my  seat, 
aidHr.  D.,  I  must  again  beg  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Wsouri  to  be  assured  that  this  feeble  effort  on  my  part  to 
prevent  his  obtaining  the  leave  he  -asks,  springs  from 
perhaps  a  too  lively  sense  of  duty,  and  a  too  firm  convic- 
^  of  the  dangers  which  might  follow  from  our  enter- 
^ung  his  proposal  for  one  moment;  and  certainly  from 
no  diminution  of  the  deep  and  cordial  respect  felt  for 
"cry  thing  he  does  or  says.  Korean  I  forbear  to  add, 
">»»,  had  Us  proposition  been  tendered  in  the  shape  of  a 


resolution  for  inquiry,  unaccompanied  by  the  elaborate 
and  powerful,  and,  therefore,  in  my  estimation,  dangeroua 
display  of  his  ability  and  eloquence  we  have  witnessed 
this  morning,  T  would  have  joined  him  with  a  pleasure 
infinitely  greater  than  I  have  expenenced  in  opposmg  him. 
To  me  die  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  nothing  but  a 
bank — a  mere  bank— enacted  under  the  influence  of  the 
purest  motives,  for  admirable  purposes.  If  it  shall  have 
prostituted  its  faculties  by  embarking  in  the  contests  of 
political  party,  it  will  find  me,  however  humble  and  weak, 
an  implacable  opponent;  but  if^  as  I  unhesitatingly  avow 
my  expectation,  it  shall  appear  uprightly  and  impartially 
and  efficiently  to  have  achieved  its  great  public  duties, 
and  to  promise  still  further  usefulness  to  the  country,  I  must, 
and  will,  wish  it  to  have  justice,  stability,  and  success. 

Mr.  I'YLER  said  that  the  resolution  might  be  referred 
to  the  select  committee  already  appointed  on  the  bank, 
and  then  undergo  the  ordeal  wished  for  by  the  gentlenuui 
from  Pennsylvania.  He  could  see  no  objection  to  the  ad- 
mission of  the  resolution.  The  Senate  might  proceed 
with  it  as  they  pleased,  after  its  introduction.  He  was 
not  sufficiently  acquainted  with  the  facts  stated  by  the 
gentleman,  to  enable  him  to  decide  without  further  in- 
vestigation. He  had  often  given  his  vote  for  leave  to  in- 
troduce resolutions  which  he  had  no  intention  of  support- 
ing. He  did  not  intend  to  bind  himself  to  support  the 
present  resolution.  The  facts  stated  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  had  deeply  impressed  his  mind.  He 
had,  years  since,  advocated  the  investigation  of  this  sub- 
ject; and  he  was  still  of  the  opinion  that  the  imputations 
against  the  bank  should  be  examined.  The  importance 
of  the  subject  seemed  to  demand  this;  and,  therefore,  in 
every  possible  view,  he  was  of  opinion  that  all  objections 
should  be  waived,  and  that,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  the 
resolution  should  be  received.  He  should  vote  for  its  in- 
troduction. 

Ml-.  BUCKNER  had  never  considered  the  exercise  of 
the  rights  claimed  and  exercised  by  the  corporation,  un- 
der the  charter,  practically  wrong.  He  was  always  dis- 
posed to  extend  courtesy  to  the  members  generally;  and 
he  felt  as  sincerely  as  his  colleague  for  the  mterests  of  his 
constituents.  But,  ar,  said  Mr.  B.,  what  are  we  called 
upon  to  do?  We  are  called  upon  to  pronounce  that  the 
president  and  directors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
have  exceeded  their  powers,  and,  consequently,  forfeited 
their  charter;  and  that  the  opinion  which  one  of  the  judge* 
of  the  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  has  given  upon 
the  question  is  extra-judicial,  and,  consequently,  null 
and  void.  Now,  Mr.  B.  was  of  the  Opinion  that  Con- 
gress had  not  the  power  to  act  upon  this  subject,  in  the 
manner  proposed;  but  if  tliey  could,  the  injury  would 
not  fall  upon  the  bank,  but  upon  the  people;  not  upon 
those  who  issued,  but  upon  those  who  held  these  bank  or- 
ders that  were  to  be  condemned  as  worthless.  Sir,  sud 
Mr.  B.,  for  the  very  reason  and  on  the  very  ground  that 
the  gentleman  supports  this  measure,  I  feel  myself  bound, 
in  mercy  to  m^  constituents,  to  raise  my  voice  against  it. 
He  advocates  it  on  the  principle  that  the  orders  issued 
are  injurious  to  the  West;  and  I  oppose  it  on  the  ground 
that  any  act  of  ours,  calculated  to  destroy  the  confidence 
of  the  community  in  the  validity  of  these  orders,  would 
produce  serious  injury  and  extensive  losses  to  ray  consti- 
tuents, who  hold  an  immense  amount  of  these  very  orders 
in  their  possession.  I  am  not  in  favor  of  injuring  the  inno- 
cent holders  of  the  bank  paper,  in  order  to  punish  the 
institution,  if,  in  fact,  it  deserves  any  censure.  I  cannot 
consent  to  give  my  vote  for  a  resolution  which  is  intended 
to  cast  suspicion  upon  the  validity  of  the  paper,  and  thus 
alarm  the  people  who  are  its  holders;  which  alarm  cannot 
fail  to  operate  seriously  against  the  very  persons  whom 
the  gentleman  is  so  desirous  to  serve.  If  the  gentleman 
had  only  asked  for  an  inquiry,  Mr.  B.  would  heartily 
agree  to  it;  but  be  could  never  consent  to  pass  a  podtive 
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resolution,  the  hnmedute  effects  of  which  would  &U  thus 
heavily  upon  his  constituents.  But,  Mr.  B.  said,  it  did  not 
devolve  on  Congress  to  construe  the  laws:  their  duty  was, 
to  make  them,  and  then  leave  their  exposition  and  con- 
struction to  the  proper  tribunals.  He  could  not  adnut  the 
propriety  of  the  attempt  to  prejudice  and  inflame  the 
minds  of  the  people  in  regard  to  the  bank,  before  the 
proper  time  had  arrived  for  the  subj  ect  to  be  investigated. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  extend  tlie  courtesy  to  his  col- 
league to  vote  for  the  introduction  of  his  resolution;  and, 
however  much  he  might  regret  to  have  his  vote  go  abroad, 
with  the  appearance  of  having  contributed  to  shut  out  in- 
vestigation, he  should  not  shrink  fk>m  the  responsibility 
of  refusing  leave  for  the  introduction  of  this  mischievous 
proposition.  He  believed  the  issuing  of  the  paper  cur- 
rency bad,  so  far  from  producing  injury  to  the  West, 
been  greatly  advantageous  and  highly  beneficial  to  the 
Westj  and  that  it  was  the  true  interest  of  that  section  of 
the  country  to  maintain  the  circulation  of  tlie  paper  cur- 
rency; therefore,  any  attempt  to  disparage  it,  or  to  pre- 
judice the  country  against  it,  would  be  fatal  to  the  people 
of  the  West,  who  were  extensive  holders  of  these  orders. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  thought  this  discussion  premature — it 
being  a  matter  of  course  to  grant  leave  for  introduction 
of  bills  and  resolutions.  The  subject-matter  was  not  now 
properly  under  consideration.  He  should  not  object  to 
the  iotm  of  the  resolution,  although  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  Senate  to  change  its  form,  after  its  introduction, 
and  refer  it  as  was  thought  proper.  Notwithstanding 
the  opinions  of  the  gentlemen  against  the  measure,  he 
thought  an  inquiry  into  the  subject  necessary.  He  had 
often  voted  for  the  introduction  of  measures  to  which  he 
was  indifferent.  He  was  not  blind  to  the  defects  of  the 
bank,  and  to  the  necessity  of  correcting  them.  He  thought 
that  this  means  had  been  resorted  to,  to  evade  the  limita- 
tions of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  but  not  for  unwortiiy 
purposes;  on  the  contrary,  the  object  was,  to  enable  them 
to  do  what  they  considered  it  their  duty  to  perform.  Yet 
it  was  still  an  evaaon,  and  a  proper  subject  for  investiga- 
tion. If  the  facts  stated  against  the  bank  were  true,  it  must 
affect  the  institution,  and  it  would  be  necessary  for  Con- 
gress to  do  something  to  prevent  injurious  consequences 
to  the  people,  in  that  event.  The  paper  was  received  by 
the  General  Government  in  payment  of  duties  and  every 
other  obligation,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  arising  from 
the  orders.  If  there  was  danger  to  be  apprehended,  a 
simple  resolution  of  Congress,  prohibiting  the  circulation, 
would  instantly  obviate  the  evil,  and  prevent  its  recur- 
rence. He  was  not  in  fiivor  of  referring  the  subject  to 
the  committee  charged  with  the  question  of  rechartering 
the  bank,  as  it  did  not  relate  to  the  future,  but  to  the  pre- 
sent institution,  and  to  the  revenue.  The  select  com- 
mittee, he  thought,  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
question.  The  gentleman  from  Missouri  wished  to  cor- 
rect what  he  believed  to  be  wrong  in  the  bank;  and  he 
[Mr.  F.]  had  no  objection.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that 
there  would  be  no  further  objection  to  the  leave  for  the 
introduction  of  the  resolution,  or  obstruction  tiirown  in 
the  way  of  inquiry  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  was  disposed  to  extend  courtesy  to 
an  application  for  leave,  whenever  a  resolution  was  offer- 
ed, proper  for  consideration;  but  not 'otherwise.  The 
present  distinctly  declared  that  the  issuing  of  these  notes, 
which  were  now  circulated  all  over  the  country,  was  an 
unauthorized  assumption  of  power,  and,  consequently,  an 
unlawful  act  on  the  part  of  the  bank.  Now,  said  Mr.  C, 
what  is  the  extent  of  this  inquiry .'  Is  the  Senate  to  be 
made  the  tribunal  tb  investigate  it?  Is  this  the  branch  of 
the  Government  in  which  the  duty  is  vested,  either  to  re. 
commend  or  to  prejudice  the  institution,  by  the  determi' 
nation  of  this  question?  Surely  not.  The  judicial  depart' 
ment  is  the  proper  tribunal.  If  the  proposition  was  to' 
institute  an  im|uiry  into  the  right  exercised  by  the  bank. 


and  the  propriety  of  the  practice  of  the  pre^dent  and 
directors  in  issuing  these  orders,  he  should  not  object  to 
its  introduction;  but  he  should  protest  against  admitting  a 
positive,  declaratory  resolution,  which  assumes  facts,  ud 
condemns  the  bank,  without  inquiry.  The  Senate  would 
naturally  feel  inclined,  at  a  proper  time,  to  receive  all  the 
information  that  might  be  offered  respecting  the  manage- 
ment of  Uie  bank;  but,  when  they  were  called  upon  to 
pass  such  a  resolution  as  tliis,  prefaced  by  every  argument, 
either  legislative,  professional,  or  political,  which  the  ta- 
lents and  ingenuity  of  the  gentleman  could  devise  to  sus- 
tain it,  Mr.  C.  could  not  see  the  necessity  of  extending 
courtesy  so  far  as  to  assent  to  its  introduction. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  sud  tiiat  be  had  always  been  of  the 
opinion  that  resolutions  proposing  an  inquiry  which  would 
obviously  affect  the  value  of  the  property  of  individuals, 
should  be  introduced  with  great  caution;  nevertheless,  he 
had  never  voted  against  a  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning 
a  public  question^  for  it  lay  in  the  breast  of  every  Senator 
to  decide  whether  the  public  interest  demanded  the  in- 
quiry. He  did  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia, relative  to  the  form  of  the  resolution.  If  tlie  ques- 
tion had  been  only  for  a  committee  of  this  body  to  inquire 
into  a  supposed  violation  of  the  charter,  be  should  have 
concurred;  but,  instead  of  that,  it  was  proposed  to  intro- 
duce a  joint  resolution,  to  be  acted  upon  equally  by  both 
Houses  of  Congpress,  declaratory  that  the  charter  was  vio- 
lated, and  that  the  circulation  of  the  notes  be  suppressed. 
Many  millions  of  those  bills  were  now  in  the  pockets  of 
the  people  of  this  country;  and  what  effect,  after  all, 
would  this  inquiry  have  upon  the  institution?  Did  it  de- 
volve upon,  the  Senate  to  decide  whether  the  notes  were 
void,  or  to  act  at  this  time  upon  so  important  a  subject? 
Should  they  not,  on  the  contrary,  proceed  with  the  utmost 
deliberation,  and  make  due  inquiry,  before  they  resolved 
upon  a  measure  deciding  so  great  and  imminent  a  question' 
He  would  put  the  inquiry  to  every  Senator  present,  whe- 
ther, if  there  had  been  an  unlawful  exercise  of  power, 
and,  consequently,  the  paper  issued  was  void — ^whether  they 
should,  before  tile  matter  was  decided,  let  a  proposition 
of  this  natvire  go  abroad  to  affect  the  property  of  the 
community.  Does  not  the  importance  of  tiie  subject  re- 
quire a  deliberate  investigation?  It  was  something  more 
than  mere  form  that  was  objected  to;  it  was  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  resolution  which  was  opposed.  It  proposed 
to  declare  that  the  bills  in  circulation  were  illegal,  and 
ought  to  be  suppressed.  He  could  not  consent  to  vote 
for  such  a  proposition,  which,' also,  called  on  the  Senate 
to  declare  that  a  particular  decision  of  one  of  the  judges 
in  a  court  of  the  United  States  should  not  have  been 
made.  He  was  not  of  that  opinion,  and  he  would  not 
consent  to  grant  the  leave  asked  for. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  he  conudered  it  a  mere 
question  of  form,  as  the  Senate  did  not  adopt  the  reso- 
lution by  permitting  it  to  be  introduced,  but  only  declared 
that  the  subject  was  one  that  might  be  investigated.  He 
should  be  more  alarmed  if  his  property  was  in  jeopardy 
by  a  reference  of  an  inquiry  to  a  committee,  than  by  the 
introduction  of  this  resolution.  It  was  but  an  act  of  or- 
dinary courtesy  that  was  asked.  If  gentlemen  thought 
it  would  disquiet  the  people,  or  damage  their  property,  it 
might  be  lad  on  the  table. 

|.Mr.  WEBSTER  said  tiiat  it  could  not  be  done.] 

Mr.  F.  said  that  tiie  question  of  gi-anting  leave  might, 
if  not  the  resolution  itself  He  could  not  think  that  the 
action  of  Congress  on  the  resolution  would,  in  the  slight- 
est degree,  affect  the  properly  of  the  holders  of  these 
bank  orders.  The  imputation  of  the  invali^ly  of  the 
practice  of  issuing  the  orders  was  already  abroad,  and 
no  new  fears  would  be  excited  by  this  resolution.  He  said 
there  were  two  decisions  on  the  question,  in  opposition  to 
each  other,  and  tiie  object  was  to  have  settled  Uie  contra- 
<l!ction,  and  corrc ct  the  errors.  He  thotight  thatthe  courts 
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of  the  United  States  was  not  tlie  place  to  apply  for  a 
rmedy. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  would  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the  pro- 
HMitioii,  because  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  had 
(lose  ao,  aod,  therefore,  be  did  not  deem  it  necessary. 
Tint  gentleman  had  expressed  the  opinion,  in  which  he 
[Mr.  W.]  concurred,  that,  even  if  thi  resolution  were  to 
bepasNd,  it  would  be  entirely  inoperativei  because,  if  the 
iaquiry  was  whether  the  bsnk  had  transcended  its  char- 
ter, that  unlawful  assumption  of  power  was  provided 
agunA  by  aaetfc  Jadai  in  the  Supreme  Court  So  much  for 
the  merits  of  the  quesdon,  which  he  iiad  not  intended  to 
touch.  It  was  s^  that  the  bills  were  Void,  and  that  the 
kudt  «iy  consequently  not  bound  to  pay  them.  But  he 
vouU  uk,  if  such  an  opinion  was  known  to  be  a^tated 
tlie  Semte,  whether  it  would  not  be  likely  to  affect  the  cur- 
reBcr,  disquiet  the  people,  who  were  interested  in  the  cir- 
cuhbon,  and  create  anxiety  and  alarm.  In  conclusion,  he 
considered  the  whole,  of  this  discusnon  premature,  which 
AauU  hare  followed  and  not  preceded  the  introduction 
of  the  resolution,  or  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  WILKINS  bad  made  up  his  mind  upon  the  subject 
of  the  right  of  the  bank  to  issue  these  orders,  but  it  was 
sot  his  intention  to  declare  it  now.  But,  even  on  tlie  sup- 
poatioD  that  his  opinion  was  against  the  leg^ty  of  the 
oideni  he  would  be  reluctant  to  vote  for  the  mtroduotion 
of  the  resolution.  For  what  did  it  propose  but  to  declare 
that  the  paper  currency  of  the  bank  was  illegal  and  void, 
ad  that,  too,  while  it  was  yet  in  the  hands  of  the  people, 
■d  circulating  over  tlie  whole  Union;  and  absolutely  to 
apprea  it,  while  the  people  would  be  compelled  to  pay 
Ihedunages  resulting  from  the  depreciation  of  the  paper^ 
He  thoi^  therefore,  whatever  mig^t  be  his  opinion  of 
ihe  legahty  of  the  practice,  out  of  mercy  to  the  people, 
rote  tgainst  thb  resolution,  which  contained  a  complete 
lad  decided  assertion  that  the  bank  had  actually  forfeited 
itsdiarter,  and,  therefore,  the  orders  issued  would  be  ab- 
solutely void.  He  would  repeat,  that  if  such  was  bis 
O|iimoo,  out  of  mercy  to  the  people,  he  would  keep  it  to 
mmelf.  He  was  reluctant  to  agitate  the  question  now,  as 
the  time  would  soon  arrive  when  it  would  come  up  re- 
julsriy.'  He  was  reluctant,  because  he  knew  how  easy  it 
»M  to  spread  alarm  abroad.  The  effect  of  knowing  that 
Congress  had  taken  up  a  measure  of  this  kind,  and  were 
Mv  considering  a  bill  declaring  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  to  have  been  violated,  would  be  to  excite 
slann  and  agitation  over  the  whole  country.  He  was, 
thovfore,  opposed  to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  there  were  two  ways  to  bring  about 
the  object  in  view;  one  was  to  submit  it  to  the  Senate; 
the  other  to  apply  to  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
"ho  VM  authorized  to  cause  an  investigation  into  the  af 
6ir,  jnd,  if  it  was  found  that  the  charter  was  broken  and 
Toid,  to  report  accordingly.  He  thought  that  if  the  prac- 
tice was  not  lawful,  now  was  tlie  time  to  find  it  out — the 
sooner  tlie  better.  The  same  directors  were  now  in  the 
bink  IS  when  these  orders  were  first  issued.  If  they  should 
go  out  of  office,  and  new  ones  take  their  place,  the  object 
might  not  be  so  easily  accomplished. 

Mr.  HILLER  wished  to  know  further  concerning  the 
»bject.  He  had  hstened  to  what  had  been  said,  and  his 
desire  for  further  information  was  increased.  He  thought 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  should  make  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  SMITH  objected  to  this  reference,  on  the  g^und 
of  the  incompetency  of  the  committee  to  decide  upon  the 
KJility  of  the  practice. 

Mr.  MARCY  agreed  in  the  opinion  that  it  was  con- 
tended on  one  side  tliat  the  charter  of  the  bank  was  for 
fcited,  and,  on  the  other  side,  that  it  was  not  forfeited;  and 
n  these  opinions  were  entitled  to  equal  respect  and  con- 
aderation,  it  would  be  first  necessary  to  decide  this  point; 
•fter  which,  they  might  inquire  into  the  legality  of  the 
P^etice  of  issuing  these  orders.  He  hoped  the  resolution 
*<««  be  received. 


Mr.  CLAYTON  suggested  the  propriety  of  modifying 
the  resolution  so  that  it  should  provide  mmply  for  an  in- 
quiry into  the  matter. 

Mr.  KANE  said  there  was  one  view  of  the  cmestion, 
which  had  not  been  taken,  and  which  had  struck  tus  mind 
forcibly;  that  was,  whether  it  would  not  be  injurious  to  the 
country  to  proceed  to  free  the  stockholders  from  responri- 
bility.  He  thought  there  was  no  posmble  form  in  which 
this  inquiry  could  be  made  by  the  Senate,  except  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  joint  resolation;  not  as  a  le- 
gislative body,  but  as  stockholders  of  the  bank.  It  was 
the  uniform  custom  to  grant  leave  of  introduction,  and 
he  should  conform  to  it  in  the  present  instance.  His  mind 
was  not  made  up  as  to  the  merits  of  the  question,  and  h* 
should  express  no  opinion  upon  it  at  present. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  that,  whatever  his  opinion  might  be  upon 
the  nuun  question,  he  should  not  now  speak  upon  it;  but 
he  behoved  the  resolution  would  be  as  much  opposed  in  its 
present  shape,  as  oiie  would  be  that  proposed  to  liberate 
all  the  slaves  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  or  that  no  white 
man  should  hold  property  in  Georgia. 

Mr.  KING  was  always  willing  to  vote  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  resolutions  of  inquiry  generally;  but  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  not  consent  to  admit  tiiis  resolution  in 
its  present  form.  If  it  was  one  of  inquiry  alone,  he  would 
give  it  his  vote,  and  be  in  favor  of  its  reference  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  He  did  not  think  it  proper 
to  record  his  vote  in  fiivor  of  a  first  and  second  reading  of 
this  resolution  in  its  present  shape,  which  would  follow  if 
it  were  introduced,  and  send  that  vote  abroad  to  the 
cotmtry.  He  hoped  the  resolution  would  he  modified  be- 
fore it  was  admitted. 

Mr.  DALLAS  suggested  whether  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  competent  to  make  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  of  the  opinion  .that  the  frankness 
of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  in  giving  an  explanation  of 
the  reasons  for  the  resolution,  had  defeated  instead  of  sup- 
porting the  object  in  view.  If  the  gentleman,  instead  of  en- 
tering, as  he  had,  into  the  wide  field  of  argument  in  sup- 
port of  the  resolution,  had  been  silent,  the  leave  would 
undoubtedly  liave  been  granted.  He  thought  it  was  hard- 
ly fair  to  take  advantage  of  that  gentleman's  frankness,  by 
excluding  the  resolution,  because  they  fonnd  the  subject- 
matter  improper  to  be  investigated,  as  the  gentleman 
was  under  no  obligation  to  have'explained  the  character  of 
the  proposed  measure,  unless  it  was  his  pleasure  to  do  so. 
He  hoped  the  Senate  would  take  this  view  into  considera- 
tion, and  extend  its  courtesy  to  the  gentleman,  notwith- 
standing the  course  which  had  been  pursued. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  granting  leave  to  intro- 
duce the  resolution,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  negative, 
by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Dudley,  ElUs,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 16. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Dallas, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  KiAg,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

So  the  leave  was  refused,  and  then  the  Senate  adjourn- 
ed to  Monday. 

MOITDAT,   Jaa'uabt  23. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 
Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  resolution: 
Rtmhtd,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  inform  the  Senate  (if  any  data  in  his  department 
will  enable  him  to  do  so,  and,  if  not,  that  he  endeavor  to 
obtain  the  information  from  the  directors  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States)  upon  the  followiitg  points: 

1.  The  amount  of  paper  currency  in  circulation  in  the 
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fonn  of  m-ders  drawn  by  the  presidents  of  the  branch 
banks  on  the  cashier  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States; 
distinguishing  the  amount  circulated  from  each  branch, 
and  showing  the  amounts  of  the  different  denominations, 
or  sizes,  of  the  orders  respectively. 

2.  The  amount  of  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion  an- 
nualljf  remitted  by  each  branch  bank  to  the  parent  bank 
in  Philadelphia,  since  such  branch  began  to  issue  a  curren- 
cy of  branch  bank  orders. 

3.  The  names  of  the  branch  banks,  if  any,  at  which  tlie 
orders  drawn  by  other  branch  banks  on  the  cashier  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  issued  as  currency,  are 
not  receivable  in  deposites  as  cash;  and  whether  any  dis- 
tinction, in  receiving  or  refusing  such  deposites,  is  made 
between  the  Federd  Government  and  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

4.  Whether  there  is  any  instruction  from  the  directors 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  commanding  the 
drawers  of  these  orders  to  cash  them  at  the  branch  where 
drawn. 

Mr.  MOORE  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  to  whom  has  been 
referred  the  memorial  of  the  President,  Directors,  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States,  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  limiting  the  duration  of 
tlie  charter  to  be  renewed  or  establislied,  to  a  term  not 
exceeding  ten  years;  and  also  of  restricting  the  power  of 
tlie  directors  in  such  manner  as  not  to  permit  the  establish- 
ment of  a  branch,  or  the  location  of  an  office  of  discount 
and  deposite,  in  any  State,  without  the  assent  and  appro- 
bation of  the  Genei-al  Assembly  of  such  State. 

Setohed,  also.  That  the  said  committee  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  excluding  foreign  subscription,  and  of  re- 
serving one-third  of  the  capital  to  be  subscribed  for  by 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  who  have  not  been  stock- 
holders in  the  present  bank;  and 

Betolved,  furlher.  That  said  committee  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  recognising,  by  express  terms,  the  autho- 
rity uf  any  State  in  which  a  branch,  or  office  of  discount 
and  deposite,  may  be  located,  to  impose  a  tax  upon  the 
stock,  at  the  rate  of  tax  imposed  upon  the  State  institu- 
tions of  like  character,  or  at  the  rate  of  tax  imposed  upon 
moneyed  capital  of  private  individuals. 

THE  RULES. 

Mr.  FOOT  submitted  the  following  motion: 
Retolved,  That  the  9th  rule  of  the  Senate  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  "No  motion  shall  be  debated  until  the 
same  shall  be  seconded;"  nor  shstU  any  debate  be  permit- 
ted until  the  President  shall  have  announced  to  the  Senate 
the  subject  under  consideration;  and  the  question  of  con- 
sideration shall  be  in  order  ou  the  introduction  of  any 
subject  presented  for  the  Senate,  and  shall  be  decided 
without  debate. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
solution  offered  by  Mr.  Clat,  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff, 
and  the  amendment  oflered  thereto  by  Mr.  Hatke. 

Mr.DICKEBSON,  of  New  Jersey,  rose,  in  support  oftlie 
resolution.  He  said,  the  scope  of  tlie  resolution  intro- 
duced by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not  embrace  tlie 
great  principles  of  the  tariff  question,  but  left  for  future 
discussion,  if  such  discussion  should  be  deemed  advisable, 
the  whole  policy  of  the  protectN-e  system.  It  was  sup- 
posed by  the  friends  of  this  system,  that  reducing  the 
duties  to  the  amount  of  six  or  seven  millions  of  dollars,  al- 
tliough  upon  articles  not  produced  or  manufactured  in 
this  country,  would,  in  fact,  relieve  the  people  to  that 
exact  amount  in  the  payment  of  taxes.  It  was  believed 
tliat  this  relief  would  be  equally  agreeable  to  the  friends 
and  the  enemies  of  tlie  tariff'.  Nor  was  it  believed  that 
there  was  any  party  In  the  United  States  so  much  in  love 


with  taxes,  that  they  would  obstinately  retain  duties  to  the 
amount  of  millions  not  wanted  for  the  purpose  of  revenoe, 
nor  for  any  other  purpose  whatever.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  however,  took  a  wide  range  in  his  obserrt- 
tions,  embracing  the  policy  of  distributing  our  surplus 
revenue  among  the  States — of  devoting  it  to  internal  im- 
provementa — of  appropriating  the  money  to  arise  from  the 
mle  of  our  public  domains — of  the  utter  impolicy  of  all 
the  measures  heretofore  introduced  for  disposing  of  thoK 
domains.  He  favored  us  with  a  view  of  the  claims  of  the 
West,  who,  it  seems,  have  derived  no  advantage  from  all 
the  expenditures  upon  fortifications,  upon  our  army,  and 
upon  ournavy. 

In  most  of  the  views  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, said  Mr.  D-,  I  entirely  agree  with  him.  I  agree 
with  him,  that,  i;i  affording  encouragement  to  manufac- 
tures, we  need  not  go  beyond  an  adequate  protection, 
which  I  take  to  be  precisely  the  same  thing  as  a  judicious 
tariff.  I  entirely  agree  with  him  that  a  most  liberal  poli- 
cy should  govern  us  in  all  our  relations  with  the  Westen 
States,  whose  merits  have  not  been  overrated  by  thes 
able  advocate.  But  I  cannot  agree  that  the  money  ex- 
pended for  the  army  and  navy  luia  not  been  expended  as 
much  for  the  West  as  for  the  Soutii  and  East;  nor  can  1 
agree  that  the  millions  expended,  or  rather  wasted,  upon 
fortifications,  should  be  charged  to  the  AtUntic  States 
alone. 

With  regard  to  the  surplus  that  may  be  found  in  our 
treasur}'  after  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt,  and  there 
will  be  such  a  surplus  for  at  least  four  or  five  years  to 
come,  I  believe  that  I  shall  differ  from  that  Senator  only 
as  to  the  mode  of  distribution — whether  it  shall  be  appro- 
priated to  internal  improvements  and  to  the  purposes  of 
education,  by  a  rule  which  shall  ensure  to  every  State  its 
just  proportion  of  the  fund — or  whether  it  shall  be  subject 
to  the  partial  legislation  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  in 
which  tile  interest  of  particular  sections  of  the  United 
States  will  be  promoted  at  the  expense  of  others. 

It  is  my  wish  to  give  my  views  upon  the  points  on 
which  I  differ  from  that  Senator,  and  hope  to  find  an  op- 
portunity for  so  doing  before  this  discussion  shall  be  final- 
ly disposed  off,  but  not  immediately,  for  we  have  some- 
thing else  to  do.  We  have  to  meet  a  furious  storm  from 
the  South,  attended  with  vivid  lightning  and  loud  thunder, 
and  threatening  desolation  to  the  North,  the  East,  and  the 
West. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  by  the  amendment 
which  he  has  offered,  proposes  a  reduction  of  duties  upon 
all  articles,  protected  and  unprotected,  and  therefore 
requiring  a  discussion  of  the  policy  of  the  whole  protect- 
ing system.  Upon  this,  with  his  usual  ability,  and  with 
the  most  impressive  eloquence,  he  has  discussed  this 
whole  policy.  Had  he  done  less  than  this,  he  would  not 
have  satisfied  the  Southern  States,  whose  interests  he  e^ 
pouses;  and  it  is  probable  that  the  agitated  state  of  the 
public  mind  in  every  section  of  the  Union,  which  b«» 
given  rise  to  the  great  free  trade  convention  in  Phil** 
delphia,  and  the  great  convention  of  the  friends  of  w- 
tional  industry  in  New  York,  demands  from  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  a  full  and  thorough  investigation  of 
the  great  principles  of  the  free  trade  and  the  protecUve 
policy. 

This,  said  Mr.  D.,  Is  a  subject  of  vast  magnitude  and  ini- 
portiince,  which  nothing  but  a  sense  of  official  duty  could 
induce  me  to  approach,  with  powers  so  inadequate  to  the 
task  I  must  attempt  to  perform.  My  consolation,  how- 
ever, is,  that  a  successful  resistance  to  the  onset  niade 
upon  us  depends  but  in  a  very  small  deg^ree  upon  my  ex- 
ertions; and  I  have  no  fear  of  the  final  result,  when  I  see 
around  me  the  strong  arms  which  the  importance  ol 
tlie  occasion  will  put  in  requ'isition.  I  shall  endeavor  to 
prove'  that  the  system  of  protecting  tlie  agricultural,  com- 
mercial, and  manufacturing  industry  of  the  countiy,  hy 
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dutiet,  restrictions,  and  even  prohibitions,  when  necessary, 
jjptrfectjy  within  the  power  of  Congress,  under  the  arti-' 
ckof  the  constitution  that  gives  to  them  the  power  to  re- 
pilxte  comniepce.  I  shall  endeavor  to  prove  the  true 
policy  ami  absolute  necessity  of  adopting  this  system  as  it 
respects  the  vital  interests  of  this  country;  and  I  shall  en- 
deavor to  show  that  it  is  neither  unjust  nor  oppressive  in 
its.  bearing;  on  the  different  sections  of  the  Union,  and 
upon  the  relations  of  State  with  State. 

The  want  of  a  power  to  protect  the  great  interests  of 
csnunerce,  navigation,  agriculture,  and  manufactures,  all 
of  which  rest  upon  the  same  basis,  led  to  the  call  of  the 
conveotioa  which  formed  our  constitution.  Without  the 
paver  to  protect  these  great  interests,  no  constitution 
Toold  have  been  formed;  and  if  that  power  were  taken 
avay,  dissolution  would  inevitably  ensue. 

WhOe  we  were  colonies  to  Great  Britun,  she  endeavor- 
ed, by  rigid  restrictions,  to  confine  our  industry  to  such 
igricultunl  pursuits  as  would  not  interfere  with  her  own; 
md,  by  restrictions  still  more  rigid,  did  she  endeavor  to 
prerent  the  establishment  of  manufactures  in  this  country; 
ud  even  the  great  Chatham,  the  distinguished  friend  of 
this  country,  to  whom  we  have  long  sung  praises  and 
elected  statues,  declared  that  he  would  not  willingly 
pemit  the  manu&cture  of  even  a  hobnail  in  these  co- 
Niiies. 

By  an  act  of  Parliament  in  the  year  1750,  it  was  made 
a  criminal  offence  to  erect  any  mill  or  other  engine  for 
ilitting  or  rolling  iron,  or  any  plating  forge  to  work,  with 
a  trip  hammer,  or  any  fiirnace  for  making  steel.  The 
paoishnKnt  for  this  offence  was  a  fine  of  two  hundred 
poaiids  sterling,  and  the  abatement  of  any  such  work  as  a 
nmance.  The  governors  of  the  respective  provinces 
irere  bound  to  see  this  law  carried  into  effect,  under  the 
penalty  of  a  fine  of  five  hundred  pounds  sterling,  tlie  loss 
of  their  office,  and  a  disqualification  to  hold  office.  By  an- 
other statute,  hatters  were  restnuned  from  taking  more 
than  two  apprentices  each,  and  not  for  any  period  less 
than  seven  years,  and  from  employing  negroes  in  their 
bifiineis,  and  the  colonists  were  prohibited  from  transport- 
is;  bats  or  home  manu&ctured  woollens  from  one  pro- 
vince to  another. 

Bot  these  restrictions,  degrading  as  they  were  to  the 
colonies,  were  the  less  felt,  as  the  mother  country  encou- 
njed  our  agriculture  where  she  could  promote  her  own 
interest  by  so  doing;  and  although  she  would  not  permit  Us 
to  make  a  nail  rod,  and,  of  course,  not  a  nail,  unless  we  sent 
the  mm  to  England  to  be  slit  into  iron  rods,  yet  she  took  our 
bar  iron  to  a  large  amount  duty  free,  as  she  did  not  then 
make  bar  iron  but  to  a  very  limited  amount;  for  instance, 
in  the  year  1772,  Great  Britain  and  her  dependencies  took 
ol  us  bar  iron  to  the  amount  of$300,000;  ofthe  agricul- 
ture of  the  middle  colonic^  she  took  more  than  four  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  ofthe  agriculture  of  the  Southern  colo- 
n's, a  much  greater  amount;  of  rice  and  tobacco  alone  she 
took  to  tlie  amount  of  about  five  millions  of  dollars;  and  of 
tl«  produce  of  the  colonies  now  forming  our  Eastern 
States,  to  the  amount  of  three  millions  of  dollars;  inde- 
pendently of  the  produce  of  our  forests,  which  formed  a 
Ten-  large  amount  of  exports  to  that  country  and  its  de- 
pendencies. These  formed  some  compensation  for  the 
restrictions  on  our  manufactures,  which,  however,  were 
oiniddered  as  had{^  of  dependence  and  shivery,  to  which 
^e  colonies  reluctantly  submitted,  and  which  had  no  small 
influence  in  rousing  the  spirit  of  resistance  which  began 
with  rebellion,  and  ended  with  revolution. 

Immediately  after  the  establishment  of  our  indepen- 
"fcnce,  Great  Britain  endeavored  to  obtain  from  us  all  the 
•dvaatages  which  she  had  derived  from  us,  while  colonies, 
without  extending  to  us  the  advantages  we  bad  enjoyed 
&om  the  indulgence  ofthe  mother  country;  and  in  this 
they  succeeded  while  we  were  held  together — not-united 
—by  the  old  confederation,  till  our  country  was  on  the 


brink  of  ruin.  It  will  not  be  time  misspent  to  examine  the 
plans  and  schemes  adopted  in  Great  Britun,  and  which 
she  is  still  pursuing,  in  part,  to  get  possession  of  our  com- 
merce and  navigation,  and  to  prevent  the  growth  of  our 
manufiictures.  Lord  Sheffield,  in  his  observations  on  the 
commerce  of  the  American  States,  puts  the  policy  of 
Great  Britain  on  these  subjects  in  a  clear  point  of  view. 

In  page  255,  he  says:  "  Nothing  should  be  done  to 
court  the  attention  of  foreigners  to  participate  in  a  trade 
of  which  our  superior  skill  in  manufacture,  our  capital  as 
merchants,  our  spirit  of  enterprise,  and  many  other  cir- 
cumstances applicable  to  our  situation,  has,  in  a  manner, 
secured  to  us  a  monopoly.  For,  if  we  are  consistent,  and 
understand  our  own  situation,-  as  great  a  share  of  the 
American  trade  is  still  in  the  power  of  Great  Britain,  as  is 
consistent  with  her  interest,  and  this,  too,  upon  principles 
which  will  render  it  more  secure  than  volumes  of  treaties, 
namely,  those  incitements  which  arise  from  mutual  con- 
venience and  mutual  interest;  but,  above  all,  upon  the 
score  of  interest  alone,  the  merchandise  of  Great  Britain 
must  ever  be  preferred  in  America.  But  the  encouraging 
ofthe  American  States  to  build  ships  for  us,  is  holding  out 
a  premium  for  the  emigration  of  our  shipwrights,  toge- 
ther with  the  various  industrious  classes  connected  with 
ship-building,  to  the  country  where  timber  and  iron 
abound,  and  where,  consequently,  ship-building  may  be 
carried  on  to  the  greatest  advantage." 

Page  262.  "  The  unsettled  condition  of  the  American 
States  since  the  preliminaries  of  peace  were  ratified,  and 
the  turn  of  affairs  there,  which  might  have  been  well  fore- 
seen, by  no  means  justity  any  gratuities  on  the  part  of  this 
country,  [Great  Britain,]  which,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  cannot  afford  any  sacrifices.  We  have  only  to  let 
ihe  confusion  ofthe  new  States  settle,  as  they  may,  with- 
out troubling  ourselves  about  them.  If  a  commercial 
treaty  were  as  much  to  be  wished,  as  it  certunly  is  not, 
during  the  present  ferment,  there  is  no  power  with  whom 
it  could  be  made,  with  any  certainty  of  being  carried  into 
effect.  But  it  is  plainly  impossible  to  make  a  commerdal 
treaty  with  the  American  States,  without  giving  them 
some  valuable  privilege,  for  which  they  have  precluded 
themselves  from  making  any  adequate  return.  The  treaty 
of  peace,  and  subsequent  acts,  opened  the  ports  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  to  them,  in  the  same  manner  as  their 
ports  were  opened  to  us,  when  they  repealed  their  re- 
straining hiws.  A  brisk  trade  has  already  begun,  and  it 
is  unnecessary  to  prove  on  which  side  the  advantage  is — 
between  the  traaers  who  ask  for  credit,  or  the  traders 
who  give  it.  Every  account  from  America  says  that  Bri- 
tish manu&ctures  are  selling  at  a  conuderable  profit, 
while  other  European  goods  cannot  obtain  the  first  cost. 
Every  day's  experience  shows  that  this  country,  from  the 
nature  and  quality  of  its  manufactures,  and  from  the  as- 
cendancy it  has  acquired  in  commerce,  will  command 
three-fourths  ofthe  American  trade." 

Page  256.  "  It  is  said  that  the  mode  of  doing  busness, 
Ukely  to  prevail,  particularly  in  the  Southern  provinces, 
will  be  what  is  denominated  a  wholesale  trade,  to  be  car- 
ried on  by  European  or  rather  British  merchants,  who 
will  form  connexions  at  home,  and  carry  out  cargoes  of 
assorted  goods,  to  be  sold  by  the  packa^,  unopened,  to 
those  who  retell;  and  who  will  receive  in  return,  within 
the  year,  from  the  American  merchants,  the  produce  thev 
may  collect,  which  will  be  shipped  off  by  the  British 
wholesale  merchants.  This  is  the  species  of  trade  that 
British  subjects  should  wish  to  pursue;  without  being  con- 
cerned in  retailin,^  goods,  they  should  endeavor  to  mo- 
nopolize the  supplies  in  wholesale  to  country  merchants. 
This  will  enable  them  to  deal  to  a  great  extent,  with  half 
tlie  hazard  formerly  experienced;  and  it  will,  besides, 
give  them  the  sole  command  ofthe  shipping  buuness.  It 
is  not  probable  that  the  British  merchants  will  choose,  in 
the  new  state  of  affairs,  to  fix  their  stoi-es,  as  formerly,  in 
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Vir^nia  and  Maryland.  They  may  rather  adopt  the  ex- 
pedient already  mentioned,  of  sending'  out  agents  or  part- 
ners, with  wholesale  cargoes,  to  be  sold  to  merchants  who 
may  not  have  credit  here;  and  they  may  be  very  safe  while 
their  creditors  are  on  the  spot,  ready  to  compel  punctu- 
ality, and  to  receive  and  ship  their  produce.  This  line  of 
commerce,  although  the  profits  at  first  may  be  smaller, 
will  ultimately  be  more  advantageous  to  the  British  mer- 
chant. Large  sums  of  money  will  not,  as  formerly,  be 
sunk  in  debts.  The  returns  will  be  more  certain,  and 
less  liable  to  those  disappointments  which  prevailed  when 
every  American  planter  was  a  Britisli  creditor." 

A  great  improvement  upon  this  ingenious  plan  of  Ix>rd 
Sheffield,  to  en^oss  the  commercial  business  of  this  coun- 
try, is  the  auction  system  as  now  carried  on  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  where  seven-eighths  of  the  business  is  in 
the  bands  of  the  agents  of  British  merchants  and  manu- 
facturers. 

In  page  276,  Lord  Sheffield  says:  '<  It  i(  certain  that 
the  contusion  of  the  American  States  can  now  only  hurt 
themselves.  They  must  pay  Europe  in  the  best  manner 
they  can  for  clotliing  and  many  articles,  for  which  they 
are  not  likely  to  have  the  credit  they  had  while  in  more 
settled  circumstance*.  If  one  or  more  States  should  pro- 
hibit the  manu&ctures  of  any  particular  country,  they 
will  find  their  way  to  them  through  other  States,  and  by 
various  means.  The  difficulty  will  only  raise  the  price  on 
the  consumers  in  the  States  where  the  articles  are  prohi- 
bited. The  British  manufactures  found  their  way  to 
every  part  of  the  country,  during  a  most  rancorous  war; 
and  the  most  strenuous  American  manu&cturers  acknow- 
ledge that  no  imposts  or  excise  laws  will,  for  a  long  time, 
be  regarded  in  America.  In  the  mean  time,  and  at  all 
times,  Britain  will  have  nothing  to  apprehend.  The 
United  States  will  hardly  enter  mto  real  hostilities  with 
Britain.  Britain  need  not  quarrel  with  them  at  all;  but, 
should  either  happen,  some  stout  frigates,  cruising  be- 
tween Halifax  and  Bermuda,  and  between  the  latter  and 
the  Bahamas,  would  completely  command  tlie  commerce 
of  this  migh^  continent" 

The  views  of  Lord  Sheffield  were  realized.  Great  Bri- 
tain could  not  cause  our  manufacturing  establishments  to 
be  abated  as  nuisances,  but  she  completely  controlled  our 
manufactures  by  regulating  our  commerce;  and,  by  the 
same  process,  destroyed  our  navigating  and  shipping  in- 
terests. Each  State  adopted  its  own  system  for  raising 
revenue,  and  protecting'  its  industry;  and  this  brought 
them  into  immediate  collision  and  conflict  with  each  other. 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  laid  duties  upon  foreign  im- 
ports; the  duties  were  paid  in  the  cities  of  New  York  and 
Philadelphia,  and  went  into  the  treasuries  of  those  two 
States.  New  Jersey  derived  her  supply  of  those  imports 
through  those  two  cities,  and,  of  course,  paid  taxes  to  the 
amount  of  the  duties  upon  such  imports — not  into  a  com- 
mon treasury  for  the  benefit  of  the  United  States,  but  into 
the  treasuries  of  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  for  their 
exclusive  benefit.  This  was  a  burden  which  nothing  but 
force  could  oblige  any  State  to  bear.  New  Jersey,  sooner 
than  submit  to  this  tyranny  and  oppression  of  her  sister 
States,  abandoned  every  idea  of  protecting  her  industry, 
and  made  Perth  Amboy  a  free  port.  Tins  measure  was 
calculated  completely  to  defeat  the  objects  of  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania,  and  as  completely  to  answer  those  of 
Great  Britain.  Similar  conflicts  took  place  between  other 
States,  which  were  attended  with  similar  results.  And  it 
became  evident  that  the  power  to  regulate  commerce 
must  be  vested  in  one  General  Government,  or  that  a 
total  dissolution  of  the  Union  must  take  phu;e.  'Agricul- 
ture was  neglected  for  want  of  a  market— commerce  lan- 
guished— even  our  coasting  trade  was  in  the  hands  of 
foreigners — and  the  manufacturing  establishments,  which 
had  grown  up  during  tlie  war,  were  every  where  aban- 
doned in  despair.     All  this  Lord  Sheffield  bad  clearly 


foreseen.  The  remedy  for  these  evils  was  the  convention 
that  formed  the  constitution  of  the  United  States:  this 
Lord  Sheffield  had  not  foreseen. 

By  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  Congress  shall 
have  power  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations, 
among  the  States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes.  Under  this 
general  power.  Congress  may  pemut  foreign  nations  to 
participate  in  our  carrying  trade,  or  they  may  prohibit 
them. 

They  may  permit  the  importation  of  goods  duty  free, 
or  under  low  duties,  or  under  high  duties;  or  even  nay 
prohibit  tlieir  importation,  when  the  public  good  or  ijust 
retaliation  may  require  it.  IVIiether  foreign  nations  shall 
be  our  carriers,  must  depend  upon  the  regulation  of  com- 
merce. Whether  our  manufactures  shall  be  protected  or 
destroyed,  must  depend  upon  the  regulation  ot  commerce. 
And  whether  we  shall  depend  upon  our  rivals  in  peace, 
and  sometimes  eikemies  in  war,  for  articles  of  defence, 
as  hemp  and  iron  for  our  shipping,  ordiuince,  musket), 
shot  and  shells,  must  depend  upon  the  regulations  ii 
commerce.  The  chief  means  by  which  Congress  can  re- 
gulate commerce  is,  by  the  imposition  of  duties  on  im- 
ports and  tonnage;  but  these  are  not  the  only  means.  It 
IS  contended  that  tlie  power  to  cdlect  taxes,  duties,  im- 
posts, and  excises,  can  be  exercised  alone  for  the  purpose 
of  revenue;  and,  therefore,  that  it  cannot  be  applied  to 
the  purpose  of  protecting  manufactures.  The  second  act 
of  Congress,  passed  the4tli  day  of  July,  1789,  expiesdjr 
acknowledges  the  principle  of  duties  levied  for  the  pw- 
posc  of  encouraging  and  protecting  manu&cturet:.  This 
may  be  considered  as  a  construction  of  the  constitution 
contemporaneous  with  its  formation;  and  the  more  confi- 
dence may  be  placed  in  this  construction,  as  a  number  of 
those  who  were  engaged  in  forming  the  constitution, 
were  also  engaged  in  passing  the  law.  General  Wash- 
ington, who  signed  the  bill,  and  General  Hamilton,  his 
constitutional  adviser,  were  members  of  the  federal  con- 
vention; as  also  were  Elbridge  Gerry,  Nicbolss  Gilman, 
Roger  Sherman,  John  Langdon,  Caleb  Strong,  >vUham 
S.  Johnson,  Oliver  Ellsworth,  William  Patterson,  Thomas 
Iltzsimmons,  Robert  Morris,  Richai-d  Bassett,  Geo.  Keed, 
James  Madison,  Abraham  Baldwin,  and  William  Few,  who 
voted  on  the  bill,  and  must  have  understood  the  work  of 
their  own  hands  better  then  than  we  do  now.  Sixteen 
days  after  this,  the  same  Congress  passed  another  set  for 
the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  protecting  our  tonnage 
and  navigation  by  means  of  duties. 

By  this  act,  a  duty  of  six  cents  per  ton  is  hud  upon  ves- 
sels entered  in  the  United  States,  wholly  American;  on 
vesseb  built  in  the  United  States,  owned  wholly,  or  in 
part,  by  foreigners,  a  duty  of  thirty  cents  per  ton;  and  on 
all  others,  at  the  rate  of  fifty  cents  per  ton.  By  the  same 
act,  no  home-built  vessel,  belongmg  to  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade  or  fisheries, 
to  pay  more  than  one  entry  (mx  cents)  a  year;  while  fo- 
reign  vessels,  so  engaged,  were  to  pay  fifty  cents  at  each 
entry.  By  this  arrangement,  vessels  built  in  the  United 
States,  but  owned  in  part  by  foreigners,  were  to  pay  five 
times  as  much  as  the  same  vessel  owned  by  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  all  others  paid  more  thim  eight  times 
as  much;  and  the  foreign  vessel  engaged  in  the  coastuig 
trade  or  fisheries,  suppose  her  to  make  twelve  entries  a 
year,  paid  one  hundred  times  as  much  as  the  domestic 
vessel  so  employed.  These  duties,  as  it  respected  foreign 
vessels,  amounted  to  absolute  prohibitions;  and  yet  the 
constitution  gives  no  power  to  protect  navigation  by  du- 
ties, that  does  not  equally  apply  to  manufactures.  This 
law,  so  &r  as  it  respected  foreigfn  vessels,  was  not  for  the 
purpose  of  revenue,  but  of  prohibition.  And,  as  the  law 
went  into  operation  in  twenty-one  days  after  its  enact- 
ment, it  must  luive  been  severely  felt  by  the  agricultuni 
interest  of  the  country,  for  the  discrimination  prevented 
all  competition  between  the  foreign  and  domestic  vessels- 
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And  no  competition  that  diould  reduce  the  price  of  freights 
could  take  place  amongst  the  domestic  vessels,  till  time 
sboukl  be  afibrded  for  building'  them.  In  time,  however, 
the  domestic  competition  brou^t  freights  down  to  a  point 
bdov  what  they  had  been  before  the  passing  of  the  law; 
ao  that,  on  the  whole,  the  agricultural  and  manufitcturing 
joterests  were  benefited;  and  an  object  of  immense  im- 
Jiortance,  the  protection  of  our  navigating  and  shipping 
loterests,  aecured. 

Whaterer  temporary  inconvenience  might  have  been 
licit  from  the  high  duties  upon  foreign  tonnage,  the  wls- 
diMB  of  tJje  measure  cannot  now  be  doubted.  In  1789, 
the  Teasels  belonging  to  inhabitants  of  the  British  domi- 
niona^  then  employed  in  Philadelphia  in  foreign  trade,  were 
fiill  fcur-fifUis  of  all  the  tonnage  so  employed,  and  amount- 
ed to  »-ithin  one-fifth  of  all  the  tonnage  belonging  to  all 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States.  And  our  shipping  was 
■ot  sufficient  for  the  transportation  of  the  domestic  pro- 
duce of  the  States— one-third  of  it  belonging  to  foreign- 
era.  Our  total  amount  of  tonnage  in  1789  was  two  hun- 
dred and  one  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-two  tons. 
In  the  course  of  one'  year  after,  it  amoimted  to  four  hun- 
dred and  seventy-eight  thousand  three  hundred  and 
seveoty-aeven  tons.  In  ten  ye'ars  after,  in  the  year  1800, 
it  amouated  to  nine  hundred  and  seventy-two  thousand 
fijur  hundred  and  ninety-two;  and  in  the  year  1810  it 
amounted  to  one  million  four  hundred  and  Jtwenty-four 
tboosuxi  seven  hundred  and  eighty-three  tons;  so  that,  in 
1810,  we  had  more  than  seven  times  as  much  tonnage  as 
we  had  in  1789.  The  power,  therefore,  to  protect  and 
eacourage  the  navigating  and  shipping  interest,  by  means 
of  duties  imposed,  not  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  but  of 
pmbibition,  was  most  effectually  applied;  it  was  effectu- 
ally applied,  also,  to  some  articles  of  agriculture;  but,  with 
regard  to  manufactures,  it  was  aj^Iiedwith  a  timid  hand, 
yet  under  precisely  the  same  power  as  was  extended  to 
the  protection  of  those  other  important  branches  of  in- 
dostry. 

Ifr.  Madison,  in  his  letters  to  Mr.  Cabell,  of  October, 
1828,  has  proved  beyond  a  doubt  the  constitutionality  of 
fte  tarifi*  laws,  as  well  as  the  disastrous  consequences  of 
abandoning  the  protective  system,  under  the  fatal  delusion 
that  the  true  policy  of  the  country  is  that  commerce 
must  regulate  itself.  He  says  that  <<  a  nation  leaving  its 
foreign  trade  in  all  cases  to  regulate  itself,  might  soon  find 
it  regulated,  by  other  nations,  into  a  subserviency  to  a 
foreign  interest"  The  fiwrt  is,  that  Great  Britain  did  re- 
guhae  our  commerce  from  the  time  of  our  revolution  till 
the  a<k)ption  of  our  constitution,  and  will  do  so  again,  if 
the  fnends  of  free  trade  succeed  in  destroying  the  pro- 
tectire  policy  of  the  country. 

I  will  also  notice  a  letter  lately  written  by  Mr.  Vsa- 
FLAVCK,  a  representative  from  New  York,  to  Colonel 
DsATTOsr,  in  which  he  has  most  elaborately  and  most  suc- 
cessfully proved  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariff  laws. 

If  our  naaoufiictures  cannot  be  protected  by  Congress 
as  our  mvigating  and  shipping  interests  were,  then  indeed 
they  cannot  be  protected  at  all — and  the  grain-growing 
States  win  be  as  completely  controlled  by  Great  Britain  as 
they  were  when  ciHonies. 

It  has  been  said,  by  high  authority,  a  committee  of  the 
Legislature  of  South  Carolina,  that  "  the  manufacturing 
States  can  protect  themselves,  within  their  own  limits, 
against  foreign  competition,  to  any  extenttbey  may  judge 
expedient,  as  the  constitution  authorizes  them  to  lay  an 
ii^ost  duty  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  which  doubt- 
less would  be  given."  This  power  is  given  under  the 
10th  section  of  the  1st  article  of  the  constitution,  which 
abb  provides  "  that  the  nett  produce  of  all  duties  and  im- 
posts laid  by  any  State  on  imports,  shall  be  for  the  use  of 
the  treasury  of  the  Ujiited  States."  And  this  condition 
pots  a  complete  extinguisher  upon  this  ingenious  plan  of 
protecting  manufactures. 

Vot.  Vlll.~-ll 


If  it  be  true  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  Conj^ress  to  pro- 
tect the  agricultural,  the  commercial,  the  navigating  and 
manufacturing  interests  of  our  countnr,  it  is  not  less  true 
that  it  is  our  true  policy  so  to  protect  them. 

The  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina  says  that  the  protec- 
tive system  stands  self-condemned — in  our  own  country 
by  the  desolation  it  has  can-ied  with  it — abroad  by  the  ex- 
perience of  all  the  world,  and  by  nearly  the  universal 
opinion  of  all  wise  men.  I  would  willingly  leave  the 
question  to  be  decided  by  these  tests.  The  Senator  has 
given  a  moving  picture  of  tlie  distress  which  it  baa  brought 
even  upon  the  manufacturing  districts;  but  the  people  of 
these  districts  take  a  very  different  view  of  this  subject, 
and  may  be  trusted  to  judge  for  themselves.  It  is  true 
the  leading  British  politicians  have  expressed  their  opi- 
nions strongly  against  all  protective  systems,  and  volumes 
have  been  written  to  give  force  to  those  opinions;  but 
those  opinions  have  been  manufactured  excluavely  for 
exportation,  and  not  for  home  consumption;  not  one  of 
them  is  adopted  by  the  British  Government;  they  adhere 
most  rigidly  in  Uieir  protective  system,  and  relax  _  in 
nothing,  where  they  incur  the  slightest  risk  of  foreign 
competition.  Some  of  the  continental  Vowera  were  m- 
duced  to  abandon  their  protective  policy  by  the  delusive 
prospects  of  free  trade,  which  never  did  and  never  will 
exist;  but  dear  experience  has  made  them  wise,  and  they 
have  entirely  changed  their  policy.  And  if,  as  the  Sena- 
tor says,  this  system  has  been  condemned  by  nearly  the 
universal  opinion  of  all  wise  men,  while  Gi-eat  Britain  and 
nearly  all  Europe  are  vigorously  pursuing  it,  I  have  only 
to  say  that  there  must  be  but  a  small  minority  of  wise  men 
in  this  world. 

It  is  now  well  understood  that  the  great  secret  of  na- 
tional wealth  in  any  country  consists  in  finding  profitabte 
employment  for  all  tlie  citizens  or  subjects  of  such  coun- 
try, who  are  willing  to  labor;  and  this  cannot  be  done 
without  directing  that  labor  to  the  jrreat  objects  of  agri- 
culture, commerce,  navigation,  ana  manufactures.  No 
nation  can  become  great  or  rich  by  agriculture  alone. 
None  by  commerce,  navigation,  or  manufactures  alone. 
A  small  part  of  the  population  of  a  thickly  settled  coun- 
try can  till  all  the  lands  of  that  country.  The  residue 
must  be  idle  if  no  other  employment  is  afforded  them;  if 
they  engage  in  commerce  and  navigation,  these  can  em- 
ploy but  a  very  few,  in  comparison  with  the  whole;  and, 
unless  tliey  engage  in  manufactures,  at  least  for  them- 
selves, a  considerable  portion  of  the  people  must  remain 
idle  for  want  of  employment. 

Where  the  population  is  not  dense,  a  small  part  engaged 
in  agriculture  can  produce  all  that  the  residue  want;  and 
if  they  have  no  foreign  market  for  their  produce,  as  b  the 
case  with  the  g^in-growing  States  in  this  Union,  a  large 
portion  of  the  people  wouM  be  idle.  In  fact,  the  wealth 
and  prosperity  of  this  country  depends  upon  the  vigorous 
pursuit  of  all  those  branches  of  industry. 

The  time  was  when  one  country  would  engross  the 
commerce  of  many  others,  and  in  that  wav  accumulate 
immense  wealth  at  the  expense  of  their  neighbors;  of  this, 
Holland  and  Venice  are  remarkable  examples.  But  the 
world  has  grown  wiser.  Each  nation  now  wishes  to  en- 
joy the  benefits  of  her  o*n  commerce,  and  national^  mo- 
nopolies are  at  an  end.  Great  Britain  has  in  latter  times 
mule  gigantic  efforts  to  engross  the  trade  and  navigation 
of  other  nations;  and  still  greater  exertions  to  become  the 
nuinufacturers  of  the  whole  world.  Her  success  in  this 
latter  object  is  without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of  man- 
kind. It  has  enabled  her  to  carry  on  wars  thaf  from  thdr 
expense  alone  would  have  made  bankrupt  the  half  of 
Europe — and  it  has  enabled  her  to  subsidize  States,  king- 
doms, and  empires.  If  tlie  money  wasted  by  her  in  the 
last  thirty  years  in  continental  wars,  had  been  expended 
upon  objects  of  internal  improvement,  and  in  bettering 
{the  condition  of  that  country,  it  would  now  exhibit »  pio- 
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ture  of  wealth  and  prosperity,  such  as  the  world  never 
saw,  and  probably  never  will.  Great  Britain  cannot  main- 
tain her  monopoly  of  manufactures.  The  nations  of  Eu- 
rope, by  sad  experience,  find,  that  to  consume  British 
manufactures,  is  to  make  themselves  poor — and  tfiey  are 
no  longer  tributary  to  the  monopolizing  poficy  of  that  na- 
tion; yet  Great  Britain  will  long  continue  to  enjoy  im- 
mense advantages  from  manuracturing  for  the  States  of 
South  America  and  other  countries  not  yet  prepared  to 
manufacture  for  themselves.  When  we  have  before  us 
the  example  of  this  countiy,  we  mjist  be  blind  to  our 
own  interest  if  we  do  not  pursue  her  policy,  at  least  so 
far  as  to  manufacture  for  our  own  consumption. 

In  the  discussion  of  this  general  proposition,  it  was  my 
intention  to  confine  myself  to  general  principles  without 
descending  into  details;  but  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina has  cited  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  Sarchet  upon  the 
subject  of  iron,  calculated  to  create  a  prejudice  against 
the  manufacturers  of  that  article,  which  I  cannot  pass 
without  notice.  As  the  honorable  Senator  made  no  argu- 
ment upon  this  subject,  I  win  make  none,  but  satisfy  my- 
self with  citing  a  very  sufficient  answer  to  Mr.  Sarchet, 
from  a  report  of  the  committee  of  a  convention  at  New 
York  of  the  friends  of  domestic  industry.  It  is  the  state- 
ment of  Green  and  Wetmore,  extensive  importers  as  well 
as  manufacturers  of  iron,  in  whose  correctness  the  most 
implicit  confidence  may  be  placed. 

Here  Mr.  D.  read  the  statement  of  Green  and  Wet- 
more,  showing  that  they  had  imported  hammei-s  and 
sledges  regularly  for  many  years;  that  the  poorest  article 
ever  heard  of  being  sent  to  our  market,  cost  seven  and  a 
half  cents  per  pound;  that  those  imported  by  themselves 
were  of  a  quality  fit  for  use,  and  cost  eight  and  a  quarter 
cents  per  pound,  which  is  $9  25  per  cwt.,  while  they  sell 
the  English  bar  iron  at  retail  at  $3  75,  leaving  a  differ- 
ence of  $5  50  per  cwt.  in  favor  of  the  manufacturer  of 
those  articles  in  this  country.  As  to  wheel  tire,  they  state 
that  they  hare  never  known  of  its  interfering  with  the 
sale  of  iron  for  that  purpose;  that  they  knew  of  two 
lots  of  it  imported  into  New  York,  but  the  importers 
found  a  difficulty  in  selling  it,  and  had  said  they  would 
have  no  more.  As  to  fryingpans,  they  state  that  they  are 
not  made  of  sheet  iron  alone,  but  partly  of  sheet  iron, 
and  partly  of  bar  iron.  They  state  that  they  import  the 
sheet  iron  part  of  fVyingpans,  viz.  the  bowls,  separate 
from  the  handles,  and  they  cost,  by  an  invoice  dated 
January,  1831,  ten  cents  per  pound  to  import,  while  the 
sheet  iron,  in  sheets,  cost  only  six  cents  per  pound,  leav- 
ing a  difference  of  four  cents  per  pound  in  favor  of  the 
sheet  iron  in  a  manufactured  state.  Fryingpans  cost  at 
the  same  time  Ax  cents  per  pound. 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Sai'chet's  statement,  that  tea  trays, 
with  one  coat  of  japan,  can  be  imported  at  $83  73,  while 
the  iron  required  for  that  purpose  is  selling  at  from  $160 
to  #170,  they  say,  "  We  have  imported  tea  trays  for  many 
years,  and  are  totally  unable  to  devise  how  this  can  be 
done.  The  largest  tea  tray  ever  imported,  or,  if  import- 
ed, would  be  used,  is  thirty  by  twenty-two  inches;  and 
the  poorest  article  we  ever  saw,  cost  fithr-two  cents  each 
tray  to  import,  and  weighed  four  pouncu,  which  is  thir- 
teen cents  per  pound,  or  $290  per  ton,  instead  of  $83  72. 
As  to  kmtting  needles,  they  think  that  the'  amount  of 
this  article  sold  annually  may  amount  to  jSOO.  Other 
statements  of  Mr.  Sarchet  are  shown  to  be  equally 
groundless. 

As  to  the  bearing  of  the  protective  system  upon  the 
different  sections  of  this  country,  there  never  has  been  a 
subject  of  public  investigation  so  totally  misunderstood — 
none  upon  which  there  has  been  so  much  misrepresenta- 
tion and  error — ^none  respecting  which  there  has  been  so 
much  delusion. 

The  feelings  of  the  people  of  the  South  have  been  ex- 
asperated to  the  highest  pitch,  by  representations  which 


have  carried  conviction  to  their  minds  that  the  tariff  Uvs 
were  a  violation  of  the  constitution;  th«*  they  enhanced, 
to  an  enormous  degpree,  the  prices  they  were  obliged  to 
pay  for  manufactures  for  their  consumption;  that,  as  ex- 
porters of  two-thirds  of  all  the  produce  sent  to  foreign 
markets,  they  paid  two-thirds  of  ill  the  duties  ariane 
from  imports,  of  which  they  consume  but  one-third;  and 
that  they  were  cut  off  from  a  market  for  their  cotton  to 
the  amount  of  $12,000,000  a  year,  to  which  thw  were 
justly  entitled,  by  what  is  called  the  accursed  tariff. 

As  to  the  violation  of  the  constitution  by  these  kws, 
that  delusion  has  nearly  passed  away?  and  upon  tint  I 
have  nothing  further  to  say.     As  to  the  enormous  price«, 
the  delusion  is  more  firmly  fixed.     The  people  of  the 
South  think  it  impossible  to  impose  duties  witbont  in- 
creasing prices;  but  so  far  is  this  from  being  true,  thit  a 
great  variety  of  manufactures  on  which  such  duties  hare 
been  laid,  have  absolutely  fcllen  in  price — ^indeed,  thi»i« 
the  case  with  all  articles  that  have  been  adequately  pro- 
tected:  woollens,   cottons,   glass,   iron,   and  sugar,  are 
cheaper  in  our  market  than  they  were  ten  years  ago,  and 
of  a  better  quality.     But,  say  the  enemies  of  the  protect- 
ing system,  these  articles  have  also  fallen  in  price  in  the 
countries  from  which  we  import  them;  and  from  this  they 
infer  that  the  reduction  of  price  is  in  no  degree  owing  to 
the  competition  between  the  foreign  and  domestic  pro- 
ducer.    But  they  ought  to  reflect  that  the  very  competi- 
tion which  has  reduced  the  price  here,  has  also  reductd 
it  at  foreign  places.    If  we  received  from  the  West  In- 
dies all  the  sugpr  we  consumed,  they  could  and  noM 
sell  it  to  us  at  increased  prices.    What  we  make  supplies 
the  market  they  possessed,  and  leaves  them  with  a  sur- 
plus which  gluts  their  own  market,  and  compels  thctn  to 
reduce  tiieir  prices,  or  suffer  their  sugars  to  perish  on 
their  hands.    If  the  United  States  were  to  give  op  IM 
making  of  iron,  it  would  raise  the  price  of  that  article  i» 
all  Europe,  more  particularly  in  Russia,  Sweden,  and 
England,  from  which  we  now  make  large  importations. 
On  the  contrary,  if  we  should,  after  the  example  of  Bus- 
sia,  Sweden,  and  other  countries,  prohibit  the  importa- 
tion of  iron,  it  would  reduce  the  price  of  this  article  in 
Russia,  Sweden,  and  England,  much  below  the  prestnl 
rates.     The  consumption  of  thirteen  millions  of  people, 
particularly  in  manufactures,  must  sensibly  affect  »c 
markets  of  all  nations  with  whom  we  have  an  extensive 
trade,  i-aising  the  prices  as  our  demands  for  their  msn"- 
facture  increase,  lowering  them  as  wc  manufacture  for 
ourselves.  .   . 

But  the  enemies  of  the  tariff  utterly  deny  that  it  » 
possible  that,  byaddingduties  which  produce  competition, 
you  can  reduce  prices.  With  them,  upon  this  subject, 
seeing  is  not  believing;  and  the  Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina will  not  waste  his  breath  in  proving  the  absurdity  i» 
the  position.  Yet  they  have  before  their  eyes  the  daily 
proofs  that  competition  in  all  similar  cases  does  reduce 
prices — as  in  steamboats,  stages,  stores,  taverns,  and  ro 
every  species  of  manufacture  m  our  country.  Still  they 
will  not  comprehend  that  a  competition  between  the 
manufacturers  of  this  and  other  countries  should  ''*"* 
similar  effect,  notwithstanding  these  competitions  are  fre- 
quently carried  on  with  a  determined  perseverance  that 
niins  our  domestic  manufacturers,  and  wotild  equally  nun 
tho.se  of  Europe  but  for  their  large  capitals.  _    , 

It  is  to  tiliis  competition, -which  could  not  be  su^ineo 
but  for  the  protective  system,  that  we  are  indebted  forth* 
low  price  of  our  manufactures,  and  for  which  the  people 
of  the  South  pay  no  more  than  those  of  the  North.  As 
soon  as  our  establishments  begin  to  supply  our  own  market 
with  any  particular  kind  of  manufacture,  the  foreign 
manufacture  of  the  like  kind  is  uniformly  offered  at  re- 
duced prices,  the  reduction  often  amounting  to  twenty-nv* 
per  cent.,  which  is  a  distinct  acknowledgment  that  the 
foreign  manufiicturer  was  before  receiving  a  price  twenty- 
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fire  per  cent,  abort  the  fair  v»lue  of  the  article.  The 
Britsh  muiuikcturen  are  now  receiviDg  from  us,  on  manu- 
bctuK*  of  Tariofu  kinds,  parUcularly  of  hardware  and 
ctrtheavtre,  to  a  very  large  amount,  at  prices  One-quarter 
abore  their  minimum  v^ue;  or  at  prices  one-quarter 
ibore  what  they  would  take,  sooner  than  abandon  our 
Buket  And  this  they  will  continue  to  do,  until  coropeti- 
tion  siuU  reduce  their  prices. 

If  coane  woollens,  known  by  the  name  of  negro  cloths, 
bring- a  price  which  is  considered  oppressive  by  the  cotton 
plaatei%  let  them  know  that  the  responsibility  rests  upon 
their  own  friends,  their  own  representatives  here,  and 
not  upOB  the  friends  of  the  tariff.  The  duty  upon  un- 
wrought  wool  is  four  cents  per  pound,  and  fifty  per  cent, 
td  ralorem.  This  is  an  exclusion  of  the  coarse  wools, 
nlned  at  ten  cents  a  pound,  and  which  are  not  produced 
ia  this  country.  In  the  House  of  Representatives,  Mr. 
UiLumi  moved  an  amendment  to  put  the  duties  upon  un- 
vnught  wool  at  forty  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  pto- 
gRsrely  to  fifty  per  cent  To  this  an  amendment  was 
movol  to  add  a  specific  duty  of  four  cents  per  pound, 
vhich  would  be  an  additional  duty  of  forty  per  cent,  upon 
vool  costing  ten  cents  the  pouju^  and  four  per  cent,  upon 
wool  costing  one  dollar  the  pound.  It  seems  incredible 
that  a  measure  so  unjust,  and  evidently  injurious  to  the 
South,  could  have  been  adopted  by  the  two  Houses  of 
Coagras — but  more  incredible  that  it  should  have  been 
idopted  by  the  representatives  of  those  who  were  to  feel 
the  whde  weight  of  the  injury.  This  oppressive  amend- 
■eat  was  carried — yeas  100,  nays  98j  the  whole  South 
iroling  for  it,  the  Eastern  members  ag^nst  it.  When  this 
Ul  came  into  the  Senate,  a  motion  was  made  to  increase 
the  ad  valorem  du^  upon  this  article  from  fifly  to  seventy 
per  cent.  It  was  determined  in  the  negative — sixteen 
to  thirty-one — the  Senators  from  the  South  voting  in  the 
iSmative. 

The  i^ntlemea  of  the  South  were  found  votjnj^  for  the 
pcotccting  system,  constitutional  objections  notwitlistand- 
ing,  to  its  very  verge — voting  to  protect  an  article  not 
produced  in  this  country,  and  that  at  the  expense  of  them- 
kIfcs  and  their  conatituents.  But  even  for  this  regulation, 
oppressive  as  it  was  calculated  to  be  to  the  South,  the  re- 
wurces  of  our  country  will  find  a  remedy^  and  already  a 
better  material  than  the  coarse  foreign  wool,  formerly 
iaported,  is  substituted  for  making  these  cloths;  and 
tl^oagh  higher  in  price,  of  a  better  quaUty,  so  as  in  fact 
to  be  clieaper  to  the  consumer. 

The  extraordinary  opinion,  tliat  as  two-thirds  of  our 
entire  domestic  exports  were  from  the  Southern  States, 
they  in  &ct  pay  two-thirds  of  all  the  duUes  upon  articles 
><i>portc4  m  exchange  for  such  exports,  although  they 
consumed  but  one-third  of  them,   was,   I   beli^^  first 


Dugn 
telTof 


publicly  advocated  in  the  exposition  of  the  proteXof  the 
Le^palatiire  of  South  Carolina  against  the  UrifT  of  1828. 
This  protest  has  been  cited  by  the  Senator  from  South 
Cwolina,  and  is  printed  among  our  documents.  The  ex- 
position was  written  by  a  committee  of  that  Legislature, 
•ml  ought  to  be  considered  as  a  part  of  that  document, 
snd  was  printed  as  such  at  the  seat  of  Government  of 
South  Carolina,  and  I  believe  spread  over  every  section  of 
the  Southern  States.  The  exposition  is  written  with  f^eat 
blent,  and  was  calculated  to  have  the  most  decided  effect, 
psrticularly  in  the  cotton-growing  States.  * 

Ihold  in  my  band  a  printed  copy  of  this  protest  and 
exposition;  and,  as  it  is  more  definite,  and,  I  think,  more 
•iecided,  as  to  the  subjects  embraced  in  it,  than  was  the 
Sentor  from  South  Carolina,  I  shall  attempt  something 
^e  a  reply  to  some  parts  of  it,  and  particularly  that  part 
of  it  which  seems  calculated  to  explode,  as  a  vulgar  pre- 
jvdice,  the  old  idea  that  the  consumer  pays  tlte  duties. 

Icite  from  page  seven  of  this  pamphlet:  "  So  partial  are 
the  effects  of  the  [tariff]  svstem,  tliat  its  burdens  are  ex- 
dusirely  on  one  side,  and  iu  benefits  on  the  other.     It 


imposes  on  the  agi^cuhural  interest  of  the  South,  includ- 
ing the  Southwest,  and  that  portion  of  our  commerce  and 
navigation  engaged  in  foreign  trade,  the  burden  not  only 
of  sustaining  the  system  itself,  but  that  also  of  sustaining 
Government.  The  tax  paid  by  the  duty  on  imports,  by 
which,  with  the  exception  of  the  receipts  from  the  sale  of 
pubUc  lands,  the  Government  is  wholly  supported,  and 
which,  in  its  gross  amount,  is  annually  equal  to  about 
#23,000,000,  is,  then,  in  truth,  no  tax  on  them:  whatever 
porUon  of  it  they  advance,  as  consumers  of  the  articles  on 
which  it  is  imposed,  returns  to  them  from  the  labor  of 
others,  with  usurious  interest,  throtM;h  an  artfully  con- 
trived system.  That  such  are  the  facts,  the  committee 
will  proceed  to  demonstrate,  by  other  arguments  than  the 
confession  of  the  party  by  its  acts,  conclusive  as  tlkat  ought 
to  be  considered. 

"  If  the  duty  were  imposed  upon  exports,  instead  of 
imports,  no  one  woidd  doubt  its  partial  operation.  It 
would  clearly  fall  on  those  engaged  in  reanng  products 
for  foreign  markets;  and  as  rice,  tobacco,  and  cotton 
constitute  the  great  mass  of  our  exports,  such  a  duty 
would,  of  necessity,  mainly  fidl  on  the  Southern  States, 
where  they  are  exclusively  cultivated;  and  to  prove  that 
the  burden  of  the  tariff  also  falls  on  them  almost  exclu- 
sively, it  is  only  necessary  to  show  that,  as  far  as  their 
interest  is  concerned,  there  is  little  or  no  difference  be- 
tween an  export  and  an  import  duty.  We  export  to  im- 
port. The  object  is  an  exchange  of  the  fruits  of  our 
labor  for  those  of  otljer  countries.  We  have,  from  soil 
and  cUmate,  a  facility  in  rearing  certain  g^reat  agricultural 
staples,  wliile  other  and  older  countries,  with  a  dense 
population,  and  capital  greatly  accumulated,  have  equal 
facility  in  manufacturing  various  articles  suited  to  our  use; 
and  thus  a  foundation  is  laid  for  an  exchange  of  the  pro- 
ducts of  labor,  mutually  advantageous.  A  duty,  whether 
it  be  laid  on  imports  or  exports,  must  fall  upon  this  ex- 
change, and,  on  whichever  laid  in  our  country,  must,  in 
reality,  be  paid  by  the  American  producer  of  the  articles 
exclianged.  Such  must  be  the  operation  of  all  taxes  on 
sales  or  exchanges.  The  owner,  in  reahty,  pays  it, 
whether  laid  on  the  vender  or  purchaser.  It  matters  not, 
in  the  sale  of  a  tract  of  land,  or  any  otiier  article,  if  a  tax 
be  imposed  on  the  sale,  whether  it  be  paid  by  him  who 
sells,  or  him  who  buys;  the  amount  must,  in  both  cases,  be 
deducted  from  the  price.  Nor  can  it  alter,  in  this  par- 
ticular, the  operation  of  such  a  tax,  if  imposed  on  tlie 
exchanges  of  communities,  instead  of  individuals.  Such 
exchanges  are  but  the  aggregate  ofsales  of  the  individuals 
of  the  respective  countries,  and  must,  if  taxed,  be  go- 
verned by  the  same  rules.  Nor  is  it  material  whether  the 
Exchange  be  barter  or  sale,  direct  or  circuitous;  in  every 
case,  it  must  fall  on  the  producer.  To  the  growers  of 
rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco,  it  is  the  same  whether  Govern- 
ment takes  one-third  of  what  they  raise,  for  the  liberty  of 
sending  the  other  two-thirds  abroad,  or  one-third  of  the 
salt,  sugar,  iron,  coffee,  clotli,  and  other  articles  they  may 
need  in  exchange,  for  the  liberty  of  bringing  them  home; 
in  both  cases  he  gets  a  third  less  than  he  ought;  a  third 
of  his  labor  is  taken,  yet  the  one  is  an  import  and  the  other 
an  export  duty. 

"  The  exports  of  domestic  produce,  in  round  numbers, 
may  be  estimated  as  averaging  $53,000,000  annually,  of 
which  the  States  growing  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  pro- 
duce about  $35,000,000,  The  average  value  of  the  ex- 
ports of  cotton,  tobacco,  and  rice,  for  the  last  four  years, 
exceeded  $fi5,500,000;to  which,  if  we  add  flour,  lumber, 
corn,  and  various  other  articles  exported  from  the  same 
States,  but  which  cannot  be  disUnguished  on  the  custom- 
house books  from  exports  of  the  same  description  from 
the  other  States,  the  amount  must  be  equal  to  that  stated. 
Taking  it  at  that  sum,  the  exports  of^the  Southern  or 
staple  States,  and  of  the  other  States,  will  then  stand  as 
$37,000,000  to  $16,000,000,  considerably  exceeding  the 
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proportion  of  two  to  one;  while  their  population,  estimated 
m  federal  numbers,  is  the  reverse;  the  former  sending'  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  seventy-six  members,  and 
the  latter  one  hundred  and  tltirty-seven.  It  follows  that 
one-tMrd  of  the  Union  exports  near  two-thirds  of  the 
domestic  products.  Such,  then,  is  the  amount  of  labor 
which  our  country  annually  exchanges  with  the  rest  of 
the  world,  and  such  our  proportion.  The  Government 
is  supported  almost  entirely  by  a  tax  on  this  exchange,  in 
ahape  of  an  import  duty,  the  gross  amount  of  which  is 
annually  about  $23,000,000,  as  has  been  already  stated. 
Previous  to  the  passing  of  the  act  of  last  session,  this  tax 
averaged  about  thirty-seven  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the 
value  of  the  imports.  What  addition  that  has  made,  it  is 
difficult, with  the  present  data,  to  establisli  with  precision; 
but  it  is  certainly  short  of  the  truth  to  state  it  to  be  an 
average  increase  of  seven  and  a  half  per  cent.,  thus 
maUng  the  present  duty  to  average  at  least  forty-five 
per  cent.,  which,  on  $37,000,000,  the  amount  of  our 
share  of  the  exports,  will  give  the  sum  of  f  16,650,000  as 
our  share  to  the  general  contributions  to  the  treasiiry." 

If  this  committee  are  right  in  their  estimate,  that  one- 
third  of  the  Union  pay  $16,650,000  as  their  share  of  the 
$23,000,000,  the  gross  amount  of  import  duty,  it  follows 
that  the  other  two-thirds  pay  but  $6,350,000  as  their 
share  of  this  gross  amount. 

It  is  allowed  that  the  Eastern,  'Western,  and  Middle 
States  iconsiime  two-tbirds  of  the  imports.  The  inhabit- 
ants of  those  States  well  know  this,  and  they  do  verily 
believe,  notwithstanding  the  exposition  and  protest,  that 
they  pay  the  duties  on  so  much  of  the  imports  as  they 
consume;  and  that  it  makes  no  difference  in  this  respect, 
whether  the  imported  articles  are  paid  for  in  fish,  potash, 
flour,  rice,  cotton,  or  tobacco;  and  you  cannot  convince 
them  that  the  catcher  of  the  fish,  the  maker  of  the  potash, 
the  manu&cturer  of  the  flour,  or  the  gfrower  of  the  rice, 
cotton,  or  tobacco,  pays  any  part  of  it  for  them.  And  are 
they  not  rirht?  Do  tlie  gentlemen  of  Boston,  New  York, 
or  Philadelphia,  drink  their  Madeira  or  Champagne,  at 
th«  expense  of  the  Southern  planter?  Do  those  of  Balti- 
more and  Washington  enjoy  a  like  advantage?  or  is  Mason 
and  Dixon's  line  the  southern  limit  of  those  so  highly 
fiivored  by  the  protecting  system?  It  is  unfortunate  that 
while  the  people  of  the  South  are  made  unhappy,  by 
supposing  that  they  pay  the  duties  on  the  imported  articles 
consumed  by  those  of  the  Nortli,  the  latter  are  not  made 
happy  by  believing  it. 

Suppose  the  merchant  of  New  York  purchases  the 
crop  of  the  cotton  planter,  sends  it  to  Liverpool,  and  ob- 
tains British  manufiictures  in  exchange,  on  which  he  paj^ 
the  duties;  he  charges  those  duties  as  a  part  of  the  price 
of  the  goods  to  the  consumer.  If  the  gfrower  of  the  cot- 
ton sends  his  crop  to  Liverpool,  and  receives  manufiic- 
tares  in  return  for  sale  in  this  country,  he  equally  imposes 
upon  the  consumer  here  the  payment  of  the  impost 
duties.  But  if  he  should  labor  under  the  delusion  that  he 
must  bear  the  burden  of  paying  the  duties,  except  as  to 
his  own  consumption,  let  him  receive  money  in  exchange 
for  his  cotton,  and  this  pays  no  duty. 

The  committee  of  the  Legislature  of  South  Carolina  as- 
sume as  a  datum  not  to  be  doubted,  that,  if  the  duties 
were  laid  upon  the  exports,  the  tax  would  fall  upon  the 
exporter.  [But  is  this  so?  If  all  the  duties  were  laid  upon 
exports,  instead  of  imports,  would  the  consumer  of  the 
imported  articles,  obtained  in  exchange  for  such  exports, 
escape  the  export  duty?  The  whole  exports Inust  pay  for 
the  whole  imports.  The  value  of  the  exports  would  con- 
sist of  all  the  items  of  expense  necessary  for  their  pro- 
duction and  transportation  to  a  market.  For  instance, 
the  cotton  planter  would  charge  for  planting  and  raising 
his  cotton — for  preparing  it  for  market — for  transporting 
it  to  a  seaport — for  the  liberty  of  exporting  it,  being  the 
export  du^,  and  for  shipping  it  to  Europe.    These  are 


all  items  of  expense  which  constitute  the  aggregate  vaiut 
of  the  cotton  in  a  foreign  market,  for  which  an  equid  va- 
lue is  received  in  goods,  to  be  sold  in  this  country.  It  ii 
evident  that  those  who  purchase  and  consume  such  goods 
pay  the  whole  value  oi  the  cotton,  including  the  export 
duty.  But  if  it  were  otherwise,  it  would  not  follow  th»t, 
becaudb  we  export  to  import,  the  duties  upon  import! 
were  not  to  be  paid  by  the  consumer.  If  it  were  true,  u 
it  is  not,  that  the  Southern  States,  exporting  two-thirds 
of  all  the  produce  of  the  country,  and  consuming  but  one- 
third  of  the  imports  received  in  exchange,  pay  two-thirds 
of  the  duties  upon  such  imports,  and,  of  course,  submit 
to  an  enormous  weiglit  of  taxes  beyond  their  just  propor- 
tion, that  condition  is  not  imposed  upon  them  by  tiie  pr* 
tective  system.  Suppose  the  present  duties  were  laid 
for  revenue  alone,  without  any  view  to  manufactures,  and 
that  they  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree  protect  manufac- 
tures, would  not  the  exporting  States  pay  precisely  what 
they  now  do?  Or  that  the  whole  amount  of  duties  was  hid 
upon  tea,  coffee,  and  other  articles  not  prodtKed  in  thii 
country,  or  that  we  had  no  manufactures  in  the  United 
States,  would  not  tiie  States  exporting  two^hirds  of  the 
whole  produce  of  tlie  country  pay  two-thirds  of  the  do- 
ties,  as  much  as  they  now  do? 

Modify  this  tariff  as  you  please,  the  exporting  States 
would  continue  to  pay  twice  their  proper  share  of  the 
taxes,  if  they  do  so  now;  this  condition  is  fixed  upon  them 
as  long  as  they  continue  to  be  exporters  of  two-thirds  of 
the  produce  of  the  country.  The  utuation  of  tiicse  States 
would  be  an  unfortunate  one  if  the  position  assumed  m 
the  exposition  be  just;  but  happily  it  is  not.  This  frightful 
picture  is  but  the  baseless  fabric  of  a  vision.  The  cotton 
planters  pay  exactly  their  proportion  of  the  duties  in  the 
articles  they  consume,  and  not  a  cent  more. 

The  Southern  States  have  the  peculiar  advantage  of  em- 
ploying their  industry  in  producing  articles  that  bring 
thirty-seven  millions  of  dollars  annually  in  a  foreign  tua- 
ket,  by  which,  so  far  from  being  serfs  (as  is  said  in  the  ex- 
position) to  other  States,  they  render  the  other  States  tri- 
butary to  them.  If  the  Southern  States  export  twice  at 
much  as  the  others,  those  others  must  obtun  from  them, 
at  any  expense,  as  much  as  will  make  up  for  their  defi- 
ciencies of  exports.  This  is  done  by  purchasing  the  bilb 
of  the  exporters,  often  at  high  premiums,  which  operates 
most  advantageously  for  the  States  which  export,  and 
mostinjuriously  to  those  which  do  not.  That  four  or  fire 
States  should  have  the  power,  from  the  nature  of  their 
products,  to  export  for  all  the  others,  and,  of  course,  to 
pay  for  all  the  imports  of  the  others,  would  enable  then 
to  appropriate  to  themselves,  fairly  and  justly,  a  large  po^ 
tion  ofjthe  wealth  of  their  neij^bors;  and  this  4iadvan- 
tage,9  the  part  of  the  noif-exporting  States,  would  be 
greatl/  aggravated,  if  circumstances  imposed  upon  them 
the  necessity  of  purchasing  foreign  manufiictures  of  kinds 
that  this  country  should  produce  for  itself.  This  subject 
I  endeavored  to  illustrate  in  my  observations  on  the  tariff 
bill  of  1824.  And,  although  I  have  never  before  quoted 
any  thing  that  I  have  said  myself,  yet,  on  this  occasion, 
I  will  do  it,  as  it  will  be  perceived  that,  in  1824, 1  took 
nearly  the  same  data  to  prove  how  much  the  Eastern, 
Western,  and  Middle  States  were  suffering  from  the  con- 
dition that  the  Southern  States  exported  so  much  and  they 
so  litUe,  that  the  authors  of  the  exposition  took,  in  1828, 
to  prove  how  much  the  exporting  States  were  suft'eriiig 
from  the  same  condition.  Those  obsenations  were  made 
5th  May,  1824,  and  published  in  the  National  Intelligen- 
cer, 12th  of  July: 

"If  the  ruinous  state  of  our  trade  with  Europe  pressed 
equally  on  every  part  of  the  United  States,  it  wotild  be 
considered  as  an  enormous  evil,  for  which  an  adequate  re- 
medy ought  immediately  to  be  provided.  But  the  evil  is 
greatly  augmented,  when  we  consider  its  unequal  opera- 
■tion  upon  different  sections  of  the  Union. 
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In  1833,  ve  knported  to  the  amount  of      -  #83,241,541 
Oar  ezptnis  of  foreign  goods  and  produce, 
wtiich  ■praptiiy  belonged  to  the  carrying 
tTMle,  amounted  to         ....     22,386,203 


#60,955,339 
Domestie  exports,  arinng  from  the  agricul- 
ture or  mano&ctoreg  of  the  countrj',        -    49,874,079 


Learing'  a  balance  of  imports  orer  exports  of  #11,081,260 


The  whole  domestic  exports,       .        .        . 
Of  these,  the  rice  amounted 

to, #  1,553,483 

Cotton  to   •        .        •        .    24,035,058 
Tobaocoto  •        .        -      6,223,838 


#49,874,079 


31,811,378 


Leariag  of  all  other  exports. 

Of  these,  the  States  exporting  rice,  cotton, 

and  tobacco,  export  at  least  a  fourth  part. 


#18,063,701 
4,516,000 


Learing  exports  to  the  amount  of  •  .  #13,547,000 
Which  may  be  considered  as  the  whole  that  the  Eastern, 
IGddle,  arid  grain-growing  States  exported  during  that 
year. 

"  The  half  of  the  imports  orer  and  above  the  foreign  ex- 
potts  have  probably  been  consumed  by  those  g^rain-grow- 

i^  States — say #30,477,669 

Deduct  their  share  of  the  exports,       *        -    13,547,000 


Leavine  •  balance  against  these  States  of  #26,830,669 
— fire  and  a  half  millions  of  it  to  merchants  in  Europe,  and 
tventy  and  a  half  of  it  to  the  States  producing  rice,  cot- 
ton, and  tobacco.  The  next  year  the  balance,  by  a  simi- 
lar calculation,  was  not  so  much  against  the  grain-growing 
Stales,  bat  amounted  to  more  than  twelve  raUlions  in  favor 
of  the  States  producing  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco;  and 
this  sum  may  be  consicMred  as  the  average  balance  for 
seven!  years  past.  So  that,  under  the  present  state  of 
tkinn,  the  grain-growing  States,  consisting  of  at  least  two- 
tUroa  of  the  Union,  are  compelled  to  take  of  European 
nanu&ctures  to  the  amount  of  twelve  milMons  of  dollars, 
that  six  or  seven  States  may  have  the  advantage  of  send- 
rag  remittances  in  payment  of  those  manufactures,  and 
•dling  their  bills  for  the  same  at  an  extravagant  advance; 
ig  oooaequence  of  wtuch,  the  wealth  of  the  grain-grow- 
ing States  is  flowing  in  a  constant  stream  to  the  States 
producing  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco.  If  the  grain-grow- 
n^  States  bad  the  power  to  .prevent  the  importation  of 
foreign  produce  and  manuBu^urffl  for  their  consumption, 
the  Southern  States  would  no  longer  receive  the  benefit 
of  indirectly  furnishing  those  supplies.  And  are  those 
Hiddle  and  Western  grain-growing  States  forever  to  take 
twelve  millions  of  manufactures  annually,  which  they 
would,  ander  proper  regulations,  make  for  themselves, 
that  tlKir  neighbors  may  nave  a  market  to  that  amount  for 
their  produce — giving  employment  to  all  their  capital  and 
iodoctry,  while  that  of  otiier  States  remains  unemployed? 
How  long  are  we  to  remun  in  this  state  of  vassalage? 
How  long  can  we  remain  so  ?  How  long  will  our  patience 
endure?  How  long  our  means  last?  fill  we  can  under- 
Maad  our  true  interests — count  our  numbers — and  rally 
florvotes." 

Nothing  like  an  accurate  estimate,  continued  Mr.  D., 
can  be  formed  of  the  loss  of  the  Eastern,  Western,  and 
Middle  States,  in  paying  for  their  imports  to  the  amount 
of  twelve  millions  of  dollars  annually,  througli  the  ex- 
ports of  the  South,  instead  of  paying  for  them  directly  by 
their  own  exports,  or  the  gun  of  the  Southern  States  by 
this  circuitous  trade;  but  the  loss  on  the  one  side,  and  the 
pin  on  the  other,  must  be  to  a  large  amount.  If  the 
nScrings  of  the  Southern  States  are  as  g^at  as  repre- 


sented; if  their  fields,  which  prt>duce  cotton  to  the 
amount  of  thirty  millions  of  dollars  a  year,  are  negflected, 
it  mast  be  owing  to  causes  not  depending  upon  the  pro- 
tective  system. 

A  thorough  conviction  among  many  of  the  people  of 
the  Southern  States,  that  the  tariff  laws  are  in  mrect  vio. 
lation  of  the  constitution;  that  they  impose  upon  them 
the  necessity  of  paying  enormous  prices  for  their  manu- 
fiu:tures;  and  that  they  load  them  with  oppressive  taxes, 
beyond  their  proper  proportions  of  the  public  burdens, 
has  excited  a  hi|^  deg^ree  of  exasperationj  of  which  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  given  us  a  most  vivid  , 
picture.  Yet  there  is  another  cause  of  discontent,  upon 
which  mudi  less  has  been  sud,  but  which  has  the  most 
decided  influence,  particularly  with  the  rich  cotton  plant- 
era.  It  is  a  belief,  on  their  part,  that,  as  their  mami&c. 
tures  imported  from  Europe  are  paid  for  chiefly  in  cot. 
ton,  the  more  goods  we  import,  the  more  cotton  they  can 
export;  that  their  sales  of  this  article  would  be  unlimited 
if  our  imports  of  European  manuiactures  were  so;  that 
the  manu&cturing  interest,  so  &r  as  it  has  grown  up  un- 
der the  protective  system,  is  an  injury  to  tnem,  and  an 
interference  with  their  lawful  commerce. 

I  will  quote  from  a  speech  made  in  April,  1830,  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  by  a  distinguished  member  of 
that  body  from  South  Carolina,  which  will  place  this  sub- 
ject in  a  most  distinct  point  of  view: 

"  You  cannot  create  a  demand,  for  example,  for  any  do* 
mestic  manufacture  by  legislation,  otherwise  than  by 
excluding  a  similar  foreign  manu&cture;  and  as  your  le- 
gislation IS  calculated  to  enhance  the  price  of  the  article, 
you  certainly  cannot  create  by  it  a  demand  for  a  greater 
amount  of  the  domestic  fabric  than  you  exclude  of  the 
foreign.  It  may  be  confidently  assumed,  therefore,  that 
whatever  may  be  the  amount  of  iron  and  salt,  and  manu- 
&cturefl  of  cotton,  wool,  iron,  and  hemp,  which  have  been 
brought  into  existence  in  the  United  States  by  the  sys- 
tern  of  high  protecting  duties,  at  least  an  equal  amount 
of  foreign  rival  productions  has  been  excluded  by  those 
duties.  It  will  not  be  deemed  an  extravagant  estimate  to 
suppose  that  the  protecting  system  has  caused  to  be  pro- 
duced annually  articles  of  these  various  kinds,  to  the 
amount  of  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  which  would  not 
have  been  produced  but  for  the  protection  given  them. 
It  follows,  then,  as  a  corollary,  that  at  least  an  equal  amount 
of  those  articles  of  foreign  production  must  have  been 
excluded.  But  these  are  the  very  articles  which  we  re- 
ceive from  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Holland,  in  ex- 
change for  our  ag^cultural  staples,  by  excluding  twelve 
millions  of  such  articles.  Therefore,  we  necessarily 
diminish  the  foreign  demand  for  our  staples,  and  princi- 
pally cotton,  to  that  amount.  There  is  scarcely  any  limit 
to  the  consumption  of  our  cotton  in  Europe,  but  that 
which  is  imposed  by  our  refusal  to  take  monu&ctures  in 
exchange  f°^  't.  If,  therefore,  we  were  permitted  to  im- 
port the  #12,000,000  worth  of  manufiictures  that  have 
been  excluded  by  our  commercial  restrictions,  or  rather 
if  they  had  never  been  excluded  by  those  restrictions,  it 
cannot  be  reasonably  doubted  that  we  should  now  have 
a  demand  in  Europe  for  400,000  bales  of  cotton  beyond 
the  existing  demand.  Even,  therefore,  if  we  grant,  what 
is  not  the  fact,  tliat  the  whole  of  the  domestic  demand  for 
cotton  has  been  produced  by  the  prohibitory  effect  of  our 
tariff,  it  will  follow  that  we  have  gained  a  market  for 
150,000  bales,  by  sacrificing  one  of  400,000.  From  this 
estimate,  it  will  be  seen  tlmt  the  prohibition  of  foreign 
imports  had  resulted  in  curtiuling  tiie  entire  demand  fur 
cotton  in  the  markets  of  the  whole  world,  including  our 
own,  250,000  bales.  In  addition,  then,  to  the  annual 
burden  he  bears  in  paying  the  duties  upon  the  imports 
he  is  still  permitted  to  bring  into  the  country,  the  planter 
sustains  an  annual  loss  of  )>7,500,000,  being  the  value  of 
the  cotton  for  which  he  has  lost  a  market,  in  consequence 
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of  the  unjust  restiicttons  imposed  upon  his  lawful  com- 
merce by  the  auicidal  policy  of  his  own  Government" 

This  ffentlenum  had  considered  the  sufferings  of  tlie 
South  arising  from  the  enormous  prices  of  manufactured 
articles  consumed  by  them,  and  from  the  heavy  weig^ht  of 
taxes  paid  by  them  beyond  their  due  proportion.  This, 
therefore,  is  a  subject  of  complaint,  independent  of  the 
others,  and  must  be  considered  in  that  light;  for  bad  the 
nuinufoctures,  in  the  articles  stated,  increased  by  the 
amount  of  twf Ive  minions  of  dollars,  without  protecticm, 
they  would  have  excluded  precisely  the  same  amount  of 
foreign  imports  they  now  do,  and  would  have  prevented 
the  sale  of  as  much  cotton  as  they  now  do. 

We  can  now  interpret  the  golden  dreams  of  those  who 
think  to  seize  the  occasion  of  the  extinguishment  of  the 
public  debt  to  prostrate  the  protective  system,  when,  as 
they  fondly  believe.  Great  Britun  will  manufacture  for  us 
to  the  amount  of  many  millions  -beyond  what  she  does 
now)  when  there  will  be  no  refusal  on  the  part  of  this 
country  to  take  foreign  manu&ctures,  and  when  there  will 
be  no  limit  to  the  consumption  of  American  cotton  in 
Europe. 

These  dreams  will  never  be  realized.  The  protective 
system  may  be  destroyed;  property  to  the  amount  of  mil- 
lions may  be  sacrificed  and  abandoned;  the  whole  indus- 
try of  the  grain-growing  States  may  be  paralyzed;  a  scene 
of  dbtress  may  prevail  over  the  land,  such  as  we  have 
never  yet  witnessed;  but  the  British,  tlie  French,  and  the 
Dutch,  will  buy  no  more  cotton  tlian  they  want;  and  so 
much  they  will  have;  for  to  that  extent  it  is  more  valuable 
to  them  than  gold. 

Great  Britain  makes  war  upon  our  manufactures  with  a 
perseverance  that  is  without  a  parallel,  and  refuses  to  take 
the  produce  of  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle  States. 
These  States  have  no  defence  against  this  system,  but  to 
exclude  as  far  as  they  can  the  manufactures  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, by  substituting  their  own. 

If  these  States  should  take  no  more  of  the  manufactures 
of  Great  Britain  than  could  be  paid  for  in  their  produce 
which  Great  Britain  would  take  in  exchange,  there  would 
be  an  exact  balance  between  them  and  Great  Britain. 
The  cotton-growing  States  would  then  receive  from 
Great  Britain  as  much  of  their  manufactures  as  they  might 
want  for  their  own  consumption,  in  part  payment  for  their 
cotton,  and  the  residue  in  money,  which  pays  no  import  duty. 

But  this  is  not  satisfactory  to  the  cotton  planters,  whose 
policy  it  is,  that  the  Eastern,  Western,  anel  Middle  States 
should  take  a  much  larger  amount  of  British  goods  than 
they  now  do,  that  they,  the  planters,  may  pay  for  them  in 
cotton.  And  as  this  coincides  exactly  with  the  views  of 
the  British  Government,  they  have  succeeded,  not  to  the 
extent  of  their  wishes,  but  to  an  extent  that  has  been  a 
great  oppression  to  the  grain-growing  States.  The  tariff 
of  1816  was  passed  in  accordance  with  this  policy,  and 
,  carried  ruin  to  thousands  engaged  in  manufactures  in  those 
States,  and  the  destruction  to  their  establishments  to  the 
amount  of  millions  of  dollars,  of  which  the  distresses  of 
1818,  '19,  '20,  and  '21,  afford  the  most  melancholy  proof 
All  the  attempts  to  mitigate  the  condition  of  those  States 
were  firmly  and  successfully  resisted  by  the  South,  till  the 
year  1824,  when  a  tariff  bill  was  passed  that  afforded 
them  some  relief;  but  this  relief  was  considered  as  an  in- 
vasion of  the  rights  of  the  rich  cotton  planters,  who  view 
our  rising  manufactures  with  more  hostility  than  the  Bri- 
tish Government  has  evere\inced  since  we  were  colonies. 
South  Carolina  cannot  cause  our  manufacturing  establish- 
ments to  be  abated,  as  nuisances,  as  the  British  Govern- 
ment did  before  our  independence;  but  they  endeavor  to 
defeat  our  protective  policy,  by  threatening  to  resist  our 
revenue  laws,  and  by  giving  us  the  most  solemn  warnings 
tl>at  this  system  will  soon  lead  to  a  dissolution  of  the  Union . 
And  that  these  threats  and  warnings  may  have  the  more 
effect,  every  effort  has  been  made  to  convince  the  citizens 


of  that  State  that  they  were  oppressed  beyond  endtu<. 
ance,  by  paying  enormous  prices  for  the  manufactures  of 
their  consumption;  and  that  tliey  were  paying  more  than 
twice  their  proper  amount  of  taxes,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
rich  nabobs  of  the  North,  who,  in  the  language  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  are  dressed  in  purple  uid 
fine  linen,  and  who  are  rioting  in  all  the  luxuries  of  the 
earth,  at  the  expense  of  the  Southern  planter.  When 
such  delusion  prevails,  it  is  not  strange  that  discontent, 
dinnay,  and  despair  should  pervade  the  land.  But 
this  £scontent,  dismay,  and  despair  is  not  created  by 
the  rich  nabobs  of  the  North,  but  by  the  rich  nabobt 
of  the  South,  if,  indeed,  we  have  nabobs,  some  of  vhom 
command  the  labor  of  a  hundred,  and  some  of  a  tbousuid, 
and  are  enabled  to  dispose  of  the  produce  of  that  labor  to 
the  amount  of  two-thirds  of  all  the  exports  of  the  United 
State*.  Remove  this  delusion,  and  you  remove  this  dis- 
content, this  dismay,  and  despair. 

But  what  justice  is  there  in  the  policy  which  the  cotton- 
growing  States  pursue,  to  c<Hnpel  the  other  States  to  con- 
sume British  manufactures,  that  they  may  pay  for  them' 
They  say  that  God  and  nature  have  given  them  the  toil 
and  climate  proper  for  the  production  of  this  great  article 
of  export  God  and  nature  have  given  to  New  Vork  the 
soil  and  climate  to  produce  wheat  to  the  amount  of  our 
entire  exports.  But  foreigners  take  our  cotton  and  not 
our  wheat  It  is  the  market,  then,  to  which  thecotton 
planters  are  indebted  for  their  advantage  over  the  grow- 
ers of  wheat  But  the  cotton  planters  think  that  their 
sales  are  increased  as  domestic  manufactures  are  discou- 
raged, and  decreased  as  don^estic  miuiufactures  are  en- 
couraged; that  their  sales  are  in  the  inverse  ratio  of  the 
protection  to  manufactures.  How  far  the  grain-grov- 
ing  States  shall  be  permitted  to  substitute  their  own  mi- 
nufactures  for  those  of  Great  Britain,  and  bow  &r  thcf 
must  rely  upon  cotton  States  for  bills  of  exchange  to  piy 
for  manufactures,  must  depend  not  upon  soil  or  clinnte^ 
but  upon  the  constitution  and  the  laws  of  tlie  Union.  But 
for  this  constitution,  tlie  cotton-growing  States  would  not 
pay  for  the  manufactures  consumed  by  the  grain-growing 
States.  The  latter  would  take  of%reign  produce  or  m- 
nufactures  to  the  amount  of  their  exports,  and  would 
manu&cture  for  themselves  what  they  might  want  beyond 
this.  It  is  owing  to  this  constitution  and  these  law»--it  is 
to  the  Union,  that  the  cotton-growing  States  are  permitted 
to  pay  for  manufactures  to  the  amount  of  millions  oi'  dol- 
lars annually  consumed  in  the  other  States,  which  a(e 
restrained  by  the  constitution  from  making  any  laws  or 
combinations,  leagues,  covenants,  agreements,  or  com- 
pacts with  each  other  for  their  protection.  And  if  the 
cotton-gprowing  States  think  to  impose  upon  the  ather»the 
necessity  of  taking  foreign  manufactures,  except  under 
the  operation  of  our  constitution,  and  an  adherence  to  the 
Union,  they  are  utterly  mistaken. 

If  the  cotton  planters  of  the  South  would,  with  candid 
and  liberal  feelings,  conader  the  immense  advantages  they 
enjoy  over  the  North,  in  consequence  of  thb  Union,  thc» 
deadly  hostility  to  our  protective  system  would  cease.  By 
the  late  returns,  I  find  that  during  the  last  year  there  v» 
exported  of  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco,  to  the  amount  of 
thirty-seven  millions  of  dollars,  which  is  within  twenty- 
two  millions  of  the  entire  domestic  exports  of  the  country, 
a  considerable  portion  of  which  went  to  pay  for  manufac- 
tures consumed  in  the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle 
States.  And  shall  the  growers  of  rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco, 
consider  the  Union  as  of  no  vahie?  The  export  of  cotton 
alone  amounted  to  twenty-nine  and  a  half,  say  thirty  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  more  than  half  of  the  domestic  exports. 
And  shall  the  cotton  planters,  with  thirty  milUons  in  their 
pockets,  as  remittances  for  their  countless  bales  of  cotton, 
consider  the  Union  as  of  no  value  to  them,  because  they 
cannot  sell  a  little  more  cotton  ^ 

That  tlie  tariff  laws  couW  be  much  improved,  I  have  no 
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doubt;  tlutt  they  coald  be  rendered  more  acceptable  to 
tfae  Southern  as  well  as  all  the  other  States,  I  have  no 
doobt,  provided  the  subject  could  be  met  with  a  spirit  of 
iccommodation.  Duties  to  a  large  amount  are  imposed, 
which  promote  no  interest  whatever,  and  which  are  not 
vuited  for  revenue;  and  some  of  which  are  much  against 
tile  interests  of  the  manufacturers.  All  these  the  maiiu- 
&cturing  States  would  gladly  repeal  or  reduce.  But  we 
cannot  consent  to  a  reduction  of  the  duties  upon  certun 
great  articles  of  consumption,  in  part  imported,  and  in 
part  maini&ctured  here,  so  as  to  give  the  foreigner  greater 
advantages  in  oar  market  than  he  now  enjoys.  We  can- 
not consent  that  the  citizens  of  our  States  should  be  dri- 
ven from  our  own  markets  by  tlie  subjects  of  Great  Britain. 
Here  we  most  take  'our  stand  till  we  shall  be  overruled 
by  majorities  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  To  them 
we  shall  submit. 

If  the  industry  of  the  Southern  States  required  as  much 
protection  from  foreign  capital  and  foreigfn  combination,  as 
the  industry  of  the  other  States,  it  would  be  most  freely 
accorded  to  them;  as  they  do  not  require  the  same  protec- 
tion, the  Eastern,  Western,  and  Middle  States  sincerely 
deare  to  extend  to  those  of  the  South  benefits  equal  to 
any  which  they  enjoy;  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  the  Southern 
States  will  discover  some  way  in  which  such  benefits  may 
be  conferred,  without  pressing  a  measure  which  must,  if 
adopted,  result  in  the  sacrificmg  the  industry  of  the  ma- 
nidacturing  States.  With  a  great  majority  oi  the  citizens 
tS  these  States,  the  most  kind  feelings  towards  the  South 
prevail,  of  which  1  tliink  the  proceedings  of  the,  two 
Bouses  of  Congress  afford  the  most  incontestable  proof. 

But  while  a  spirit  prevails,  which  led  the  Southern 
gentlemen  of  tlie  two  Houses  of  Congress,  in  1828,  to  in- 
troduce into  the  tariff  bill  its  most  odious  feature,  in  direct 
hostility  to  their  own  interest;  while  the  spirit  prevails 
which  rejects  the  repeal  of  duties  which  are  a  burden  to 
tbetn  to  a  large  amount,  and  not  necessary  to  be  retained 
for  any  purpose  whatever;  while  such  a  spirit  prevails 
against  what  tlie  honorable  Senator  is  pleased  to  call  the 
accursed  tariff,  I  must  confess  I  see  but  littl^  prospect  of 
doing  miy  thing  by  way  of  compromise.  I  sincerely  hope, 
however,  that  something  may  arise  in  the  course  of  tliis 
diacossion,  that  may  lead  to  the  return  of  more  correct 
views  and  better  feelings  and  brighter  prospects. 

As  to  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  by  way  of  compromise  to  reduce  the  duties 
gradually  on  protected  articles,  till  they  should,  in  effect, 
be  no  protection  at  all,  I  see  in  it  nothing  but  the  most 
determined  hostility  to  die  protective  system — a  fixed  pur- 
pose to  destroy  the  tariff. 

If  our  manufactures  must  fall,  let  them  die  at  once,  and 
not  be  killed  by  inches — any  thing  in  preference  to  being 
cooaumed  by  a  slow  fire. 

I  have  not  noticed  the  numerous  denunciations  from  the 
Sooth,  that  almost  forbid  the  hope  that  any  thing  like  com- 
promise can  take  place;  but  I  cannot  omit  to  notice  one 
sjrmptom  of  violence  of  recent  occurrence,  meant,  no 
doubt,  to  excite  alarm. 

There  is  an  article  now  going  the  rounds  of  the  South' 
em  papers,  which,  I  fear,  expresses  the  exasperated  feel 
ings  of  a  portion  of  the  South,  I  hope  a  small  one,  against 
the  other  sections  of  the  Union.  The  article  is  headed  a 
"Call  to  Arms."  The  author  continues,  "the  crisis  is  now 
coming  on  when  our  politicians — I  mean  our  popularity- 
hunters,  will  discover  that  none  but  whig  principles  will  pre- 
vafl;"  (so  far  it  is  to  be  hoped  he  is  right)  but  he  proceeds, 
"  With  the  public  debt  must  inevitably  go  its  offspring, 
the  American  system.  There  will  be  a  hard  struggle  for 
it.  The  United  States'  bank,  the  sugar  planter,  the  iron 
mister,  and  the  Lowells  and  Appletons,  will  diehard." 
This  is  quoted  from  the  United  States  Telegraph,  of  the 
lOtb  of  this  month,  taken  from  the  Richmond  Enquirer. 
How  the  United  States'  bank  became  a  part  of  the  Ameri- 


can system,  said  Mr.  D.,  I  know  not.  All  the  stockhold- 
ers in  Europe,  and  in  the  Southern  States,  are  enemies  of 
the  protective  system  of  this  country.  Bnt  leaving  the 
bank  out  of  the  question — "the  sugar  planter,  the  iron 
master,  and  the  Lowells  and  the  Appletons,  will  die  hard!" 
Yes,  they  will  die  hard — in  the  language  of  the.  Senator 
firom  Georgria,  they  will  die  in  the  last  ditch.  But  their 
struggle  for  life  will  be  here— in  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress. To  the  majority  they  submit — they  will  neither 
threaten  nor  resist  the  laws. 

But  what  says  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  upon 
this  subject?  He  does  not  sound  a  beat  to  arms,  but  he 
anticipates  with  raptures  the  moment  of  the  extinction  of 
the  public  debt,  as  it  will,  in  his  opinion,  remove  the  founda- 
tion of  the  protective  system.  Tliis,  he  exclaims,  is  the 
great  national  jubilee!  "Now,  now,  is  the  time  for  action ! 
We  have  reached  Mount  Nebo!  We  stand  upon  the  top 
of  Pisgab,  and  shall  we  perish  in  the  sight  of  the  Promised 
Land?"  Motes  perished  there,  and  was  buried  in  the  land 
of  Moab,  and  no  man  knows  his  sepulchre  unto  thi<  day. 
If  by  this  promised  land  is  meant  the  abolition  of  the  pro- 
tective system — the  destruction  of  the  manufacturing  es- 
tablishments of  the  Western,  the  Eastern,  and  the  Middle 
States — the  wasting  of  property  to  the  amount  of  millions, 
and  the  dooming  to  poverty,  wretchedness,  and  misery, 
thousands  upon  thousands  of  our  worthy,  industrious,  eco- 
nomical, and  laboi'ious  citizens,  then  I  do  most  fervently 
pray  that  tlie  honorable  Senator  may  never  pass  Mount 
Pisgab,  nor  riot  in  this  land  of  promise,  but  that  he  may 
long  remain  in  the  land  of  Moab,  till  he  shall  reach  a  good 
old  age,  even  the  age  of  Moses,  if  it  shall  please  Heaven, 
and  that  it  may  be  said  of  him  at  his  lastday,  that  "his  eye 
was  not  dim,  nor  his  natural  force  abated." 

Mr.  D.  having  concluded, 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  wished  to  address  the  Senate, 
and  was  perfectly  ready  to  go  on  with  the  debate,  should 
the  Senate  so  determine;  but,  as  anotlier  subject  had  been 
set  apart  for  to-morrow,  [alluding,  it  is  supposed,  to  the 
consideration  of  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Vis  Busiir,  in  se- 
cret session,]  and  the  general  attendance  of  the  Senators 
requested  for  it,  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  postpone 
further  proceedings,  with  regard  to  the  resolution  under 
consideration,  to  Wednesday  next. 

The  resolution  was  then  postponed  to,  and  made  the 
order  of  the  day  for  Wednesday  next. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TcESDiT,  Jardiet  24. 

THE  TAKIFP. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose  to  present  a  memorial  from  a  number 
of  highly  respectable  citizens  of  South  Carolina  against  the 
protecting  system,  and  said  that,  in  the  course  of  the  ob- 
servations which  he  had  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  few 
days  since,  in  relation  to  the  tariff,  he  had  taken  occasion 
to  remark  that  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  must  not  de- 
ceive themselves  by  supposing  that  there  existed  any  dif- 
ference of  opinion  at  the  South  as  to  the  injurious,  oppres- 
sive, and  unconstitutional  character  of  the  protecting  sys- 
tem. I  am  happy  to  have  it  now  in  my  power,  said  Mr.  H., 
to  adduce,  in  support  of  that  assertion,  a  memorial  from 
the  minority  of  the  Legislature  of  South  Carolina  "  op- 
posed to  nullification,  wliich  I  have  been  requested  to 
present,  and  which  shows  tliat  whatever  difference  of  opi- 
nion may  exist  in  other  respects,  the  whole  State  is  united, 
as  I  trust  the  whole  South  now  is,  in  determined  opposi- 
tion to  this  system.  "The  evils  of  which"  the  memorial- 
ists declare  "  are  obvious  and  alarming,  depreciating  the 
'value  of  cotton,  reducing  the  profits  to  which  tlie  plant- 
'  ers  have  long  been  accustomed,  to  such  a  degree  that 
'the  culture  no  longer  jnclds  an  adequate  compensation 
'for  their  labor,  and  is  continued  from  necessity;  and 
'thftt,  though  other  causes  have  conspired  to  reduce  the 
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<  income  of  the  citizens  of  the  South,  yet  it  ia  the  tariff  alone 
■which  denies  them  tlie  right  of  converting  that  reduced 
'  income  into  such  an  amount  of  the  necessaries  and  con- 

*  veniences  of  life,  as  would  certainly  be  at  their  command, 
'  under  a  revenue  system  of  moderate  duties;  that  these  dif- 
'  ficuUies,  though  great,  might  be  tolerated,  if  the  burden 

•  was  equal,  but  that  they  are  greatly  aggravated  by  the 
'  consideration  that  the  benefits  of  the  tariff  are  confined 
'  to  the  manufacturing  States,  and  that  the  policy,  justice, 
■  and  constitutionality  of  this  system  have  been  strenuously 
'  contested  and  denied." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  H.  the  memorial  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  TIPTON  submitted  the  following  resolution: 

Haohed,  Tliat  the  select  committee  to  which  was  re- 
ferred the  memorial  of  the  President  and  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  praying  for  a  renewal  of  their 
diarter,  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
restricting  the  bank,  if  rechartered,  from  holding,  or  in 
any  way  acquiring,  real  estate  to  a  g^reater  extent  than  is 
necessary  for  banking  purposes. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Behtos 
and  Mr.  Hooax,  respectively,  were  taken  up,  and  agreed 
to. 

The  Senate  went  into  the  consideration  of  executive 
business;  and,  when  the  doors  were  opened. 

Adjourned. 


'Wedkebdat,  Jahuabt  25. 

Mr.  BENTON  submitted  two  resolutions;  one  of  them 
referring  to  the  select  committee  on  the  memorial  of  the 
United  States'  bank,  certain  inquiries;  which  resolutions 
lie  on  the  table  one  day  of  course. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Moomz, 
were  considered  and  agreed  to. 

RULES  OF  THE  SENATE. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  on  Monday  by  Mr 
Foot,  was  taken  up: 

Jiaolved,  That  the  ninth  rule  of  the  Senate  be  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  "  No  motion  shall  be  debated  imtil 
the  same  shall  be  seconded;"  nor  shall  any  debate  be  per- 
mitted until  the  President  shall  have  announced  to  the 
Senate  tlie  subject  under  consideration;  and  the  question 
of  consideration  shall  be  in  order  on  the  introduction  of 
any  subject  presented  for  the  Senate,  and  shall  be  decided 
without  debate. 

Mr.  MILLER,  of  South  Carolina,  asked  of  the  mover 
some  reasons  for  the  proposed  alteration.  For  himself  he 
was  willing  to  take  the  rules  of  the  Senate  as  he  found 
them.  Was  the  resolution  intended  to  apply  to  any  cases 
or  individuab  in  the  Senate  .>  Because  a  Senator  had  made 
an  elaborate,  an  able,  and  eloquent  exposition  of  the  state 
of  the  currency  in  this  country,  was  the  rule  to  be  so  al- 
tered as  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the  offence  ?  He  regard- 
ed the  proposed  alteration  as  subversive  of  the  rights  of 
the  minority  in  the  Senate,  and  he  would  endeavor  to  pre- 
serve the  rules  as  they  are. 

Mr.  FOOT  disclaimed  any  allusion  to,  or  any  connex- 
ion with,  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  or  any  discussion 
of  its  merits.  It  was  not  Iiis  object  to  stifle  debate;  and 
so  far  from  impuring  or  infringing  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity, tlic  Senator  from  South  Carolina  must  know  that  all 
rules  in  deliberate  bodies  were  designed  to  secure  the 
riglits  of  the  minority:  they  have  no  other  security  against 
oppression  from  a  powerful  majority.  The  object  of  the 
amendment  was,  Mr.  F.  said,  merely  to  make  more  plain 
and  explicit  the  existing  rule,  which  declares,  "No  mo- 
tion shall  be  debated  until  the  same  shall  be  seconded." 
This  nde  certainly  forbids  the  indulgence  in  debating  a 
subject  before  a  motion  is  made  and  seconded,  before  it  is 
before  the  Senate.    The  rules  of  the  Senate  are  few  in 


number,  said  Mr.  F.,  and  have  been  supposed  to  be  amply 
sufficient  to  regulate  its  proceedings;  but  it  cannot  Ii»ve 
escaped  the  observation  of  every  Senator  of  five  or  six 
years'  experience,  that  great  innovations  have  been  made 
m  the  practice  of  Senators;  and  although  I  would  accsrd 
to  every  Senator  the  fullest  latitude  of  legitimate  and  rele- 
vant discussion,  yet  I  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  the 
Senate  lias  its  rights  also,  which  must  be  preserved.  And 
if  Senators  are  disposed  to  intimate  their  intention  to 
introduce  subjects,  such  as  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Mr.  Bibb]  baid  a  few  days  since  described  "as  of  a  cha- 
racter such  as  the  Senate  ought  not  for  a  moment  to  enter- 
tain— ^for  instance,  a  propoation  to  liberate  the  slaves  in  Mis- 
souri, or  that  no  white  man  in  Georgia  should  own  an  acre 
of  land,"  Mr.  F.  bflieved  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate 
to  refuse  to  grant  leave  to  introduce  such  subjects;  and 
leave  had  been  refused,  he  believed,  in  more  than  one  in- 
stance. The  object  of  the  proposed  amendment  waa  to 
prevent  any  discussion  of  subjects  before  the  Senate,  iu>- 
til  they  were  in  the  possession  of  the  Senate,  and  subj  ect  to 
its  control,  and  an  opportunity  afforded  of  deciding  whether 
they  were  proper  subjects  for  discussion  or  not.  The  aeoeod- 
ment  embraced  no  new  principle;  it  was  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  and  practice  of  all  deliberative  assemblies 
and  within  the  true  spirit  and  intent  of  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  although  perhaps  not  witliin  the  letter. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  would  not  be  so  sc^ueatni^  as 
to  affect  to  misunderstand  ,the  cause  and  object  of  thia 
resolution.  ■  The  object  was  to  prevent  any  further  dis- 
cussion of  the  state  of  the  United  States'  bank  currency. 
Unless  the  Senate  were  willing.to  rive  up  this  day  to  bin, 
they  would  consent  to  the  motion  he  was  about  to  make. 
If  the  liberty  of  speech  was  to  fall  in  this  House,  it  would 
not  fall  silently,  nor  without  a  struggle.  Whenhe  sub- 
mitted the  other  day  the  proposition  to  inquire  into  tbe 
state  of  the  currency,  he  expected  it  would  have  been  met 
by  argument,  not  by  a  motion  to  stop  all  discussion.  Tbe 
same  attempts  to  vitiate  the  currency  which  were  made 
by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  issuing  orders  as  cur- 
rency, had  t>een  made  in  Great  Britain.  ^  It  was  an  old 
trick  of  banks  to  issue  small  notes  in  one  place  payable  in 
another.  The  Marquis  of  Lansdown  gave  notice,  in  tbe 
same  case,  that,  af^r  the  Easter  holidays,  he  would  bring 
in  -a  bill  for  the  suppression  of  this  species  of  curren^. 

[The  VICE  PRESIDENT  reminded  Mr.  B.  that  the 
subject  before  the  Senate  was  the  resolution  to  alter  the 
rules.] 

Mr.  BENTON  only  wished,  in  proposing  his  motion,  to 
say,  that  if  the  majority  attemptea  to  deprive  the  minority 
of  leave  to  speak,  the  people  should  know  it,  and  they 
sliall  know  that  it  was  done  for  the  safety  of  the  bank.    ' 
He  moved  that  the  resolution  be  printed.     He  was  ready  j 
at  any  moment  to  take  it  up,  and  go  into  a  discussion  of  it.   1 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  waa  laid 

on  the  table.  | 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  special  order  of  the  day  was  then  announced  by 
the  Chair — being  Mr.  Clat's  resolution  to  modify  tlie 
tariff,  and  Mr.  Haike'b  proposed  amendment. 

Mr.  MARCY  hoped  that  the  special  order  would  be  1 
passed  over,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  the  con-  ' 
aideration  of  executive  bunness.  j 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  that  the  special  order  be  post-  I 
poned  to  Monday  next. 

Mr.  CLAY  was  opposed  to  its  postponement  to  ao  distant 
a  day. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  think  that  the  Senate  could 
devote  any  day  to  the  subject  before  Monday  next. 

Mr.  MILLER  was  willing,  he  said,  to  postpone  the  dis- 
cuasion  till  Monday,  if  it  was  understood  that  the  Commit- 
tees on  Manufactures  and  Finance  should,  in  the  mean 
time,  proceed  in  their  investigations.    If  the  action  c^ 
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tlwBe  conunittees  was  to  be  delayed  till  after  this  debate 
vu  brought  to  a  close,  be  hoped  the  debate  would  not  be 
intempted.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
Manu&ctures,  and  that  committee  had  had,  as  yet,  no  prac- 
tice meeting  on  the  subjects  committed  to  them.  If  the 
Committee  on  Finance  are  also  to  wait  till  the  close  of  this 
discuijion  before  they  report  or  proceed  with' their  exam- 
inations, this  session  must  close  without  any  action  an  the 
nbject  of  the  tariiT.  He  wished  to  know  what  course  the 
Committee  on  Finance  would  take. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that,  being  thus  called  upon,  he  would 
state  that  the  Committee  on  Finance  were  diligently  em- 
ployed in  the  discharge  of  their  duties;  they  had  before 
tbem  a  bin  which  they  had  been  busily  engaged  on,  and 
would  report  as  soon  as  practicable. 

3Ir.  TYLER  said  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  he  felt  bound  to  say,  in  reference  to  the 
subject  before  that  committee,  that  all  hope  of  amicable 
adjtBtment  had  passed  by;  no  member  had  been  more 
desirooa  than  himself  to  bring  about  a  satisiactor}'  arrange- 
ment of  the  tariff — but  he  was  the  only  member  of  the 
committee  from  the  south  of  the  Potomac  river,  and  his 
VIS  the  only  voice  raised  in  it  in  favor  of  the  interests  of 
that  p<Htion  of  the  country.  He  was,  therefore,  convert- 
ed iBto  a  mere  cypher,  having  no  effective  influence  over 
the  coune  o^  the  committee.  All  the  responsibility  of 
whatever  they  miglit  do  devolved  upon  them;  be  stood 
dear  of  it.  He  deemed  this  explanation  due  to  himself. 
Is  show  fail  poaition  in  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  had  a  right,  he  sud,  to  ask,  and  he  did 
Mk,  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina  [Mr.  Millib]  to  in- 
brm  him,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
wheAer,  in  the  meetings  of  that  committee,  he  had  ever 
seen  or  beard  of  the  titles  of  two  bills  referred  to  them — 
aae  far  tke  reduction  of  the  du^  on  alum  salt,  and  the 
<Aet  fer  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets 
and  otiier  Indian  goods. 

Mr.  MUXER,  m  reply,  said  that  he  had  never  seen  or 
beani  of  those  bills  in  the  committee.  There  has  been 
no  cQorention  of  the  committee  since  the  reference  was 
made  to  them;  but,  from  the  protocol  presented  at  the 
■Keting>  of  the  committee,  he  judged  that  the  bills  in- 
<iaired  after  would  be  strangled  m  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose,  he  said,  to  give  vent  to  his  feelings 
— bis  parental  feeling  for  bills,  the  objects  of  so  much 
care  and  hope,  now  in  the  hands  of  strange,  ^stant,  and 
hoaiile  nnrses. 

Mr.  mCKERSON  laid  it  was  true  the  committee  had 
had  bat  one  meeting.  They  had  wuted  for  information 
OB  a  variety  of  subjects,  and  they  were  willing  to  be  in- 
fitnaed  upon  any  subject.  Inftjrnurtion,  very  essential  to 
the  correct  and  intelligent  action  of  the  committee,  had 
been  received  very  lately — a  portion  this  morning.  A 
meeting  of  the  committee  was  proposed  yesterday  morn- 
ing, bat  was,  for  some  reason,  deferred  till  to-morrow 
neroing,  at  which  time,  it  was  now  understood,  the  com- 
mitlee  would  meet.  In  relation  to  the  bills  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Missouri,  he  had  been  informed,  by  that 
Semtor,  that  some  information  would  be  given  to  the 
committee  fWmt  intelligent  sources;  which  inKirmatioa  the 
committee  bad  always  been  ready  to  receive. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  no  information  on  the  sub- 
ject  of  those  bills,  which  he  should  refer  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Mano&ctnres.  When  the  salt  bill  came  before  the 
Senate,  lie  should  have  recourse,  not  to  the  report  of  that 
committee,  but  to  a  report  from  a  committee  of  the  Bri- 
tidi  Houae  of  Commons.  It  was  a  report^  in  the  British 
Houae  of  Commons,  to  which  he  should  appeal  in  defence 
of  the  true  American  system. 

Mr.  HOLMES  was  in  fiivor  of  the  coiltinuatioii  of  the 
fiKuasion  ofthe  resolution.  At  a  proper  time,  it  was  h'n 
intention  to  give  bis  vjews  in  reganl  to  the  resolution  and 
amendment. 

Vol.  Vin.— 12 


Mr.  DICKERSON  certainly  understood  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  as  offering  to  the  committee  some  important 
information  on  the  subject  of  one  of  those  bills,  which, 
he  said,  a  gentleman  to  whom  he  was  introduced  was  in 
possession  of,  and  would  communicate  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  gentleman  alluded  to  repeived 
no  call  from  the  committee,  and  liad  left  the  city. 

Mr.  SEY.VIOUR  remarked  that  the  absence  of  his  col- 
league to-day,  from  indisposition,  would,  he  hoped,  pre- 
vent the  Senate  from  proceeding  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business.  The  discussion  of  the  special  order, 
he  thought,  had  better  continue  to-day,'and  the  executive 
business  could  be  taken  up  when  the  Senate  was  full. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  opposed  the  postponement  of 
the  resolution  to  Monday  next,  because  be  thought  it 
highly  important  that  the  deciaon  ofthe  Senate  upon  that 
resolution  should  be  obtained.  Until  tlie  principle  in- 
volved in  tliat  resolution  be  docided,  the  committees 
would  not  be  able  to  go  on.  The  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures was  anxious  to  proceed  with  its  business,  and  to 
have  the  decision  of  the  Senate  on  this  resolution.  No 
motion  for  postponement  had  come  from  the  friends  of  the 
resolution.  It  had,  again  and  again,  from  time  to  time, 
been  postponed  at  the  request  of  its  opponents.  He  was 
aware  that  they  had  set,  for  to-morrow  and  next  day,  some 
business  of  importance,  but  he  knew  no  bunness  before 
Congress  so  important  as  that  which  was  now  before  them. 
In  regard  to  the  remark  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir^pnia, 
that  lie  was  the  only  member  of  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures from  the  south  ofthe  Potomac,  he  would  observe 
that  the  gentleman's  recollection  did  not  serve  him.  The 
Senator  m  his  eye  [Mr.  Jobhstos}  was  a  member  of  the 
committee. 

Mr.  TYLER  begged  to  explain.  He  intended  to  convey 
the  idea  that  he  was  the  only  member' of  the  committee 
from  the  south  of  the  Potomac  who  entertained  his  prin- 
ciples— who  was  opposed  to  the  protective  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  hoped  the  Senator  would  profit  by  this  cir- 
cumstance, and  not  separate  himself  from  his  friends;  but, 
finding  himself  in  so  small  a  imnority,  that  he  would  come 
over  to  the  right  aide.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures 
wQre  not  fully  authorised  to  treat  the  subject  of  finance; 
and  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  posuble  for  either  commit- 
tee to  act  before  the  principles  which  were  te  govern 
their  action  were  decided  on.  As  to  the  compromise 
which  had  been  talked  of,  if  by  comproinise  was  meant 
the  abandonment  of  the  protective  principle,  he  could 
tell  gentlemen  there  would  be  no  compromise.  But  be 
would  not  lightiy,  nor  till  every  effort  was  exhausted,  re- 
linquish an  object  which  was  so  dear  to  the  country  and 
to  his  own  heart.  A  reduction  raig^t  posnbly  take  place 
even  on  protected  articles — but  not  such  as  would  touch 
the  principle  of  protection,  which  he  was  satisfied  the 
country  would  not  consent  to  abandon.  But  that  question 
is  to  be  decided  with  the  question  involved  in  tlus  resolu- 
tion, and  he  was  for  an  early  decision  of  it. 

Mr.  HAYNE  was,  he  said,  much  mistaken,  if  all  the 
motions  for  the  postponement  of  this  subject  had  come 
from  the  opponents  of  the  resolution.  The  subject  was 
I>ostponed  once,  and  for  many  days,  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  UicKxasoa,]  in  oppou- 
tion  to  the  wishes  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  as  he 
might  recollect.  l.et  the  discussion  proceed  whenever 
the  friends  of  the  resolution  pleased.  We,  said  Mr.  H., 
are  ready  to  pursue  it.  If,  as  the  gentieman  suggested, 
there  was  no  hope  of  any  compromise  without  an  entire 
retention  of  the  protective  syst^,  he  was  veiy  sorry. 
As  to  the  revenue  system,  there  was  no  doubt  or  dispute. 
It  was  to  the  protective  system  that  opposition  was  ex- 
cited throughout  the  country.  If  the  protective  ^stem 
was  not  to  be  touched,  there  was,  indeed,  an  end,  now 
and  forever,  to  all  hope  of  compromise.  But  he  trusted 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  change  his  views;  nor 
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should  he,  at  once,  relinquish  his  hope  of  a  conciliatory 
arrangement. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  there  was  certainly  no  hope  of  com- 
promise till  after  this  discussion  had  been  concluded;  nor 
would  there,  perhaps,  be  any  hope  then.  Each  party 
will  compromise,  provided  it  obtains  all  it  asks.  One 
party  seeks  the  abolition,  the  other  the  preservation  of  tlie 
protective  system.  There  was  now  some  little  prospect 
that,  after  this  discussion,  parties  might  come  to  some 
medium  point.  At  present  they  were  as  wide  apart  as 
they  could  be. 

Mr.  MAKCY  was  so  little  accustomed,  he  said,  to  legis- 
lative forms,  that,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance, he  had  acted  with  much  caution  and  hesitation. 
After  that  part  of  the  President's  message  relating  to 
finance  liad  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
he  supposed  that  it  *as  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  re- 
port a  plan  for  bringing  the  revenue  down  to  the  expenses 
of  the  Government.  They  had  accordingly,  besides  the 
aboKtion  of  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  looked  to  the 
protected  articles  to  see  what  reduction  could  be  made 
there.  The  committee  had  been  diligently  employed  in 
this  labor.  But  after  the  reprimand,  as  it  seemed  to  be, 
upon  the  committee,  fbr  touching  the  protected  articles, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  the  committee  could 
perform  its  duties  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Se- 
nate. This  is  the  situation  of  tiic  committee.  They 
are  required  to  reduce  the  revenue  some  ten  or  twelve 
millions  of  dollars;  and,  by  taking  off  the  duties  from 
all  unprotected  articles,  they  can,  perhaps,  effect  a 
reduction  of  only  five  or  six  millions.  Tlie  hope  of  a 
compromise,  though  somewhat  faint,  was  not,  he  believed, 
80  desperate  as  the  member  from  Virginia  represented. 
It  was  true  that  a  majority  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
was  in  favor  of  preserving  the  protective  system.  But  he 
believed  that  something  might  be  done,  which,  if  not  satis- 
fiwjtory  to  all,  would  much  lessen  tiie  present  discontent, 
or  at  least  spread  it  over  a  wider  surface.  The  committee 
could  report  a  bill  if  they  were  authorized  to  proceed  in 
the  way  they  had  begun.  They  had  not  agreed  as  to  the 
specific  articles  which  should  be  subject  to  a  reduction  of 
duty,  nor  as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  reduction  should 
be  carried.  Information  was  coming  in  daily,  wMch  great- 
ly assisted  the  judgment  of  the  committee  on  these  points. 
There  was  a  great  movement  in  the  country,  both  in  favor 
of,  and  in  opposition  to,  this  system,  and  each  party  col- 
lects and  pves  the  public  information  in  regard  to  it. 
For  one,  he  was  under  the  necessity  of  availing  himself  of 
all  the  knowledge  on  the  subject  which  he  could  obtain. 
Not  having,  till  he  took  his  seat  here,  paid  particular  at- 
tention to  it,  he  was  not  prepared  to  act  upon  it  with  so 
much  celerity  as  soms'othcr  gentlemen,  who  for  years  had 
been  familiar  with  all  its  details. 

The  prospect,  he  said,  of  effecting  an  arrangement, 
was  indeed  not  bright,  but  still  not  desperate.  We  shall 
not  intermit  our  labors.  We  have  incidentally  become 
involved  in  the  consideration  of  the  duties  upon  manu- 
factured articles;  and  though  we  shall  not  relinquish  the 
system,  yet  we  hope  to  devise  a  plan  for  preserving  it 
consistently  with  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  public 
expenses.  As  to  the  suggestion,  that  the  consideration  of 
executive  business  should  be  put  off  on  account  of  the 
absence  of  one  Senator,  he  said  we  have  no  assurance  that 
no  one  will  be  ill  or  absent  to-morrow.  There  was  much 
business  to  be  done,  and  it  was  not  out  of  order  perhaps 
for  him  to  remark  that  much  was  also  to.  be  said.  He 
would  tgret  that  no  question  of  importance  should  be 
taken  during  the  absence  of  that  Senator,  but  they  could 
proceed  with  the  discussion.  He  wus  extremely  anxious 
to  proceed  in  the  executive  bu»ness. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  inquired  of  his  colleague,  who  had 
the  floor  for  tlie  discussion  of  the  resolution,  whether  he 
wished  any  postponement  of  the  subject  for  his  accom- 
modation. 


Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  he  was  ready  to  go  on,  was 
ready  yesterday,  and  was  ready  now;  but  at  this  late  hoar 
he  was  unwilling  to  begin:  for,  although  he  tiiouglit  be 
should  not  occupy  more  than  an  hour  and  a  haii^  wbea 
we  begin  to  speak,  we  know  not  how  long  we  nuiy  coo- 
tinue.  But,  at  the  request  of  the  gentieman  from  New 
York,  he  moved  that  the  Senate  do  now  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  e^cecutive  business. 

The  previous  motion  to  postpone  being  withdrawn,  the 
motion  was  .ig^ed  to,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business,  and  remained  with 
closed  doors  till  six  o'clock;  and 

Then  adjourned. 

TuoasDAT,  Jasuakt  36. 

A  NEW  BANK  PROPOSED. 

Mr.  MAllCY,  of  New  Tork,  presented  the  memorial  of 
David  Henshaw  and  others,  citizens  .of  Masaachiuetta, 
praying  that  when  the  present  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  expires,  the  memorialists  may  be  permitted 
to  establish  a  bank,  witii  powers  and  obligations  nmihu-  to 
those  under  which  the  present  Bank  of  ti>e  United  States 
was  established.  [Tl«e  petitioners  propose  a  bank  of  fif^ 
millions— one-half  to  be  subscribed  by  the  Government  if 
desired,  the  other  half  by  the  citizens  at  large;  to  pay  the 
Government  as  a  bonus  an  annual  tax  of  one  per  cent,  oa 
the  capital;  also,  such  tax  on  the  actual  capital  employed 
by  any  branch  in  any  State,  as  sudi  State  shall  impose  on 
its  other  banking  institutions,  not  exceeding  oneper  cent. ; 
directors  to  be  appointed  by  the  Government  in  propor* 
tion  to  the  amount  of  its  stock;  tlie  charter  to  continue  for 
twenty  years.  These  are  the  prominent  features  in  the 
proposed  bank.] 

In  support  of  their  application,  the  petitioners  maintaia 
that  the  capital  of  the  present  institution  is  cWefljr  in  dte 
hands  of  foreigners  and  a  few  wealthy  American  citizens, 
to  tiie  exclusion  of  other  citizens  from  the  enjoyment  of 
the  privilege.  They  maintain  that  the  present  bank  char- 
ter might  expire,  and  the  concerns  be  closed,  without  ma- 
terial injury  to  the  interests  of  the  country,  as  the  cafMtal 
of  that  bank  was  but  a  small  portion  of  the  entire  ca{>ital 
of  the  country  vested  in  similar  institutions.  The  State  of 
New  York  alone  had  rising  of  twenty-four  nuUions  of 
vested  capital,  and  the  proposed  institution  might  be  made 
to  take  effect  immediately  upon  the  expiration  of  the 
present  cliarter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MARCY  observed  that  the  present  memorial  was 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  the  most  wealthy  and  re- 
spectable citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  be 
moved  that  the  memorial  be  printed  for  the  uae  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  could  not  see  tl>e  propriety  of  the 
motion  for  having  the  memorial  printed,  together  with 
the  long  list  of  names  appended  thereto,  in  which  no 
member  would  feel  any  interest,  except  it  might  be  the 
gentieman  who  presented  them.  It  was  contrary  to  the 
usage  of  the  Senate  on  similar  occasions,  and  would  be 
adopting  a  principle  which  would  inevitably  lead  to  much 
hiconvenience,  and  waste  of  time  and  money.  He  was 
not  in  favor  of  expending  the  public  money  for  any  suck 
purpose,  withmit  a  sufBcient  reason  being  given  for  the 
request.  He  hoped  that  the  printing  of  the  long-  list  of 
signatures,  at  least,  might  be  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  the  memorial  presented  by 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  although  from  citizens  of 
his  own  State,  had  never  been  communicated  to  him.  He 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  subject  or  the  intention  to  ntake 
the  communication  until  this  morning,  although  he  was 
a  member  of  the  same  committee  with  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  who  presented  it.  He  thoug^ht  the  <&- 
rection  which  the  gentleman  had  proposed  to  give  tbe 
m&morial  was  proper.     He  had  looked  over  the  namea  of 
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tlK  wbacribcts  to  the  paper,  uid  he  must  say  that  there 
*ere  same  very  respectable  persons  that  had  sinted  it, 
some  Dunes  indeed  that  he  bad  hardly  expected  to  find 
affixed  to  ao  aingular  an  argument.  He  dkought  that  it 
nigfat  be  weU  to  refer  it  to  a  committee,  and  print  it,  either 
wid>  or  without  the  aameo. 

Mr.  UATNE  laid  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  was 
aistaken  in  supposing  it  was  a  new  practice  to  print  the 
names  attach^  to  memorials,  if  requested.  He  recol- 
lected it  had  frequently  been  done  in  umilar  cases,  when 
it  was  thought  proper  and  desirable  to  test  the  respecta- 
bifity  of  the  names  appended  to  the  communication.  He 
<Ud  not  conceire  that  it  was  necessary  generally  to  print 
kmg  menxHials  with  a  great  list  of  names,  but  in  the  pre- 
aeat  case  he  was  in  favor  of  it,  because  the  effect  might 
be  important  upon  the  decision  of  the  subject,  which 
vouJd  depend  in  a  great  measure  upon  the  character  and 
rcaponabiUty  of  the  signers. 

Mr.  DALLAS  was  not  in  favor  of  the  printing  of  the  me- 
moriaL  Its  only  effect  he  considered  would  be  upon  the 
trcasuiy,  by  creating  an  unnecessary  expense.  Numerous 
maaorMa  were  coming  in  every  day  from  various  quar- 
ters, in  fkvar  of  tediartering  the  bank,  signed  by  thou 
aads  of  highly  respectable  citizens,  wliich  were  equally 
entitled  to  be  printed  with  the  present  paper;  and  if  the 
object  would  be,  as  was  supposed,  to  affect  the  existing 
bank,  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  the  memorials  in 
&vor  of  Ute  present  institution  printed  also,  to  counter- 
act SBV  improper  effect  which  might  possibly  be  appre- 
Wnrirrl  by  some  of  its  friends  from  tlte  publication  of  the 
{ccaent  document. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  tiMught  that  he  bad  some  right  to  coro- 
piiin  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  for  opposing  the 
printing  of  this  memorial;  this  was  the  first  and  Qnly  one 
«f  the  kind  which  bad  been  presented  by  the  people  of 
Maaachusetts,  and  was  subscribed  by  some  of  her  most 
tespectable  citizens.  He  hoped  the  Senate  would  con- 
tent to  the  printing  of  Uie  memorial. 

Hu<^  further  conversation  and  explanatory  remarks 
took  place  between  Messrs.  MARCY,  CHAMBERS, 
HAYNfi.  SILSBEE,  and  CLAY,  on  the  question  of  print- 
ii^  tbe  names  to  the  memoriali  at  the  conclusion  of  which, 

Mr.  WCBSTER  asked  leave  to  make  one  remark  be- 
fore the  decision  was  made.  A  gentleman  had  taken  ex 
cepdon  to  his  remark,  that  he  had  not  expected  to  6nd 
the  naatea  of  some  of  the  petitioners  attached  to  so  singu- 
lar a  paper.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood  in  the 
observation  referred  to.  He  meant  to  be  understood  that 
be  was  surprised  that  the  names  which  he  alluded  to, 
shookl  be  found  affixed  to  the  arguments  made  use  of  in 
the  memorial  against  the  present  bank — not  that  they  were 
■gned  to  a  petition  for  a  charter.  . 

Finally^  at  the  request  of  several  friends,  Mr.  CHAM- 
BESS  withdrew  his  opposition  to  tite  printing;  and  the 
aeiDorial  with  the  names  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  presented  a  letter  from  the  proprie 
Um  of  the  Kenhawa  Saline,  in  Virginia,  addreased  to  him 
as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  remon- 
strating against  repealing  tlie  duty  on  imported  salt,  which 
ma,  by  consent,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manu' 
bcture*. 

EXECUTIVE  LOWERS. 

Mr.  EWING  laid  the  following  resolutions  on  the  table 
br  conaideTation : 

Bem)beti,  llut  the  practice  of  removing  public  officers 
by  the  President,  for  any  other  purpose  than  that  of  se- 
curing the  fiuthfUl  execution  of  the  laws,  is  hostile  to  the 
spirit  of  tbe  constitution — was  never  contemplated  by  its 
fiansets — isa  daring  extension  of  Executive  influence — is 
preju^cial  to  the  public  service,  and  dangerous  to  the 
Hierties  of  the  people. 

Atekal,  That  it  is  inexpedient  for  the  Senate  to  ad- 


vise and  consent  to  the  appmntroent  of  anr  person  to  fill 
a  supposed  vacancy  in  any  office  occaaoned  by  the  removal 
of  a  prior  incumbent,  unless  such  prior  incumbent  shall 
appear  to  have  been  removed  for  sufficient  cause. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  resolutions  were  or* 
dered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SILSBEE,  the  Senate  took  up  the 
bill  empowering  the  Secretary  of  the  Tretsury  to  com- 
promise the  claims  of  the  United  States  on  the  Commer* 
cial  bank  of  Erie;  and,  after  some  explanatory  remarks  by 
Messrs.  SILSBEE,  EWING,  and  JOHNSTON,  (elicited 
by  some  inquires  of  Mr,  SPRAGUE,)  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  a  tliird  reading,  nem.  eon. 

Tlie  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  conaderation  of  ex- 
ecutive business;  and,  aAer  some  time  spent  therein. 

Adjourned.  — — 

FaiDAT,  Jakcaet  27, 

SALT. 
Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  a  paper  communicated  to  the  Senate  yesterday  morn- 
ing by  the  chairman  of  one  of  the  standing  committees. 
He  alluded  to  the  letter  of  certun  salt  manufacturers  on 
the  Kenhawa,  to  the  members  of  the  Senate's  Comnuttee 
on  Manufactures.  Mr.  B.  had  looked  over  that  letter,  and 
found  it  to  be  highly  encomiastic  on  certain  Senators,  who 
took  part  in  the  debate  which  occurred  in  the  Senate  oa 
the  reference  of  the  alum  salt  bill;  and  ratlier  disparag- 
ing to  another  Senator,  who  took  part  in  the  same  debate. 
But  to  this  part  of  the  letter  he  had  nothing  to  say,  be- 
cause it  requires  no  action  for  the  Senate:  but  there  was 
another  part  of  it  which  would  require  their  action;  it 
consisted  of  all  that  part  of  the  letter  which  was  intended 
for  evidence,  and  to  guide  the  Senatein  thor  vote*  on  tbe 

Suestion  to  abolish  the  duty  on  alum  salt  This  part  of 
le  letter  concerned  the  people,  and  might  affect  their 
interest,  and  that  in  a  very  injurious  manner;  he,  there- 
fore wished  an  opportunity  to  present  countervailing  testi- 
mony, and  for  Uiat  purpose  to  empower  a  committee  to 
send  for  witnesses,  to  take  their  examinations  in  writing, 
and  to  rejport  the  minutes  of  their  evidence  to  the  Senate. 
He  had  formeriy  asked  for  a  select  committee  to  make 
these  examinations;  but  he  would  not  now  ask  for  it. 
He  would  take  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He 
[Mr.  B.  ]  had  no  place  or  voice  in  that  committee;  but  there 
was  one  Senator  upon  it  at  least,  (he  did  not  know  of  an- 
other,) to  whom  he  could  give  the  right  hand  of  fellow- 
ship on  the  subject  of  the  salt  tax.  He  alluded  to  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  satfiirtheston  his  right, 
[Mr.  HiLxxB;]  and  although  that  Senator  might  stand  in 
that  committee,  and  on  the  question  of  the  salt  tax,  as  one 
stands  to  four,  yet,  in  the  duty  which  the  committee  might 
iiave  to  perform  under  his  motion,  if  it  prevailed,  he  mig^t 
prove  hunself  to  be  not  an  unequal  match  for  numbers, 
neepturibiu  itnpar.  He  would,  therefore,  take  that  com- 
mittee, and  move,  as  he  now  did,  that  the  Committee  on 
Manu&ctures  be  empowered  to  send  for  persons,  and  to 
take  their  examinations  in  writing,  under  oath,  ontiie''state 
of  tlie  salt  manufiu^re  and  sut  trade,  and  report  the 
minutes  of  the  evidence  so  taken  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  sud  that  he  presumed  the  Comnut* 
tee  on  Manufactures  would  not  object  to  take  upon  them 
the  labors  proposed.  He  was  willing  for  one  to  enter  into 
any  inquiry  that  might  be  deemed  expedient  or  necessary, 
but  he  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  would  inform 
the  committee  where  the  information  reqiured  might  be 
found-  He  should  be  glad  to  receive  any  light  from  that 
gentleman,  or  from  any  other  quarter. 

Mr.  CLAY  did  not  perceive  the  utility  of  the  inquiry, 
although  he  had  no  particular  objection  to  it.  There 
could  be  no  advantage  whatever  derived  from  it.  The 
gentleman  must  recollect  tliat  there  were  twenty  other 
States  and  two  Teiritories  in  the  Union  in  which  salt  was 
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made.  Mr.  C.  wished  to  know  whether  the  evidence  of 
one  State  would  ntiafy  him.  Will  information  from 
Kenhawa  latisfy  him?  will  information  from  New  York 
■atiafy  him?  or  will  he  denre  it  from  Maine,  or  Missouri, 
or  Ohio,  or  Kentucky?  or  is  the  committee  expected  to 
procure  it  irom  all  the  various  sources  in  the  country  ?  If 
so,  it  would  be  proper  to  give  the  committee  leave  to  sit 
dorinK  the  ricess,  for  the  information  could  not  be  ob- 
tained in  six  months.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures 
were  conversant  with  that  interest  in  all  parts  of  the  Union, 
and  were  inquiring  into  it  from  year  to  year.  Does  the 
gentleman  want  information  as  to  the  price,  tlie  quality,  or 
the  quantity,  of  the  article  manufactured'  If  so,  he  might 
learn  by  inquiring  of  the  committee  which  had  in  its  pos- 
session all  the  requinte  information  upon  the  subject. 
Where,  then,  is  the  propriety  of  further  inquiry,  or 
such  as  was  proposed?  He  conudered  it  perfectly  in- 
expedient to  make  the  inquiry;  at  any  rate,  he  would,  for 
tiie  present,  move  to  lay  the  motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  rose  to  give  notice  that  the  sub' 
ject  could  not  be  got  rid  of  without  there  being  some 
thing  said  upon  it.     The  debate  could  not  be  cut  off. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  motion  did  not  admit 
of  debate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  wished  to  put  no  restrictions  on  the 
gentleman,  and  would  withdraw  tlie  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  observed  that  tlie  letter  presented 
to  the  Senate  by  tlte  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Maiiu- 
fiutures  gave  information  respecting  the  salt  trade,  incon- 
Bstent  with  that  in  bis  possession:  and  as  this  letter  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Senate  table  as  evidence  to  influence 
its  decision  on  the  subject,  he  wislied  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  meet  it  by  countervailing  testimony.  With  re- 
spect to  any  difficulty  he  himself  might  experience  in 
furnishing  information  for  the  guidance  of  the  committee, 
he  did  not  know  how  far  they  would  be  willing  to  receive 
it  from  him;  and  be  had  therefore  presumed  upon  the 
disposition  of  tlie  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  sat  on 
his  right,  [Mr.  MiLLsn,]  to  aid  his  views,  by  asking  for 
summonses  for  such  witnesses  as  he  [Mr.  B.]  might  point 
out.  He  bad  no  disposition  to  call  for  evidence  to  a  greater 
extent  than  that  given  in  the  letter  referred  to.  The  evi- 
dence he  proposed  was  one  for  the  purpose  of  counteracting 
it;  and  if  the  Senate  refused  this,  it  would  be  a  declaration 
to  the  people  tliat  they  were  determined  to  continue  the 
burden  without  listening  to  any  evidence  against  it. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  of  Missouri,  rose  to  explain  the  reasons 
which  had  induced  him  to  vote  for  tlie  reference  of  his 
colleague's  bills  to-the  Committee  on  Manufitctures,  in  ad- 
dition to  those  which  he  had  given  on  a  foi'mer  occasion. 
With  respect  to  the  present  motion,  he  had  but  little  to 
say.  He  did  not  propose  to  refer  the  letter  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  to  that  committee;  nor  was  any  part  of 
that  production  in  his  phraseology.  But  he  did  vote  for 
the  reference  of  the  bills  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac 
tures,  because  he  believed  it  due  to  the  committee,  to 
himself,  and  to  his  country,  that  an  inquiry  of  so  much 
importance  as  that  how  far  the  provisions  of  bills  recom- 
mending the  repeal  of  the  duties  on  certain  articles  com- 
«ing  in  competition  with  the  manu&ctures  of  our  own 
country  would  interfere  with,  and  run  into,  the  interest 
of  the  manufacturer,  should  be  referred  to  the  committee 
which  was  entrusted  with  those  interests;  it  not  being  the 
province  of  any  other  committee  properly  to  investigate 
the  subject.  He  voted  for  it,  because,  in  addition  to  the 
reasons  before  given,  he  was  disposed  in  his  soul  to  take 
into  consideration  all  the  views  and  bearingfs  of  the  ques- 
tion, in  order  to  give  a  fair  support  to  every  interest  of  the 
nation,  which  he  believed  that  the  bills  to  repeal  the  duty 
on  alum  salt  and  Indian  blankets,  introduced  by  his  col- 
league, were  not  calculated  to  effect.  This  was  his  rea- 
son, and  he  would  proclaim  to  the  Senate  and  the  nation 


that,  in  his  opinion,  the  course  pyrsued  by  that  gentle- 
man was  not  intended  to  conciliate  the  feelings  of  the 
country.     Mr.  B.  sud  he  was  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of 
duties,  not  only  on  alum  salt  and  Indian  bhinkets,  but  on 
a  variety  of  other  articles.    Tliese  bills  were  calculated 
to  effect  only  a  partial  reduction.     He  wislied  the  wholt 
subject  of  reducing  the  duties  should  come  before  the 
committee  together,  and  he  objected  to  those  bills  be- 
cause they  did  not  bring  up  the  whole  question  of  redac- 
tion.    The  gentleman  seemed  very  anxious  to  disseminite 
knowledge  upon  the  subject,  by  his  motion  for  inqaiiy: 
but,  ar,  said  Mr.  B.,  the  people  of  this  country  are  ca|tt- 
ble  of  investigating  the  subject  themselves.     They  iraiit 
no  such  light  as  the  resolution  seeks  for,  neither  does  the 
committee  to  which  the  subject  is  referred.     That  com- 
mittee is  capable  of  investigating  it  fully  with  such  infor- 
mation as  they  can  themselves  obtun.     Yet  the  ^entlenui 
insists  that  this  cannot  be  done  without  the  aid  of  the 
Western  people,  who  have  been  represented  as  sinkiiif 
beneath  the  blight  and  mildaw  of  oppression.    Sir,  aid 
Mr.  B.,  I  protest  this  is  not,  and  never  was,  the  case.   It 
will  require  no  labor  to  establisli  this^osition.     We  need 
only  to  look  at  the  fact  that  the  West  enjoy  the  blessing! 
of  happiness  and  contentment  to  an  eminent  degree,  mi 
wish  for  nothing  but  to  be  let  alone.     They  want  no  alter, 
ation  in  tlie  present  system  of  protection,  and,  least  of  al, 
such  a  change  as  the  gentleman  proposes.  They  are  a  gene- 
rous as  well  as  a  brave  people,  and  will  desire  the  welhre 
of  tlie  country  at  large.     The  same  principle  that  led  then 
to  battle  will  induce  them  to  sustain  the  interests  of  their 
common  country.     We  are  now,  as  we  ever  have  bees, 
willing  to  make  all  necessary  sacrifices  for  the  conraioo 
good,  not  merely  because  a  system  may  promote  tbeir  ft 
culiar  interest,  but  from  their  elevated  principles  and  (fii- 
interested  spirit,  which  ever  had,  and  ever  would,  Ik 
hoped,  continue  to  animate  them.    The  gentleman  wiAes 
the  subject  investigated;  I  say  amen;  let  it  be  done,>nl 
the  more  it  is  investigated,  the  stronger,  in  my  opinioii, 
will  be  the  conviction  of  the  propriety  of  fostering  toihi- 
fiictures  in  the  bosom  of  our  own  country.    Mr.  B.  said  he 
would  admit  that,  in  curing  provisions  for  a  southein 
market,  alum  salt  was  necessary;  but  for  all  domestic ptl^ 
poses  the  other  kind  was  preferable.     He  must  be  per- 
mitted to  say  that  as  he  was  a  farmer  himself,  and  residiif 
in  the  midst  of  farmers,  whose  interests  and  sentimcntahe 
was  intimately  acquainted  with,  it  would  be  reasonable  to 
suppose  that  he  had  more  practical  knowledge  upon  the 
subject  tlian  his  colleague,  whose  location  and  puiaWi 
were   better  calculated  for  speculative   and  tlieorelieal 
conclusions,  which,  however  plausible  on   paper,  vat 
delusive;  and  he  must  take  leave  to  say  that  the  gentl^ 
man  was  dcQcived  in  his  views.     That  gentleman  u*« 
perhaps  one  barrel  of  salt  annually,  while  I  use,  aid 
Mr.   B.,   twelve  or    fifteen.      [Mr.   BENTON  said  be 
did  not  count  his  salt.]     Very  well,  said  Mr.  BUCKNKR. 
the  gentleman  does  nut  count  his  salt;  but,  nr,  I,  who  hate 
to  work  hard  for  it,  am  obliged  to  count  mine.    He  coo- 
plains  loudly  of  the  oppressive  duty  on  his  barrel,  while 
1  am  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  duty  on  my  twelve.    The 
only  difference  of  interest  on  this  article,  said  Mr.  B.,  f 
any,  will  be  found  to  be  in  favor  of  the  West,  notagainstiti 
and  the  people  of  tlie  West  are  generally  of  that  opinioii' 
Mr.  B.  repeated  he  was  from  a  fai-ming  district,  m« 
that  employrocnthimself,  was  surroundedby  fellow-citaens 
of  the  same  class,  the  immediate   charge  of  whose  int^ 
rests  was  entrusted  to  his  care.     If  his  colleague,  instead 
of  introducing  theoretical  resolutions  and  learned  quota- 
tions from  Prince  Talleyrand  to  p>ove  tliat  the  Norti' 
Americans  were  the  heaviest  taxed  people  in  the  world, 
would  go  out  amoag  the  fju-mers  of  tlie  Wes^  and  get* 
little  practical  knowledge,  he  would  be  more  likely  toW' 
vance  their  interests.     He  would  like  to  see  the  gentle- 
man go  among  the  farmers  of  the  West,  and  try  to  persuade 
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tbao  that  they  were  injured  and  oppressed,  and  borne 
A)»n  with  bordeiM — that  the^  were  taxed  like  slaves; 
«hx,  ar>  tbey  would  laugh  him  in  the  &ce;  the  very  chil- 
drtn  would  bngh  at  it.  The  Western  people  never  were 
Bore  praspcrous  or  more  flourishinr  than  they  are  now; 
tbejrwsilt  nothing  to  promote  their  happiness  but  appro- 
piatiaas  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  to  ntcili- 
tale  tbcir  intercourse  with  the  different  sections  of  the 
eosntiy.  If  the  gentleman,  instead  of  repealing  a  paltry 
datr  ua  eent  or  two  per  bushel  on  salt,  which  the 
people  leel  not,  nor  care  for,  had  proposed  a  measure 
calodsted  to  remore  the  obstructions  in  the  Mississippi, 
Miimii,  sad  other  Western  rivers,  or  some  mode  to  con- 
iMct  s  nilroad  from  some  proper  point  on  the  river, 
•y  iioin  Cape  Girardeau  or  Herculaneum,  to  Potosi,  the 
hcut  of  the  mineral  country,  by  an  approprialion  of  the 
public  linds,  or  otherwise  to  fiicilitate  navigation  and 
mtcrcourae,  this  would  have  come  home  to  their  feelings, 
ud  bare  been  worth  all  the  trouble  that  he  has  taken 
alioat  a  few  cents  different  in  the  price  of  alum  salt 
Hr.  B.  laid  that  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of  his  fellow- 
citiuM  when  he  said  tliis;  and  he  would  bare  his  bosom 
to  meet  tbe  result  of  their  response  to  the  opinion,  while 
be  proclaimed  that  this  was  the  true  interest  of  the  peo- 
ple of  MiMouri.  The  gentleman  had  allude<l  to  the 
pnctiee  of  the  En^h  Parliament  with  regard  to  this 
Bbject,  and  seemed  to  infer  that  we  must  do  the  same. 
Sir,  this  is  not  an  English  Parliament;  it  is  an  American 
Seaate;  and  it  is  a  well  known  principle  of  legislation,  that 
«tat  is  the  interest  of  our  country  does  not,  of  course, 
bttome  the  interest  of  anotlier;  in  particular,  when  dif- 
iteatly  situated,  with  different  institutions  and  opposite 
ftiaciples  of  Goremment.  Because  the  British  Parlia- 
■enthave  adopted  a  certain  course  of  proceeding,  it  does 
aot  foUow  that  the  American  Senate  and  people  must  fol- 
low their  steps.  Oor  duty  is  to  proceed  m  a  manner  suit- 
able to  the  feelings  and  interests  of  the  American  people; 
■ottbose  of  the  subpecU  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain, 
whose  feeling*  and  interesU  may  be,  and  no  doubt  are, 
Kiy  different  on  this  subject.  Sir,  HaA  Mr.  B.,  this  doc- 
trine is  most  obnoxious  to  the  people  of  the  Western 
country.  The  gentleman  asks  leave  to  introduce  this 
teiiiiiiony,  because  the  evidence  of  the  letter  alluded  to 
wt  befitte  them.  Mr.  B.  said,  if  he  thou^t  the  interests 
of  any  rendered  it  necessary,  he  certainly  should  not 
object;  but  until  he  learned  that  the  business  could  not  be 
well  done  without  it,  or  that  the  committee  had  not  power 
already  to  obtun  all  the  information  required,  he  should 
sot  rote  for  it.  There  was  no  rule  or  order  of  the  Senate 
to  prevent  the  gentleman  from  laying  all  the  information 
u  his  possession  before  the  committee;  and  if  bethought 
fte  interests  of  his  constituents  required  it,  he  was  in 
"1^  bound  to  do  so.  He  would  be  the  first  to  require 
DC  committee  to  examine  into  any  information  or  facts 
wbich  might  be  offered.  Mr.  B.  said  he  would  appeal 
•"•'If  wmtry  to  say  whether  he  had  manifested  any  dis- 
POBtion  to  shut  out  facts  or  stifle  investigation;  or  whe- 
•ber  there  was  any  difference  of  principle  between  the 
oae  of  directly  presenting,  or  referring  evidence  to  a  com- 
■■?««  by  permission  of  the  Senate.  As  this  power  now 
*"**d,  he  could  see  no  necessity  for  tlie  measure  pro- 
V*t^  He  certainly  did  not  wish  to  shut  out  any  light, 
•wwuhe  willing  to  prevent  inquiry;  and  if  the  neces- 
■ly  infomation  could  not  be  obtained  without  this  mea 
■"«•  he  would  vote  for  its  adoption. 

•Jf-  CLAY  said  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  were 
"My  to  take  up  the  whole  subject  of  tbe  tariff,  but  the 
PWeinan  from  Missouri  required  that  they  should  pro- 
Jf«d  with  bis  favorite  articles  alone.  This  was  what  Mr. 
V'  ol^ected  to.  He  was  opposed  to  a  partial  investiga- 
Jjw  of  the  subject.  If,  therefore,  it  was  proper  to  require 
the  committee  to  pursue  the  course  proposed  in  regard 
'"'•h,  it  was  equitlly  proper  in  regard  to  other  branches 


of  home  manufacture.  He  renewed  the  motion  to  lay  the 
proposition  on  the  table;  which  motion  prevuled;  when 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive 
business;  and,  afler  some  time  spent  tbarein, 

Adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOXDAT,  Jakdabt  30. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  WELKINS  presented  certain  resolutions  of  the 
preudent  and  directors  of  the  Bank  of  Pittsburg,  in  &Tor 
of  the  Bank  of  tbe  United  States,  and  urging  a  renewal  of 
its  charter. 

Mr.  W.  observed  that  the  resolutions,  while  they  bore 
testimony  to  the  liberality  of  a  State  bank,  also  afforded 
evidence  of  the  utility  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
in  establishing  a  sound  currency,  and  exercising  a  salutary 
control  over  the  State  banks,  always  accommodating  spe> 
cie-paying  banks,  and  restraining  the  issue  of  a  spurious 
or  unsound  currency.  He  moved  that  they  be  printed, 
and  referred  to  the  special  committee  on  the  memorial  of 
the  United  States'  bank;  which  was  agreed  to. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  special  order  of  the  day,  being  the  resolution  of- 
fered by  Mr.  Clat  for  the  reduction  and  repeal  of  cer- 
tain duties,  was  taken  up.  The  question  being  upon  Mr. 
Hatke's  motion  to  amend, 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  rose,  and  addressed  the  Sen- 
ate as  follows:  I  make  no  apolog}',  Mr.  President,  said  he, 
for  approaching  age.  It  will,  however,  admonish  me  to 
take  up  as  little  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  as  the  important 
subject  under  consideration  will  admit. 

We  liave  arrived  at  a  crisis.  Yes,  Mr.  President,  at  a 
crisb  more  Appalling  than  a  day  of  battle.  I  adjure  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  to  pause — to  reflect  on  the 
dissatisfaction  of  all  the  South.  South  Carolina  has  ex- 
pressed itself  strongly  against  the  tariff  of  1828 — stronger 
than  the  other  States  are  willing  to  speak.  But,  sir,  the 
whole  of  the  South  feel  deeply  the  oppression  of  that  ta- 
riff. In  this  respect,  there  is  no  difference  of  opinion.  The 
Soutli — the  whole  Southern  States — all,  consider  it  as  op- 
pressive. They  have  not  yet  spoken;  but  when  they  do 
speak,  it  will  be  with  a  voice  that  will  not  implore,  but 
will  demand  redress.  How  much  better,  then,  to  grant 
redress?  How  much  better  that  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
fiictures  heal  the  wound  which  has  been  inflicted?  I  want 
nothing  that  shall  injure  tlie  manufiicturer.  1  only  want 
justice. 

I  am,  Mr.  President,  one  of  the  few  survivors  of  those 
who  fought  in  the  war  of  the  revolution.  We  then  thought 
we  fought  for  liberty — for  equal  rights.  We  fought  against 
taxation,  the  proceeds  of.  wnidi  were  for  the  benefit  of 
otliers.  Wliere  is  the  difference,  if  the  people  are  to  be 
taxed  by  the  manufacturers  or  by  any  others?  I  say  ma- 
nufacturers— and  why  do  I  say  so?  When  the  Senate 
met,  there  was  a  strong  disposition  with  all  parties  to  ame- 
liorate the  tariff  of  1838;  but  I  now  see  a  change,  which 
makes  me  almost  despair  of  any  thing  effectual  being  ac- 
coiiiplished.  Even  the  small  concessions  made  by  the  Se- 
nator from -Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  have  been  reprobated 
by  the  lobby  members,  the  agents  of  the  manufacturers. 
I  am  told  they  have  put  their  fiat  on  any  change  whatever, 
and  hence,  as  a  consequence,  the  change  in  the  course 
and  language  of  gentlemen,  which  almost  precludes  all 
hope.  Those  interested  men  hang  on  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  like  an  incubus.  I  say  to  that  committee, 
depend  upon  your  own  good  judgments — survey  the  whole 
subject  as  politicians— discard  sectional  interests,  and  study 
only  tlie  common  weal — act'  with  these  views,  and  thus 
relieve  the  oppressions  of  the  South. 

I  have  ever,  Mr.  President,  supported  the  interest  uf 
manufactures,  as  far  as  it  coyld  be  done  incidentally.     I 
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supported  the  lute  Mr.  Lowndes's  bill  of  1816.  I  was  a 
member  of  his  committee,  and  that  bill  protected  the  ma- 
nufactures sufficiently,  except  bar  iron.  Mr.  Lowndes 
had  reported  fifteen  dollars  per  ton.  The  House  reduced 
it  to  nine  dollars  per  ton.  That  act  enabled  the  manufactu- 
rers to  exclude  importations  of  certain  articles.  The  hat- 
ters cany  on  their  business  by  their  sons  and  apprentices, 
and  few,  if  any,  hats  are  now  imported.  Large  quantities 
are  exported,  and  preferred.  All  articles  of  leatlier,  from 
tanned  side  to  tlie  finest  harness  or  saddle,  have  been  ex- 
cluded from  importation;  and  why?  Because  the  business 
is  conducted  by  their  own  hard  hands,  their  own  labor, 
and  they  are  now  heavily  taxed  by  the  tariff^  of  1828,  to 
enable  the  rich  to  enter  into  the  manufiictures'of  the  coun- 
try. Tes,  sir,  I  say  the  rich,  who  entered  into  the  busi- 
ness after  the  act  of  1824,  which  proved  to  be  a  mushroom 
affair,  and  many  of  them  suffered  severely.  The  act  of 
1816, 1  repeat,  gave  all  the  protection  that  was  necessary 
or  proper,  under  which  the  industrious  and  frugal  com- 
pletely succeeded.  But,  sir,  the  capitalist  who  had  invest- 
ed bis  capital  in  manufactures,  was  not  to  be  satisfied  with 
ordinary  profit,  and  therefore  the  act  of  1828. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  CLii]  says  that  a 
progressive  decrease  of  duties  is  a  slow  poison,  and  yet 
that  Senator  swallowed  ttie  poison  in  the  act  of  1816,  in 
the  article  of  cotton,  and  I  have  never  heard  that  it  has 
done  him  much  injury.  He  has  also  swallowed  the  poison 
in  the  act  of  1824,  where  the  duties  are  progressive,  rais- 
ing them  annually.  Are  they  to  be  understood  to  be  less 
poisonous  by  a  progressive  increase  than  a  progressive 
decrease?  The  South  considers  the  progressive  increase 
as  the  most  deleterious.  The  handicrai^-man — the  black- 
smith— the  whitesmith — the  workers  of  the  bar  iron,  are  all 
cruelly  oppressed  by  the  heavy  duty  on  that  all-important 
article.  Give  them  the  raw  material  as  cheap  as  it  is  re- 
ceived by  the  British  workmen,  and  lliey  will  ask  for  no 
protection:  they  will  depend  on  their  own  hands,  and  on 
those  of  their  sons  and  apprentices.  They  are  not  heard. 
Why  >  They  are  not  rich— they  must  be  sacrificed  to  the 
rich  iron  master,  whose  business  is  more  profitable  than 
that  of  any  other  in  the  Union.  I  forbear  going  further 
into  this  subject  at  this  time.  I  reserve  my  further  re- 
marks until  the  subject  shall  be  presented  in  a  tangible 
shape — in  a  bill;  when  I  trust  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
tlie  act  of  1828  is  highly  injurious  to  the  interest  "of  the 
manufacturer.  If  you  intend  that  this  country  shall  be  a 
manufacturing  country,  you  must  give  the  manufacturers 
the  raw  material  (as  England  does)  free  of  duty,  or  with 
very  light  duty.  While  you  tax  them  high,  as  you  do  with 
imposts  on  hemp,  wool,  flax,  and  bar  iron,  you  afford 
them  no  efficient  protection  by  your  minimum  and  exces- 
sive duties. 

I  rise,  Mr.  President,  principally  with  an  intention  of 
following  the  Senator  (Mr.  Clat]  in  the  view  taken  by 
him  in  relation  to  the  financial  operations  of  the  Govern- 
ment since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  take  this  extensive  review,  in  order  to  a  full  un- 
derstandingof  this  important  matter.  In  it,  I  shall  probably 
be  obliged  to  differ  somewhat  from  him  on  some  points', 
which  have  unintentionally  escaped  his  observation,  but 
which  are,  nevertheless,  vei-y  material  to  the  subject  un- 
der consideration,  and  will  endeavor  to  show  that  he  has 
thrown  unmerited  censure  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury, arising,  1  must  presume,  from  the  fact,  that  the  ex- 
istence of  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  24th  April,  1830,  was 
entirely  unknown  to  him,  [Mr.  Clat.]  Before  I  arrive 
at  that  part  of  my  argument,  I  deem  it  necessary  to  go 
hack,  and  trace  the  public  debt  from  the  establishment 
of  the  fiinding  system,  in  which  review  I  hope  the  Senate 
will  indulge  me. 

In  the  year  1790,  ll>e  funding  system  was  created.  It 
authorized  stock  to  he  deUvered  to  each  creditor  of  the 
tiovcmment  to  the  oiuount  of  the  debt  due  to  him,  two- 


thirds  thereof  bearinpf  intereit  of  nx  per  cent,  from  a  ce^ 
tain  date,  and  one-third  remaining  free  from  interest  until 
ten  years  thereafter,  commonly  called  the  deferred  debt. 
It  also  authorized  stock  to  be  issued  for  the  amount  of  in. 
terest  due  to  each  creditor,  on  an  interest  of  three  per 
cent.,  which  stock  was  not  to  be  redeemed  at  any  price 
less  than  the  par  value  thereof.     For  the  payment  of  these 
several  species  of  stock,  the  public  domain,  and  the  btha- 
ces  iu  the  treasury  arising  from  duties  on  nnports  and  toa- 
nage,  (af\er  paying  the  expenses  of  Government,)  were 
pledged.     In  the  year  1791,  a  law  was  passed,  which  cr^ 
ated  a  sinking  fund.    It  provided  that  eight  per  cent  pet 
annum  should  be  paid  in  quarter-yearly  payments  to  the 
holders  of  the  six  per  cent,  stock,  (on  which  interest  wn 
payable,)  by  which  system  six  dollars  was  applicable  to  the 
interest  in  the  first  year,  and  two  dollars  towards  the  prin- 
cipal of  tlie  debt  every  year  thereafter.     The  payment  for 
interest  annually  lessened,  and  that  of  principal  annu>% 
increased.     This  system  was  not  materially  changed  until 
the  year  1802,  when  Congress  passed  an  act  approprist- 
ing  the  sum  of  7,300,000  dollars  to  be  appfied  to  the  pig- 
ment of  the  interest  and  principal  of  tiie  public  debt,  is. 
eluding  the  payment  for  loans  previously  made,  and  for 
any  loan  tliat  might  hereafter  be  made.     In  theyear  18U3, 
a  further  sum  of  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  added 
to  that  fund,  making  the  whole  sinking  fiind  amount  to 
the  sum  of  eight  milhons  of  dolhirs.     IHiis  additional  am 
was  intended  to  meet  and  extinguish  the  debt  created  by 
the  purchase  of  Louisiana.    No  material  alteration  ra 
made  respecting  the  sinking  fund,  until  the  whole  of  tlie 
debt  (three  per  cent,  excepted)  was  nearly  or  linalhr 
extinguished.     In  1806,  a  law  was  passed,  which  aullio- 
rized  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  purchase  the  thite 
per  cents.,  provided  they  could  be  obtained  at  sixty  per 
cent.     A  portion  of  this  stock  was  (I  believe)  redeemed. 
In  1807,  an  exchange  of  old  for  new  stock  was  propoeed, 
on  certain  terms,  which,  however,  was  of  but  little  conse- 
quence, further  than  that  it  contributed  to  facilitate  lb* 
payment  of  the  public  debt    In  1817,  an  act  passed  "to 
provide  for  the  re&emption  of  the  public  debt,"  wbick 
liad  been  created  by  the  war.     This  act  appropriated,**' 
nually,  the  sum  often  millions  of  dollars,  lobe  applied  bjr 
the  cunimissioiiers  of  the  sinking  fund  to  the  payment  of 
the  interest  and  tiie  extinguishment  of  the  principal  of  die 
public  debt;  and  it  declared  that  any  surplus  which  migtil 
remain  in  the  treasury,  beyond  the  sum  of  two  millioiuot 
dollars,  afUr  the  payment  of  the  expenditures  of  the  Go- 
vernment, should  be  applied  to  the  payment  of  the  pubBc   | 
debt.     Two  millions  were  tiius  reserved  to  meet  any  «• 
traordinary  exigpency  which  might  arise,  and  to  pro»ide 
for  any  unforeseen  demands  on  the  treasury.  Itwssdeea- 
ed  advisable  to  make  it  legal  for  the  treasury  to  retsin  » 
certain  sum,  rather  tiian  to  permit  the  course  which  tad 
been  previously  pursued  witiiout  any  legal  authority)  vx 
it  was  shown  by  two  reports  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  tliat  one  million  of  dollars  had  been  anni:^ 
reserved  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for  any  extnow- 
nary  demands  on  the  treasui7,  which  sum  had  ''«*°'^ 
tained  in  the  treasury  witiiout  any  legal  authority.    Tb* 
authority  to  retain  the  two  millions,  (as  1  have  reported f> 
tiie  Senate  on  a  former  occasion,)  hwi  seldom  been  tio- 
cised.     In  1827,  the  Committee  on  Finance  reported  t  biH 
to  reduce  the  two  millions  thus  retained  to  one  niilb">- 
The  bill  did  not  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Senate.   !• 
1828,  the  Senator  from  iUssouri  [Mr.  BaiiTOji]  P'««'''*J 
a  bill,  on  leave,  to  repeal  the  4th  section  of  the  art" 
1817,  "  to  provide  for  die  redemption  of  the  public  debt, 
which  would  have  deprived  the  treasury  of  the  whcJe'vo 
millions  held  in  reserve  for  exigency.     This  propostos 
was  rejected.     The  same   Senator,  in  1829,  submitteds 
resolution  for  tiic  purpose  of  repealing  so  much  of  the*» 
referred  to,  as  authorized  the  retention  of  Ihelwomillioo' 
in  the  treasury,  which  resdutionwas  referred  to  the  Coai- 
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mittee  on  Finance,  and  reported  against  by  that  commit- 
tM,  at  inexpedient  to  be  udopted  at  that  seadon,  for  rea- 
sons expreaaed  in  the  report. 

I  nov,  Mr.  President,  have  arrived  at  the  principal 
point  of  iii3r  argument.  In  the  year  1830,  the  Committee 
on  Finuice  deemed  that  the  time  bad  now  arrived,  at  which 
the  treasuiy  might  safely  dispense  with  the  reserved  two 
mDlioni,  and  tMit  authority  should  be  given  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  public  debt  with  this  sum;  and  they  accord- 
ia^j  presented  a  bill,  which  passed  into  a  law  on  the  24th 
April,  1830.  I  win  read  the  first  and  second  sections  of 
dathw: 

"8k.  I.  Be  it  enaded  by  the  Senate  and  Houte  of  Re- 
ftaesUket  of  the  United  Slates  of  America  in  Congrai  <u- 
talM,  That  wlienever,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  the  state  of  the  treasury  will  admit  of  the 
ippEcttion  of  a  greater  sum  than  ten  millions  of  dollars, 
ii  iqr  one  year,  to  the  payment  of  interest  and  charges, 
and  to  the  reimbursement  or  purchase  of  the  principiu  of 
the  pablic  debt,  it  shall  be  lawfid  for  him,  with  the  appro- 
bation of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  to  cause  such 
turplus  to  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  ocnuniasioners 
of  ae  aiAiiig  iiind,  and  the  same  shall  be  applied  by  them 
to  the  reimbursement  or  purchase  of  the  principal  of  tbe 
public  debt  at  such  times  as  the  state  of  the  treasury  will 
best  admit 

"Sxe.  2.  And  be  it  further  enaded.  That  whenever,  in 
uj  yta,  there  shall  be  a  surplus  in  tbe  sinking  fund, 
be/ond  the  amount  of  interest  and  principal  of  the  debt 
vtich  may  be  actually  due  and  payable  by  the  United 
States  in  Mchjvear,  in  conformity  with  their  enga^ments, 
it  doU  be  lawful  for  tiie  commiasioners  of  tbe  smbng  fund 
to  apply  such  surplus  to  the  purchase  of  any  portion  of 
tbe  public  debt,  at  such  rates  as,  in  tlieir  opinion,  may  be 
adrantagtous  to  the  United  SUtes;  any  thing  in  any  act  of 
Conpea  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding." 

The  £nt  section  vests  in  the  commissioners  of  the  sink- 
ing fand  ample  authority  to  direct  that  "any  surplus  that 
iMy  Tcntin  in  the  treasury  shall  be  applied  by  them  to 
•be  iciiBbursement  or  purchase  of  the  princi]nl  of  the 
ptjbficdebt"  No  exception  is  contained  in  this  section  in 
lentian  to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per  cents,  or  to  any 
other  part  of  the  public  debt.  This  provision  of  tlie  bill 
attthotuea^the  pui-cbasc  of  every  description  of  debt  due 
bjr  the  Government     The  second  section  removes  every 


doubt  1 

my  gtntlenian. "  It  distinctly  declares  that  "  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  the  commissioners  of  the  sinking  fund  to  apply 
^  wrplus  to  tbe  purchase  of  any  portion  of  the  public 

The  cotnmissioners  have  considered  \!ie  law  to  be  im- 
peratire,  and,  in  consequence,  they  have  redeemed  the 
Kven  millions  of  stock  deposited  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
il!"  •  ^*  pre'ent  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  informs 
»» that  It  is  intended  to  purchase  or  redeem  the  three  per 
«nt8.  To  that  intention  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
tui]  objects.  He  says,  "1  cannot  Uiink,  and  I  should 
suppose  Congress  can  hardly  believe,  with  the  Secretair 
« lie  Treasury,  that  it  would  be  wise  to  pay  off  a  stock 
01  thirteen  millions,  entitling  its  holders'  to  but  three  per 
'ent.,  with  a  capital  of  thirteen  milUons,  worth  an  interest 
«  ai  per  cent.  In  other  words,  to  take  from  the  pockets 
«  ™  people  two  dollars  to  pay  one  in  the  hands  of  the 
«ocUwlder»."  This  huiguage  is  intended  for  effect,  and 
Dm  dwbtless  operated  on  Uie  minds  of  some  Senators 
TOO  may  have  been  unacquainted  with  the  act  of  1830,  to 
»toch  1  have  referred,  and  of  wliich  even  the  Senator 
™i>  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  seems  to  have  lost  sight.  That 
Mnatw  seems  to  think  that  the  payment  of  the  three  per 
SfMa-  is  a  project  .originating  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
ireamrjr.  Such,  however,  is  not  the  fact.  It  was  the 
project  of  Congress,  who  passed  the  act  of  1830,  at  which 
"»« the  present  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury  was  in  England. 


The  Secretary,  therefore,  acts  only  in  obedience  to  the 
law.  He  dare  not  act  otherwise,  and  must  pay  the  three 
per  cents.,  unless  the  act  be  repealed.  If  repealed,  what 
would  be  our  situation.^  The  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  conveys 
more  information  in  relation  to  the  financial  concerns  of  the 
Government,  than  any  previous  treasury  report  which  I 
have  seen.  It  is  clearly  expressed,  and  easily  understood 
by  all  who  have  any  knowledge  of  the  subject  It  con- 
tains no  ambiguity;  on  the  contrary,  it  frankly  and  openly 
declares  the  views  and  plans  of  the  writer,  and  submits 
them  boldly  to  the  consideration  of  Congress.  The  plans 
of  the  Secretary,  as  expressed  in  the  report,  meet  my 
entire  approbation,  and  shall  have  my  cordial  support. 
The  report  states,  and  very  correctly,  too,  that  there  will 
remain  in  the  treasury,  in  the  present  year,  (1832,)  a  sum 
exceeding  fourteen  millions  of  dollars,  applicable  to  the 
payment  of  the  principal  of  the  debt.  He  also  correctly 
states,  as  I  shall  hereaJfter  show,  that,  with  the  particular 
exception  of  the  three  per  cents.,  there  is  payable,  in  titis 
year,  a  sum  less  than  $4,000,000.  Well,  sir,  there  will 
then  remain  in  the  treasury  JIO.OOO.OOO  inapplicable  (ex- 
cept to  the  redemption  of  the  three  per  cents.)  to  any 
object.  Is  this  large  amount  to  remain  dormant  losing 
interest'  Or  shall  it  be  applied  as  the  act  of  1830  has 
directed'  The  several  sinking  fund  acts  place  all  the 
public  debt  on  the  same  footing,  and,  therefore,  whenever 
the  treasury  has  the  means,  it  must  apply  them  to  the  re- 
imbursement of  the  three  per  cents.,  in  common  witli  the 
other  Government  stocks.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  aware  of  the  dilemma,  insinuates  tliat  the 
Secretary  has  erred  in  supposing  that  there  will  be  a  sur- 
plus of  fourteen  millions.  The  Senator  has  reasoned  as 
most  gentlemen  will  do  who  are  not  fully  informed,  or 
have  not  carefully  examined  the  subject.  He  has  said  that 
the  importations  of  1831  have  been  unusually  great;  that 
those  of  1832  will,  in  consequence,  be  greatly  reduced; 
and,  in  this  particular,  I  think  he  is  correct;  but  the  Se- 
nator seems  to  infer  that  the  receipts  at  the  treasury  will 
not  amount  to  the  sum  reported,  (fourteen  millions. )  In 
this  supposition,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky is  entirely  wrong.  The  receipts  in  1832  have  little 
connexion  with  the  importations  of  that  year;  perhaps  one- 
quarter  of  the  duties  which  accrue  in  1832  may  be  receiv- 
ed into  the  treasury  during  that  year.     But  there  is  a 


which  might  remain  on  this  point  in  the  mind  of  difference  between  revenue  accruing,  and  money  ac- 
tually received  into  the  treasury.  The  Secretary  predi- 
cates his  report  on  bonds  taken  for  duties  which  accrued 
in  1831,  and  which,  from  tbe  usual  credits  given,  ar«  pay- 
able in  1832.  In  this  matter,  therefore,  he  cannot  be 
mistaken.  He  has  a  list  of  the  bonds  before  him.  The 
Senate  may,  therefor^,  rest  satisfied  that  the  sum  stated 
by  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury',  of  fourteen  millions  of 
dollars,  will  remain  in  the  treasury,  as  expressed  in  the 
report;  and  tliat  there  will  be  ten  millions  of  dollars  iuap- 
phcable  to  any  other  object  than  the  redemption  of  the 
three  per  cents.,  unless  applied  to  tbe  purchase  of  the 
stock  payable  in  1833  and  1835.  I  trust  I  have  satisfied  the 
Senate  that  no  censure  can  attach  to  the  Secretary  of  tlie 
Treasury  for  tlie  expression  of  his  intention  to  pay  off  tlie 
three  per  cents. ;  that,  in  so  doing,  he  simply  performed 
an  act  of  duty,  in  compliance  with  existing  laws. 

The  sale  of  the  bank  stock  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  debt  is  objected  to.  I  propose  to  take  notice  of  it 
merely  as  a  financial  measure.  The  principal  considera- 
tions by  which  the  proposition  to  sell  the  stock  is  recom- 
mended, are  those  connected  with  the  public  interests, 
with  the  liberation  of  tlie  country  from  debt,  and  with  aU 
the  consequences  arising  from  such  a  state  of  things. 

The  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  goes  upon 
the  supposition  that,  on  these  grounds,  the  Government 
cannot  be  resembled  to  an  individual  dealing  with  liis 
stocks  for  the  purpose  of  the  greatest  pecuniary  profit;  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


191 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


192 


SlITikTB.] 


The  Tariff. 


[JAK.  30,  1832. 


thkt  the  ^neral  advuitagfcs  of  a  sole,  and  the  consequences, 
are  more  than  equivalent  to  those  of  a  mere  stockholder. 

But,  as  a  mere  finandal  and  money  operation,  the 
scheme  of  the  reporfis  absolutely  profitable. 

It  will  be  perceived  by  the  report,  that  the  ordinary 
means  of  the  Government  will,  by  the  Ist  of  January,  1833, 
pay  oiF  all  the  debt,  excepting  $10,302,686,  which  it  is 
proposed  to  reimburse  on  or  before  the  3d  March,  1833 ; 
consequently,  the  sale  of  the  bank  stock,  and  the  applica- 
tion of  the  proceeds,  must  be  conndered  as  taking  place 
at  that  time.  Such  appears  to  me,  Mr.  President  the 
obvious  scheme  of  the  report. 

The  authority  asked  in  relation  to  the  Government  stock 
in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  to  sell  that  stock  at  a 
sum  not  less  than  18,000,000,  and  not  absolutely  to  the 
bank,  but  only  in  the  event  that  it  will  give  more  than  can 
be  obtained  in  any  other  manner,  or  frata  any  other  source. 
Under  a  general  authority,  there  is  a  reasonable  probabi- 
lity that  a  portion  of  the  stock  may  be  exchanged  on  ad- 
vantageous terms  for  the  three  per  cents. ;  a  proposition 
for  more  than  a  million  has  been  already  made  to  exchange 
at  their  respective  value  in  the  market. 

I  will  assume,  however,   that  the  stock  be  sold  at 
eight  millions  of  dollars,  which  is  about  fifteen  per  cent, 
advance,  and  which  may  be  considered  as  a  fair  price, 
when  we  take  into  consideration  the  question  of  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter,  and  the  effect  of  this  is  conclusively 
shown  by  calculating  the  value  of  the  stock  to  the  Govern- 
ment if  it  retMned  it  during  the  whole  term  of  the  charter, 
and  comparing  it  with  the  amount  of  sale  and  saving  of 
interest  on  the  three  per  cents. 
One  share  of  bank  stock,  with  three  years'  in- 
terest, seven  per  cent,  per  annum,  would  be 
worth,  on  tlie  3d  March,  1836,  -        -        -  $121  00 
If  sold  on  3d  March,  1833,  at  fifteen  per  cent.    -    1 15  00 

Apparent  loss,  -        -        -*-        -        -        600 

But,  in  the  first  case,  the  United  States  would 
have  paid  three  years'  interest  on  #100  of 
three  per  cents,  amounting  to,   •        •        -        9  00 

Thns  showing  an  actual  gain  on  each  $100,  by 

the  proposed  operation,  of         -        -        -      $3  00 
The  same  result  will  appear,  by  stating  it  in  the  aggre- 
gate, thus: 
The  stock  of  Government  in  the  bank  being, 

at  par, $7,000,000 

Add  the  interest  at  seven  per  cent,  from  3d 
March,  1833,  totheSd  March,1836,  being 
three  years, 1,470,000 

If,  therefore,  we  should  sell  the  Government 
stock  on  3d  March,  1833,  instead  of  keep- 
ing it,  at         -  , 8,000,000 

We  should  incur  an  apparent  loss  of      -        -      470,000 
But  if  the  stock  be  retained,  the    United 
States  would  pay  three  years'  interest  on 
$8,000,000  of  three   per  cent  stock, 
amounting  to 720,000 

Thus  showing  an  actual  gain  by  the  opera- 
tion, of $250,000 

It  is  true,  Mr.  President,  that  the  stock  will  be  worth 
much  more,  if  the  charter  should  be  renewed;  but,  by 
this  propontion,  we  get  as  much  for  it  as  will  pay  off  the 
public  debt. 

Besides  the  objection  to  the  proprietary  interest  of  the 
Government  in  the  bank,  it  ought  to  be  observed  that, 
should  the  charter  be  renewed  the  Government  may 
always  amply  indemnify  itself  against  loss,  in  the  premium 
for  the  new  charter. 

I  nowproceed,  Mr.  President,  topresentabrief statement 
of  the  funded  debt,  that  the  Senate  may  have  the  sub- 


ject fully  before  them.  I  purposely  omit  the  unfimded 
debt  of  thirty-nine  thousand  three  huitdred  and  fifty-fire 
doUai-s,  which  may  never  be  called  for. 


3    per  cents. 

5   per  cenU.  of  1822 

(exchanged)     • 
4^  per  cents,  m  1824 
4,\  per  cents,  of  1824 

(exchanged) 


Debt  redeemabk  in  1832. 


$13,296,636 


$18,901 
1,739,534 

2,227,363 


Redeemable: 
On  the  31st  Dec. 
On  the  31st  Dec. 


3,985,788 
$17,283,414 


1832, 
1833, 


$2,227,363 
4,735,296 


6,963,659 


Total  of  funded  debt,  -         -         $24,245,0r3 

Estimated  receipts  for  1832,      $30,100,000    == 
Old  baUnce  in  the  treasury,  1,208,276 


Deduct  probable  expenses,  13,365,202 

Deduct  unsatisfied  appropria- 
tions,       ....        3,423,525 


31,308,276 


16,788,727 

14,519,549 
Interest  on  the  public  debt,        •        •        -  500,000 

Amount  applicable  to  the  public  debt,  14,019,549 

Amounts  of  4^  and  5  per  cents.,  redeeeroable 
in  1832 3,985,788 

#10,033,761 
There  will  then  remain  of  the  public  debt. 
Payable  31st  Dec.  1833,        -    $2,227,363 
Do.     Slst  Dec.  1835,        -      4^735,296 
3  per  cents.  -        -        -      3,262,863 

$10,225,522 

being  the  amount  of  the  debt  remaining  unpaid  on  the  lit 
January,  1833.  The  amount  of  three  per  cents,  which 
will  then  be  unpaid,  will  somewhat  exceed  three  millions,- 
and  they  must  be  first  paid,  because  the  dther  remaining 
stock  will  not  be  immediately  payable. 

This  inconsiderable  amount  of  debt  remaining  luipaid, 
may  be  extinguished  either  by  a  sale  of  the  bank  stock,  as 
proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  which  I 
approve,  or,  if  tl)is  course  should  not  be  adopted  by  Con- 
gress, then  this  debt  can  be  redeemed  by  the  sale  of  the 
public  lands,  or  by  an  extension  of  the  time  for  the  reduc- 
tion and  repeal  of  import  duties  to  the  30th  June,  1833. 
1  feel  almost  confident  that,  if  we  adopt  the  course  I  have 
here  proposed,  the  whole  amount  of  public  debt  maybe 
discharged  in  that  year,  except  the  small  amount  due  in 
1835,  which  also  may  be  redeemed,  if  the  holders  of  the 
stock  due  in  that  year  will  sell  it. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  ^PP"'" 
that  we  ought  to  retain  a  revenue  of  eighteen  millions  of 
dollars.  [Here  Mr.  CLAY  exphiined.  He  said  thai  he 
remarked  in  his  speech  that  eighteen  millions  might  now 
be  retuned,  and  hereafter  to  be  reduced,  if  dreutn- 
stances  woiJd  jjermit.]  To  which  I  replied  that  1  had 
not  read  the  printed  speech  of  the  Senator,  [Mr.  CL»r,] 
but  was  amply  susbuned  in  the  quotation  he  had  made,  by 
the  recollection  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr. 
Hatwx.]  Let  me  inquire  why,  and  for  what  purpose, 
the  eighteen  millions  should  now  be  retained.  The  an- 
nual expenses  of  Government,  hereafter,  ought  not  to 
exceed  thirteen  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,- and 
they  will  not,  probably,  exceed  twelve  million  five  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.    The  miscellaneous  expenses  can- 
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not  exceed  thoae  of  preceding  yeirs;  on  the  contrary,  they 
will  not,  I  think,  Ainoant  to  so  much.  The  Senator  may 
have  two  objects  in  view,  when  he  proposes  so  krge  a 
rerenoc.  The  one  may  be,  to  cany  into  efiect  his  splen- 
did ideas  of  internal  improrement;  the  oUier,  lest  by  a 
reductioa  of  the  revenue  below  eighteen  millions,  the  du- 
ties on  protected  articles  must  necessarily  be  reduced. 
In  relation  to-  the  first  object,  I  presume  the  Senator  will 
not  expect  great  success  while  the  present  President  re- 
mains in  office;  and  the  second  object  will,  certainly,  tend 
to  continue  the  dissatisfection  which  now  prevaiis,  in  a 
great  degree,  in  the  Southern  States,  and  which  might 
lead  to  consequences  too  serious  to  be  even  thought  of. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  candidly  avow  my  opinion  respecting 
this  important  matter.  It  is  this:  the  revenue,  from  the 
customs,  ought  not  to  exceed  the  sum  of  thirteen  millions 
of  dollars;  and  I  would  prefer  a  revenue  of  twelve  mil 
Cons.  I'he  revenue  from  the  sale  of  the  public  lands,  I 
estimate  (taking  the  average  of  a  series  of  years)  at  two 
millions^  and  the  bank  dividend  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  This  latter  income  may  cease  in  a  few  years. 
The  tlvce  items  which  I  have  enumerated,  would  produce 
a  groas  revenue  of  fifteen  million  five  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  Deducting  from  this  sum  the  bank  dividend, 
there  will  remain  the  sum  of  fifteen  millioas  of  dollars — 
aflfording',  in  my  opinion,  a  surplus  sufficiently  ample  for 
aqy  probable  extraordinary  exigency,  or  demand  on  the 
treasurj-,  which  could  possibly  arise.  If  the  revenue  from 
customs  could  be  reduced  to  twelve  millions  of  dol- 
lua,  it  would  diminiA  the  total  nett  revenue  to  four- 
teen million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  which  I  con- 
sider ad  amply  suffident.  Indeed,  I  feel  confident  that 
there  would  be  a  handsome  surplus  of  from  two  millions 
to  three  millions  per  annum,  which  might  be  applied  to 
the  more  rapid  completion  of  the  fortifications,  the  esta- 
bhsbmeat  of  additional  arsenals,  and  other  objects  of  a 
national  character. 

The  Senator  [Hr.  Clai]  has  said  "that  temporary 
causes  may  exact  a  reluctant  acquiescence  from  the  peo- 
ple of  the  West,  in  the  suspension  of  appropriations  to 
objects  of  internal  improvement;  but,  as  certain  as  you 
(the  ViCB  Pruidxst)  preside  in  that  chair,  or  the  sun 
performs  its  diurnal  revolution,  they  will  not  be  satisfied 
with  the  abandonment  of  the  policy."  Now,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  will  ask  the  Senators  from  the  West,  whether  im- 
provements, of  a  national  character,  have  ever  been 
refilled  to  the  West  by  the  Senate,  or  even  by  Congress. 
If  there  have  been  any  such,  they  have  escaped  ray  recol- 
lection. It  will  be  my  object  to  show  that  Congress  have 
done  as  much,  perhaps  more,  for  the  improvements  re- 
quired by  the  West,  than  for  the  East  I  will  enumerate 
some  of  a  prominent  character.  I  omit  all  appropriations 
of  land  granted  to  the  scats  of  Government,  and  reserved 
for  salines.  There  were  gfranted,  for  roads  and  canals,  to 
Ohio,  one  million  mx  thousand  one  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven  acres  of  land,  valued,  at  the  minimum  price,  at  one 
million  two  hundred  and  fifty-seven  thousand  six  hundred 
and  seventy-one  dollars.  To  Indiana  was  granted,  for 
the  same  (Ejects,  three  hundred  and  fifty-five  thousand 
two  hundred  acres  of  land,  amounting  in  value  to  Tour 
hundred  and  forty-four  thousand  dollars.  To  Illinois  was 
granted,  for  similar  objects,  four  hundred  and  eighty  thou- 
sand acres  of  land,  valued  at  six  hundred  tliousand  dollars. 
To  Alabama  was  granted,  for  the  same  objects,  four  hun- 
dred thousand  acres  of  lajid,  valued  at  five  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars.  The  whole  of  the  foregoing  grants  of  land 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  two  million  eight  hundred  and 
one  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy-one  dollars.  The 
fosegoing  statements  were  taken  from  document  Nu.  145, 
3 1st  Congress,  1st  session.  There  were  also  appropriated, 
agreeably  to  document  No.  11,  of  the  same  Congress  and 
session,  but  not  distinctly  stated  for  what  objects,  the  fol- 
lowing appropriations  of  land,  viz. 
Vol.  VIII.— 13 


JuTtS' 

Value. 

,133,719 
440,303 
930,061 
200,000 

$1,415,^9 

550,354 

1,150,077 

350,000 

Missouri, 
Missisappi, 
Louisiana, 
Tennestee, 

In  addition  to  those  grants  of  land  which  I  hare  enu- 
merated, large  sums  of  money  have  been  appropriated, 
to  wit:  for  the  Louisville  and  ForUand  Canal  Company, 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars;  for  the  improvement  of' 
the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  rivers;  for  the  improvement  of 
the  mouths  of  almost  every  creek  and  river  m  Obkv  emp- 
tying into  lake  Erie;  for  Uie  improvement  of  the  harbor 
of  Fresque  Isle,  on  lake  Erie;  for  the  Cumberland  road 
through  Ohio,  and  for  its  being  extended  through  the 
whole  extent  of  Indiana  and  Illinois,  agreeably  to  the 
wishes  of  those  States,  which  appropriation  of  money  can- 
not be  less  than  two  millions  of  doUars— making  the  total 
of  land  and  money  amount  to  nearly  five  millions  of  dol- 
lars: whilst  Maiyland  has  been  expending  its  own  money, 
and  that  of  Baltimore,  to  the  amount  of  fi-om  twenty 
to  twenty-seven  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  for  the  last 
twenty  years,  for  the  preservation  of  the  harbor  of  Balti- 
more; and  whilst  a  subscription  to  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  of  five  hundred  thousand  dolhuv,  has 
been  refused,  although  equally  beneficial  to  the  West  as 
to  the  East.  The  West,  Mr.  President,  are  satisfied,  at 
least  I  suppose  so,  because  they  have  scarcely  ever  asked 
for  appropriations  of  money  from  the  treasury,  or  luid 
from  the  public  domain,  for  application  to  national  objects 
in  the  West,  without  having  such  request  ultimately 
g^nted. 

The  West,  Mr.  Frendent,  has  always  been  the  fiivored 
child  of  Congress.  We  have  seen  its  rapid  improvement, 
and  we  lool^  with  pleasure,  to  its  future  great  conse- 
quence to  this  Union.  It  has  been  our  du^,  as  well  as 
our  wish,  to  promote  all  its  improvements  of  a  national 
character;  and  I  trust,  and  believe,  that  Congress  will,  as 
it  has  heretofore  done,  do  all  that  lays  in  its  power,  to 
promote  its  happiness  and  increase.  I  have  always  been, 
«s  Senators  well  know,  and  shall  ever  continue  to  be,  a 
friend  to  the  West,  in  promoting  its  views  in  every  thing 
which  relates  to  internal  improvement  of  a  national  cha- 
racter. 

1  return  my  thanks  to  the  Senate  for  their  polite  indul- 
gence, and  will  now  resume  my  seat. 

Mr.  HOLMES  next  rose.  He  said,  I  should  not,  pro- 
bably, Mr.  President,  have  thrown  myself  on  the  indul- 
gence of  the  Senate,  had  not  the  Senator  from  South  Ca- 
rolina [Mr.  Haiite]  denied  the  power  of  Congress  to 
protect  our  manufactures,  and  intimated  an  opinion  that 
a  State  might  annul  the  acts  of  the  Federal  Government, 
And  although  the  few  sentiments  which  he  uttered  on  the 
subject  came  in  at  the  close  of  his  remarks,  and  seemed 
ratlier  as  an  afterthought,  yet,  as  he  has  embodied  them 
in  the  speech,  lean  never  let  doctrines  so  dangerous  pass 
without  my  decisive  disapprobation.  Here  every  fnend 
of  the  constitution  should  be  upon  the  walls — he  should 
"  cry  aloud,  and  spare  not."  Here,  we  should  repeat 
again  and  again,  here  there  should  be  "  line  upon  line, 
and  precept  upon  precept."  And  though  my  little  bark 
has  been  pelted  and  shattered  by  tlie  storms  and  tempests 
which  infest  the  capes,  shores,  and  seas  of  public  life, 
yet,  frail  as  itjis,  I  will  venture  to  launch  it  into  the  boister- 
ous ocean  of  debate,  if  thereby  I  can  contribute  aught  to 
save  the  constitution  of  my  country  from  the  shipwreck  to 
which  it  is  exposed.  Sir,  I  have  entertained  an  early 
and  constant  veneration  for  this  constitution.  My  first 
essay  in  political  debate  was  to  defend  it  against  innova- 
tion, under  the  specious  name  of  amendment;  and  I  shall 
never  cease  to  regret  the  success  of  that  alteration  in  re- 
g^ard  to  the  election  of  President  and  Vice  President.  It 
has  unquestionably  impaired  the  beauty  and  harmony  of 
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the  syatem,  and  multiplied  the  dangers  which  will  always 
attend  the  election  of  a  chief  magistrate.  When  an  at- 
tempt was  afterwards  made  in  my  own,  ahd  some  other  of 
the  New  England  States,  to  annul  the  acts  of  the  General 
Goremment,  I  then  exerted  my  feeble  powers,  against 
fearful  odds,  to  defend  this  constitution  against  heresy  and 
infatuation.  And  the  same  doctrines  which  I  then  incul- 
cated upon  the  Hartford  conrentionists  of  the  B^ast,  I  will 
now  enforce  upon  the  nullifiers  of  the  South.  Sir,  is  it 
not  the  same  cause?  Usurpation  of  a  State  upon  the  le- 
gitimate powers  of  the  Federal  Government? 
_  I  know  fun  well  that  even  the  thought  of  a  dry  discus- 
sion of  this  constitutional  question  is  more  revolting  to 
the  hearer  than  it  is  even  to  the  speaker;  still,  sir,  its  im- 
portance at  this  crisis  calls  for  the  aid  of  all  its  fKends.  The 
strengfth  and  power  which  is  exerted  against  it,  was  never 
greater  than  it  now  is.  We  see  statesmen  of  the  highest 
order,  inferior  to  few  in  any  country,  whose  power  and 
influence  in  a  good  cause  would  idmost  certainly  ensure  its 
iucceas,  by  some  strange  delusion,  converting  our  Federal 
Government  into  a  mere  rope  of  sand.  In  this  state  of 
the  case,  I  must  approach  this  part  of  the  subject,  forbid- 
ding as  it  is,  and  volunteer  my  humble  services  in  defence 
of  this  constitution.  I  will,  sa,  for  brevity's  sake,  quote 
that  part  only  of  the  constitution  which  grants  to  Con- 
gress the  power  to  lay  and  collect  imposts.  That  the 
character  of  an  impost  tax  was  well  understood  when  it 
was  inserted  in  the  constitution,  cannot  be  well  doubted, 
if  we  con^der  the  men  who  framed  it  It  had  never  been 
confined  or  limited  to  the  object  of  revenue.  Great  Bri- 
tain had  always  exercised  this  power  to  protect  her  manu- 
&cturing  industry,  and  was,  at  that  time,  exercising  it 
with  a  relentless  hand,  to  suppress  and  entirely  destroy 
the  infent  manufiujtures  of  the  United  States.  The  chief 
mischief  to  be  remedied  was  the  want  of  an  eflicient  power 
to  wrest  from  impending  ruin  our  own  domestic  indus- 
try. Foreign  goods  were  never  cheaper,  yet  we  were 
never  poorer,  or  in  greater  embarrassment  or  distress; 
and  I  declare  it  as  my  deliberate  belief,  that,  but  for  the 
want  of  this  protective  power,  the  constitution  never  could 
have  been  adopted. 

Now,  sir,  there  is  no  other  restriction  on  this  power  of 
imposing  an  impost,  but  that  it  shall  not  be  imposed  on 
exports,  and  that  it  shall  be  "  uniform"  throughout  the 
TJnited  States.  The  first  restriction  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question,  and  the  last  refers  not  at  all  to  the  equality 
of  the  tax  on  different  parts  of  the  Union.  An  impost  is 
a  tax  on  consumption,  which  can  never  be  equal  unless 
you  can  compel  all  to  consume  to  the  same  amount  of  the 
same  article;  or  it  fluctuates  between  the  consumer  and  pro- 
ducer, or  falls  exclusively  on  tlie  latter,  according  to  the 
vicissitudes  of  trade.  No  one  can,  for  a  moment,  imagine 
that  the  framers  of  the  constitution  could  have  ever  enter- 
tuned  the  thought  that  this  tax  was  to  fall  equally  on  all. 

It  was  to  be  "  uniform"  in  this — ^that  the  same  article 
should,  in  all  parts  of  the  tjnion,  be  subject  to  the  same 
duty. 

Now,  can  you  make  this  impost  duty  bend  to  any  pur- 
pose except  that  of  revenue  ?  Can  you,  for  instance,  re- 
gard the  ability  of  the  persons  taxed?  If  it  must  be  ex- 
clusively financial,  you  must  impose  it  on  that  which  will 
produce  the  greatest  revenue,  regardless  of  all  other  con- 
siderations. May  you  not  have  in  view  public  economy, 
and  give  your  imposts  a  sumptuary  ckaracter?  It  will  not 
be  denied  that  this  tax  has  always  been  made  to  bear  most 
heavily  on  luxuries.  And,  if  it  may  have  regard  to  the 
economy,  why  not  to  the'  morals  of  society  ?  May  you  not, 
for  instance,  impose  less  on  articles  of  necessary  consump- 
tion, and  more  on  those  which  lead  to  intemperance  and 
other  immoralities?  It  is  surely  the  characteristic  feature 
of  an  impost,  and  among  its  chief  excellencies,  that  it  may 
be  thus  used.  May  you  not  regard  religion  in  our  imposts; 
kying  heavier  burdens  on  irreugious  books  than  on  others, 


and  even  exemptinpr  bibles  Antirely?  If,  in  these  thingi, 
you  hare  a  discretion,  if  you  can  tax  the  rich  and  relien 
the  poor — the  extravagant  for  the  sake  of  jthe  prudent— 
the  immoral  fbr  the  moral — ^infidelity  and  vice  for  pietr 
and  virtue — why  not  idleness  for  industry,  inasmuch  at 
indolence  is  the  parent  of  vice;  and  nothing  is  more  trie 
than  the  adage,  that  "  when  the  devilfiods  aman  idle, he 
generally  sets  him  at  work."  . 

But  it  is,  I  believe,  adnutted,  that  an  impost  mav  be 
"  Incidentally"  protective.     Now,  if  by  "  incidental"  we 
are  to  understand  casual,  fortuitous,  accidental,  the  pro- 
tection must  be  a  mere  happening,  and  cannot  at  til 
enter  into  the  design.     iCserable,  indeed,  would  be  tht 
fate  of  your  manufactures,  were  then-  protection  to  be 
the  sport  of  chance,  or  a  blind  fatuity.     But  ascribe  to 
the  term  a  secondary  meaning,  to  wit,  "subordinate,  or 
not  essential  to  the  chief  purpose,"  and  then  your  impoit 
must  be  chiefly  financial,  subordinately  protective.    But 
here  a  question  meets  us  at  the  threshold.    In  determin- 
ing whether  an  impost  is  chiefly  financial  or  not,  must  we, 
in  order  to  determine  its  character  for  constitutionality, 
be  governed  by  the  design_or  the  effect?    It  will  be  rea- 
dily perceived,  an  act  intended  for  revenue  may  become 
almost  entirely  protective.     It  has  been  the  case  of  mub 
and  other  arncles;  and,  on  the  contrary,  an  act  intended 
for  protection  may  operate  excluavely  for  revenue.    Let 
us  first  suppose  it  is  the  design  of  the  act  which  is  to  de- 
termine its  character,  and  tliat  we  could  agree  in  the  tri- 
bunal to  make  the  decision — it  must  be  an  exceedingly 
critical  matter  to  decide.     You  must  keep  an  accout  cun 
rent  of  motives,  and  set  down  to  the  credit  of  the  law 
those  Senators  who  voted  for  it  as  a  revenue  law;  and  to  the 
debit  side  those  who  voted  for  it  for  protection;  and  tboie 
for  nothing,  who  were  governed  ahke  by  both  motiro. 
But  when  you  come  to  those  who  were  governed  almost 
as  much  by  one  consideration,  and  also  those  who  were 
against  the  law  altogether,  you  would  find  it  exceedingly 
difficult  to  get  down  to  the  end  of  the  alphabet  with  any 
accuracy  even  in  this  Senate.  And  then  you  must  ascertain 
the  motives  of  a  much  more  numerous  branch,  many 
members  of  which  would  not  probably  know  how  or  why 
they  voted;  and,  could  you  even  surmount  all  these  difii- 
duUies,   and    go  to  the   President  to  inquire  of  bin, 
here  you  are  finally  stopped:  fortius  Senate  has  solemnly 
decided  that  he  is  not  obliged  to  give  any  reasons  for  any 
thing.     And  where  is  the  tribunal  to  search  the  hearts  ind 
try  the  designs  of  the  Federal  Legislature  who  enacted 
the  law?    TTie  Supreme  Court  would  not.     In  a  very  pal- 
pable case,    (the  Senators   from   Georgia  know  what  I 
mean,)  that  court  solemnly  decided  that  they  would  not 
inquire  into  the  purity  of  the  motives  of  the  legislators 
who  enacted  the  law;  and  if  they  would  not  in  that  case, 
it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  they  would  in  any  odier, 
for  a  stronger  could  scarcely  occur.    The  design  of  a 
law  of  Congress,  then,  is  only  to  fee  examined  by  a  State; 
and  its  Legislature  Is,  I  suppose,  to  sit  in  judgment  on  the 
menders  of  Congress,  penetrate  then-  inmost  thought^ 
and  pronounce  a  law  unconstitutional  or  not,  as,  in  their 
wisdom,  they  may  have  ascertained  tlie  motives  of  the 
legislators  who  enacted  it.     If  our  Government  is  such  a 
p^pable  absurdity,  such  a  compound  of  contradictions 
and  inconsistencies,  it  is  a  poor  compliment  to  those  pa- 
triots who  formed  it,  and  the  people  who  adopted  it,  and 
its  dissolution  might  be  anticipated  without  one  feeling  of 
regret. 

But  if  the  constitutionality  is  to  be  determined  by  toe 
effect,  the  difficulties  will  thicken,  and  are  indeed  insur- 
mountable. The  decision  is  to  be  made  not  upon  the  laws 
and  constitution,  but  by  matter  of  fact.  It  is  to  depend 
upon  facts,  and  of  a  character,  too,  the  most  corrupt  and 
uncertain,  ascertained  not  even  by  positive  and  direct  tet- 
timony,  but  upon  the  mere  opinions  of  men  influenced  by 
different  and  opposite  views  and  interests.     Is  this  law  of 
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Caigienchiefl;rfi'tu)cial  or  chiefly  protective  in  its  ope- 
ntiooi?  This  is  the  question  of  fact  to  be  determined, 
upon  whicli  \angi  the  validity  of  a  la\r.  A  State  (for 
your  federal  court  would  not,)  looking  up  evidence  to 
nullt^  an  act  of  Congress!  Look  a  little  further — an  act 
at  fint  financial  and  very  constitutional,  becomes,  by  its 
opentioD,  protective,  and  therefore  unconstitutional — 
dod.  And  who  can  tell  at  what  time  it  died?  When 
was  this  good  law  converted  into  a  dead  letter?  And  if 
this  be  so,  then  the  converse  proposition  is  true,  that  an 
act  of  Congress,  protective,  and  therefore  unconstitu- 
tional, at  first,  may,  bv  the  course  of  events,  be  raised 
into  fbll  and  active  life  by  its  becoming  financial.  Sir,  can 
K  be  seriously  insisted  that  this  power  over  the  impost  is 
confined  ezclusivclj  to  revenue,  or  that  it  has  annexed 
to  it  this  vague,  visionary,  incoherent,  "  incidental"  quali- 
\3,  vtiich  none  can  define  or  understand?  It  is  most  mani- 
fest that  this  word  was  inserted  in  the  constitution  with  its 
then  ordinary  import,  force,  and  effect,  qualified  or  altered 
only  by  the  exceptions  and  limitations  connected  with  it. 
And  tU  of  such  a  character  were  those  only  which  re- 
quire its  "  uniformity,"  and  forbid  it  upon  "  exports." 

But  for  what  other  purposes  tlian  revenue  was  this 
power  given?  The  purpose  for  which  it  has  always  been 
enployed  by  other  nations,  and  by  several  of  the  States, 
«u  commercial;  and,  in  some  nations,  that  was  almost  ita 
exclusive  purpose.  Other  modes  of  taxation  were  resort- 
ed to  for  revenue,  ))ut  this  was  an  instrument  for  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce.  This,  when  the  constitution  was 
bmed,  was  the  chief  engine  of  all  the  restrictions  and 
duotervailing  restrictions  of  every  commercial  nation. 
Be  people  of  the  United  States  were  suffering  from  this 
power  which  they  themselves  were  unable  to  exercise; 
ad  it  was  for  this  reason,  more  than  any  other,  that  they 
aaaented  to  adopt  the  constitution. 

Look  at  the  connexion  of  the  grant  to  lay  and  collect 
impoiU  with  the  other  grants.  "  To  pay  the  debts,"  this 
none  purpose.  To  "  provide  for  the  common  defence 
lad  general  welfare,"  is  this  a  substantive  grant  ?  If  it  is, 
it  includes  the  protection  of  manufactures  and  every  thing 
die.  b  it  a  purpose  or  design  of  other  g^rants?  That  is, 
miy  you  raise  and  appropriate  money  at  discretion?  If 
soi  the  power  of  protection  is  included.  I  do  not  contend 
forcitherof  those  constructions.  Congress  has  power  to 
hf  mi.  collect  imposts  for  the  purpose  of  providing  for 
the  common  defence  and  general  weliiire,  viz.  for  the 
purpoie  of  carrying  into  effect  the  other  specified  powers, 
one  of  which  is  the  "  power  to  regulate  commerce  with 
f<x«ign  nations,  and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
the  Indian  tribes."  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  in 
the  debate  on  the  tariff  of  1824,  and  he  seems  now  to  urge 
the  same  idea,  insist^  that  as  the  power  to  regulate  com- 
merce is  expressly  given,  and  that  to  regulate  agricultui-e 
»nd  nianufiictures  is  not,  it  is  clear  that  no  such  power  can 
be  inferred.  It  shall  be  my  purpose  to  examine  this  ob- 
jeetioD,  and  I  shall  do  it  particularly;  and,  as  the  coniiti- 
titioiis  become  the  subject  of  ingenious  criticism,  and  is 
in  danger  of  being  frittered  away  m  this  manner,  I  shall 
indulge  in  a  close  examination,  even  at  the  expense  of  be- 
ing tbougfat  pedantic. 

Nov,  sir,  what  was  the  known  ngnification  of  this 
vonl  "commerce,"  when  it  was  inserted  in  the  oonstitu- 
tioo?  I  will  give  its  literal,  its  historical  or  practical,  and 
its  politictl  or  scientific  definitions.  The  best  lexico- 
{nphers  define  it,  "the  exchange  of  one  thing  for  ano- 
ther;" is  a  general  sense,  an  interchange  or  mutual  ex- 
tksnge  of  goods,  wares,  productions,  or  property  of  any 
bid,  between  nations  ot  individuals,  either  by  barter  or 
'>]'  porchase  and  sale.  <■  The  Itx  menataria  includes  in 
IM  word  whatever  is  transacted  in  the  way  of  barter,  pur- 
disse,  or  sale."  Dr.  Anderson  comprehends  in  commerce, 
"navigation,  colonies,  manofactures,  fisheries,  mines, 
•fwutur^  and  money  concents." 


The  Edinburgh  Encyclopedia  says  of  commerce,  that 
the  word  is  frequently  used  in  the  umited  sense  of  mer- 
cantile intercourse  with  a  foreign  country,  while  trade  is 
made  to  denote  traffic  among  the  inhabitants  of  the  same 
country.  Strictly  speaking,  however,  there  is  no  founds^ 
tion  for  this  distinction,  either  word  being  entitled,  both 
by  etymology  and  decisive  authority,  to  a  comprehensive 
and  g^nerd  interpretation.  Either  may,  therefore,  be 
defined,  in  its  broadest  sense,  "an  exchange  of  commo- 
dities, whether  the  object  of  the  exchange  be  consiunption 
or  resale  at  a  profit." 

Mr.  Say,  the  most  scientific  theorist  on  political  econo- 
my, inchides  in  it  all  products  of  agricultural  and  manu- 
facturing industry.  He  observes,  uiat  industry,  limited 
to  the  collection  of  natural  products,  is  agricultural;  em- 
ployed in  severing,  compounding,  or  fasiuoning  them  to 
the  satisfaction  ofour  wants,  is  manufacturing;  and  in 
placing  these  within,  which  before  were  beyond  our 
reach,  is  commercial.  From  all  these  we  come  down  to 
this  conclusion,  that "  commerce,"  as  understood  when  the 
constitution  was  adopted,  is  tlie  interchange  or  mutual  ex- 
change of  the  products  of  agriculture  and  manu&ctures. 
Now,  it  is  very  true  that  the  constitution  does  not  grant 
power  to  regulate  agriculture  and  manufactures,  but  it 
does  grant  the  power  to  regulate  the  exchange  of  their 
products.  Had  the  constituUon  conferred  on  Congress 
the  power  to  regulate  agriculture  and  manufitctures,  it 
would  have  conferred  too  much;  that  is,  in  what  manner 
these  shall  be  produced,  or  whether  at  all.  Had  it  con- 
ferred the  power  to  regulate  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manufactures,  it  would  have  amoimted  to  about  the 
same.  But  had  it  conferred  the  power  to  regulate  the 
interchange,  or  mutual  exchange,  of  these  products,  it 
would  have  done  circuitously  what  it  has,  in  part,  done 
concisely,  and  distinctly,  and  much  more  appropriately. 

Take  away  from  commerce  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manufactures,  and  there  is  nothing  left;  labor  and  ca- 
pital are  the  agent,  the  products  of  ^^iculture  and  manu- 
factures the  object,  and  commerce  is  the  action.  Now, 
take  away  the  object,  and  there  is  nothing  on  which  to 
act.  And  how  can  you  act  when  there  b  nothine  to  do? 
Without  these  products,  commerce  is  a  mere  ideal  being; 
it  is  even  less,  it  is  the  merest  abstraction;  there  is  nothing 
in  it  tangible,  ostensible,  or  imaginable.  You  may  as  weB 
conceive  of  roundness  without  a  ball,  of  smoothness  with- 
out a  surface,  motion  without  something  to  be  moved,  a 
quality  without  the  thing  qualified,  as  of  commerce  without 
the  objects  of  exchange. 

Navigation  is  not  commerce,  and  no  power  is  given  to 
regulate  this.  It  is  the  vehicle,  the  instrument,  by  which 
commerce  is  carried  on.  It  is  even  less  essential  to  com- 
merce than  the  products  of  agriculture  and  manufactures; 
because  without  these  there  can  be  no  commerce;  and 
without  the  interchange  of  these,  commerce  is  a  misno- 
mer. And  where  is  your  power  to  regulate  seamen,  as 
anotlier  instrument  of  commerce?  Yet  this  never  has 
been  questioned. 

And  what  is  this  power  to  "rtgulate.^'  It  is  to  make 
rules  to  govern.  And  what  is  a  rule?  It  is  a  law.  We 
all  remember  when,  in  our  incipient  studies,  we  were 
taught  that  a  law  was  "  a  rule  of  civil  conduct,  prescribed 
by  the  supreme  power  of  a  State,  commanding  what  is 
right,  and  forbidding  what  is  wrong."  The  supreme  is 
tlie  legislative  power;  and  this  must  be  supreme  over  the 
subject-matter,  and  person  on  which  it  is  called  to  act;  and 
the  "  right  or  wrong"  is  determined  by  the  decree  of  the 
judiciary,  to  whom,  in  free  Governments,  this  duty  is  con- 
fided. The  word  rule,  is,  in  tlie  constitution  synonymous 
with  law.  "  Uniform  niles  of  naturalization,"  and  "  rules 
for  the  government  of  the  army  and  navy,"  are  made  by 
enactments,  and  are,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  laws. 
To  regulate  commerce,  tlierefore,  is  to  prescribe  rules  to 
govern  the  exchange  of  the  products  w  agriculture  and 


Digitized  by 


Google 


199 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


200 


Skxatk.] 


The  Tariff. 


[Jak.  30, 1832. 


msnufactares;  and  it  »  a  power  over  the  whole  subject- 
matter,  except  where  restrained  by  the  constitution  itself. 
It  would  seem  to  me  that  this  inference  is  irreastible,  and 
that,  unless  the  regulation  of  commerce  includes  that  of 
the  exchange  of  its  objects,  it  is  nothing  but  an  abstraction. 

But  if  I  am  wrong  in  this,  the  constitution  has  failed 
of  its  design.  It  originated  in  the  want  of  power  to  re- 
ciprocate the  favor,  and  retaliate  the  injuries  of  foreign 
nations  on  this  very  subject  of  trade.  This  power  of  pro- 
tecting our  own  manu&cturer  was  urged  as  the  chief  rea- 
son for  its  adoption.  Some  States  had,  notwithstanding 
the  articles  of  confederation,  undertaken  to  expound' 
treaties.  Congress,  on  the  13th  of  April,  1787,  came  to 
the  following  resolution : 

"Resohed,  That  the  Legislature  of  the  several  States 
cannot  explain,  limit,  or  control,  a  national  treaty,  but 
such  treaties  are  the  supreme  laws  of  the  land,  by  the  ar- 
ticles of  the  confederation." 

In  1784,  April  30,  a  resolution  of  Congress  recom- 
mended to  the  several  States  to  vest  the  United  States  in 
Cong^ss  assembled,  for  the  term  of  fifteen  years,  with 
power  to  prohibit  any  goods  from  being  imported  into,  or 
exported  from,  any  of  the  States,  in  vessels  belonging  to, 
or  navigated  by,  the  subjects  of  any  Power  with  whom  the 
Unitea  States  have  not  formed  any  treaties  of  commerces 
and,  also,  of  prohibiting  the  subjects  of  any  foreign  State, 
&c.  unless  authorized  by  treaty,  from  importing  into  the 
United  States  any  goods,  &c.  which  are  not  the  produce 
or  manufiicture  of  the  dominions  of  the  sovereign  whose 
subjects  they  are. — 5  MartliaWa  fVeuhinglon,  70. 

"  The  idea  of  compelling  Great  Britain  to  relax  some- 
what of  the  rieors  of  her  system,  by  opposing  it  with  re- 
gulations equally  restrictive,  seems  to  have  been  generally 
taken  up."— /d.  69. 

So  also  note,  Mr.  Adams's  letter,  recommending  that 
Congress  should  have  the  power. 

"  The  Boston  petitioners  request  that  the  numerous  im- 
positions of  the  British  on  the  trade  and  exports  of  these 
States  may  be  forthwith  contravened,  by  similar  expedi- 
ents on  our  part." — Id.  77. 

"  The  Pennsylvania  memorial,  after  stating  that  other 
nations  will  not  be  restrained  by  any  apprehennons,  as 
long  as  the  power  remains  severally  with  the  States,  of 
being  met  by  any  consistent  and  effectual  restrictions  on 
our  part,  prays  Congress  to  recommend  to  the  States  to 
give  it  the  necessary  power  over  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  "—/rf.  78. 

Washington,  in  a  letter  to  a  friend  in  Great  Britain,  thus 
states:  "They  (the  people)  now  see  the  indispensable 
necessity  of  a  general  controlling  power,  and  are  address- 
ing their  respective  assemblies  to  grant  it  to  Congress." — 
l£  do. 

Again:  "I  do  not  see  that  ve  can  long  exist  as  a  nation, 
without  lodging  somewhere  a  power  which  will  pervade 
the  whole  Union,  in  as  energetic  a  manner  as  the  authority 
of  the  State  Governments  extends  over  the  several  States." 
Id.  95. 

"  Suppose,  as  has  been  contended,  that  the  federal  power 
of  taxation  were  to  be  confined  to  duties  on  imports,  it  is 
evident  that  the  want  of  being  able  to  command  other  re- 
sources would  frequently  be  tempted  to  extend  those  du- 
ties to  an  injurious  excess." — 1  Federalist,  No.  35,  p.  18. 

"  The  more  intelligent  adversaries  of  the  constitution 
adnut  the  necessi^  of  the  power  of  taxation,  but  they 
qualify  their  admission  by  a  distinction  between  what  they 
call  internal  taxations;  the  latter  of  which  they  explain 
into  commercial  imposts,  or  rather  duties  on  importnl  ar- 
ticles; they  declare  themselves  willing  to  concede  to  the 
Federal  Government."—:  Federalut,  Ifo.  30,  p.  19. 

"  Our  manufiwtures  are  another  great  object  which  has 
received  no  encoun^ment  by  national  duties  on  foreign 
manufactures,  and  they  never  can,  by  any  authority  in  the 
old  confederation. 


"The question  is,  have  these  been  encouraged?  Hu 
Congress  been  able,  by  national  laws,  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  such  foreign  commodities  as  are  nude  by  raw 
materials  as  we  ourselves  raise." — Mr.  Dawes,  of  it. 
EUiot's  Debates,  1  vol.  p.  76. 

"  Hr.  Pierce  (opposed  to  the  constitution)  was  afhid 
the  impost  would  be  abandoned  for  direct  taxation."— 
ld.91. 

Mr.  Williams,  of  New  Tork,  proposed  an  amendment 
to  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  that  when  the 
moneys  arising  from  imposts  and  excise  should  be  insuffi- 
cient, then  a  requisition  for  a  direct  tax  upon  the  States 
should  be  made,  and,  on  refusal.  Congress  should  levy  the 
tax."—!  EWofs  Debcdes,  p.  294—5. 

"  Chancellor  Livingston,  in  objectirg  to  this  amend- 
ment, remarked  that  if  the  manufactures  of  this  country 
were  always  to  be  in  a  state  of  infancy,  if  the  amendment 
were  only  a  temporary  expedient,  the  provision  might 
consist  with  good  policy;  but,  at  a  future  day,  an  en- 
larged population  will  render  us  a  manufacturing  people; 
the  imposts  will  then  necessarily  lessen,  and  the  public 
wants  will  call  for  new  sources  of  revenue." — Id.  p.  303. 

"  Mr.  Geoi^e  Mason  opposed  the  power  to  lay  direct 
taxes."— 2 £««)/,  p.  64. 

Mr.  Madison.  "Direct  taxes  will  only  be  recurred  to 
for  great  purposes." — Id.  96. 

"  Mr.  Nicholas.  Money  cannot  be  raised  more  ju£- 
ciously  than  by  imposts.  It  is  not  felt  by  the  people.  But 
he  insisted  that  the  power  of  direct  taxation  was  necessa- 
ry."—Jif.  98. 

"Mr.  Marshall  answered  the  objection,  that  direct  t«- 
ation  was  unnecessary." — Id.  187. 

"Mr.  Monroe  contended  against  direct  taxation,  be- 
cause the  impost  and  back  lands  were  sufficient." — Id.  332. 

Mr.  Madison.  "I  admit  that  the  impost  will  increase 
until  the  population  becomes  so  great  as  to  compel  us  to 
recur  to  manu&ctures." — Id.  23& 

Mr.  Spencer,  of  N.  C.  "I  would  give  them  the  power 
of  laying  imposts,  and  I  would  give  them  power  to  lay 
and  collet  excises.  I  confess  that  this  is  a  kind  of  tu 
that  I  would  with  great  reluctance  ag^ee  to  exercise.  But 
it  is  obvious  that,  unless  such  excises  were  admitted,  the 
public  burden  will  all  be  borne  ty  those  parts  of  the  com- 
munity which  do  not  manufacture  for  themselves."— 3 
EUii^,  p.  77. 

Mr.  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania.  "The  future  collection 
of  the  duties  and  imposts  will,  in  the  opinion  of  some,  su- 
persede the  necesaty  of  having  recourse  to  internal  taxa- 
tion."—3  Elliot,  p.  289. 

Mr.  Wilson  again,  on  the  same  suliject.  "  It  is  not  an 
important  object  to  extend  our  manufactures  and  our  com- 
merce, "—/c?.  282. 

"Mr.  Martin,  of  Maryland,  proposed,  in  the  conven- 
tion for  forming  the  constitution,  that  requisition  should 
precede  direct  taxation." — ^  Elliot,  Yates's  Mn.  30. 

"  Massachusetts  convention  ratified  the  constitution,  and 
proposed,  among  other  amendments,  that  Congress  do 
not  lay  direct  taxes  but  when  the  moneys  arising  from  the 
impost  and  excise  are  insufficient  for  the  public  exigencies; 
nor  then,  until  Congress  shall  have  first  made  a  requisition 
upon  the  States." — 4  EUiot,  310. 

South  Carolina.  "The  General  Government  of  the 
United  States  ought  never  to  impose  direct  taxes  but 
where  the  moneys  arising  from  the  duties  on  imposts  and 
excise  are  insufficient  for  the  public  exigencies;  nor  then, 
until  Congress  shall  have  made  requintion  upon  the 
States."— 4  Elliot,  214. 

"New  Hampshire  in  nearly  the  same  words." — Id. 

"New  York,  nearly  the  same." — Id.  218. 

Rliode  Island.  "No  direct  taxes  without  previous  re- 
quisition, nor  without  the  consent  of  three-fourths  of  the 
States."— At  225. 

"In  the  preamble  of  the  act  of  the  22d  July,  1789, 
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the  leason  of  that  tariff  is  aneged  to  be  to  pay  debts  and 
protect  domestic  manufatures." — 17S9,  Jlrst  $esnon. 

"To  complete  a  temporary  system  (of  revenue  J  in 
time  to  embrace  the  spring  importations,  Mr.  Madison 
presented  the  scheme  of  impost  which  had  been  recom- 
meuled  by  the  former  Congress,  and  had  already  received 
the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  tlie  States;  to  which  he 
jddea  a  propo«tion'for  a  tonnage  duty.  Mr.  Fitzsimmons, 
of  Pennjylvania,  moved  to  enlarge  the  catalogue  of  spe- 
cific duties,  to  include  those  calculated  to  encourage  the 
prodoctioos  of  our  own  country,  and  protect  our  infant 
naimractures,  and  others  tending  to  operate  as  sumptuary 
testrictions  upon  articles  of  luxury.  But  though  the 
propriety  seemed  to  be  admitted,  yet  the  time  was  thought 
iimffic^Dt  for  a  permanent  and  extensive  plan." — 5  Mar- 
000,190. 

"Hr.  Madison  consented  to  subjmn  the  amendment 
propcHed  by  Mr.  F.,  and  it  was  received.  But  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  arose  on  filling  the  blanks,  as  to  particu- 
lar articlesi  and  no  inconsiderable  degree  of  watchfulness 
WIS  discovered  lest  those  States  which  were  more  popu- 
lous, and  whose  manufactures  were  in  greater  progress, 
should  lay  protecting  duties,  whereby  the  industry  of  one 
part  of  the  Union  would  be  encouraged  by  premiums 
charged  on  the  labor  of  another  part." — Id.  191. 
*  "  On  the  tonnag«  question,  Mr.  Madison  supported  the 
affirmative,  that  we  ought  to  have  vessels  enough  to  'an- 
swer all  the  purposes  of  our  commerce,  to  form  a  school 
fca'ieamen,  and  to  lay  the  foundation  of  a  navy;  and  if  this 
«re  a  bui^en  on  some  parts  of  the  Union,  they  ought  to 
bear  it  for  the  public  good." — Id.  192. 
.  Yoa  lee  then,  sir,  after  the  constitution  was  adopted 
aad  put  in  operation,  what  was  the  understanding  of  it  by 
thow  vho  contributed  to  its  formation  and  adoption.  The 
veij  first  public  general  law,  approved  on  the  memora- 
ble fooith  of  July,  1789,  bore  upon  the  fi«ce  of  it  its  de- 
sijnto  protect  domestic  manufactures.  If  the  constitution 
his  been  violated,  the  enormity  was  committed  by  its 
fiincTsand  adopters,  by  the  very  first  act  which  they  did 
after  their  votes  to  support  it,  and  this,  too,  on  the  glori- 
ous aaniversary  of  our  independence.  Its  death-wound 
wis  infiicted  at  its  birth — ay,  wantonly  inflicted — there 
vas  no  mistake — no  plea  of  ignorance  to  shelter  them; 
the  protection  of  manufactures  stood  in  glaring  capitab, 
conspicuously  on  its  front.  And,  strange  to  tell!  that, 
from  Aat  time  down  to  1824,  though  we  had  had  protec- 
tion upon  protection,  and  had  experienced  a  partisan 
fffiw,  in  which  the  combatants  were  violent  and  vindic- 
fivf,  »nd  not  over-fastidious  about  their  weapons,  not  a 
Gsp  was  uttered  of  this  usurpation,  nor  the  least  pretence 
of  the  unconstitutionality  of  a  protective  tariff.  Sir,  I  put 
these  historical  facts  against  all  the  arguments  made,  or 
to  be  node,  I  care  not  how  ingenious,  subtle,  or  power- 
M- ;  Washington,  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  a  host  of 
ofters,  who  miade  tliis  same  constitution,  could  not  have 
Msttken  its  design  in  this  respect;  and  tjiey  either  were 
n^t  in  the  exercise  of  this  power,  or  wilful  and  wicked 
onrpers. 

Sir,  it  is  most  certain  that  if  revenue  must  be  the  chief 
object  of  an  impost,  it  is  excluded  from  every  other  pur- 
oiit,  as  well  as  the  protection  of  manufactures.  How, 
then,  conM  the  tonnage  act  be  justified?  How-could  the 
im>a%  resolutions  of  Mr.  Madison,  of  1794,  discriminat- 
™?  against  nations  having  no  commercial  treaties  with  us, 
« justified?  Now  let  us  see  what  have  been  the  Execu- 
tite  opinion  and  practice  on  this  subject. 

Wiuhington's  inaugural  addrest. 

"The  advancement  of  agriculture,  commerce,  and 
nanulicture,  by  all  proper  means,  will  not,  I  trust,  need 
^""MBendation.  But  I  cannot  forbear  intimating  to  you 
™  expediency  of  giving  effectual  encouragement,  as 
well  to  the  mtrodaction  of  new  and  useibl  inventions 


from  abroad,  as  to  the  exertions  and  skill  in  producing 
them  at  home." 

Was  this  for  revenue? 

Mr.  Jefferson's  report  of  23d  February,  1793,  made 
pursuant  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  ot  the  14th  Fe- 
bruary, 1791: 

Where  a  nation  imposes  hig^  duties  on  our  produc- 
tions, or  prohibits  them  altogether,  it  may  be  proper  for 
us  to  do  the  same  by  theirs,  first  burdening  or  excluding 
those  productions  which  they  bring  here  in  competition 
with  bur  own  of  the  same  kind,  imposing  on  them  duties 
lower  at  first,  but  heavier  and  heavier  afterwards,  as  other 
channels  of  supply  open." 

Not  for  revenue,  surely. 

Message,  November,  1'804,  he  submits: 

"  Whether  the  great  interests  of  agriculture,  manufac 
tures,  commerce,  and  navigation,  can,  within  the  pale  of 
your  constitutional  powers,  be  aided  in  any  of  theur  rela- 
tions."   Nothing  of  revenue  in  all  this. 

Again:  "  An  immediate  prohibition  of  the  exportation 
of  arms  and  ammunition  is  submitted  to  your  considera- 
tion."   Nor  in  this. 

Message  of  December,  1806: 

"  Shall  we  suppress  the  impost,  and  give  that  advan- 
tage to  foreijrn  over  domestic  manufactures?"  This  looks 
like  protection. 

Mr.  Madison's  message,  December,  1810: 

"  Although  other  objects  will  press  more  immediately 
on  your  deliberations,  a  portion  of  them  cannot  but  be 
weU  bestowed  on  the  just  and  sound  policy  of  securing 
to  our  manufactures,  the  success  ttiey  have  attained,  and 
are  still  attaining,  under  the  impulse  of  causes  not  per- 
manent; and  to  our  navigation  tne  fidr  extent  of  which  it 
is  at  present  abridged  by  the  unequal  regulations  of 
foreign  Governments."    This  too  is  protection. 

In  the  clause  of  the  constitution  which  declares  that 
Congress  shall  have  power  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  nations,  and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
the  Indian  tribes,  the  word  "commerce"  comprehends 
"  navigation;"  and  a  power  to  regulate  navigation  is  as 
expressly  granted  as  if  that  term  had  been  added  to  the 
word  "  commerce."— Gt46(ww  tw.  Ogdm,  9  Wheat.  189, 
193. 

"  Exceptions  from  a  power  m»rk  its  extent." — lb.  191. 

"  The  power  to  regulate  commerce  extends  to  every 
species  of  commerciiu  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations,  and  among  the  several  States," 
lb.  193. 

"Like  all  other  powers,  it  is  complete  in  itself,  may  b: 
exercised  to  its  utmost  extent,  and  has  no  other  limitations 
than  such  as  are  prescribed  it  by  the  constitution." — lb. 
195. 

"  It  is  the  power  to  prescribe  rules  by  which  commerce 
is  to  be  governed.  It  seems  to  imply  in  its  nature  full 
power  over  the  thing  to  be  regulated,  and  necessarily 
excludes  the  action  of  all  others  that  would  perform  the 
same  operation  on  the  same  thing." — lb.  209. 

Sir,  unless  the  United  States  have  an  ultimate,  effectual 
decision  and  determination  of  conflicts  between  State  and 
federal  power,  the  constitution  is  a  misnomer.  A  consti- 
tution of  government,  and  no  power  to  govern  without  the 
consent  of  the  constituent?  Legislative  authority  to  make 
laws,  to  be  executed  only  at  the  will  of  those  on  whom  they 
are  to  operate?  Judiciary  and  Executive  power  to  be  met 
and  opposed  with  effect,  by  those  from  whom  these  pow- 
ers emanated?  A  Government  containing,  in  its  constitu- 
tion, a  revolutionary  principle  which  can  destroy  it?  And 
yet  this  denominated  a  Government!  Palpable  absurdity. 
Your  confederation  was  a  "perpetual  league,"  and  its 
energies  would  be  exerted  upon  the  different  members 
only  by  adrice,  or  actual  force,  war.  The  name  and  na- 
ture of  tliis  was  clianged,  and  we  have  a  constitution  con- 
iferring  legislative,  judiciary,  and  executive  powers  as 
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absolute  upon  those  matters  on  which  they  are  desijpied 
to  act,  as  such  powers  can  be. 

I  am  aware  that,  at  times.  States  have  attempted  to  put 
on  airs,  and  set  up  their  own  against  federal  opinions. 
But  they  have  always  been  in  the  wronf;,  and  were  com- 
pelled to  retract.  Vir^nis,  in  her  famous  resolutions 
against  the  alien  and  sedition  acts,  as  they  were  called, 
»as  supposed  to  advance  the  doctrine  that  a  State  could 
annul  a  law  of  Congress,  on  the  ground  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  State,  it  was  unconstitutional.  But,  by  recent 
explanation,  it  is  believed  Virginia  did  not  intend  to  go  so 
far.  But  be  tliat  as  it  may,  she,  in  about  ten  years  after- 
wards, disavowed  the  principle  entirely.  It  was  at  the 
time  Pennsylvania  was  (Usposed  to  measure  her  strength 
with  that  of  the  United  States,  in  Olmstead's  case.  It 
seems  the  Legislature  had  ordered  out  the  militia  to  resist 
the  marshal  in  the  execution  of  a  precept,  issued  under 
the  authority  of  tlie  United  States;  and,  on  the  pretext 
that  the  decision  of  the  court  was  wroil^,  General  Bright 
marched  this  army  agunst  the  marshal,  who  had  nothmg 
but  his  precept  to  defend  him.  He,  nevertheless,  in  the 
presence  of  this  hostile  force,  executed  his  precept,  and 
the  General  marched  his  army  " back  again."  It  was  on 
this  occasion  that  Pennsylvania  applied  to  the  other  States 
for  an  amendment  of  the  constitution,  to  establish  some 
other  tribunal  to  determine  conflicting  cUums  of  jurisdic- 
tion between  a  State  and  the  Federal  Government.  Then 
Virginia,  with  great  unanimity,  answered  that  the  Su- 
preme Court  was  the  most  suitable  tribunal,  and  that  the 
constitution,  in  this  respect,  is  very  well  as  it  is. 

At  the  times  of  the  embargo  and  war,  my  own  State, 
and  some  others,  urged  upon  Congress  their  nullifying 
doctrines.  I  have.some  reason  to  remember  it:  although 
it  was  scarcely  safe  to  attempt  to  resist  the  infatuation, 
yet,  at  every  hazard,  I  condemned  it  as  a  usurpation. 
And,  sir,  I  will  enforce  the  same  objections  and  argu- 
ments to  all  who  maintain  the  same  doctrines,'  at  any  time, 
and  in  any  section  of  the  Union.  These,  sir,  were  my 
sentiments  then.  [Here  Mr.  H.  read  a  passage  from  his 
own  speech  in  the  Senate  of  Massachusetts,  in  1814.] 
These  are  my  sentiments  now.  Then,  I  was  sustained 
and  encouraged  in  these  doctrines  by  many  members  of 
Congress  whom  I  now  see  around  me.  But  "tempora 
mutantur,  et  mutamur  in  illiii"  and  what  was  "moral 
treason"  then,  may  be  patriotism  now.  Have  they  all  aposta- 
tized— all  gone  and  left  mtj  No,  I  see  one.  It  is  a  con- 
solation— I  am  not  left  entirely  alone.  But  I  will  quit  this, 
which  may  savor  of  egotism,  and  give  you  something  far 
better. 

Patrick  Henry,  in  his  address  to  the  people  of  Char- 
lotte, speaking  of  the  Virgfinia  resolutions,  remarked  that 
"the  State  had  quitted  the  sphere  in  which  the  constitu- 
tion had  placed  her,  and,  in  daring  to.  pronounce  upon 
federal  laws,  had  gone  out  of  her  jurisdiction  in  a  manner 
not  warranted  by  any  authority,  and  in  the  highest  degree 
alarming  to  every  considerate  man;  that  such  opposition,  on 
tlie  part  of  Virginia,  to  the  acts  of  the  General  Government, 
must  beget  their  enforcement  by  military  power;  that  this 
would  probably  produce  civil  war;  civil  war,  foreign  alli- 
ances; and  that  foreign  alliances  mast  necessarily  end  in 
subjugation  to  the  Powers  called  in." 

"Congress  were  as  much  our  representatives  as  the 
Assembly,  and  had  as  good  a  right  to  our  confidence.  He 
had  seen,  with  regret,  the  unlimited  power  over  the  purse 
and  sword  consigned  to  the  General  Government;  but  he 
had  been  overruled,  and  it  was  now  necessary  to  submit 
to  the  constitutional  exercise  of  that  power.  If,"  said 
he,  "I  am  asked  what  is  to  be  done,  when  a  people  feel 
themselves  intolerably  oppressed,  my  answer  is  ready — 
overturn  the  Government.  But  do  not,  I  beseech  you, 
carry  matters  to  this  length  without  provocation." — 
mrf*  P.  H.  374-5. 

Sir,  I  Impute  no  improper  motives  to  the  complaints  or 


discontents  of  any  portion  of  my  fellow-citizens.  I  con- 
sider the  nullifying  power  claimed  by  a  State,  pemicioai 
at  any  time,  and  any  where.  And,  sir,  allow  me  to  add, 
that  the  effect  of  such  doctrine,  with  the  precepts  and 
examples  of  South  Carolina,  are,  to  my  mind,  mdeed, 
most  pernicious.  Had  these  complaints,  and  the  remedy, 
come  from  some  new  State,  scarcely  instructed  yet  in  the 
principles  of  our  confederated  republic,  we  mi^t  have 
ascribed  them  to  rashness,  or  want  of  instruction,  and 
treated  them  "as  the  capricious  squalls  of  a  child,  who 
don't  know  whether  it  is  aggrieved  or  not."  Butcomin; 
from  a  State  always  and  still  distinguished,  as  well  for  her 
intelligence  and  patriotism,  as  for  her  politeness  and  ur- 
banity, the  tendency  and  effect  is  to  be  deprecated  in 
proportion  to  the  high  source  whence  the  cause  proceeds: 
for  if  these  things  are  found  in  the  g^een  tree,  what  insy 
be  found  in  the  dry  ?  If  the  golden  vessels  of  our  politi- 
cal sanctuary  are  thus  marred,  what  is  to  become  of  the 
earthen  pitchers?  If  the  sturdy  oak  thus  bends  itsmajes. 
tic  branches  to  the  blast,  how  is  it  to  &re  with  the  hyssop 
upon  the  wall.'  If,  in  fine.  South  Carolina  can  inculcate 
these  precepts,  in  the  spirit  of  patriotism,  what  may  we 
not  expect  of  others  in  the  spirit  of  faction  ? 

I  now  quit  the  discussion  of  the  constitutional  qaestion, 
which  has  detained  me  much  longer  than  I  intended,  and 
inquire  how  the  Federal  Government,  in  its  operations, 
failed  to  secure  to  the  people  the  great  objects  anticipated 
and  intended.  Is  the  picture  of  the  distress  and  ruin  of 
the  South,  as  drawn  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolim, 
real.'  Ai\d  has  this  desolation  come  upon  them  so  sud- 
den.' If  so,  I  say  with  Patrick  Henry,  "overturn  the 
Government."  In  the  language  of  the  declaration  of  in- 
dependence, it  having  failed  to  secure  to  the  people 
"  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness,"  it  is  your 
right  to  alter  and  entirely  abolish  it.  But  remember,  the 
moment  you  take  this  ground,  you  are,  as  tlie  States  were 
who  made  that  declaration,  in  a  positive  revolution,  and 
out  of  the  pale  of  the  constitution. 

But  sir.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  evils  which  we  have 
heard  described  with  such  feeling  and  touching  eloquence, 
must  be  either  imaginary  or  greatly  exaggerated.  In 
1824,  in  discussing  the  subject  of  the  tariif,  that  .Senator 
thus  describes  the  then  condition  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States: 

"  Frederick  the  Great  could  make  his  subjects  so  pn*- 
perous,  that  every  family  should  enjoy  on  the  Sabbath 
day  Uie  luxury  of  a  meat  dinner.  All  classes  of  our  peo- 
ple are  supplied  with  food,  not,  as  in  many  parts  of  Eu- 
rope, a  single  kind,  and  of  insufficient  quantity,  but  in  a 
great  variety,  and  in  vast  abundance — they  have  conve- 
nient dwellings,  sufficient  fuel,  warm  and  comfortable 
clothing,  and  these  blesangs  are  possessed  to  an  extent 
which  leaves  no  room  for  complaint  in  any  part  of  the 
country.  We  possess,  too,  the  means  of  educating  our 
children." 

Now,  in  little  more  than  seven  short  years,  they,  from 
this  high  eminence,  this  summit  of  human  happiness,  »r« 
plunged  into  the  deepest  and  darkest  abyss  of  misery  »i» 
despair.  In  looking  at  the  population  of  the  cotton-grow- 
ing States,  viz.  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Tennessee,  Ala- 
bama, Missisuppl,  and  Louisiana,  I  find  that,  in  1830,  it 
was  1,622,889,  and  in  1830,  2,371,748,  giving  an  incrcsse 
in  ten  years  of  748,899,  or  nearly  fifty  per  cent.;  and, 
while  allowing  a  proportionate  gain  upon  the  increase  for 
the  next  ten  yeara,  it  will  double  in  twenty  years.  Now, 
whether  the  means  of  subnstence,  the  comforts  of  me, 
precede  or  follow  an  increase  of  population,  it  is  certain 
that  one  always  treads  very  closely  on  the  heels  o^.'"* 
other.  If  this  then  is  to  be  relied  on,  here  is  an  indic*- 
tion  of  prosperity  unexampled  in  the  history  of  im"- 
Further:  the  great  staple,  the  chief  Industry  of  these 
people,  is  cotton  planting.  Let  us  see  the  result  of  tliese 
products  at  two  given  periods,  1821  and  1830: 


Digitized  by 


Google 


206 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


206 


la.  30, 18S2.] 


Tkt  Tariff. 


[SllTiTI. 


Cotton, 
Vilae, 


1821.        I 
lbs.  134,993,404 
$20,157,484 


1830. 
^90,314,937 
$29,674,883 


Gain. 

165,318,532 

#9,517,399 


Bf  dteae  results  we  see  a  population  doubling^  in  twen^ 
^eus,  increaainK  the  export  of  its  (p-eat  staple  one-half  in 
nhie,  and  neady  three-fifths  in  quantity,  increasing  the 
home  cunnniption  of  the  same  article  at  least  one-half  in 
the  sune{>eriod,  and  furnishing  in  it  more  than  half  of  all 
the  domestic  exports  of  the  United  States;  and  yet  within 
tltt  bat  Kven  years  &llen  into  the  renon  of  despair.  Sir, 
if  this  is  so,  it  IS  a  paradox  that  would  confound  and  para- 
lyze erciy  political  economist  and  statesman  who  ever 
wrote.  See  what  they  were  in  1824 — a  true  picture,  I 
admt  See  what  they  now  are  described  to  be — the  most 
appslEiigf  picture  of  desolation  I  erer  witnessed.  Ossian 
himself  could  not  hare  surpassed  it.  "  The  stream  is  re- 
mored  from  its  place  by  the  fallinr  of  the  walls,  the  this- 
tle shakes  there  its  lonely  head,  the  moss  whistles  in  the 
«iod,  the  fox  peeps  out  of  the  window,  and  the  rank 
gnu  of  the  wail  waves  round  his  head." 

Ose-aixth  of  the  population,  doubled  in  twenty  years, 
nearly  doubling  the  value  of  its  products  in  ten,  and 
famishing,  in  a  single  article,  more  than  half  your  domes- 
tic exports;  and  with  all  these  indications  of  prosperity, 
•JIM  witness  discontent,  complaint,  and  lamentations;  the 
tariff mu&t  be  abolished  altogether,  and  then  a  jubilee! 
The  gentleman  irom  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatks]  wants 
tjubilee!  What!  another,  and  so  soon,  too?  Sir,  the  one 
shich  you  have  will  not  expire,  at  soonest,  until  the  4th 
of  Hirch,  1833;  and  now  you  would  have  another  on  the 
back  of  this!  The  tribes  of  Israel  (and  they  were  a  dis- 
cmteoted  set)  were  satisfied  with  one  year  in  fifty.  Then 
ill  debts  were  cancelled,  all  prisoners  released,  and  those 
who  had  been  in  any  way  deprived  of  their  lands  had  tliem 
RStortd.  The  poor  Indians  would,  I  think,  be  satisfied 
with  even  such  a  jubilee.  But,  on  the  4tb  of  March,  1829, 
job  blew  the  trumpet,  and  the  jubilee  was  announced  for 
fixir  years  at  least,  and  I  am  sure  more  and  greater  bless- 
iigs  were  anticipated  than  the  Israelites  ever  enjoyed  in 
iD  their  jubilees.  Very  much  was  promised,  and  very 
nuch  too  was  realized.  Editors,  postmasters,  and  con- 
txicbn,  were  to  have  offices — and  it  was  so.  Friends 
were  to  be  rewarded,  and  enemies  punished — end  it  was 
n  sritb  a  vengeance;  and  even  friends  were  massacred, 
who  were  a  stumbling-block  in  the  road  to  ambition.  Re- 
form was  to  be  thorough,  and  it  is  so:  so  thorough,  that 
the  President  is  now  engaged,  most  of  his  time,  in  re- 
ionnHig  hU  own  reformation!  The  bank  was  to  be 
tboliihed,  and  a  new  one  established,  based  on  the  public 
Krenues;  and,  as  there  is  so  large  a  surplus  of  these,  all 
were  to  come  and  have  what  money  they  would!  I  mean 
>Ilthe  fnends  of  the  administration;  and  it  is  to  be  so; 
tl»t  is,  if  the  question  can  be  postponed  until  after  the  next 
Section!  And,  in  addition  to  theae,  you  have  enjoyed, 
•nd  ire  still  enjoying,  many  things  which  were  not  pro- 
wteA.  The  President  has  done  what  no  other  man  ever 
•fidorcando;  he  has,  as  it  were,  annihilated  space,  and 
>a  American  minister  is  near  to  the  court  to  which  he  is 
>ppnnted  so  long  as  he  can  g«t  no  further  off.  He  has, 
ooreover,  invented  a  suit  of  politics,  fit  for  any  size,  or 
uy  form!  Are  you  a  democrat?  I  am  the  father  of  the 
democratic  party.  Are  you  for  amalgamation?  See  my 
fint  cabinet — poor  fellows!  Are  you  federalists?  See 
■ny  last — four  to  one.  The  federalists  had  been  so  long 
sheeted,  that  I  was  determined  to  make  up  for  lost  time! 
Are  70a  against  appointing  members  of  Congress  to  office  ? 
See  my  precepts.  Are  you  for  it?  See  my  practices. 
Are  you  against  internal  improvements?  See  my  Mays- 
'iHe  veto.  Are  you  for  them?  See  an  act  of  the  same 
^,  embracing  the  same  principles:  "  Approved,  Andrew 
J»ekion."  Are  you  for  nullification?  I  had  no  power 
(do  you  see)  to  execute  a  law,  nor  even  a  treaty,  i^inst 


the  will  of  a  "sovereign  State!"  Are  you  against  it? 
Read  my  letter  to  the  Charleston  dinner  eaters.  Are  you 
against  the  bank?  Read  my  first  message.  Are  you  for 
it  r  Read  my  last.  And,  to  come  to  the  subject  directly 
before  us,  are  you  for  or  against  a  protective  tarifF?  On 
that  subject  I  am  this,  that,  or  nothmg — precisely  as  you 
please,  gentlemen!  Now,  with  all  these  blessings  pouring 
in  upon  you  like  a  torrent,  will  you  go  away?  No,  stay 
and  enjoy  this  jubilee!  What  a  delightful  variety !  Are 
you  not  fond  of  variety  ?  If  you  are,  you  never  can  expect 
to  find  a  gfreater  than  under  this  nondescript  administration. 

Sir,  the  effect  of  the  objections  to  the  protective  system 
are  the  same,  whether  they  be  to  its  expediency  or  con- 
stitutionality, viz.  to  defeat  the  design  of  the  constitution. 
The  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is, 
that  restriction  should  never  be  resorted  to,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  coercing  other  nations  to  abandon  their  re- 
strictive systems  on  us. 

Now,  the  exception  amounts,  in  practice,  to  nothing. 
Free  trade  is  your  avowed  policy,  and  you  only  resort  to 
restriction  as  a  measure  coercive.  This  is  saying  at  once 
to  other  nations,  "  we  will  force  you,  if  we  can,  to  quit 
your  restrictive  measures  upon  our  commerce;  but  free 
trade  is  our  policy,  and  if  you  will  not  yield,  we  must." 
Like  the  case  of  two  men,  who  met  in  a  very  narrow  way; 
one  called  out  to  the  other,  "turn  out,  and  let  me 
pass;"  the  other  believing,  perhaps,  that  he  had  an  equal 
right  to  the  road,  disregarded  tlie  command,  and  remained 
leisurely  in  his  carriage.  Theffirst  called  out,  "  sir,  if  you 
do  not  turn  out  and  let  me  pass,  I  will — "  "  And  pray,  sir, 
what  will  you  do?"  "Why,  sir,  if  you  do  not  turn  out 
and  let  me  pass  you,  I  will— turn  out  and  let  you  pass 
me."  The  proposition,  therefore,  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  thus  stripped  of  its  useless  and  inopera- 
tive exception,  is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  preference 
of  a  passive  to  an  active  commerce.  It  is  emphatically 
Chinese.  If  other  nations  make  it  a  part  of  their  per- 
manent policy  to  encumber  our  trade,  we  are  to  submit. 
The  whole  freight  and  capital  engaged  is  to  be  foreign, 
and  we  are  to  become  the  passive  sellers  and  buyers  at 
home.  I  see,  sir,  we  have  stronger  indications  still  that  the 
Chinese  policy  is  gradually  gaining  g^round.  Our  late 
minister  to  England,  in  his  miserable  "arrangement"  in 
regard  to  the  colonial  trade,  after  having  given  to  British 
tonnage  a  preference  ahke  injurious  and  disgraceful  to  us, 
attempts  an  apology,  by  saying  that  it  will  always  be  for 
our  benefit  for  other  nations  to  export  our  foreign  produce; 
that  is,  that  they  should  have  a  preference.  And  if  a  pre- 
ference in  the  exportation  of  our  foreign,  why  not  in  our  do- 
mestic production?  Take  the  Senator's  and  the  minister's 
proposition  together,  and  there  will  be  very  little  ground 
to  complain  that  "  our  tonnage  is  diminished." 

But  It  is  contended  that  protection  keeps  down  foreign 
competition,  and  enhances  the  price  to  the  consumer. 
Now,  whether  the  impost  falls  on  the  consumer  or  pro- 
ducer, or  is  divided  between  them,  depends  upon  the  de- 
mand. If  the  producer  is  much  more  necessitated  to  sell 
than  the  consumer  to  buy,  the  impost  falls  on  the  first;  if 
the  reverse,  it  falls  on  the  last;  if  the  necessity  is  equal, 
it  is  divided  between  both.  Diminish  the  number  of  pro- 
ducers, and  you  destroy  the  competition  in  the  production. 
Diminish  the  number  of  consumers,  and  you  effect  tiie 
same  in  the  consumption.  The  Senator  tells  us  that  a  coat 
may  be  purchased  cheaper  in  Cahada  than  in  the  United 
States.  Be  it  so;  and  what  would  be  the  result,  should 
you  withdraw  your  protection  from  your  own  woollens? 
Should  it  suppress  the  American  fabric,  the  British  manu- 
factiirer  would  be  almost  without  competition.  He  then 
could  furnish  the  market,  and  establish  the  price.  Take 
a  simple  illustration.  In  a  country  village  there  are 
twenty  consumers  of  a  single  manufacture,  and  two  pro- 
ducers of  the  article.  While  these  rival  artists  remain, 
each  would  attempt  to  excel  the  other,  and  the  purchasers 
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\rouId  all  profit  by  the  competition.  Let  one  of  the  two 
be  withdnwn,  and  I  might  put  the  question  to  any  one 
who  hears  me — would  not  tne  whole  twenty  sufi^r  by 
being  left  to  the  mercy  of  a  single  producer,  who  might, 
with  impunity,  demand  his  own  priced  Furtlier:  suppose, 
in  the  same.village,  twenty  producers  of  the  raw  material 
should  furnish  these  two  manuiactures.  On  the  withdrawal 
of  one,  would  no(  these  twenty  equally  sufTer  with  the 
consumers?  In  the  first  case,  they  might  «ell  to  one  of 
the  two  rivals;  now,  they  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  one  with- 
out a  rival.  Now,  if  Great  Britain  were  our  sole  manu- 
facturer, and  we  were  the  consumers  of  her  proilucts, 
and  the  producers  to  her  of  the  raw  material,  why  would  not 
the  producers  of  this  raw  material,  and  the  consumers  of 
the  manufactured  article,  be  as  much  in  her  power  as  in 
the  example  cited? 

But,  you  will  answer,  withdraw  protection,  and  fo- 
reign manufactures  will  struggle  for  our  market;  the  com- 
petition we  lose  at  home  will  be  supplied  abroad.  But 
where  ?  We  must  take  the  commercial  world  as  it  is,  and 
then  we  find  Great  Britain  capable  of  monopolizing  our 
whole  market.  She  can  break  down  every  other  foreign 
competition. 

If  you  calculate  upon  relief  from  this,  by  supposing 
that  her  manufacturers  will  so  compete  with  each  other, 
each  striving  for  the  preference  in  our  market,  you  have 
forgotten  her  whole  policy.  You  would  find  combina- 
tion and  monopoly,  instead  of  competition  and  rivalry; 
and  we  should  be  made  the  sport  of  her  capitalists,  and,  in 
effect,  be  recolonized.  But  the  Senator  admits,  nay,  in- 
sists, that  to  diminish  foreign  competition,  is  to  enhance 
the  price;  that  is  undoubtedly  the  effect,  unless  there  is 
a  corresponding  increase  to  tlie  home  competition.  Make 
your  protecting  duties  prohibitory,  and  you  would  un- 
doubtedly burden  consumption,  until  the  competition  of 
producers  should  be  greater  tlian  that  of  Die  consumers. 
But  it  is  a  matter  of  ntct,  the  foreign  importation  is  not 
diminished,  but  is  increased,  and  reguhu-ly  increasing. 
Here,  then,  your  tariff  encourages  the  domestic  manufac- 
ture, without  diminishing  the  consumption  of  the  foreign. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  threefold  competition — the  foreign 
with  tlie  domestic  producers,  and  the  domestic  with  each 
other;  keeping  your  own  manufactures  to  their  good  be- 
havior, and  givmg  the  greatest  stimulus  possible  to  pro- 
duction. But  if  to  diminish  the  foreign  competition 
enhances  the  price,  much  more,  therefore,  would  u  diminu- 
tion of  the  domestic  consumption  of  the  domestic  pro- 
ducts, being  always  far  greater  than  that  of  the  foreign. 
It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  very  clear  that  the  present  low 
prices  are  accounted  for  in  the  competition  of  production, 
encouraged  by  the  protecting  system.  But,  let  us  have 
free  trade— free  trade.  Now,  sir,  this  notion  of  free  trade 
is  an  entire  fallacy.  Commerce  every  where  begun  by 
protection,  has  continued  by  protection,  and  is  stiU  main- 
tained by  protection.  It  is  nut  in  the  nature  of  man  that 
it  should  be  otherwise.  It  is  the  very  "  politics  of  na- 
tiu-e"  which  tlie  Senator  desires.  Should  every  commercial 
nation  now  spring  into  existence,  organized  into  communi- 
ties as  they  now  are,  they  would,  from  the  very  nature  of 
things,  resort  to  the  protecting  system.  Where  they  are 
disposed  to  a  perfect  reciprocity,  they  would  differ  at 
once  in  defining  it.  Suppose  all  men  honestly  disposed  to 
do  justice  to  each,  still  law  and  civil  government  would 
be  just  as  necessary  as  they  now  are:  for  tliey  would  never 
agree  what  was  justice.  Suppose  a  solitary  on  a  desolate 
island:  he  raises  his  bread,  and  makes  his  clothing,  add 
tlie  surplus  of  his  labor  is  worth  nothing.  Another, 
a  manufacturer  of  clothing,  is  cast  upon  the  same  island, 
and  bread  is  exchanged  for  clothing,  and  here  commences 
what  is  termed  "exchangeable  value."  But  the  moment 
the  manufacturer  concludes  to  raise  his  own  bread  also, 
then  the  other  must  make  bis  own  clotlies  again,  or  go 
naked.     Here  reciprocity  ceases,  and  protection  begins. 


Commerce,  from  the  first,  was  indebted  to  protection 
for  its  existence  and  its  growth.  "  The  Hanseatic  league" 
was  formed  and  sustained  for  the  defence  of  commerce 
against  the  rovers,  (advocates  of  free  trade,)  who  made 
themselves  a  little  too  free  -with  the  legitimate  enterprises 
of  merchants.  Our  non-intercourse,  non-importation,  and 
embargo  laws  were  restrictions  upon  the  freedom  which 
was  practised  with  it  by  the  British  orders  and  French 
decrees;  and  our  navy  has  very  lately  operated  as  a  re. 
striction  upon  tltose  associated  gentlemen  in  the  West  In- 
dia seas,  vulgarly  denominated  pirates. 

Adam  Smith  and  John  Baptiste  Say  wrote  for  Europe, 
as  it  was,  and,  like  all  others,  in  opposing  the  abuse  of  a 
system,  tliey  liavc  become  adversaries  of  the  system  itself; 
as  men,  by  seeing  religion  and  liberty  perverted,  have  be- 
come infideb  and  tyrants.  Mr.  Say  observes,  *' that  there 
is,  perhaps,  not  a  nation  in  Europe  where  a  man  is  (recto 
dispose  of  his  industry  and  capital  in  what  manner  be 
pleases.  In  most  places  he  cannot  even  change  bis  oc- 
cupation, or  even  his  place  of  residence,  at  pleasure." 
But  even  here,  he  says  tliat  Smitli's  rule,  that  "  every 
one  is  the  best  judge  how  to  employ  his  own  capital  and 
industry,"  admits  of  many  important  exceptions;  and 
admits  that  encouragement  is  proper  whenever  tlie  "  usual 
application  of  the  power  of  capital  is  contemplated  with 
distrust  or  disdain.  This  principle  of  Mr.  Say  is  illu^ 
trated  by  the  doubt  and  prejudices  which  have  at  different 
times  been  felt  or  entertained  in  regard  to  what  are  nor 
our  most  important  products.  1  will  give  you  an  instance 
in  the  silk  and  cotton. 

SiiK.  Sully's  objections  to  Henry  IV,  against  the  pro- 
duction of  silk.  "  It  is  true  her  (France's)  chmate  denies 
her  silk — ^the  spring  begins  too  late,  and  an  exctsare 
mobture  almost  always  prevails;  and  this  inconvenience, 
which  is  absolutely  irremediable,  affects  not  only  the  silk 
worms,  which,  on  this  account,  are  hatched  with  great 
difficulty,  but  likewise  the  mulberry  trees  that  these  in- 
sects feed  upon,  for  which  a  mild  and  temperate  air  is 
necessary  in  the  season  wherein  they  put  forth  their 
leaves." 

In  1590,  less  than  two  centuries  and  a  half  ago,  this  wii 
the  opinion  of  one,  of  the  greatest  statesmen  of  the  age. 
But  Henry  would  not  be  dissuaded,  and  now  France  pro. 
duces  annually  more  than  all  Europe  besides;  and  the 
United  States  has  grown,  in  that  time,  to  13,000,000,  and 
has  imported  6,599,007  dollars— 3,634,839  dollars  of  which 
is  tlie  pro<luct  of  this  same  France.* 

CoTToK.  In  1788,  Richard  Leake,  Esq.,  pf  Georps,  thus 
writes  to  Thomas  Proctor,  Esq.,  of  Philadelphia:  "1  have 
been  this  year  an  adventurer,  (and  the  first  that  has  at- 
tempted it  on  a  large  scale.)  in  introducing  a  new  staple 
in  the  planting  interest  of  this  State— the  article  of  cotton. 
Several  here,  as  well  as  in  Carolina,  have  followed  mc, 
and  tried  the  experiment,  and  it  is  hkely  to  answer  our 
most  sanguine  expectations;  samples  of  which  I  beg  leave 
to  send,  and  request  you  will  lay  them  before  the  Phila- 
delphia Society  for  the  Encouragement  of  Maiiufiicturcs, 
that  the  quality  may  be  inspected  into.  I  shall  raise 
about  five  thousand  pounds  in  the  seed,  from  about  eight 
acres  of  land,  and  next  year  I  intend  to  plant  fifty  or  <"" 
hundred  acres,  if  suitable  encouragement  is  given. 

The  principal  difficulty  that  arises  to  us  is,  the  clesruig 
it  from  the  seed,  which  I  am  told  they  do  with  great  dex- 
terity in  Phiktdelphia,  with  gins  or  machines  made  for  the 
purpose,"  &c.  He  then  requests  his  friend  to  purchase,  and 
send  to  him,  one  of  those  machines,  and  adds,  "1  have  not 
the  smallest  doubt  but  that  this  State  will  be  able  to  fiir- 
nisli  all  that  will  be  necessary  for  the  manufactories  in  the 
Northern  States" — and  concludes  with  his  conviction  of  its 
"  magnitude  to  the  manufacturing  interests  of  America. 

Mr.  Hamilton's  report:     "  The  extennve  cultivation  of 
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cotton  can,  prrhaps,  hardly  be  expected,  but  from  the 
previous  establishment  of  the  domestic  munuCactories  of 
the  irticle.  He  proposes  to  remoTe  the  duty  of  three  cents 
per  poaud  from  the  foreign  article." 

Tie  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  spoken  of  the  firee 
trade  tntem,  and  principles  of  Washington  and  Hamilton. 
I  confos  I  vas  not  a  little  surprised;  for  these  «re  tl<e  last 
utliorities to  sustain  the  free  trade  doctrines  ofthe  present 
ixj.  Washington's  opinions  and  practices  I  have  already 
cited;  and  should  scarcely  think  that  any  one  who  had 
Rid  Htmilton's  celebrated  report  on  manufactures,  could 
poiably  imagine  that  he  and  the  Senator  were  both  on  the 
Mine  tide  ofthe  question.  They  would  readily  admit  that 
the  Senator  made  a  very  g;ood  argument  against  the  pro- 
tcctire  9)'steBi,  and  the  Secretary  a  very  good  one  for  it. 
But  surely  our  understanding  must  be  obtuse,  indeed, 
to  imagine  possibly  that  both  were  aiming  at  the  seme 
object. 

[Mr.  HAYNE  here  rose  to  correct  Mr.  Holxis,  aixl  said 
be  bid  not  quoted  Alexander  Hamilton  as  an  authority  in 
firror  of  the  doctrines  of  free  trade.  What  he  had  said 
lUithat  Alexander  Hamilton's  protecting  system  was, 
csKntialty,  a  system  of  iree  trade,  inasmuch  as  he  did  not 
propoK  to  impose  duties  beyond  7^  per  cent.,  an  amount 
fcrbelov  wliat  the  most  zealous  advocate  for  free  trade  now 
vouldbe  willing  to  submit  to,  as  necessary  for  revenue.] 

I  hsTe  already  given  the  reason  why  the  duties  were 
llien  solowj  but  I  will  recur  to  the  Secretary  himself  for 
proof  of  his  principles.  I  cannot  tax  the  patience  of  the 
KMte  to  read  his  report,  which  is  very  voluminous,  as 
nllasrery  able;  but  1  have  taken  a  synopsis  of  it,  con- 
tiinii^  the  substance,  which  I  will  present  to  their  consi- 
^mioa. 

In  ansver  to  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Bepresenta- 
Svea,  IJth  June,  1790,  Mr.  Hamilton,  Secretary  of  the 
Treuary,  made  his  report  on  manufiictures. 

"Tbt  embarrassments  which  have  obstnicted  the  pro- 
Jte*  of  our  external  trade,  have  led  to  serious  reilecuons 
«>  Ite  necessity  of  enlarging  the  sphere  of  domestic  com- 
in«te.'-5  Af&»,  153. 

"flemtistains  that  land  is,  itself,  stock  or  capital,  ad- 
"■Kedby  its  owner  to  the  occupier  or  tenant." — lb.  155. 

Speaking  of  the  productiveness  of  manufactures  and 
^SMul'ure— "the  maintenance  of  two  citizens  instead  of 
ooeiirgDngon,  and  the  State  has  two  members  instead  of 
one,  and  they,  together,  consume  twice  the  value  of  what  is 
produced  from  the  land." 

"  The  division  of  labor  and  its  effects — greater  skill  and 
deilerity— economy  of  time,  and  an  extension  of  the  use 
ofmicliinery." 

"Additional  employment  of  classes  ofthe  community. 
Ml  particularly  or  neceasarily  engaged — women  and  chil- 
<iren."-iA.  157. 

"Emigration  from  foreign  countries — greater  scope 
for  the  diretsity  of  talents,  and  a  more  ample  field  for 
enterprise." 

"llie  uncertainty  of  the  foreign  demand  for  the  pro- 
ducts of  agriculture  should  induce  us  to  substitute  a  home 
mUf—lb,  159. 

"The  arguments  against  the  encouragement  of  manu- 
Mturcs  would  have  great  force,  if  the  pertisct  liberty  to 
naustryand  commerce  were  the  prevailmg  system  of  na- 
''™'-  But  the  regulations  of  several  countries  with  which 
*e  have  the  most  extensive  intercourse, .tiirow  serious  ob- 
^fuetionsln  the  way  of  the  principal  staples  of  the  United 
St«et»_a.  159^. 

"It  is  no  small  consolation,  that  the  measures  which 
ttttntted  our  trade  have  accelerated  our  internal  improve- 
ments."_/J.  igo. 

Agiinst  the  hypothesis  that  manufactures,  unprotected, 
'"^  groflf  up  as  &»t  as  the  interest  of  the  community  re- 
^ure^he  replies:  "  The  strong  influence  of  habit,  the 
•PW  of  emulation,  the  fear  of  success  in  untried  enter- 
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prises — intrinsic  difficulties  incident  to  first  essays  against 
foreign  competiturs,  with  their  skill  and  the  protection 
which  they  experience." 

"He  answers  the  objection  to  the  use  of  foreign  labor 
and  capital.  He  speaks  of  the  funded  debt  as  a  species 
of  capital."    But  query  of  this.— /J.  160-61-62-63. 

"  He  then  enumerates  several  manufactures  in  which 
we  Irnve  been  successfiil,  viz.  of  skins,  iron,  wood,  Aax 
and  hemp,  bricks,  tiles,  and  potter's  ware,  spirits  and 
malt  liquors,  paper,  hats,  refined  sugars,  oils  of  animals 
and  seeds,  soap  and  candles,  copper,  brass,  and  tin  wares, 
carriages,  snuff  and  smoking  tobacco,  starch  and  hair 
powder,  painter's  colors  and  gunpowder." — lb.  190. 

"  The  theory,  that  to  abridge  foreign  competition  in- 
creases the  priee  ofthe  articles,  does  not  correspond  with 
the  fact." 

"  But  if  such  were  the  effect  at  first,  it  is  universally 
true  that  the  contrary  is  the  ultimate  effect  with  every 
successful  manu&cture." 

"  Thus,  in  a  national  view,  a  temporary  enhancement 
of  price  must  always  be  compensated  by  a  permanent 
reduction  of  it."— /J. 

<'  There  seems  to  be  amoral  certainty  that  the  trade  of  a 
country  which  is  both  manufitcturing  and  agricultural, 
will  be  more  lucrative  and  prosperous ^an  that  ofa  country 
which  is  merely  agricultural." 

'■  The  essential  of  national  supply — the  means  of  sub- 
sistence, habitation,  clothing,  and  defence,  every  nation 
should  possess  within  itself." — lb. 

"  The  extensive  cultivation  of  cotton  can,  perhaps, 
hardly  be  expected,  but  from  the  previous  establishment 
of  domestic  manufiicturesof  the  article." — 74.  193. 

'*  To  accomplish  the  object,  he  recommends  protecting 
duties,  which  have  been  sanctioned  by  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  in  a  variety  of  instances.  Prohibitions  of 
the  exportation  of  materials  of  manufactures — pecuniary 
bounties.  The  right  to  do  this  has  been  questioned,  but 
without  foundation." — 2J.  195. 

"Premiums  ofa  nature  allied  to  bounties." — lb. 

"Exemption  of  the  materials  of  manufactures  ttom 
duty."— 76. 

"J)rawbacks  of  the  duty  on  the  material  when  manu- 
factured; judicious  regulations  for  the  inspection  of  the 
manufactured  article;  the  facility  of  pecuniary  remittances; 
bank  paper,  and  the  facilitating  of  the  transportation  of 
materials  by  roads  and  canals." 

"It  were  to  be  wished  that  there  was  no  doubt  of  the 
power  of  the  National  Government  to  lend  its  direct  aid 
to  a  comprehensive  plan  of  internal  improvements." — lb. 
197. 

"He  then  proposes  specific  protection  to  certain  manu* 
factures:  Iron,  copper,  lead,  fossil,  coal,  wood,  g^n,  flax 
and  hemp,  cotton;  the  duty  of  three  cents  per  pound  on 
the  foreign  raw  materials  should  be  removed;  wool,  silk, 
gunpowder,  paper,  printed  books,  refined  sugar,  and  cho- 
colate." 

I  have  before  me  a  volume  of  Chaptal,  who,  more  than 
twenty-five  years  after,  expresses  the  same  sentiment.  He 
is  the  great  practical  writer  on  political  economy,  and  one 
whose  opinions  are  now  followed  exclusively  in  France. 
It  is  in  the  original  French,  but  I  believe  I  can  render  it 
correctly  into  English. 

'*  If  Government  does  not  afford  to  an  important  branch 
of  industry  which  is  undertaken,  the  advantages  necessarv 
to  indemnify  the  undertaker  for  sacrifices  and  losses  which 
are  inevitable  in  a  first  establishment,  what  prudent  man 
would  engage  bis  fortune  in  enterprises  so  hazardous?  In 
this  case  Government  should  endeavor  to  reconcile  two 
kinds  of  interests.  That  ofthe  manuftcturer,  who  cannot 
risk  his  capital  without  a  guaranty  that  the  industry  with 
which  he  would  enrich  his  country  should  not  be  sacrific- 
ed to  that  of  foreigners!  and  that  of  the  consumer,  who 
'ought  not  to  be  left  to  the  mercy  ofthe  manufacturer  for 
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the  price  of  «n  artide  consecrated  hy  use.  This  legisla- 
tion, applicable  to  every  kind  of  industry,  forms  aguaranty 
for  the  manufacturer  who  engages  his  fortune  in  anenter- 
prise;  it  excites  emulation,  multiplies  establishments  of 
the  same  nature,  and  establishes  very  soon  a  competition 
which  is  to  the  entire  advantage  of  the  consumer. 

"  Without  doubt,  in  the  first  moments,  tlie  consumer 
might  be  injured;  but  it  is  a  light  sacrifice  which  he  makes 
for  his  country,  which  opens  a  new  source  of  riches;  and 
the  competition  which  is  induced  in  the  fabrication  imme- 
diately lowers  the  price  to  what  it  ought  to  be.  We  have 
seen  a  very  recent  proof  of  this  in  the  cottons,  the  salts, 
alum,  light  di-aperies,  and  most  of  the  articles  of  cutlery. 
As  the  immutable  principles  of  nature  will  not  bend  to 
the  caprices  of  men,  we  readily  perceive  tliat  we  have 
taken  a  false  direction,  and  have  had  to  overcome  difficul- 
ties, which  we  might  liavc  escaped,  but  for  tliis  false  posi- 
tion; and  to  preserve  the  industry  created,  it  lias  become 
necessary  to  resort  to  extreme  measures,  and  to  enforce 
the  prohibition  of  foreign  products. 

"We  have  to  speak  of  the  forced  condition  in  which 
Europe  is  placed.  England  lias  set  the  example,  and  she 
has  drawn  almost  all  nations  into  licr  mL-usurcs;  so  that 
now  we  are  obliged  to  imitate  the  conduct  of  our  neighbors. 
It  is,  perhaps,  the  only  means  that  a  great  nation  could 
employ,  strong  in  its  industi-y  and  its  agriculture,  and 
more  independent  in  its  resources,  to  bring  back  people 
to  true  principles.  We  dare  believe  that  tins  return,  so 
desirable,  is  not  far  distant;  and,  in  expecting  it,  we  should 
prohibit  foreign  products,  so  far  as  foreigners  exclude 
those  of  our  soil  and  our  country." 

Again:  The  necessity  of  the  protecting  policy  is  so  clear- 
ly enforced  in  the  following  French  decrees  of  1785,  that 
I  cannot  omit  a  quotation  from  them: 

•*  The  tide  of  fashion,  which,  in  this  country,  had  nm 
so  long  and  so  strong  in  fevor  of  French  goods,  especially 
tliose  depending  upon  fancy,  had  now  set  as  strongly  in 
the  contrary  direction ;  and  Englisli  manufactures,  of  almost 
all  kinds,  were  in  such  request  in  France,  that  the  shop- 
keepers used  to  write  over  tlieir  doors,  'Warehouse  for 
English  goods.'  The  King  of  France,  in  a  decree  issued 
on  tlie  10th  of  July,  very  liberally  declared  that  nothing 
could  be  more  agreeable  to  his  own  principles,  tlian  a 
general  liberty  of^trade,  which  should  permit  the  free 
circulation  of  the  produce  and  manufactures  of  all  nations, 
making  them  all,  as  it  were,  but  one  nation  in  point  of  trade. 
But,  unless  such  a  liberal  system  could  be  universally  and 
reciprocally  established,  he  must  consult  the  interest  of 
his  kingdom,  by  prohibiting  tlie  importation  of  white  cali- 
coes, stuffs  of  cotton  and  linen  mixed,  handkerchiefs,  di- 
mities, and  nankeens,  except  those  imported  by  the  India 
Company,  or  vessels  licensed  by  a  late  decree;  foreign 
printed  calicoes,  whether  imported  from  India  or  Europe, 
were  ordered  to  be  exported ;  and  all  muslins,  gauzes,  and 
lawns,  of  foreign  manufacture,  were  strictly  forbidden  to 
be  sold  in  the  kingdom.  But  he  allowed  liis  subjects  till 
the  10th  of  August,  1786,  to  dispose  of  the  goods  already 
in  their  possession,  and  also  six  weeks  to  receive  goods 
already  ordered  from  foreign  countries;  and  he  excepted 
from  the  prohibition  blue  linens,  checks,  &c.  fit  for  the 
Guinea  trade. 

"  July  17th.  In  a  few  days  this  decree  was  followed  by  a 
second  one,  the  preamble  of  which  states  tliat  the  industry 
of  the  country  was  discouraged  by  the  demand  for  foreign 
goods,  and  chiefly  English  ones,  which,  from  fashion  and 
fancy,  had  obtained  a  preference,  which  ipaa  the  more  in- 
tolerable as  French  goods  were  rigorously  prohibited  in 
England.  Therefore  the  King  strictly  prohibited  the  im- 
portation of  English  saddlery,  hosiery,  woollen  cloths, 
hardware,  and  all  other  English  goods,  except  those  al- 
lowed by  a  decree  of  tlie  year  1601,  whci-eof  a  list  w.is 
annexed.  AH  polished  steel  wares  (except  tools  and  hi- 
strtinieiits  for  the  service  of  the  aila  and  sciences)  and 


glass,  and  crystal  of  foreign  manufacture,  were  alio  strietlf 
prohibited.  Those  who  carried  on  no  trade  were  per 
mitted,  upon  obtaining  a  special  license,  to  import  null 
quantities  of  foreign  goods  for  their  own  use  only;  but, 
that  the  enjoyers  of  luxuries  might  be  oblig;ed  to  contri- 
bute to  the  general  utility,  they  were  to  pay  a  duty  of 
above  thirty  per  cent,  on  the  value,  to  be  applied  for  tlie 
encouragement  of  the  national  manufacture,  and  upon  no 
account  to  be  remitted  to  any  person,  of  whatever  nnk  or 
quality. 

"  It  was  said  that  above  a  hundred  looms  in  Spitalfields, 
in  the  gauze  branch  only,  were  stopped  by  the  coanter- 
mandlng  orders  sent  over  in  consequence  of  diese  decrees." 

The  next  year,  however,  notwithstanding  this  "tide  of 
fashion  and  fancy,"  France  was  seduced  into  a  conuner- 
cial  treaty,  stipulating  for  low  duties  on  the  maiiufiictiuei 
of  each  country,  and  mutually  excluding  silks,  of  which 
France  produced  the  raw  material,  and  England  did  not 
This  was  the  finishing  stroke  to  a  successful  rivalry  witli 
England.  The  manufactures  of  Great  Britain  bare  eia 
since  maintained  the  ascendancy,  and  their  unrivalled 
success  may  be  ascribed  to  this  very  treaty.  Had  tliete 
decrees  but  been  enforced  for  a  few  yeaif,  this  "tide" 
would  have  turned,  and  very  many  French  manuficturet 
would,  at  this  time,  have  excluded  tlie  British. 

The  Senator  still  insists  that  "the  consumer  pays  IJie 
impost."  This,  though  it  may  be  generally,  yet  not  uni- 
versally, true,  in  a  revenue,  is  no  rule  in  a  protecting  dut^. 

Mr.  Say,  on  this  subject,  observes,  "those  writers  »tiu 
have  maintained  that  the  tax  beai-s  upon  any  one  or  more 
classes  in  particular,  or  in  any  fixed  or  certain  proportion, 
have  found  their  theory  contradicted  by  experience  >t 
every  turn."  Yet,  if  any  one  mlc,  more  than  anotlier,  is 
to  be  relied  on,  it  is  this,  tliat,  as  soon  as  protection  begins 
to  operate,  and  in  proportion  to  its  operation,  the  tax  is 
reflected  back  from  the  consumer  to  the  producer.  Take 
the  case  of  bar  iron:  in  the  yeai-s  1818,  1826,  and  ISoO, 
when  the  several  tariffs  of  1816,  1824,  and  1828  were  in 
full  operation,  I  recur  to  tlie  price  current  in  Boston,  ami 
select  for  an  example,  "  Old  Sable."  In  1818,  the  duly 
was  $9  per  ton,  and  tlie  price,  including  the  duty,  KlO-t. 
In  1826,  duty  #18,  price,  including  duty,  *100.  In  1830, 
duty  $22  40,  and  price,  inchidlng  duty,  #96.  Thus,  wbilc 
the  duty  has  been  constantly  increasing,  the  article  tiieJ 
has  been  as  constantly  diminishing.  The  reason  is  >s 
manifest  as  the  fact  is  true — the  domestic  article  has  been 
Increasing-  in  quantity.  Suppose  the  foreign  manufacturer 
furnished  tliree-fourtlis  of  your  consumption,  the  greater 
quantity  would  command  the  price,  and  this  tax  would 
fall  on  the  consumer.  But  let  the  domestic  product  In- 
crease to  one-half,  tlie  competition  between  foreign  and 
domestic  producers  will  be  more  equalized,  and  the  tax 
will  be  divided  between  the  producer  and  consumit. 
Further:  let  the  domestic  product  be  three-fourths,  and 
your  own  producers  govern  tlie  market,  and  the  foreign 
producer  bears  the  whole  tax,  or  nearly  so.  Again:  take 
tlic  article  of  nails:  the  duty  five  cents  per  pound,  ana 
the  nails,  duty  and  all,  but  five  and  a  half  cents.  No* 
apply  the  rule  that  the  consumer  pays  the  tax,  and  take 
oft'  this  duty,  and  your  nails  would  come  at  a  half  cent, 
when  the  raw  material  of  which  it  is  made  is  four  and  » 
half  cents.  Take  the  aiticle  of  cheese— the  duty  ismne 
cents,  and  the  best  cheese,  good  enough  for  any  gentle- 
man's table,  may  be  had  for  eight  cents.  Now,  in  this  last 
case,  it  would,  I  'should  think,  be  rather  difficult  to  con- 
vince the  purchaser,  who  paid  but  eight  cents  for  nis 
cheese,  that  he  had  also,  by  construction,  paid  nine  ccnta 
duty  in  addition,  making  seventeen  cents. 

But  anotlier  very  grave  charge  against  the  protecting 
system  is  this — high  imposts  upon  the  fabrics  of  tlmse 
who  take  our  raw  matcri.il.s  diminish  the  demand  for 
such  materials.  This  is  supposed  to  be  done  by  taxing 
the  consumer,  and  lessening  the  consuipption,or  by  taxing 
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the  pndoeer,  lenenin^  his  profits,  and,  consequentljr, 
dririii;  miny  froni  employment.  But,  still,  it  comes  to 
•Ha  It  bst,  if  the  prtxlucer  has  more  need  to  sell  than  tlie 
camantr  has  to  buy,  it  falls  on  the  former;  and  if  the 
fbreirn  bbricator  of  our  raw  material  diminishes  his  de- 
mud  on  account  of  the  price,  the  defidency  will  be 
■are  tluD  aoppiied  by  tite  domestie  competition.  As  to 
Ike  idle  and  rain  alarm,  that  foreign  manufacturers  will 
sot  take  our  raw  material,  unless  in  exchaao;«  for  tlieir 
fMa,  rere  we  their  only  consumer,  they  might  not  buy 
mics  tliey  could  sell)  but  it  is  idle  to  stippose  that  they 
vimM  enr  bay  elsewhere,  so  long  as  they  obtain  our 
products  dieaper  and  better.  This  alarm,  that  the  im- 
post valid  exclude  foreign  fabrics,  and,  consequently, 
diminiah  the  demand  for  our  raw  material,  was  sounded 
knd  mthe  diacuasions  of  the  tariff  of  1824.  The  Sena- 
tor fnm  Sooth  Carolina,  relying  on  the  calculations  of  a 
■ember  of  the  other  House,  [Mr.  CiXBaxLswo,]  prophe- 
acd  that  that  bill  would  dimiiiish  the  importatioos 
136,000,000,  the  revenue  #8,000,000,  -  exclude  cotton 
Utrici  17,000,000,  the  duties  on  which  would  be 
liiOOO^OOO,  and  diminish  the  exports  of  our  cotton 
44,000^000  pounds.  Had  tlic  Senator  himself  examined 
<]ie  Hate  of  the  case,  instead  of  relying  on  one  whose 
comiMicial  predk:tions  have  very  seldom,  if  ever,  been 
leahied,  he  would  scarcely  have  hazatded  his  reputation 
far  accuracy,  on  a  supposition  so  extravagant.  Our  whole 
eiportatioii  of  coUon,  in  182J,  was  173,723,270  pounds. 
To  Crei*  Britain,  127,684^442  pounds— her  whole  con- 
smptioii,  182,072,100  pounds.  Her  fabrics  of  cotton 
teie  Mated  by  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  Parliament,  in  1824, 
(referring  to  the  returns  in  '23,  no  doubt,)  to  amount  to 
£36,000,000  aterUng,  equal  to  $160,000,000.  Our  whole 
'"•imption  of  foreign  cotton  fabrics,  the  same  year,  was 
15,587,097,  British,  say  #4,500,000,  or  leas  than  three  per 
«iit-  of  all  her  cotton  &brics. 

I  «ill  add  to  this,  that  our  whole  imports,  for  1S23, 
vere  117,579,767;  and  for  a  man,  with  these  >iu:ts  before 
luB)  lobe  seriously  alarmed  lest  the  tariff,  as  then  pro- 
P°K<li  mdd  dtmmiab  our  importations  one-third,  our 
nnmt  mie^hird,  our  importations  of  cotton  fabrics  for 
""■■■■iNioa  seven  millions  of  dollars,  when  the  whole 
■^abnitfive  and  a  hal^  and  the  revenue  thereon  three 
nilliana,  about  half  a  million  mere  than  the  whole  <  and, 
''"'re  ail,  cot  off  forty-four  millions  of  pounds,  more  than 
•ncfcurth  of  our  exportation  of  cottons,  is,  to  be  sure, 
""""f  the  extraorduiary  predictions  of  these  extraordi- 
•ui;  tiiBes.  And  all  this  because  we  had  raised  the  duties 
«i  about  3-lOOth  parts  of  all  tlieir  productions  in  this 
■tticle.  I  admit  that  1835  was  a  very  unfortunate  year 
fw  the  fulfihnent  of  these  strange  predictions.  The 
nenb  of  that  year  afford  no  iiur  calculation  of  the  effects 
of  thia  tariff.  There  was  a  morbid  excitement  in  the 
comiaetcial  world,  in  this  article  in  particular,  and  com- 
'*"»'  eichanges  were  unusually  great.  But,  as  there 
•"  a  consequent  depresaon  in  1826,  it  will  be  fair  to 
<ae  a»  aven^  of  these  two  years  to  ascertain  how  fi* 
twse  predictions  have  been  verified^  and  you  will  see  it 
a  the  table  which  I  will  now  present  you. 

Importatmn. 
1823.  1824.  1825.  1826. 

*n,m,rsr  $80,549,007  #96,340,075  «84»994,477. 

Cotton  and  cotton  Ctbrics    exporfatimu. 

J*;*.             173,7a,370  U»,3tt,Wi  170,444,907  304,<35,4I5 

'"«.              KS0,44/,J30  Sl,«47,«»  )<,84ft,t4»  a«,«lS,914 

'"PWUIioil,       88,140,171  7,4»S,S43  I2,M0,>I«  8,318,034 

•K-npotuuim,     3,saj,l74  S,4«l,ieS  t,404yUS  S,ia«,80« 

V*7iM7        J,«37,075      tO,10i,0«l        6,191,iS3 

_***«,  air,  by  this  exhibit,  that,  contrary  to  the  strong 
l'^~°'Mi  of  such  aGttal  diminution  of  trade,  the  import- 
""'*  >ad  exportations,  and  particularly  of  cotton  and 


cotton  fabiics^  have  been  atirprisingly  increased;  so  that, 
in  1830,  the  cotton  exported  was,  as  we  have  seen, 
290,311,937  lbs.,  valued  at  jS29,674,883i  and  the  coUon 
fitbrics  imported  for  consumption,  #5,926^070.  Here  we 
see  the  direct  proof,  by  matter  of  fiiet,  that  otir  reasoning 
is  sound  and  conclunve.  The  necessity  of  the  producer 
haa  become  greater  than  that  of  the  consumer,  by  the 
competition  which  your  protection  has  caused,  and,  con- 
sequently, a  reduction  or  price,  and  an  increase  of  con- 
sumption. I  will  show,  most  dearly,  that  the  consumption 
of  the  foreign  fiibric  has  gt«atly  increased  under  the 
operation  of  your  tariff.  It  is  a  palpable  error  to  fry  this 
by  the  price  or  money  value  of  the  article  imported.  It 
is  the  quantity  which  the  consumer  obtains,  that  interesU 
him.  If  the  same  goods  are  obtained  for  one  million,  that 
heretofore  cost  three,  the  consumption  is  trdile,  though 
the  price  is  the  same.  Take  tlie  foreign  cotton  m- 
brics  imported,  deducting  the  re-exportations  for  1831, 
#5,707,450,  and  1830,  #5,926,070— an  increase,  m  nine 
years,  of  #218,630  only,  if  you  regard  the  price.  But 
the  price  of  these  goods,  in  those  two  years,  was  as  thirty- 
two  to  eleven — that  is,  the  same  gfoods,  in  quantity  and 
quality,  which  cost  thirty-two  cents  in  the  nrst  period, 
could  be  purchased  for  eleven  cents  in  the  last.  Thisftct 
I  have  obtained  from  the  surest  sources.  Then,  as  eleven 
is  to  thirty-two,  so  is  #5,926,070  to  #17,239,476,  the  value 
of  the  goods  consumed  in  1830,  provided  the  price  bad 
been  the  same  as  in  1831.  Then,  as  #5,707,440,  (the 
value  of  goods  in  1831,)  is  to  100,  or  any  other  given 
number,  ao  is  #17,239,476,  the  goods  in  1830,  at  the  price 
of  1821,  to  300  and  a  fraction.  So  that  we  consumed,  in 
1830,  three  yards  of  foreign  cotton  goods  to  one  in  1S31, 
and  paid  less  money  for  tliem.  But  this  is  not  all.  There 
has  been  a  corresponding  increase  of  quantity  and  re- 
duction of  price  in  the  domestic  fidiric.  We,  probably, 
can  manufacture,  at  Uiis  time,  not  less  than  one  hundred 
millions  of  pounds  of  cotton,  valued  at  #10,000,000. 
Suppose  the  fabric  to  be  quadruple  the  raw  material,  the 
manufactured  article  would  be  worth  #40,000,000.  De- 
duct the  exportation,  and  the  whole  consumption  of  cotton 
fabrics,  foreign  and  domestic,  can  fidl  little  short  of  forty- 
five  millions  of  dollars;  this,  at  the  price  of  1821,  would 
amount  to  one  hundred  and  thirty-five  millions.  So  that, 
at  tiie  rate  of  value  at  that  time,  we  must  have  diminished 
our  consumption,  or  havk  paid  #90,000,000,  annually, 
more  than  we  do  at  present  prices.  How  are  these  things 
to  be  accounted  for  but  from  an  intensely  active  c<»Bi>e- 
tition  between  manu&cturera,  foreign  and  domestic?  Your 
protective  system,  if  it  has  not  done  all,  it  has  contributed 
largely  to  this  result.  It  u  a  happy  remit;  it  is  just  as  it 
should  be;  and  what  man  could  expect  that  an  abandon- 
ment of  protection  would  make  it  better?  Indeed,  why 
should  we  wish  it  better?  Why  not  "  let  well  enough 
alone?"  Why  is  a  certain  good  to  be  put  at  hazard,  or 
thrown  away,  on  a  doubtful  and  most  unpromiamg  expe- 
riment? 

But  we  are  fostering  manufactures,  at  the  expense  of 
commerce  and  agriculture.  If  it  has  been  proved,  as  I 
trust  it  has,  that  the  rise  of  price  at  first,  as  a.  consequence 
of  protection,  operates  a  reduction  afterwards,  and  the 
depression  has  already  taken  place,  the  objection  is  an- 
swered. But,  suppose  it  may  be  to  some  extent  a  pro- 
tection at  the  expense  of  otiier  interests,  why  should  not 
manu&cturers  take  tlieir  turn?  They  have  never  been 
the  aJumntu  of  the  nation.  Thf  parent  bad  well  nigh 
stranded  it  in  its  cradle.  So  early  as  1731,  spies  were 
set  upon  the  colonists,  to  take  care  that  they  did  not  begin 
to  supply  their  own  wants  by  their  own  domestic  indos^. 
Informers  were  employed  by  the  lords  of  trade  and  plui- 
tations,  to  report  every  symptom  of  a  disposition  to  manu- 
facture. Heavy  penalties  were  inflicted  for  engaging  in 
setting  up  factories;  and  it  was  disloyal  for  a  man  to  make 
his  own  hat  or  shoes,  or  for  a  woman  to  but  her  own 
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stockingti.*  After  the  revolutionary  war,  and  until  the 
adoption  of  this  constitution,  we  were  obliged  to  submit 
to  the  free  trade  system  now  contended  for,  and  our 
manufactures  were  consequently  in  ruin.  Very  soon  after 
this  Government  was  orginized,  all  the  capital  in  the 
country,  then  very  small,  was  turned  into  other  channels, 
by  the  war  which  sprung  out  of  the  French  revolution, 
where  it  continued  to  run  until  our  war  with  Great  Britain. 
Our  restrictions,  embargo,  and  war,  gave  a  temporary 
stimulus  to  mamifkctures,  but  the  period  was  too  short, 
and  it  was  not  until  1&16  that  any  thing  could  be  done  for 
them. 

Commerce  has  had,  and  we  trust  will  continue  to  have, 
our  fostering  care.  It  was  for  commerce,  mainly,  that 
our  constitution  was  made.  It  was  for  commerce  that  we 
laid  discriminating  duties  of  tonnage.  It  was  for  °  com- 
merce that  foreigners  are  excluded  fi-om  your  coasting 
trade.  It  is  for  commerce  that  your  bounty  is  given  upon 
your  fisheries;  and  your  restrictions,  embargoes,  and  war, 
have  all  been  endured  fbr  the  protection  of  commerce. 

And  has  agriculture  had  no  protection  ?  Near  two-tturds 
of  your  whole  population  are  agricultural,  and  yet  elect 
representatives  always  unfriendly  to  this  great  interest! 
No,  sir,  it  has  not  been  so.  We  have  of}in«d  to  every 
nation  a  perfect  reciprocity  in  navigation,  that  they  may 
export  our  heavy  products  upon  the  same  terms  as  our 
own  citizens. 

The  constitution  has  forbidden  an  export  duty.  Our 
flour,  rice,  beef,  pork,  tobacco,  and  other  heavy  products 
of  agriculture,  have  always  enjoyed  protecting  duties. 
Cotton,  the  great,  the  capital  export,  has,  since  1789, 
enjoyed  a  protection  of  three  cents  per  pound,  which, 
upon  your  hypothesis,  that  "  the  consumer  pays  the  im- 
post," would,  to  this  time,  have  been  a  tax  of  sixty 
millions  of  dollars.  This  tax,  equal,  at  the  time  it  was 
nnpoted,  to  an  ad  valorem  of  twenty  per  cent.,  designed 
to  protect  an  agricultural  product  then  in  its  infancy,  and 
whose  success  wa^  to  say  the  least,  problematical,  with 
five  per  cent,  only  on  the  manu&otured  article,  is  an  ex- 
ample of  the  "  cold  comfort"  afforded  to  manufactures, 
when  brought  into  competition  with  agriculture. 

But,  sir,  agriculture  has  been  specially  protected.  Of 
tins  I  do  not  complain;  far  from  it.  It  is  the  first,  the 
great  interest — the  foundation  of  all  the  rest.  The  earth 
IS  to  us  what  the  mother  is  to  the  child — our  best  nurse — 
our  dearest  and  kindest  friend;  and,  although  she  some- 
times frowns  on  us,  in  her  storms,  her  blasts,  and  her  peS' 
tilence,  yet  she  again  smiks,  in  her  gentle  breezes,  her 
refreshings  showers,  and  genial  sunshines;  ami,  when  we 
arrive  at  the  evening  of  life, -and  need  repose,  she  kindly 
receives  us  to  sleep  in  her  bosom.  But,  metaphor  aside; 
I  would  speak  practically  to  practical  men.  And  I  aver 
that  no  nation  ever  did  more  for  agriculture  than  the 
United  States  has  done.  Indeed,  none  ever  had  the  means. 
We  commenced,  as  the  great  landholder.  The  public 
lands  were  pledged  to  pay  the  public  debt;  but  this  was 
but  a  secondary  consideration,  l^he  primary  object  was, 
settlement,  cultivation,  wealth,  strength — an  extenaon  of 
civihzation,  and  an  augmentation  of  the  means  of  happi- 
ness.    Every  facility  given  to  the  purchaser  of  these  lands, 

*  173S.  Act  oi  5  OeorKT  II,  S.  S2.  American  h*M  were  Tarbidilcn 
lobe  exiwrted  undi-r  penalty  of  five  huiidnd  i:o-jnd«  «tcrling;  none 
were  permitted  to  make  batr,  unleis  they  had  RCi-red  an  apprentice- 
ahip  of  leren  yean;  and  iw  master  to  hare  more  iban  two  apprentice! 
at  a  time — **  nulhing  to  pieTcul  thtir  manuracturei-s  from  niieifcnuf 
wilh  oun,  buttheirbeingconitamly  employed  in  raising  raw  materials 
for  our  own  maiiufiicturei,  such  ai  lilk,  flax,  hemp,  iron,"  &c. 

In  tbe  «ame  year,  the  Lordg  Cun.nuMiouer«  of  Trade  and  IMautattont 
n>ported  to  tlie  Houie  of  Coromoni.  It  seem*  that  the  hou«i-hold  manu- 
facture of  coarse  woollens  antl  limns  gave  them  such  anta.iness  that 
^^  it  were  to  be  wished  that  some  expedient  might  be  fallen  upon  to 
dirert  tliuir  ihoughts  f>oro  undertakings  of  this  nature;'*  and,  after  a 
particular  account  of  the  raanufkcluri-s  in  each  proriiice,  they  recom- 
mend an  encouragement  to  the  pruihiction  of  naral  siorw.  17*0,  an  act 
waa  passed  for  the  eneouragtment  of  pir  and  bar  iron  from  ihc  colonies, 
It  the  enction  of  any  milTor  iron  factory  fur  splitting  ur 


and  to  pn;vent  t 

platting,  &c.  any  iron,  or  making  it^el.- 


■/».  p.  S80. 


was  a  premium  on  agriculture.  It  Was  bringing  so  mncii 
agricultural  capital  into  the  market,  at  a  reduced  price. 
It,  to  be  sure,  diminished  the  value  of  this  kmd  of  lapital 
already  invested,  by  overstocking  tite  market;  and  it  di- 
minished the  revenues  of  the  capital,  by  increasing  the 
production.  But  this  is  always  the  effect  of  the  influx  of 
every  kind  of  capital^  every  where.  The  whole  mass  of 
production  and  profit  is  increased,  though  indiviiiuil  re- 
venues are  diminished  by  competition.  Your  excelleot 
system,  for  tbe  sale  and  settlement  of  the  public  lands,  wm 
constantly  subtracting  tlie  industry  and  capital  fioin  the 
Atlantic  States.  Sir,  who  would  purchase  cotton  lands  in 
Georgia,  at  four  guineas  per  acre,  when  he  could  ohtiio 
better  in  Alabama,  at  half  as  many  dollars^  Whatever  b- 
cility,  therefore,  that  the  United  States'  Government  hat 
given  to  the  purchasers  of  its  lands,  over  or  above  wh«t 
would  have  been  given  if  these  lands  were  owned  by 
companies  or  individuals,  either  in  price,  payment,  ex- 
emption from  taxes,  or  "relief  q'stem,"  was  a  bounty 
and  a  temptation  to  lure  men  from  the  pursuits  of  com- 
merce and  manufactures  into  those  of  agriculture.  Un- 
derstand mc,  sir;  I  do  not  complain  of  this.  It  was  an 
understanding,  at  the  time,  that  it  would  be  so;  it  was 
part  of  the  compact  that  it  should  be  so.  The  sales  of 
these  lands,  at  an  average  of  a  million  a  year,  and,  conti- 
dering  all  the  faciUties,  fifty  per  cent,  less  than  they  wouH 
otherwise  have  commanded,  is  an  annual  bounty  to  agri-  i 
cultureof  half  a  million.  Here,  then,  we  see  at  once  the 
cause  of  all  the  evil  of  which  portions  of  the  South  lo 
loudly  complain,  if  evil  it  can  be  called.  Have  I  not, 
then,  tracea  the  mischief  home,  and  found  its  birth-plsce, 
its  character,  and  its  name?  And,  strange  to  tell, its  name 
is  plenty!  There  is  such  a  surplus  of  the  products  of 
agriculture,  that  the  price  is  depressed.  The  gross  profits 
of  cotton  planting  are  fiir  greater  tlian  ever;  but  theytre 
distributed  among  too  many.  The  nrnn^  can  be  com- 
forted, but  the  ffew  cannot  get  rich.  Sir,  is  it  republican 
to  complain  of  this.>  See  the  result  of  your  land  system. 
A  savage  wilderness,  in  less  than  fifty  years,  converted  iato 
the  finest  settlements  and  most  productive  agriculture, 
inhabited  by  three  millions  of  human  beings,  free  »mi 
happy,  and  advancing  onwards,  witii  firm  and  rapid  »t^ 
to  the  highest  state  of  prosperity.  And  to  wealth  m 
prosperity  is  not  the  only  advance;  it  is  "tlie  march  of 
mind."  Schools,  academies,  and  colleges  are  springing: 
up  every  where,  and  science  soars  on  eagle's  winp. 
"  The  Sun  of  Righteousness,"  witii  his  beams,  is  penetnt- 
ing  the  darkest,  meanest,  remotest  cabin  there;  and  there, 
"  in  strains  as  soft  and  sweet  as  angels  use,  the  gospel 
whispers  peace;"  and,  pardon  me,  when  I  add,  it  is  toth» 
very  West  that  the  patriot's  anxious  eye  is  now  directed 
for  some  bold  adventurous  champion,  to  save  our  country 
from  its  degi-adation,  and  "pluck  up  our  drowning 
honor  by  the  locks." 

Sir,  it  is  not  the  democracy,  it  iathe  aristociacy  of  the 
country  that  is  complaining.  The  true  index  of  the  pros- 
perity of  the  Stote  is  tl»e  high  price  of  labor.  To  this 
rule  there  are  exceptions.  A  temporary  rise,  by  the 
forced  state  of  affairs,  is  one.  High  taxes,  which  sub- 
tract from  the  gross  amount;  productive  laborers  called 
off  to  defend  the  country,  or  promote  its  future  interests. 
But  these  exceptions  apply  not  to  the  United  Steles. 
AVhen,  for  a  series  of  years,  a  given  quantity  of  labtM"";" 
produce  most  of  the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  Ue, 
tlien  is  the  country  most  prosperous.  Now,  let  "'  '"' 
mine:  1  take  the  free  agricuhural  labor  as  the  standard, 
and  I  will  give  you  the  reason.  Slave  labor  might  be 
taken  into  die  amount  if  it  was  diffused  geiieraUy  ^°^p 
the  United  States.  But  it  has  sectional  hmits,  and  has 
little  or  no  interest  in  the  amount  produced.  It  is,  there- 
fore, more  like  machinery,  under  a  •patent,  to  be  used 
within  certain  limits  by  the  patentee.  I  take  apricultursl 
labor,  because  it  constittites  the  greatest  portion  of  our 


Digitized  by 


Google 


217 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


518 


Jix.  30, 1833.] 


T%t  Tariff. 


[SSITAtl. 


industry,  ind  mast,  eonaequentijr,  regulate  the  price  of 
all  the  rest.  In  Bim^um),  the  agricultural  population  is 
cakulited  at  one-third  of  the  whole.  In  Uie  United 
StatM,  nre  the  industry  divided  into  twelre  equal  parts, 
we  miglit  assign  to  eoaimerce  two,  navigation  one,  manu- 
&ctiire9tvo,  and  agriculture  seven.  Seven-twelfths  be- 
af  nore  than  all  the  rest,  would  regulate  the  prices  of 
tli  ottifr  classes.  I  say  regulate;  for,  though  other  labor 
on  Ix  lover  or  higher,  according  to  the  demand,  skill 
ud  taknta,  constancy  of  employ  ment,  education,  rank  of 
profesion,  certainty  of  success,  or  personal  danger,  yet 
all  moat  relatively  rise  or  fall  with  that  of  agriculture. 

What,  then,  was  the  value  of  free  agrictutural  labor,  in 
the  dififerent  periods  of  1818,  1826,  and  1630,  when  the 
respective  tariffs  of  1816,  1834,  and  1828  were  in  fell 
operation'  la  which  of  these  periods  would  a  given  quan- 
titr  ofkbor  yield  most  of  the  comforts  and  conveniences 
of  life'  By  comforts  and  conveniences,  I  do  not  limit  my- 
s^to  the  bread  necessary  to  save  the  poor  from  starva- 
tioD.  I  do  not  speak  of  the  scanty  sustenance  of  an  Ku- 
Ktpeanaerf.  I  speak  ofthe  means  of  subsstencereqiiired 
by  an  American  fi'ee  laborer,  "worthy  of  his  hire."  1 
hare  examined  into  this  subject  with  some  care,  and 
oblaioed,  from  the  best  sources  in  my  power,  a  schedule 
of  the  value  of  labcu'  in  the  three  different  periods  which 
I  have  named,  in  each  State  of  the  Union,  with  the  ex- 
ceptioD  of  Louiaana,  which  does  not  employ  a  sufficiency 
of  that  labor  to  establish  a  price.  I  find,  by  this  schedule, 
vhich  I  shall  not  trouble  the  Senate  to  read  particularly, 
but  which  is  free  for  the  inspection  of  any  Senator,  that 
the  diminution  of  price,  in  the  whole  United  States,  is  not 
•hove  ten  per  cent.  The  valuation  in  this  schedule  is 
the  price  per  month,  taking  all  seasons  of  the  year,  inolu- 
a»e  of  board,  and  exclusive  of  clotUng.*  By  this,  I  find 
that  the  labor  which,  in  1818,  was  ten  dolhrs,  was,  in 
1S30,  at  nine  doUars,  gnving  a  reduction  of  ten  per  cent. 
wly;  «hile  all  the  articles  of  necessary  consumption,  sub- 
ject to  a  protecting  duty,  have  fallen  one-half,  and  a  large 
ptopoitiDa  of  them  tw»4hirds.  I  now  come  to  the  means 
ofwbaiieiice  to  be  acquired  by  this  labor.     I  have  made 


'Average  price 
from  June,  1818,  to 
jear. 

UuDe, 

New  Hampshire, 

Misaachusetts, 

Bhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

Vermont, 

Sew  York, 

New  Jeney, 

Penn^lvania, 

Delaware, 

Hartland, 

^lijiiBa, 

North  Carolina, 

8«<ith  Carofina, 

Georgia, 

Sentucky, 

Obio, 

Tninejiee, 

I*«ia«n«, 

Indiana, 

ttiais, 

Alabam. 


of  agricultural  labor  in 
June,  1830,  per  month. 


UisKKin, 

AgFfgMe, 
Arenge, 


1818. 
$8  00 
8  50 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 
10  00 

10  00 

8  50 

11  00 
6  00 

12  00 
6  00 
6  00 

10  00 

14  00 

11  00 

9  00 
8  50 
0  00 

8  00 

12  00 
11  00 

15  00 
15  00 

229  50 

9  99 


1826. 
$8  00 

8  50 
10  00 
10  00 

8  50 
10  00 

8  00 

8  50 

9  00 
6  00 

10  00 
6  00 
6  00 

8  00 
12  00 
10  00 

9  00 
8  50 
0  00 

8  00 
10  00 

9  00 
10  00 
15  00 

208  50 
9  06 


each  State  > 
through  the 

1830. 
$8  00 
10  00 

8  50 
10  00 

8  50 
10  00 

8  00 

8  50 

9  50 
6  00 

10  00 
6  00 

6  00 

7  00 
12  00 
10  00 

9  00 

8  50 
0  00 

8  00 
10  00 

9  00 
10  00 
16  00 


206  00 
.8  95 


out  a  schedule  of  these,  with  as  much  accuracy  as  possi- 
ble, from  the  best  sources  of  information.  It  is  based 
upon  the  prices  current  at  Boston,  in  those  three  periods. 
I  have  selected  the  principal  articles  of  subsistence,  and 
placed  the  duties  opposite  the  prices,  and  the  result  will 
show,  at  one  view,  the  effect  of  protection  on  the  com- 
forts and  conveniences  of  life.  And  here,  sir,  I  do  not 
fiuten  upon  the  article  of  bread,  or  any  two  or  three  other 
articles  barely  sufficient  to  sustain  life.  I  take  the  great 
essentials  which  support  ctwifortably  an  American  fna 
laborer,  with  his  wife  and  children — comfortable  food, 
clothing,  and  habitation,  [flere  Mr.  H.  read  and  com- 
mented on  the  articles  of  subsistence  in  the  schedule 
alhided  to.] 

Mr.  President,  it  is  proper  tiiat  I  should  remark,  in  re- 
gard to  these,  and  those  of  clothing  and  habitation,  which 
I  am  about  to  present,  ttat  the  products  of  agriculture 
and  manufactures  which  we  export  to  any  considerable 
extent,  are  clearly  not  injuriously  affected  by  our  tariff: 
for  the  fact  of  exportation  proves  that  they  are  cheaper 
at  home  than  abroad.  Such,  it  appears,  are  bread  stuffs, 
meats,  bulter  and  cheese,  fish,  h^ts,  manufactures  of  lea- 
ther, cotton  fabrics,  glass,  cabinet  work,  and  nails.  And 
the  hut  article  of  subsistence  which  I  have  noted,  (salt,) 
about  which  we  have  witnessed,  for  three  or  four  years 
past,  so  much  "  weeping  and  wailing,"  was,  during  the 
very  time,  lower  than  it  has  been  for  twelve  years  before 
and  since;  and  it  has  not  been  higher  for  twelve  years, 
than  since  the  duty  was  diminished.* 

[Mr.  H.  then  particuUrized  the  essential  articles  of 
clothing  subject  to  protection,  showing  the  gradual  de- 
pression of  prices  under  the  operation  of  different  tariffs, 
and  proceeded.]  Sir,  I  think  I  have  now  provided  the 
free  American  laborer  with  comfortable  food  and  clothing; 
but  there  is  one  thing  yet:  he  must  have  a  resting-place, 
to  which  he  has  a  ripit  to  retire,  to  deposite  bis  cares  and 
enjoy  repose.  He  must  have  a  home.  It  is  the  instinct- 
ive principle  in  nature — "  the  foxes  have  holes,  and  the 
birds  of  the  ur  have  nests" — and  miserable,  indeed,  most 
that  man  be  who  has  not  where  to  lay  his  head.  Even 
the  statesman  here,  struggling  in  strong  debate,  or  forcing 
his  way  np  the  delusive  isoad  of  ambition,  riding  upon  the 
whirlwind  and  niling  the  storm — how  often  does  ne  turn 
aside,  and  cast  a  longing,  lingering  wish  upon  home! 
How  often  does  he  sigh  for  the  endearments  of  the  do- 
mestic fireside — the  family  rarcle.  [Mr.  H.  comment- 
ed upon  the  articles  of  building  and  furniture,  con- 
tained in  his  schedule,  and  proceeded  in  his  remarks.] 
I  intended,  sir,  to  have  noticed  more  fully  the  tariff  on 
woollens,  and  particularly  the  opinion  entertained  here, 
that  British  statesmen  are  rebixing  their  notions  of  the 
restrictive  policy;  but  this  would  require  more  time  than 
I  had  prescribed  to  myself,  and  1  can  only  remark,  that 
it  is  easily  proved  that  British  statesmen,  as  well  as 
British  writers,  have  one  set  of  politics  for  themselves 
and  another  for  us;  and,  while  their  free  trade  doctrines 
are  imported  and  retailed  out  here  at  a  profit,  their  prac- 
tice is  at  direct  war  with  their  precept*. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  denies  the  justice  of 
taxing  his  State  for  the  manufacturers  of  the  North.    I 


•  Pric?  of  salt  in  Boston,  per  bushel: 


For  1815 
1816 
1817 
1318 
1819 
1820 
1821 
1822 
1823 


Price.    Duty. 
90cts.  20 
60         20 


62 
70 
70 
62 
60 
60 
52 


20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
20 


For  1824 
1825 
1826 
1827 
1828 
1829 
1830 
1831 


Price.    Duly. 
50  cu.  20 
58  20 


49 
62 
52 
45 
55 
6'^ 


20 
20 
20 
20 
20 
15 
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have  proved  that  the  South  is  not  so  taxed;  but,  if  tliey 
were,  I  maintain  its  justice.  The  condition  of  the  North, 
when  the  constitution  was  adopted,  indicated  clearly  tliat 
they  must  depend  on  nuutufiictures.  Their  soil,  water 
power,  and  enterprise,  all  combined  to  make  them  a 
manufacturing  people;  and  they  had  made  some  progress, 
under  all  the  discouragements  which  they  had  encounter- 
ed. The  South  needed,  or  might  need,  other  protection, 
which  was  to  be  found  in  the  strength  and  energy  of  the 
North;  and  it  was  well  understood  at  the  time,  that  this 

Srotection  was  to  be  accorded  to  the  Nortli,  for  which  it 
ad  given  a  fair  eqiiivalcnt,  when  it  should  become  neces- 
sary. Whoever  thought  tiiat  equality  in  public  burdens 
must  be  contemporaneous?  At  one  time,  the  state  of  af- 
iairs  will  throw  the  burdens  heavier  on  New  England;  at 
another,  on  other  sections;  and  each  shoiUd  bear  them  in 
turn.  But,  really,  it  seems  to  me  rather  a  waste  of  time 
to  urge  this,  inasmuch  as  notliing  can  be  more  manifest 
than  this — that  there  is  either  no  distress  at  all,  or,  if  any, 
other  causes,  and  not  the  tariff,  have  produced  it. 

It  is  said  that  tiie  cotton  growers  can  never  manufac- 
ture the  raw  material  which  they  produce.  It  would 
seem  strange  that  it  is  so;  and  one  of  the  reasons  given  by 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  is  stranger  still.  It  is 
this:  that  one  of  oqr  enterprising  Yankees  erected  a  fac- 
tory tliere,  and  a  negro  burnt  it  down.  It  is  not  stated 
that  he  was  governed  by  the  anti-tariif  mania,  nor  what 
induced  the  incendiary  to  perpetrate  the  crime.  But,  to 
make  this  case  a  good  reason  against  the  success  of  manu- 
fiujtures  there,  I  suppose,  if  the  negro  had  burnt  the  own- 
er's dwelling-house,  he  6ught  to  Uve  out  of  doors,  because 
houses  would  not  succeed  at  all.  This  anecdote  might 
lead  to  a  train  of  thinking  upon  the  subject  of  a  certain 
class  of  population,  which  I  choose  to  exclude;  and, 
when  the  Senator  is  disposed  to  be  merry  at  the  expense 
of  New  England,  and  sneer  at  our  "  wooden  ware  and 
notions,"  instead  of  retorting,  I  will  join  in  the  laugh.  It 
is  trtie,  our  "wooden  ware,"  our  eiq^ant  cabinet  work, 
not  excelled  by  any  in  the  world,  does  adorn  the  parlors, 
drawing-rooms,  bed-cluunbers,  and  eren  the  churches,  of 
the  rick  and  the  bvored  South.  We  are,  in  this  sense, 
your  "hewers  of  wood,"  if  not  your  "drawers  of  wa- 
ter." But,  of  one  thing  be  assured,  we  do  not  intend  to 
hew  your  wood,  or  draw  your  water,  for  nothing.  We 
intend  to  be  paid,  and  well  paid,  for  it  And,  as  to  our 
"notions,"  "I  guess"  that  New  England  notions  will 
bear  a  comparison  with  any  other  notions  whatever. 

But,  nevertheless,  protection  must  be  abandoned.  It 
is  "sectional  and  unequal" — "a  cursed,  ruinous,  fatal 
poKcy — "a  case  of  life  and  death."  "  Give  us  back  the 
merchants  bankrupted  by  your  policy — ^the  sailors,  ships, 
ftrmers,  and,  above  all,  harmony,"  and  we  consent  to — 
what?  why,  that  every  fkctory  shall  be  razed  to  its  foun- 
dation! This,  indeed,  is  very,  very  liberal;  it  looks  quite 
like  a  compromise.  Give  me  your  food  and  raiment,  and 
your  money,  too,  and  make  me  contented  with  it  in  the 
bargain;  and,  in  consideration  thereof,  I  will  consent  that 
you  may  go  and  starve.  Sir,  I  have  a  small  objection  to 
the  acceptance  of  this  liberal  offer — a  want  of  reciprocity. 
We  have  now  our  all,  nearly,  vested  in  manufactures,  and 
the  industry  of  the  country  is  engaged  in  them.  We  have 
no  knowledge  of  any  rich  nabobs,  nor  of  operators  under 
task-masters.  These  things  may  exist  in  the  South,  but 
they  belong  not  to  New  England. 

The  Senator  thinks  our  exports,  were  it  not  for  the  ta- 
riff, would  have  been  two  hundred  millions,  and  our  ton- 
nage two  millions.  After  the-  predictions  of  1824,  and 
their  failure,  very  little  reliance,  I  should  think,  can  be 
placed  on  predictions.  But,  as  to  our  tonnage,  I  do  not 
admit  that  it  is  diminished;  and  if  it  has  not  increased  quite 
so  &st  as  he  would  have  expected,  I  can  give  him  pretty 
gfood  reasohs  for  it.  Our  products,  by  being  manufac- 
tured at  home,  their  bulk  and  weight  are  greatly  diminished 


in  proportion  to  their  value,  and  their  exportation  requires 
consequently  less  tonnage.  We  hare  eanal  transportitian, 
which  dispenses  with  considerable  coasting  tonnage;  and, 
above  all,  the  improvement  in  ship-building,  whereby  s 
ship  built  now  has  been  known  to  carry  seventy-five  ptr 
cent,  more  freight  than  one  of  ttie  same  tonnage  built  fit 
teen  years  ago.  This,  to^be  sure,  is  a  strong  case,  but  no 
doubt  exists  that  our  present  freighting  vessels  will  ave- 
rage fifty  per  cent,  above  the  old  oms;  and  I  appeal  to  tlie 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Susbbi]  for  ^  cor- 
rectness of  the  statement. 

But,  sir,  the  diminution  of  the  tonnage  of  South  Giro- 
Una  is  no  evidence  of  the  decline  of  trade.  The  merchsnti 
of  that  State  prefer  other  ships.  No  State  in  the  Union 
employs  so  great  a  proportion  of  foreign  tonnage,  tnd 
none,  except  two,  so  many  tons.  I  do  not  compUn  of 
this;  but,  surely,  they  who  prefer  Britidi  tonnage,  ongflit 
not  to  conuilain  of  the  loss  of  our  own.  Northern  ihipt, 
excepting  the  foreign,  are  chiefly  employed  fbrtbefreigTiti 
of  the  South;  and  for  the  plain  reason,  that  their  merchant! 
find  it  for  their  interest  to  hire,  rather  than  build  or 
purchase. 

But,  to  me  it  is  singular,  indeed,  that  the  g^in-grov- 
ing  States  riiould  complain  of  domestic  manufactures. 
England  is  your  greatest  manufacturer,  and  she  will  not 
receive  in  return  your  bread  stuffs,  until  her  own  people 
are  up  to  the  point  of  starvation.  Of  all  nations,  there 
are  more  sellers  of  g^n  tlmn  buyers.  In  times  of  peace, 
people  produce  more  than  they  consume;  consequently, 
your  exportations  are  diminishing.  In  1818,  your  export 
of  flour  was  eleven  millions  of  dollars;  in  1830,  six  tnil- 
lions;  while,  on  a  fair  calculation,  the  consumption  of  the 
manufacturing  population,  in  New  England  alone,  cannot 
be  less  than  ten  millions,  aad  tlie  demand  is  constantly  in- 
creasing. Raze  our  manuGictures  to  their  foundation,  and 
where  IS  your  market  for  your  bread  atuffs?  And  yrti 
admit  that  the  groans  of  the  cotton  States  are  equally 
strange.  One«xth  of  the  whole  population,  increaaiiig 
beyond  example,  exporting  annually  three  hundred  mil- 
lions of  poun^  of  cotton,  worth  thirsty  millions  of  dollan, 
being  more  than  half  of  our  domestic  exports,  and  repi- 
larly  increasing,  besides  one  hundred  millions  of  poumB, 
equal  to  ten  millions  of  dollars,  for  domestic  manufacture, 
and  yet  complaining  of  distress  and  misery! 

One  word  more,  and  I  shall  have  done.  In  reading  an 
account  of  the  cotton  factories  of  Great  Britain,  inUie 
Edinburgh  Encyclopxdia,!  was  very  tinfi«vorablyimpr«s«d 
by  the  immoral  tendency  of  the  establisbroents,  as  there 
described.  I  have  since,  however,  read  an  excellent  ar- 
ticle in  the  Edinburgh  Review,  on  the  same  subject,  wnicn 
reverses  the  whole  picture.  From  this  contradictory  tes- 
timony, I  concluded  it  safest  to  examine  our  owneatablBO- 
ments;  and  I  wrote  to  gentlemen  on  whom  I  could  depend 
at  the  principal  factories  in  New  England,  inquiring  inw 
the  moral  and  religious  deportment  of  those  employ"! 
and  I  will  give  you  one  from  a  gentlemen  of  the  first  re- 
spectabdity  at  Great  Falls,  as  a  specimen  of  the  others, 
with  which  I  will  conclude  my  remarks. 

SoKEBswoKTB,  Dteembtr  12,  1831- 

Hon.  JoHH  HoLXES: 
DiAB  Sib:  Your  favor  of  15th  ult.,  inquiring  inrej^ 
tion  to  the  moral  and  religious  education  and  deportmem 
of  those  engaged  in  this  establishment,  was  duly  ^ecelve(^ 
and  1  have  wiuted  your  arrival  in  Washington  to  reply,  at 
you  request.  .     ,;l- 

The  tendency  of  your  queries,  and  the  information  i» 
ly  to  be  elicited  by  them,  are  of  great  impo^ance,  «» • 
heartily  rejoice  that  you  have  taken  tiie  subject  m  nanu- 
The  prevailing  opinion,  in  a  great  portion  of  the  ^^> 
unfavorable  to  manufactorie^  as  a  school  of  "^Jlbi 
taken,  no  doubt,  from  the  condition  of  the  oP*JJJ|^i^ 
tiie  manufccturing  districts  of  Enghnd.    A  thorougn 
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Tcstigition  of  the  subject,  as  regards  this  country,  will 
exhibit,  I  am  well  convinced,  a  tar  different  state  of  so- 
ciety and  moral  deportment  from  the  prevuling  opinion  in 
the  Uiddle  and  Southern  States. 

In  this  village,  we  can  say,  without  ezag(^rationi  that 
leit  crime  or  mi^ehavior,  of  any  kind,  ^cau  rarely,  if 
erer,  be  met  with  in  any  community,  however  pure. 
Hiicfa  and  unceasing  attention  is  bestowed  by  our  minis- 
ten,  of  each  persuauon,  upon  the  moral  and  religious  in- 
itructioo  of  those  composing  our  village;  and  the  number 
»ho  constantly  attend  the  different  churches  and  places  of 
vanliip,  is  very  great,  in  proportion  to  the  wltole  popula- 
tion. Tbe  company  g^ve  such  encouragement  to  this  sub- 
jects] tfaey,  with  propriety,  can,  aud  do  not  for  a  moment 
countenance  any  improper  or  irreligious  CQnduct.  Per- 
tooi  of  this  latter  description  always  meet,  with  a  prompt 
tnd  ianhable  discharge  from  tlie  premises.  With  respect 
to  the  females,  1  feel  well  assured  there  are  none,  in  any  si- 
tuation, or  under  any  circumstances,  who  ai-e  less  obnoxious 
to  the  charge  of  immoral  or  impro^ier  conduct,  than 
those  in  our  employ.  The  reason  is  obvious,  and  tlie  remedy 
or  prevention  so  direct,  that  immorality,  to  any  extent, 
cannot  exist  among  them.  A  large  majority  of  our  girls 
hue  seriously  attached  tliemselves  to  one  or  other  of  the 
religious  denominations,  (of  which  we  have  four  or  five,) 
wd  will  not,  coii^tently  with  their  feelings,  work  or  as- 
jociate,  in  any  manner,  with  those  of  even  doubtful  charac- 
ter. This  at  once  brings  the  matter  to  our  ears,  »nd  we 
nrely  hesitate.  The  cases  liave  been  comparatively  few, 
and  much  less  witliin  the  past  two  yeai-s  than  previously; 
but  solitary  instances  of  immorality  cannot  be  avoided. 

To  men  of  intemperate  habits,  we  extend  no  encourage- 
ment whatever;  and  we  do  not  continue  any  for  asTngle  day 
vlio  are  in  the  habit  of  using  spirituous  liquors  improperly. 
Excepting  at  the  bar  of  tlic  hotel,  tlie  company  do  not  per- 
mitany  liquor  to  bu  sold  upon  their  premises;  and  there  is 
int,within  the  corporation,  any  spirituous  liquor  retailed, 
excepting  at  the  hotel.  On  no  account  is  liquor  permitted 
in  any  of  the  mills  or  workshops,  and  its  use  is  discounte- 
unced  by  us  in  every  practicable  method.  A  very  large 
mjori^  of  the  village  belong  to  the  "Temperance  So- 
ciety," which  excludes  the  use  of  liquor,  in  toto,  from  its 
members. 

The  manufacturers  in  this  section  of  the  country  would 
eigcrly  challenge  a  close  investigation  into  tlie  habits  and 
BwnU  of  tljeir  establisliments;  and  I  fondly  trust  your  ex- 
perieoce  and  influence  will  excite  discussion  and  inquiry, 
which  cannot  but  result  to  our  advantage. 

I  felt  much  gp-atificd  you  called  upon  me  in  this  in- 
ilince,  and  shall  be  always  happy  to  receive  and  attend 
to  your  commuuicatiuns,  whenever  you  may  favor  me 
with  them. 

Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servtnt, 

LLOYD  W.  WELLS. 

Tdksoat,  Jahujibi  31. 
8UHPBRFLUOUS  TREASURY  OFFICERS. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Foot,  was 
oiled  lip  by  him: 

Raohtd,  That  tlie  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending 
theaclof  the  3d  of  March,  1817,  to  provide  for  the  prompt 
Kttlement  of  public  accounts,  as  to  abolish  the  offices  of 
Second  Comptroller  and  Second  Auditor,  and  asugn  the 
duties  now  by  law  referred  to  them,  to  the  First  Comp> 
irollcr  and  Third  Auditor. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  observed  that  the  resolution  contem- 
plated an  inquiry  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  respecting 
fte  organization  of  the  'I  rcasui7  Department.  It  would 
be  better  to  give  the  resolution  a  different  direction,  as 
tbe  Judiciary  Committee  had  no  particular  acquaintance 
With  the  subject. 


Mr.  FOOT  said  be  had  no  choice  as  to  the  committee 
to  which  the  resolution  should  be  sent.  Jt  had  seemed 
to  him,  that  some  inquiry  as  to  the  necesaty  of  retaining 
the  offices  of  Second  Comptroller  and  Second  Auditor  was 
necessary,  and  he  therefore  offered  the  resolution,  without 
deeming  it  of  much  importance  what  committee  made 
the  inquiry.  It  was  known  that,  by  the  establishment  of 
the  office  of  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury,  a  consderable  por- 
tion of  the  duties  of  the  Second  Comptroller  was  taken 
from  him;  and  it  was  known  also,  that  both  of  the  offices 
referred  to  in  the  resolution  were  created  to  settle  the 
mass  of  accounts  which  grew  out  of  the  late  war;  and 
gentlemeu  who  were  then  in  public  Ufe  migrht  recollect, 
that  the  understanding  at  the  time  was,  that  they  were  to 
be  abolished  when  uie  purpose  for  which  U»ey  were 
created  was  answered. 

Mr.  MARCY  thought  that  the  committee  which  took 
charge  of  the  resolution,  ought  to  hare  full  power  to  go 
through  the  whole  of  the  public  offices,  and  see  which 
could  be  best  spared — whether  there  were  not  some  others 
that  might  be  abolished  without  detriment  to  the  public 
service.  Perhaps  it  might  be  found,  on  inquiry,  that  these 
offices  were  more  necessary  than  many  others  that  were 
to  be  retained.  If  the  gentleman  would  make  his  inquiry 
more  general,  he  would  vote  for  it. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  if  the  gentleman  from  New  York  would 
look  back  to  tlie  taw  creating  those  offices,  he  would  find 
that  they  were  created  solely  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  accounts  of  the  late  war.  Now  all  these  accounts  had 
been  long  since  settled,  and  the  necessity,  therefore,  for 
retaining  the  offices  ceased.  It  was  understood,  at  the 
passage  of  the  law,  that  the  offices  were  to  be  abolished 
when  the  accounts  were  settled. 

Aller  so  modifying  the  resolution,  at  the  suggestion  of 
Mr.  WEBSTER,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  mover,  as 
to  refer  the  inquiry  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  tlie  re- 
solution was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  of  Mr.  Ewirs,  respecting  the  improper 
removal  of  public  officers,  was  taken  up;  and,  at  the  instance 
of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  (who  said  it  could  not  be  expected 
that  the  resolution  should  be  decided  without  discussion,) 
it  was  made  the  special  order  for  Monday  week. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  by  Mr.  Bektor 
on  the  2Sth  January,  were  taken  up,  and  agreed  to: 

Heaohedr  That  the  select  committee  to  which  was  re- 
ferred the  memorial  of  the  directors,  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  praying  for  the  renewal  of  their  charter, 
be  directed  to  inquire  as  follows: 

1.  Into  the  nature  and  amount  of  the  loans,  if  any 
there  were,  made  by  the  bank  or  its  branches,  of  local 
bank  paper;  and  to  report  all  the  facta  and  circumstances 
wluch  shall  be  necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to  judge 
and  determine  whether  there  was  usury  in  the  contracts 
for  such  loans,  or  oppression  in  collecting  them. 

2.  Into  the  fact  of  non<uer  of  its  powers  by  any  of  the 
branch  banks,  and  all  the  circumstances  which  may  be 
necessary  to  enable  the  Senate  to  understand  the  nature, 
extent,  and  duration  of  such  non-user  of  powers. 

3.  Into  the  amount  of  the  real  estate  acquired  by  the 
bank,  and  at  each  branch;  and  a  detailed  statement  there- 
of, showing  where  ratuate,  the  price  at  which  acquired, 
the  price  lor  which  sold,  if  sold,  and  the  present  value,  ^ 
not  sold. 

4.  The  number  of  buildings,  if  any,  where  situated, 
and  the  cost  thereof,  which  may  have  been  erected  for 
the  purpose  of  being  rented. 

5.  Whether  the  branch  bank  notes,  or  the  branch  bank 
orders,  issued  as  currency,  are  received  in  deposite,  as 
cash,  at  the  parent  bank,  and  at  every  other  branch;  and, 
if  not,  to  report  the  exceptions. 

6.  Whctliertlie  branch  bank  notes,  or  the  branch  bank 
orders,  issued  as  currency,  are  at  a  discount  in  any  town 
or  city  where  a  branch  bank  is  situated;  or  in  Philadel- 
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Shi»,  where  the  parent  bank  a;  and  if  so,  the  rate  of  said 
iscount. 

T.  The  amount  of  the  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion 
annually  remitted  by  each  branch  bank  to  the  parent 
bank,  or  to  any  other  place  by  the  order  of  the  parent 
bank,  from  1817  to  1831,  inclusive. 

8.  Tlte  annual  aggregate  amount  of  the  expenses  of 
the  bank  and  her  branches,  from  1817  to  1831,  inclusive. 

9.  The  annual  amount  of  the  expenses  of  the  same, 
for  the  same  time,  under  the  heads:  first,  of  printers  and 
editors;  second,  attorneys  and  counsellors  at  law;  third, 
contingencies. 

10.  Of  whtt  consists  the  capital  of  the  Bank  of  tlie 
United  States,  and  of  such  of  the  branch  banks  as  are  re- 
ported in  the  monthly  statements  to  have  capital;  and  the 
difference  between  the  specie  which  is  reported  in  one 
column  to  be  on  hand,  and  the  capital  which  is  reported 
in  another. 

11.  Whether  different  rates  of  exchange  are  taken  at 
any  of  the  brandies,  or  at  the  parent  bank,  on  bills  of  ex- 
change, as  sold  to  merchants  or  persons  in  official  stations, 
and  to  the  body  of  the  citizens. 

12.  Whether  facilities  for  obtaining  loans  are  granted 
to  persons  in  official  stations,  which  are  not  extended  to 
the  citizens  generally. 

13.  That  the  said  select  committee  be  empowered  to 
send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  to  have  oaths  adminis- 
tered to  witnesses;  and  that  they  be  allowed  a  clerk,  to  be 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate,  to  keep 
the  journal  of  their  proceedings,  and  to  take  minutes  of 
the  evidence,  and  to  do  such  writing  as  the  committee 
may  direct. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  tariff  resolution  was  resumed,  and  Mr.  HOLMES 
spoke  between  two  and  three  hours  in  continuation  and 
conclusion  of  the  speech  he  commenced  yesterday. 

[The  speech  is  given  entire  in  the  preceding  pages.] 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WiDHESDAT,  FEBRCABT  1. 

INDIAN  TREATIES." 

The  following  resolutions  were  submitted  forconsidera. 
tionby  Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN: 

1.  Betohed,  That  tlie  Government  of  the  United  States 
b  bound  by  the  terms  and  stipulations  of  several  treaties 
made  with  the  Cherokee  nation  of  Indians,  and  also  by 
the  provisions  of  the  intercoiii-se  aot  of  1802,  to  protect 
said  nation  from  all  intrusions  upon  their  territory. 

2.  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  does  not 
possess  the  constitutional  power  of  dispensing  with  the 
execution  of  the  intercourse  act  of  1802,  and  of  said  trea- 
ties; and  that  until  the  said  act  shall  be  repealed,  and 
while  the  said  treaties  remain,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  enforce  their  provisions  and  stipulations. 

SALT. 

r 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr. 
Behtow,  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to: 

Itesoleed,  That  the  Senate's  Committee  on  Manu&ctures 
be  instructed  to  inquire  of  the  gentlemen  whose  letter  on 
the  state  of  the  salt  manufacture  and  salt  trade  on  the 
Kenhawa  has  been  communicated  to  the  Senate  by  that 
committee,  as  follows: 

1.  The  present  actual  cost  of  manufacturing  salt  at  the 
Kenhawa  works. 

3.  The  minimum  amount  to  which  such  cost  might  be 
rednced  by  exertions  within  the  power  of  the  manufac- 
turers to  make. 

3.  The  selling  price  of  salt  at  the  works  for  five  vears 
previous  to  1825. 

4.  Tlie  usual  selling  price  at  the  works  since  1825. 


5.  Whether  the  sale  of  salt  was  unrestricted  btfow 
1825,  and  all  purchasers  bought  at  will.  , 

6.  Whether  the  sale  has  been  restricted  since  tfaattimc; 
and,  if  so,  the  nature  and  extent  of  such  restriction. 

7.  The  cost  of  transporting  salt,  diffing  the  spring 
months,  from  the  works  to  Cincinnati,  Loaisville,  and  8t. 
Louis. 

8.  Whether  the  works,  or  a  large  part  of  them,  hire 
been  leased  to  a  company;  and,  if  so,  at  what  time,  snd , 
for  how  long  a  time. 

9.  How  many  furnaces  are  in  use,  how  many  idle;  uid 
if  any  are  idle,  or  have  been  idle,  whether  uie  ovnen 
have  been  paid,  and  for  what  time.  Also,  the  same  in- 
quiries with  respect  to  not  opening  new  wells. 

10.  Whether  the  company,  since  1825,  have  not  re- 
quired their  agents  to  sell  salt  by  the  weight,  marked  it 
the  works  on  the  barrel;  and,  if  so,  how  long  did  thit 
practice  continue. 

11.  Whether  the  company  will  sell  salt  at  the  works  to 
wholesale  dealers,  for  the  latter  to  retail  elsewhere;  ind, 
if  so,  at  what  places  these  wholesale  dealers  are  allowed 
to  retail. 

12.  Whether  the  company  who  have  leased  the  works, 
(if  any  such  there  is,  or  lately  has  been,)  have  established 
agencies  in  the  West  to  retail  salt;  if  so,  the  places  when 
such  agencies  are  established,  the  prices  at  which  they 
have  sold  salt  in  the  fall  season  of  each  year;  whether 
tliey  received  any  thing  but  cash  for  salt;  and  wliether 
any  agent  was  restricted  from  selling  salt  to  a  wholesile 
dealer,  to  retail  in  the  district  of  such  agent,  or  any  other 
district. 

The  same  queries  to  be  answered,  not  only  according 
to  the  personal  knowledge  of  the  gentlemen  to  whom 
they  are  directed,  but  according  to  such  information  as 
they  may  have  received  and  believe  to  be  true,  and  «c- 
cording  to  such  information  as  they  can  conveniently  ob- 
tain, and  can  rely  upon  as  true — the  whole  to  be  commu- 
nicated as  soon  as  conveniently  it  may  be. 

UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  yesterday  by  Mr. 
Spraoitb,  was  tiUcen  up: 

R'tolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  commnnicate  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of  the  un- 
claimed dividends  of  the  funded  debt  of  the  United  States 
which  have  been  due  more  than  two  years,  with  the  names 
of  the  persons  to  whom  the  same  may  appear  to  be  doe, 
and  the  particular  species  of  stock  upon  which  it  accrued. 

At  a  subsequent  part  of  the  day, 

Mr.  CLAY  observed  that  the  resolution  had  passed 
while  he  was  absent  but  a  few  moments  from  his  seat.  It 
related  to  a  subject  which  had  once  been  before  the 
other  House,  who  then  deemed  it  inexpedient  to  acton  it 
It  was  a  subject  also  that  required  some  consideration; 
and  he  hoped  the  honorable  Senator  who  brought  it  for- 
ward would,  for  that  purpose,  allow  the  vote  taken  on  it 
to  be  reconsidered. 

Mr.  SPBAGUE  said  that,  in  consenting  to  reconsider 
the  resolution,  it  was  witli  the  understanding  it  was  for 
the  purpose  merely  of  restoring  it  to  the  situation  in  wliich 
It  stood  before  its  adoption,  and  not  with  any  view  of 
withdrawing  it.  In  introducing  it,  he  had  no  other  object 
than  that  which  ought  to  actuate  every  Senator — to  pro- 
cure information  on  subjects  of  importance.  The  divi- 
dends referred  to  had  remained  in  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment for  thirty  years,  and  perhaps  without  the  knowledge 
of  those  entitled  to  them;  and  it  was  but  just  to  let  the 
claimants  know  that  there  was  money  of  theirs  in  our 
own  hands,  which  we  are  ready  to  pay  them.  He  would 
consent  to  restore  the  resolution  to  the  situation 'in  which 
it  stood  before  it  passed;  and  when  it  again  came  to  be 
acted  upon,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  give  it  a  favora- 
ble consideration. 
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Hr.  CLAY  observed  that  he  had  no  other  object  in 
ttkinf  1  reconaderation  than  to  gain  time  for  an  ezanuna^ 
tion  M  the  subject. 

The  Senate  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  8PRAGUE,  agreed 
(0  recoander  the  resolution,  and  it  was  laid  on  the  tabic, 
a«i  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  Monday  next. 

Tbe  bill  from  the  House,  giving  effect  to  a  commercial 
irnigement  between  the  United  States  and  the  Republic 
ofC^ombia,  vas  read  the  first  time,  and  ordered  to  a 
jecood  reaiUng. 

The  bHl  fortbe  relief  of  John  J.  Jacob;  and 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Tharp,  were  consider- 
ed in  CoDtmittee  of  the  Whole,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
nsdinf- 

ST.  LOUIS  COLLEGE. 

The  b3I  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  French 
college  of  St  Louis,  was  taken  up  in  Committee  of  the 
flTwIe. 

Mr.  KING  explained  the  reasons  why  the  committee 
hid  thought  proper  to  report  in  favor  of  the  object  of 
this  bid.  Congress  had  appropriated  lands  in  all  the  new 
Sates  for  the  benefit  of  seminaries  of  learning;  and  the 
{hH  granting  aid  to  the  French  college  of  St.  Louis,  was 
ftnnoed  on  the  ground  that  those  lands  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  of  education  were  granted  for  the  benefit  of 
English  institutions,  and  the  present  applicants  derived 
no  tdrantage  from  them  whatever.  They  were  the 
orieinal  inhabitants  of  Missouri,  and  formerly  subjects 
ulerthe  French  or  Spanish  Governments  before  the  ter- 
titoiy  was  ceded  to  the  United  States.  They  had  now 
teeone  citizens  of  the  States,  and,  as  such,  were  entitled 
toill  the  rights  and  privileges  of  American  citizens.  When 
the  change  took  place,  they  were  left  unprovided  for,  and 
veie  now  dependent  upon  the  liberality  of  individuals  to 
support  their  institution,  which  was  not  only  important  to 
thtneelves,  but  to  the  whole  American  people,  as  chil- 
dren, whether  of  French  or  English  origin,  were  equally 
admitted  to  the  benefits  of  the  institution.  There  had 
been  a  grant  made  by  Congreas  in  support  of  the  deaf 
and  dumb  asylums  at  Connecticut,  and  elsewhere,  besides 
ippropriating  for  other  seminaries,  which  he  referred  to. 
He  cmld  only  add  that,  besides  tliese  views  which  the 
anmittee  luul  taken  inta  consideration,  the  old  French 
inluhitants  had  pecufiar  claims  upon  Congress,  that  would 
not  >pply  in  any  other  case  of  the  numerous  similar  appH- 
ctfisos  which  luul  been  made  from  various  sources  for 
apprBpriatioas  for  the  benefit  of  English  institutions  which 
vere  ilready  receiving  the  proceeds  of  the  lands  hereto- 
foit  appropriated  for  the  advancementof  learning  throttgh- 
wt  the  eoimtry. 

Mr.  BKNTON  asked  tlie  reading  the  petition,  which 
cmtuned  a  statement  of  the  present  and  past  situation  of 
the  college — its  origin  luid  present  number  of  students, 
and  the  grounds  upon  which  they  prayed  for  the  aid  of 
Congress. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
pint  of  land  asked  for  by  the  memorialists;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  simiUr  grants  should  be  made  to  other  States  if 
tkis  was  adopted.  There  were  many  applications,  and 
aoMng  them  one  from  hisown  State,  which  he  thought 
»is  equally  entitled  to  an  appropriationt  and  he  wislied 
to  know  of  the  gentlem^  from  Alabama,  who  was  on  the 
wnunittee  to  which  this  memorial  had  been  referred, 
vbelber  it  had  been  acted  on,  and,  if  so,  what  was  the 
rewh.  He  observed  that  some  States  had  received  a 
pant  of  three  townships,  while  others  had  but  two,  and 
'(■■•■ppi  was  among  the  Utter  description.  He  thought 
it  wonld  be  the  best  policy  to  place  all  the  States  ujjon 
•»  equal  footing  in  their  grants  of  land,  either  in  the  pre- 
wit  biH,  or  in  aome  other  that  might  be  brought  forward. 
He  wished  to  be  informed  on  this  subject,  because  he 
*wd  here  as  ^representative  of  those  who  had  applied 
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in  his  own  State,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  this  bill  if 
they  were  to  be  excluded,  because  in  the  colleges  of  all 
the  new  States  the  French  languid  was  taught  as  well 
to  the  children  of  the  original  inhabitants  as  to  others,  and 
he  could  see  no  propriety  in  selecting  the  St.  Louis  col- 
leg*  as  one  entitled  to  peculiar  favor,  if  all  tlie  others 
were  to  be  excluded.  He  should,  therefore,  feel  it  his 
duty  to  move  to  lay  the  bill  upon  the  table,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  f\irther  consideration  and  amendment. 

Mr.  KING  said  that  the  committee  had  under  con- 
sideration the  memorial  alluded  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi,  and  he  believed  they  were  not  disposed  to 
report  favorably  upon  it.  He  had  before  given  his  reasons 
why  the  committee  had  thought  the  college  at  St.  Louis 
entitled  to  favor,  and  he  would  leave  the  Senate  to  decide 
the  question.  He  had  before  stated  that  Mississippi  had 
two  townships,  and  Missouri  and  Alabama  had  the  same, 
while  Indiana  had  three.  No  cause  had  been  assigned  for 
the  preference  that  he  knew  of,  that  had  induced  this 
action  of  Congress  in  their  favor.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  would  be  equal  propriety  in  giving  three  townships 
to  each  State,  and  he  should  not  object  to  any  proposal 
that  the  gentleman  might  make  for  that  purpose;  but  to 
grant  the  present  petition  to  protect  the  college  of  St. 
Louis,  would  only  be  fcJlowing  the  course  heretofore  pur- 
sued by  Congress  in  patronizing  learning  by  grants  of 
land;  and  as  this  institution  was  without  the  reach  of  bene- 
fit from  the  public  lands  already  granted,  he  thought  some- 
thing should  be  done  for  it.  He  would  support  any 
amendment  that  the  Senate  might  ttunk  proper. 

Mr.  HOLMES  hoped  this  question  would  not  be  con- 
nected with  others  with  which  it  had  no  concei-n.  He 
was  in  favor  of  granting  lands  for  the  benefit  of  institu- 
tions of  learning,  but  he  did  not  see  the  propriety  of 
granting  to  one  college,  imd  refusing  it  to  another. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  merits  of  the  bill  had  been  well 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kino,]  who 
had  reported  it  from  the  Land  Committee,  of  which  he 
was  chairman.  Mr.  B.  knew  that  the  hour  for  taking  up 
another  subject  (the  tariff  resolutions)  had  arrived,  but 
he  hoped  that  a  few  minutes  would  be  spared  to  this  bill, 
and  thereby  prevent  it  from  being  laid  over  till  another 
day.  He  was  sure  he  could  appeal  to  the  liberal  feelings 
of  the  Senator  from  Mississippi,  {Mr.  Poirdxxtsb,]  not  to 
press  an  amendment  for  his  State,  which  woul(l  be  of  a  na- 
ture dissimUar  to  the  bill  before  the  Senate.  [Mr.  POIN- 
DEXTER  bowed  assent.]  Mr.  B.  continued.  This  bill  is 
for  the  preservation  and  the  diffusion  of  the  French  lan- 
guage; a  lan{;uage  of  too  universal  use  and  necessity  to  be 
commented  upon  here.  It  is  to  preserve  and  diffuse  that 
language,  not  for  the  children  of  Missouri  alone,  but  of 
the  whole  Union.  The  college  is  now  in  operation;  a 
brick  building  of  four  stories  high  having  been  built  by  pri- 
vate exertions  and  liberality;  about  one  nundred  and  forty 
students,  many  of  them  receiving  gratuitous  instruction, 
were  now  at  tiie  institution,  the  whole  under  the  care  of 
a  president  and  professors  eminently  capable  of  discharg- 
ing their  important  trusts.  Besides  the  French  language, 
all  the  branches  of  a  liberal  education  were  taught  there; 
the  modem  living  languages,  English,  Spanish,  and  Italian, 
as  well  as  French,  and  the  dead  languages.  It  was  a  place 
where  the  modern  living  languages,  especially  French, 
could  be  learnt  practically;  where  the  tongue  and  ear 
could  become  master  of  the  language  as  well  as  the  eye. 
French  was  undoubtedly  taught  in  all  our  seminaries  of 
learning;  but  how?  and  to  what  purpose?  Merely  to 
translate;  hardly  ever  to  speak  it,  to  write  it,  to  under- 
stand it  when  spoken.  Mr.  B.  said  the  French  college  at 
St.  Louis  woula  differ  from  all  these.  It  would  teach  the 
language  practically;  make  it  useful;  add  it,  in  fact,  as  & 
second  mother  tongue  to  the  American  or  English  learner. 
Mr.  B.  could  see  no  constitutional  objection  to  this  appli- 
cation.    The  United  States  had  bought  the  province  of 
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Louisiana,  and  could  sell  the  land,  or  bestow  portions  of 
it  as  she  pleased.    Two  townships  of  land  had  been  grant- 
ed to  the  State  of  Missouri  for  the  support  of  a  seminary 
of  learning,  but  both  these  townships  would  g^  to  the 
support  of  on  institution  chiefly  dedicated  to  tlie  English 
language.     Why  give  all  our  support  to  the  English  lan- 
guage, when  we  have  acquired,  with  an  immense  public 
domain,  a  large  population  of  French  extraction,  descend- 
ed from  that  nation  which  stood  by  us  in  the  war  of  the 
revolution,  now  incorporated  with  us  in  our  political  union, 
entitled  to  ikU  tlie  benefits  of  the  Union,  and  only  asking 
for  a  pittance  out  of  the  vast  domun  which  came  with 
them  into  this  Union,  and  which  pittance  is  to  be  used  in 
the  most  meritorious  manner,  not  for  their  own  advantage 
only,  but  for  tlie  common  and  mutual  advantage  of  the 
whole  Union?    Mr.  B.  said  it  was  an  object  in  tlie  admin- 
istration of  the  laws  to  give  public  satisfaction;  much  more 
should  it  be  an  object  to  give  satisfaction  in  the  enactment 
of  laws.     The  petitioners  in  this  case  are  a  portion  of  the 
ancient  inhabitants  of  Louisiana.     They  luve  been  peti- 
tioners at  this  bar  for  a  long  time,  not  for  this  object,  but 
for  another;  not  for  bounty,  but  for  justice.     They  have 
been  petitioners  here  for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  not  for  a 
college  grant,  but  for  the  confirmation  of  their  land  titles. 
Those  titles  were  not  yet  settled.    Mr.  B.  would  not  now 
touch  that  question — another  occasion  would  present  itself 
soon — but  he  would  declare  to  the  Senate,  that  it  was  the 
conscientious  belief  and  firm  conviction  of  the  ancient 
French  population  that  justice  had  not  been  done  them; 
that  formalities  and  unfounded  suspicions  had  been  allow- 
ed to  interpose,  and  to  deprive  them  of  their  lands,  and 
that  in  •  republic  which  the  bounty  of  kings  had  bestow- 
ed upon  them.     This  was  their  belief;  and  now,  if,  after 
so  many  large  grants  to  the  States  for  the  support  of  semi- 
naries; if,  after  the  grant  of  one  section  in  every  township 
throughout  the  new  States  for  the  promotion  of  education, 
the  whole  of  which  grants  enured  to  the  benefit  of  English 
schools  and  English  colleges;  if,  after  all  this,  a  petition 
for  one  townsliip  of  refuse  land,  to  be  taken  out  of  their 
own  former  inheritance,  and  to  be  devoted  to  the  pre- 
servation and  diffusion  of  their  native  language,  should  be 
rejected,  it  will  be  impossible  for  (hem  to  see  an  adequate 
reason  for  the  rejection.     Dissatisfaction  must  be  the  con- 
sequence, and  a  stronger  belief  of  injustice  must  pervade 
their  bosoms. 

Mr.  HATNE  observed  that  the  object  was  an  important 
one,  and  likely  to  take  up  much  time;  he  would,  there- 
fore, more  to  lay  it  on  me  table,  for  the  purpose  of 
resuming  the  special  order  of  the  day.  This  motion  was 
agreed  to. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr. 
Clat's  resolution,  proposing  a  modification  of  the  tariff; 
together  with  Mr.  Hatkk's  amendment  thereto. 

Mr.  HILL,  of  New  Hampshire,  said,  as  I,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, am  so  unfortunate  as  to  differ  in  my  views  from  those 
of  almost  every  other  Senator  representing  the  States  of 
the  North,  on  the  subject  of  the  resohition  now  under 
consideration,  I  am  forced  to  do  what  I  had  not  expected 
to  feel  obliged  to  do  during  the  present  session — give  at 
length  the  reasons  which  will  prompt  my  vote  on  the  ques- 
tion— a  question  of  great  importance  to  every  section  of 
the  country.  I  should  not  do  justice  to  myself,  or  meet 
the  expectations  of  my  constituents,  if  I  sufi'ercd  the  occa- 
aon  to  pass  witii  giving  simply  a  silent  vote. 

Sir,  among  the  artifices  resorted  to  by  the  political  tariff 
men — for  we  have  political  tariff  men,  whose  newborn 
zeal  outstrips  all  the  old  and  steady  irieuds  to  the  protec- 
tion of  American  industry — is  that  of  making  this  a  ques- 
tion of  variance  as  between  the  North  and  South.  I  trust 
I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is  not  less  the  interest  of  the 
great  body  of  freemen  at  the  North  to  reduce  the  taxes 


on  articles  of  necessity,  than  it  is  that  of  the  freemen  of  the 
South;  that  if  the  people  of  tiie  South  are  suffering  from 
the  effect  of  heavy  duties,  so  do  the  mass  of  the  people  in 
the  manufacturing  States  suffer  from  the  same  cause;  that 
the  chief  intention  of  those  who  employ  agents  to  besiege 
Congi'css,  to  resist  all  attempts  to  reduce  the  taxes,  and 
to  call  for  more  protection,  is  to  benefit  the  rich  and  de- 
press the  poor — ^to  enable  the  wealthy  manufacturen  to 
swallow  up  the  small  manufacturers  and  mechanics,  the 
farmer's  family  manufactures,  and  all  the  money  the  Tir- 
mer  can  earn.  In  a  word,  I  hope  to  succeed  in  demon- 
strating that  the  higli  tariff,  continued  without  abatement, 
must  result  in  the  complete  monopoly  to  wealth,  in  the 
virtual  creation  of  lords  and  vassals,  and  in  the  destruction 
of  that  proud  spirit  of  independence  which  ehancteriies 
free  institutions  and  free  men. 

Another  artifice  of  the  political  tariff  pat^  is  to  inter- 
pose the  question  of  constitutionality,  on  which  the  oppo- 
nents of  a  high  tariff  are  divided.  The  wire-drawn  »rgii- 
ments,  the  nice  definition  and  collocation  of  words,  and 
the  labored  inferences  which  are  or  may  be  offered  on 
this  subject,  I  will  not  attempt  to  answer,  'llie  question 
is  not  witli  me — are  high  duties  intended  exclusivelj  for 
the  protection  of  home  roanufiictures  constitutional*  But, 
are  they  expedient?  If  inexpedient,  they  are  bad,  and 
ought  to  be  changed:  if  both  inexpedient  and  unconstilu- 
tional,  they  are  still  bad,  and  can  only  be  changed-  If 
they  are  daily  increasing  that  discontent  which  may  ter- 
minate in  a  disruption  of  the  constitution,  it  is  foUy  surely 
to  discuss  nice  points  which  may  never  be  satlnsctorily 
decided  while  we  suffer  the  evil  to  occur  which  might 
have  been  averted.  It  is  quite  enough  for  me,  if  our  &- 
thers  who  framed  the  ponstitution  conadered  the  power 
of  enacting  a  protecting  tariff  for  the  growth  of  manulM- 
lures  to  be  the  main  object  of  that  instrument,  that  they 
never  laid  or  enforced  taxes  on  the  people  in  the  shape  of 
duties  on  importS'which  went  beyond  the  revenue  neces- 
sary for  the  support  of  Government — that  they  had  no  pro- 
jects of  federal  internal  improvement,  or  splendid  Go- 
vernment, to  furnish  an  apology  for  hi^h  taxes. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  resolution  submitted  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Kentucky,  as  well  because  the  principle  of  that 
resolution,  if  carried  into  effect,  will  make  taxation  more 
unequal  than  the  tariff  of  1828  now  is,  as  because  the 
adoption  of  such  a  principle  is  calculated  to  produce  great- 
er discontent  and  heart-burnings,  and  to  fan  the  flame  of 
discord  in  this  happy  land.  Nay,  sir,  it  is  my  fear  that  if 
laws  shall  pass  at  this  session,  carrying  into  efl'ectthepnn- 
ciples  of  that  resolution,  civil  war  may  be  the  consequence. 
Gentlemen  more  than  once  have  alluded  to  the  "pro- 
tective system"  as  being  the  very  life-blood  of  our  coun- 
try's prosperity — as  having  scattered  its  "  rich  fruits"  oi-et 
the  land — as  having  ' '  replenished  the  pubhc  coffers,"  «™ 
enabled  the  Government  to  discharge  the  public  debt.  It 
my  belief,  they  have  mistaken  altogether  the  effects  o 
their  system.  I  had  supposed  if  any  tariff  law  liad  been  ol 
essential  benefit  to  the  general  interest  by  fostering  Ame 
rican  manufactures,  it  was  tiie  law  of  1816;  but  this  tw 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  denies.  I  understood  him  t< 
say  that  "  tiie  tiiriff  of  1816  carried  destruction  to  th( 
Eastern  States;"  but  that  the  Eastern  States  were  relievcc 
by  tiie  law  of  1824.  Now,  sir,  Uie  law  of  1824  did  no 
satisfy — ^it  did  not  afford  the  protection  asked  for,  sW 
under  that  law  the  manufacturers  were  ruined:  Diillion 
of  money  expended  on  manufactures  were  sunk  betweci 
that  year  and  1829.  The  law  of  1828  was  psssed:  tin 
law,  by  some  of  its  present  friends,  was  termed  a  "billo 
abominations."  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  is  no 
satisfied  with  it — he  says  its  wholesome  provisions  »r 
evaded,  and  tjiat,  under  its  present  operation,  the  manil 
facturers  of  woollens  are  still  great  sufferers.  The  gen 
tlenian  from  New  Jersey  is  also  dissatisfied  with  some  « 
its  provinons — he  says  the  duty  on  wool  was  laid  too  high 
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Witboat  hekrioga  word  from  the  opponents  of  the  present 
tariff,  reasonings  from  the  opposite  facts  and  inferences 
presented  hy  its  fnends,  I  can  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  the  imposition  of  all  duties  beyond  what  is  neces- 
s«T  simply  to  nuse  a  rerenuc  for  defraying  the  current 
and  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Government,  is  of  a  pdicy  at 
least  doubtful. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  assume  and  attempt  to  prove  the 
postioa  that  neitlier  the  taiiff  of  1824  or  that  of  1828  lias 
essentially  benefited  mamifactures. 

n  is  true  that  since  the  passage  of  the  law  of  1838  seve- 
ral great  manu&cturing  establishments  have  arisen  in  the 
Eastern  States. 

Sot  under  the  napdemte  protection  of  the  law  of  1816, 
seven!  laige,  and  many  small,  establishments  grew  up  and 
floorisbed.  Tlie  cotton  establishments  at  that  early  period 
sere  as  well  protected — nay,  better  protected,  than  they 
ever  caa  be  under  any  other  law.  Not  that  the  laws  of 
1824  and  1828  did  not  aim  at  protection — but  what  with 
the  revulsions  consequent  to  continued  legislation,  and 
aamially  moving-  this  subject — now,  the  market  overstock- 
ed and  glutted  with  the  foreign  article,  and  rendering 
prices  merely  nominal,  and  now  the  spirit  of  speculation 
Aimulated  by  the  "  ^orions  protection"  which  was  to  be 
fiimished  by  a  new  tariff — thousands  of  persons  of  mode- 
nte  property,  who  had  invested  all  they  had  in  manufac- 
turing establiabraents,  were  ruined.  Of  all  the  small  wool- 
len establishraents  within  my  knowledge,  there  was  no 
ooe  that  had  not  stopped;  yes,  sir,  the  owners  failed,  or 
<bat  up  shop,  at  the  close  of  the  year  1839,  after  the  Urilf 
of  1828  had  been  in  operation  more  than  one  year. 

Does  any  one  suppose  that  if  the  duties  on  imports  bad 
renained  uniform  from  1816,  such  vast  sums  would  have 
been  lost  in  the  cotton  and  wooHen  manuCicturing  estap 
bfisbments?  Will  any  one  contend  that  the  roanufiwtures 
both  of  cotton  and  wool  would  have  been  less  flourishing 
io  New  Engbuid  than  they  now  are'  Such  assumption 
would  now  be  a  mistidce;  and  every  practical  manufacturer 
is  the  country  will  tell  you  so. 

I  troat,  Btr.  President,  that  1  am  not  of  those  who  will 
not  rejoice  to  see  any  portion  of  our  country  prosperous. 
I  rejoice  to  see  large  manufacturing  establishments  grow- 
iag  up  in  my  neighborhood,  and  I  am  gratified  when  I 
hear  that  their  owners  are  enabled  to  make  large  divi- 
dends. But  these  large  establishments  are  not,  to  my  aec- 
tioa  of  the  -country,  all  that  they  appear  to  be— all  tliat  the 
gentleman  from  Sotitb  Carolina  supposes  them  to  be:  they 
ue  not  always  to  be  taken  as  an  indication  of  the  "  genend 
prosperity." 

In  a  townahip  of  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  a  few 
yean  9(0,  aa  establishment  with  a  ci^ital  of  one  million 
of  dollars  was  set  on  foot  for  the  roanufactture  of  cott6n; 
many  men  of  amaU  capita]  in  the  vicinity  were  induced 
to  take  sharesf  the  principal  part  of  the  stock  was,  how- 
ever, taken  by  the  rich  men  of  a  city  in  another  State. 
The  work  of  erecting  buildings,  tearing  down  old  houses, 
openii^  new  streets,  erecting  dams,  and  creating  artificial 
poods  of  water,  went  on  swimmingly  until  the  tint  nuHion 
was  expended.  The  directors  anid  agents  had  not  yet 
gone  te  enouf^h  for  the  "prosperitjr"  of  the  place;  they 
to<^  out  a  new  act  of  incorporation  for  another  company, 
with  a  capital  of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars;  and  not  to 
burden  the  nnall  proprietors  with  new  assessments,  who 
"ere  too  poor  to  raise  the  money,  the  rich  men  engaged 
preferred  to  loan  the  sum  to  the  new  corporalioir,  takmg 
for  their  security  the  property  of  the  first  establishment. 
The  stock,  the  price  of  which  tjiose  interested  knew  well 
bow  to  control,  fell  in  the  market — the  corporation  be- 
came embarraased — the  property  was  attached,  and  in  the 
end  the  whole  was  seized  to  the  use  and  ownership  of 
those  who  had  loaned  the  one-third  of  the  ori^nal  cost, 
wfcle  the  other  creditors  to  the  corporation  obtained  not 
a  cent.     It  is  believed  that  not  an  indtridual  owner  o£  the 


stock,  resident  in  the  State  where  this  establishment  was 
located,  escaped  the  enUre  loss  of  his  amount  of  stock 
paid  in,  and  the  hard  earned  waees  of  the  workmen  and 
workwomen  were  never  paid.  This,  sir,  is  but  an  instance 
of  many,  in  which  the  men  of  moderate  property,  the 
widow  and  the  orphan,  have  been  filched  of  their  all. 

Another  evil  attending  these  large  establishmenta  is, 
that  they  tend  to  the  annihilation  of  that  household  indus- 
try, under  which  the  matrons  of  New  England  had  reared 
those  sons  who  have  been  the  stamina  of  our  liberties,  and 
those  daughters  who  have  arisen  to  call  the  nation  blessed. 
The  common  farmers  of  New  England,  sir,  are  working 
men,  and  their  wives  and  daughters  were  working  women; 
it  was  their  pride  and  their  delight  to  "  Uy  their  hands  to 
the  spindle,  and  their  hands  hold  of  the  cbstaff-^o-makfi 
fine  linen  and  sell  it,  and  deliver  girdles  unto  the  mei^ 
chants."  So  extensive  were  these  household  manufac- 
tures, that  almost  the  entire  clothing  of  the  fiumers'  fami- 
lies was  produced  on  their  own  farms,  manufitctured  into 
cloth,  and  the  garments  made  under  their  own  roofs.  The 
value  and  extent  of  this  manufacture  may  be  estimated 
from  the  fact  that,  "  from  1790  to  1794,  the  average  cost 
of  woollens  brought  into  the  United  SUtes,  including  du^ 
and  expenses  of  importation,  was  seven  and  a  half  millions 
of  dollars;  the  population  about  four  and  a  half  millions  of 
persons.  At  tlie  moderate  estimate  of  ax  dollars  per  bead, 
this  would  give  an  annual  woollen  consumption  for  the 
whole  United  States  of  twenty-seven  millions  of  dollars; 
only  seven  and  a  half  millions  of  which  being  of  foreign 
production,  it  is  manifest  that  a  woollen  manu&cture  ex- 
isted in  the  United  States,  equal  to  Ae  wants  of  three- 
fourths  of  its  whole  population,  at  a  period  when  the  du- 
ties were  almost  nominal."  Every  neighborhood  then 
had  its  fulling  mill,  and  clotliicr,  who  dressed  this  cloth, 
and  prepared  it  for  use.  This  occupation  now  is  almost 
entirely  broken  up — the  clothier  has  been  obliged  to  seek 
an  occupation  elsewhere — the  farmers'  daughters  are 
obliged  to  herd  together  in  fifties,  hundreds,  and  thousands 
in  the  manufacturing  establisliments;  or,  if  they  remain  at 
home,  no  longer  find  that  profitable  and  wholesome  em- 
ployment which  was  so  highly  beneficial  to  the  prosperity 
and  to  the  morals  of  the  whole  community.  While  pur- 
suing these  occupations  at  home,  they  were  respectable 
and  respected.  You  may  imagine,  sir,  what  is,  what  will 
be  one  hundred  years  hence,  tlieir  condition  in  such  esta- 
blishments as  will  be  the  futAU-e  Birminghams  and  Manches- 
ters  of  America;  how  well  fitted  they  will  be  to  fill  the 
places  of  the  mothers  of  our  country. 

Here,  sir,  I  may  be  permitted  to  notice  the  information 
{^ven  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  in  a  letter  from  some 
agent  of  the  great  manufiu:turing  establishment  at  Great 
Falls.  Great  Falls  is  within  the  SUte  of  New  Hampshire, 
and  I  have  a  right  to  say  something  about  the  place:  the 
village  contains  moi-e  tlian  a  thousand  inhabitants,  and  part 
of  the  settlement  belongs  to  the  State  of  Mune,  being  situ- 
ated on  and  near  the  hne  of  tlie  two  States.  The  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina  the  other  day  infonaed  you  how 
many  yards  of  cotton  cloth  were  inade  there  in  a  year. 
But  the  letter  read  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  gives  more 
important  information:  it  discloses  other  machinery  there 
in  operation.  It  seems  the  inmates  of  the  establishment 
are  there  all  forced  to  become  religious. 

(Mr.  Hill  was  here  interrupted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  who 
denied  that  any  such  inferences  were  deducible  from  the 
letter  which  he  had  read  yesterday. .  He"[Mr.  H.]  said 
he  had  not  the  letter  in  his  place,  but  would  go  to  his  lodg- 
ings and  procure  it.] 

Mr.  HULL  resumed.  The  manufacturing  dons,  said  he, 
have  always  been  of  the  party  dainung  "  ail  the  religion" 
as  well  as  "all  the  wealth  and  respectability;"  and  if  their 
dependents  refiise  to  become  so,  [that  is,  refuse  to  sub- 
scribe to  their  peculiar  doctrine,]  they  are,  som  aitmonie, 
turned  out  of  employment.    They  are  also  forced  to  be 
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temperate;  or,  at  least,  they  are  under  such  a  restrictire 
sjrsten)  as  permits  them  to  purchase  intoxicating  liquors 
only  at  one  place,  and  that  place  managed  without  duubt 
to  ute  advantage  and  profit  of  the  rich  owners  of  the  es- 
tablishment. It  will  be  seen  by  the  letter  rewl  by  the 
Senator,  that  a  director  t>f  one  of  these  great  establisii- 
ments  controls  every  thing^that  he  dire«ts,  not  only  the 
actions,  but  the  thoughts  of  all  persons  in  his  employ — that 
they  are  but  machines  in  his  hands  to  execute  any  purpose, 
to  turn  off* any  work  he  may  be  employed  to  do,  whether 
it  be  to  manufacture  cotton  cloth,  or  vote  at  the  polls  for 
such  candidates  as  the  owners  sliall  designate.  Is  it  pre- 
suming too  much  to  say  that  the  future  condition  of  the 
persons  compo«ng  the  manufacturing  population  will  be 
no  better  than  that  of  the  serfs  and  vassals  to  the  Euro- 
pean barons  of  the  feudal  system? 

Sir,  the  effect  of  large  manufacturing  establishments 
may  be  illustrated  by  a  comparison.  The  States  of  New 
Hampshire  and  Vermont,  nearly  of  equal  size,  for  the  last 
thirty  years  have  been  of  nearly  equal  population.  Ver- 
mont has  the  advantag^e  of  more  recent  settlement  and  a 
more  extended  fertile  soil,  while  New  Hampshire  is  nearer 
the  seaboard  and  to  a  profitable  market  for  her  surplus  pro- 
ducts. In  1810,  the  population  of  Vermont  exceeded  that 
of  New  Hampshire  by  about  three  thousand;  but,  by  the 
census  of  1820,  New  Hampshire  went  ahead  of  Vermont 
more  than  nine  thousand.  During  these  ten  years  there 
were  no  manufacturing  establishments  in  either  State,  of 
sufficient  magnitude  to  affect  the  population.  From  1820 
to  1830  has  been  the  manufacturing  era.  Millions  of  capi- 
tal, much  of  it  entirely  sacrificed,  have  been  invested  in 
New  Hampshire,  but  none  of  any  considerable  magnitude 
in  Vermont.*  I  do  not  know  of  a  cotton  or  woollen  esta- 
blishment in  that  State — at  least,  I  believe  there  is  none  in 
operation  on  the  east  side  of  the  Green  Mountains.  As 
New  Hampshire  had  tbeadvantage  of  the  millions  invested, 
and  the  great  manufacturing  establishments  in  operation; 
as  she  had  some  thousand*  added  in  operatives  from  Ire- 
land and  England,  we  flattered  ourselves  that  the  granite 
State  would  still  keep  ahead  in  population  of  her  sister, 
Vermont,  in  the  census  of  1830.  We  are  disappointed. 
Vermont  is  above  New  Hampshire  by  11,146,  having  gain- 
ed upon  her  in  the  last  ten  years  more  than  20,000,  and 
having  a  population  of  280,679,  while  New  Hampshire 
has  but  269,533.  Under  the  last  census,  New  Hampslure 
had  six,  and  Vermont  five  representatives  in  Congress; 
under  the  present  census,  the  case  may  be  reversed,  and 
will  be  reversed  if  the  ratio  either  of  45,000  or  46,000 
sliall  be  adopted. 

The  manufacturing  estabfishments  have  doubled  and 
sometimes  trebled  the  population  in  some  half  dozen  town- 
ships of  New  Hampslure;  but  their  immediate  presence 
has  so  discouraged  agriculture,  that  other  farming  towns 
in  their  vicinity  have  less  population  than  they  had  ten 
years  ago.  The  active  young  men  have  been  tempted  by 
the  prospect  of  cash  and  higli  wages  to  labor  in  erecting 
these  manufacturing  establishments:  when  this  business 
is  finished,  they  return  to  their  former  occupation,  dis- 
contented that  they  cannot  labor  there  with  the  prospect 
of  immediate  cadi  payments.     Some  of  them  go  in  search 

*  5inc«  Uiit  •taiemem  wis  made,  the  writer  oodentamlt  Vermont  ha* 
been  claimed  aa  a  manafkciorinc  State!  It  will  not  be  denied  that 
Vennont  floe*  mveb  in  tbe  way  of  common  mauuractum,  at  baa  vrvrf 
Eiatcra  Sute  for  twentj  jrean:  tbat  the  hat  her  flour  raillt,  paper  mill', 
carding  machinea,  tannerica.  Etc.  Slichaflalaohad  a  Tew  cotton  aitd 
woollen  cttabiiabmcnu  vu  a  amall  tcale,  which  were  in  operation  befbre 
the  tariff  law  of  >tS4.  On  inqairjr  at  Monlpelicr,  in  NoTcmbcr,  the 
writer  ctmid  not  learn  that  a  aiiirlc  cotton  ettablithment  of  anj  extent 
wat  in  opeimtion.  One  at  Hartrord  Ikad  been  ttopped  Tor  two  yemra:  tbe 
owner  or  moolher  an  Queecher  river,  toppoaed  to  l»e  worth  KiOO,0t)O, 
had  been  ruineiL    A  woollen  factory  at  Nurthflt-ld,  which  had  lieen  in 

a«ration  before  the  tariff  of  1814,  had  linee  that  of  *!<  mined  its  weal- 
)' owner.  In  lbct,fVom  all  tbe  information  received,  the  opinion  matt 
be  raitermted  thai  Vermont  it  not  a  manofhctaring  State,  that  it.  the 
bat  no  targe  Joint  ttock  compauiea  of  euntiderabic  extent,  wbotc  nuii- 
neii  ia  to  manufacture  cotton  and  woollen  cEotlia. 


of  new  temporary  employment  in  other  States,  where  ma- 
nufacturing establishments  are  erecting;  others  go  to  tlie 
far  West,  where  more  golden  prospects  are  held  out  (o 
them.  The  daughters  of  the  fiirmers  seek  enployment 
first  at  some  neighboring  factory  in  the  State,  and  after- 
wards pursue  a  rotmd  wherever  they  can  find  employment 
in  factories  of  other  States.  It  has  often  surprised  stran- 
gers who  travel  in  New  England,  to  Witness  the  number  of 
young  females  travelling  ia  the  public  stages  from  place 
to  place  without  a  protector.  Sometimes  they  find  full 
employment,  and  a  little  better  wages  than  they  can  ob- 
tain in  families;  sometimes  the  female  domestics  are  hired 
from  their  homes,  it  being  considered  more  respectable 
to  work  in  a  factory  than  in  the  kitchen,  and  the  pri(»  of 
family  service  is  raised  for  the  moment  some  twenty-fire 
and  fitly  per  cent.  At  other  times  a  whole  factory  esta- 
blishment ia  thrown  out  of  employ,  and  the  female  intnatci 
are  obliged  to  seek  any  roof  where  they  can  find  a  shelter. 
It  is  believed  a  majority  of  these  females  arc  no  better  off, 
after  having  labored  for  years  in  a  factory,  than  they  were 
when  they  entered  it;  they  usually  are  kept  in  (fcbt  to 
some  store  coniiected  with  or  owned  by  the  factory  pro- 
prietors: the  moral  effect  of  their  associations  is  better 
conceived  than  described.  What  respectable  man  would 
wish  a  daughter  placed  in  such  a  state  of  vassalage,  avay 
from  friends,  away  from  home?  Yet  tbe  daughters  of  re- 
spectable men  are  obliged  to  place  themselves  in  this  situ- 
ation; and  far  be  it  from  me  to  impeach  their  virtue  in  tbe 
condition  to  which  circumstance  has  forced  them. 

We  have  seen,  sir,  how  New  Hampshire,  a  manufactur- 
ing State,  stanils,  when  compared  witli  her  sister,  Ver- 
mont, an  agricultural  State — what  is  the  consequence^ 
She  is  deprived  of  at  least  twenty  thousand  of  her  most 
active  population — yea,  more  than  this — twenty  thousand 
are  taken  from  her  agricuhure;  for,  by  so  much  as  the 
manufacturing  towns  within  her  borders  have  been  in- 
creased, has  her  agricultural  population  suffered  a  propor- 
tionate decrease.  The  consetiuence  is,  that  we  have 
more  cleared  land  titan  hands  tor  its  proper  cultivation; 
that  the  price  of  lands  has  fallen;  that  agricultural  capitil, 
even  when  the  stnl  is  cultivated  by  the  hands  of  its  owners, 
will  not  yield  a  profit  of  three  per  cent. ;  and  if  eultiTated 
by  hired  service  exclusively,  will  scarcely  pay  for  the  cul- 
tivation; that  the  price  of  houacp  and  lands,  except  in  or 
near  some  thriving  village,  is  almost  nominal.  Does  a 
fiinner  wish  to  better  his  situation  by  gtnng  into  some  nu- 
nufiicturing  employment?  He  (:an  scarcely  realize  a  suffi- 
cient outfit  from  the  sale  of  his  fiirm  to  ilo  it.  I  have  known 
some  to  leave  their  farms  entirely  unoccupied,  for  the  pros- 
pect of  better  employment:  others  I  have  known  to  sell  all 
they  possess;  and,  after  employing  themselves  near  some 
factory,  perhapsjin  taking  boarders,  or  in  acting  as  menials 
a  few  years,  return  poor  and  pennyless,  having  contract- 
ed habits  which,  .to  the  credit  of  our  yeomanry  be  it  spoken, 
few  of  them  possess. 

To  show  you,  sir,  how  much  protection  the  tariff  affords 
to  our  farmers,  I  will  enumerate  some  of  the  taxes  they 
pay  on  articles  of  necessary  consumption.  Suppose  a  far- 
mer, with  a  family  of  ten  persons;  they  will  consume  and 
wear  out,  at  a  random  calculation,  in  a  year,  as  by  die  fol- 
lowing table: 

TAiirr  1828.         TASirr  1790. 

Tax.    hun'd.         Tax.    b>a>i- 

200  lbs.  raw  iron,  #3  70    fO  87i      #0  15    >0   4 

300  lbs.  brown  sugar,      9  00      3  25  4  50      1  25 

20  yards  woollen  cloth 

under  tl  minimum,  9  00      2  25  1  00     0  25 

10  do.  $2  50    do.         11  25      2  81  1  25      0  31 

100  yds.  coarse  cottons,   3  00      0  75  0  50     0  l2i 

50  do.     fine      do.         4  00      1  00  0  50      0  UJ 

24  do.  calico,  1  93      0  48         0  22     0   5 

24  do.  gingham,  1  92      0  48  0  29      0    5 

50lb«.coftee(actl828)3  50      0  63}        3  00     0  50 
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SO  galls,  mobtasca,  (act 

1828.)  3  00  0  75  0  90      0  22 

4  lbs.  Hyaon  tea,    do,  1  60  0  40  1  28      0  3o 

8  lbs.  SouchoncT,    do.  2  00  0  50  1  44      0  36 

30  yds.  bombasm,  1  00  0  25  0  42      0  10 

15bash.8alt(actl828)3  00  0  75        .  1  80      0  45 
6  galls,  vine,  instead 

of  spirits,  3  00  0  75  1  50      0  37  J 
4  woollen  blankets,  3  30  0  88  0  40      0  10 
20  yards  flannel,  4  50  112}  0  50      0  12} 
Spices,  1  00  0  25  0  25      0    6 
24  U».  raisins  and  cur- 
rants, 0  84  0  21  0  10 
12yanUalks,  say  1  80  0  45  0  45 
China  vare  and  porce- 
lain, 1  00  0  25  0  62i    0  15 
Tin  vare,  0  50  0  12                 Free. 
12  jfards  linen,  1  50  0  37}  0  50      0  12} 
Glassware,  2  00  0  50  0  50 
Earthen  and  stone  ware,  1  00  0  25  0  50 
Buttons,  0  50  0  12}  0  17 
Leather,  4  00  1  00  1  00 
20  lbs.  steel,  0  30  0    7  0  15 


0    2 
0  11 


0  12} 
0  12} 
0    4 
0  25 
0    4 


13  $20  52      #23  32    $5  67 


1  hare  calculated  the  duty  on  the  original  cost,  and  add- 
ed an  advance  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  on  tliat  duty,  as 
the  profits  of  the  whole«dc  and  retail  dealer;  for  it  should 
be  kept  in  mind  that  the  dealers  charge  and  receive  as 
much  advance  on  the  duties  pud  to  the  Government,  as 
n  the  cost  and  charges.  By  this  table,  it  will  be  seen 
dot  the  farmer  pays  on  twenty-eight  articles  a  tax  of 
>102  65,  whereas,  by  the  tariff  of  1790,  he  would  have  to 
pay  on  the  same  articles  only  |28  99.  These  twenty- 
eight  articles  are  selected  f^om  several  hundred  cnume- 
med  articles  on  which  duties  are  paid,  many  of  which  are 
irtlclcs  of  necessity.  It  is  believed,  if  some  exceed, 
others  Edl  below  the  amount  used  and  consumed  by  fa- 
milies that  are  able  to  pay  for  them.  To  those  in  affluent 
circumstances,  the  list  would  be  much  extended. 

Lookineminutelj  into  the  tariff  of  duties,  the  consumer, 
die  mari  of  limited  income,  is  enabled  to  see  wliat  is  other- 
»iie  inviable — to  see  why,  with  all  his  efforts  and  his  in- 
dustiy,  he  is  continually  becoming  lessened  in  his  means. 
If  the  fimner  was  required,  when  he  purchased  a  new 
ploughshare,  to  count  out  and  pay  as  a  separate   tax 
eighty-seven  and  one-half  centsi  a  crowbar,    thirty-five 
tents;  a  shovel,  fifteen  cents;  a  log  chain,  sixty  cents;  a  cart 
lire,  two  to  three  dollars;  a  set  of  harrow  teeth,  $1  50  to 
$2;  ayard  of  coarse  woollen  cloth,  from  one  to  two  dollars; 
fcrevery  pound  of  brown  sug^r,  four  cents;  or,  if  the  tax- 
gatherer  should  eo  into  the  blacksmith's,  or  other  me- 
chuuc's  shop,  and  demand  another  amount  equal  to  the 
fint  cost  of  all  the  iron  and  steel,  or  other  raw  material 
aecesaaryto  carry  on  his  business,  could  it  be  supposed 
he  would  cheerfully  bear  this  burden  without  complaint? 
When  the  artisan  should  further  consider  that  the  effect 
of  this  tax  on  the  raw  material  directly  tended  to  take 
the  btisiness  out  of  his  own,  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
fcrewners,  who,  not  being  taxed  for  the  raw  material, 
OMla  fornish  the  manufactured  article  much  cheaper, 
would  he  thank  you  that  the  tax  was  imposed  on  him,  not 
Brthe  purpose  of  necessary  revenue,  but  for  "protection?" 
I  have  mentioned  tlie  article  of  brown  sugar,  which  Is 
hut  of  recent  production  in  the  United  States,  and  is  now 
produced  only  in  qiuntities  in  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
theTeiritory  of  Florida.     In  1790,  when  the  first  cost  of 
ftis  article  in  the  West  India  islands  was  probably  three 
hniea  IS  mudi  as  it  now  is,  the  duty  was  only  one  cent  and 
one-half  per  pound;  since  1816,  it  has  been  three  cents 
V  pound.  It  was  raise^  at  that  time  with  the  view  to  the 
teoponiy  encouragement  of  the  Louisiana  planters,  who 


were  just  commencing  the  business,  and  were  investing 
their  capital  in  purchasing  and  clearing  the  lands,  in  buy- 
ing slaves,  in  erecting  the  houses  and  necessary  append- 
ages. It  is  no  secret  m  the  Fa.stern  States,  that  immense 
fortunes  have  been  made  by  these  planters  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years:  the  planters  themselves  have  returned 
and  told  us  so.  The  price  of  sugar  has  since  fidlen;  and 
it  is  gravely  urged  that  this  fall  of  price  has  been  a  conse- 
quence of  the  protection  furnished  by  the  tariff.  There 
has  been  no  tariff  which  has  protected  cotton  for  seve- 
ral years;  and  the  price  of  cotton  has  been  depressed 
equal  to  that  of  sugar.  How  does  it  happen,  if  the  tariff 
on  sugar  is  encouraging  the  growth  of  sugar  in  Louisiana 
and  Florida,  that  twice  the  quantity  of  foreign  sugar  was 
imported  into  the  United  States  in  the  year  1830,  that  was 
imported  in  the  year  preceding,  as  is  shown  by  the  re- 
turns reported  from  the  Treasury  Department?  Sugar 
has  become  an  article  of  consumption  scarcely  less  ali- 
mentary than  flour  or  rice:  twenty  years  ago,  in  many 
places,  foreign  sugar  was  used  as  an  article  oT  luxury.  It 
IS  of  the  first  importance  that  it  should  come  cheap  to  the 
consumer;  and  the  consumer  ought  not  to  pay  an  extra 
tax  for  its  protection,  when  it  is  produced  in  such  abun- 
dance in  so  many  places,  where  it  isreadily  exchanged  for 
many  of  the  agiicultural  products  of  the  Middle,  Western, 
and  Eastern  States.  There  is  no  conceivable  reason  why 
the  small  farmers  and  mechanics,  the  working  men  of  the 
United  Stales,  should  pay  a  tax  of  fifty  per  cent.,  with 
twenty -five  cent,  added  as  the  profit  of  the  vender,  for  the 
protection  of  the  rich  planter  of  Louisiana.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  might  afford  to 
hire  all  the  slaves  employed  in  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in 
Louisiana  and  Florida,  at  some  one  hundred  and  fifty  dol- 
lars per  annum  a  bead,  to  do  nothing,  so  they  could  be  re- 
lieved from  the  tax  on  foreign  sugar. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  complains  of  the  "  scan- 
dalous violations"  of  the  tariff  law:  he  say^  "false  in- 
voices are  made  as  to  woollens,  and  the  classification  into 
minimums  is  constantly  eluded;"  and  inquires  "  whether 
it  be  not  practicable  to  arrest  this  ille^timate  course  of 
trade."  He  complains  that  the  valuation  is  made  in  foreign 
countries,  and  says  this  kind  of  valuation  is  an  anomaly- — 
that  "  seven-eighths  of  the  importation  of  woollens  into 
the  port  of  New  York,  where  more  is  received  than  in  all 
the  other  ports  of  the  United  States  togetlier,"  are  in  the 
hands  of  the  foreigner.  A  committee  of  the  late  tariff 
convention  charges  these  frauds  on  "  the  American  oppo- 
nents of  the  protective  system,  who  (they  say^  have  en- 
deavored to  render  that  law  as  odious  as  possible;  in  which 
they  have  received  material  aid  from  those  foreigners 
who  are  extensively  engaged  in  importing  from  the  agents 
of  foreign  manufacturers  in  this  city,"  viz.  New  York. 
I  am  little  disposed  to  bandy  words  with  the  American 
wstem  advocates;  but,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends, 
these  gentlemen  are  much  more  engaged  in  purchasing, 
importing,  and  vending  foreign  woollens,  than  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  high  tariff.  It  is  believed  there  is  not  in  the 
city  of  Boston  a  dealer  in  woollens,  interested  in  the  1arg« 
woollen  manufactories,  who  does  not  sell  more  British  than 
American  cloths.  Come  this  evil  from  what  source  it  may, 
it  is  an  evil  that  must  exist  whenever  the  tax  on  imports  is 
so  high  as  to  be  oppressive.  To  the  other  calamities  of  the 
forcing  system,  we  may  add  its  demoralizing  effect  on  the 
whole  trading  community.  Such  enormous  duties  as  the 
tariff  on  woollens  imposes,  furnish  a  strong  temptation  to  an 
evasion  of  the  laws  by  false  swearing,  and  all  the  arts  of 
the  practised  smuggler.  The  evasions  at  New  York  are 
not  the  worst  feature  in  this  odious  business.  Entire  car- 
goes of  British  goods  are  imported  by  way  of  the  river 
St.  Lawrence,  for  the  purpose  of  being  smuggled  into  the 
United  States;  and  I  state  what  I  do  know,  when  I  say  that 
professed  friends  of  the  American  system  in  my  section  of 
the  country  are  deeply  engaged  in  this  Canada  trade.     I 
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know  it,  sir,  because  these  men  Journey  to  and  fi-om  Ca- 
nada several  times  in  a  year,  and  because  they  bate  and 
avoid  custom-house  officers  quite  as  much  as  men  of  the 
Same  party  hated  and  avoided  custom-house  officers  du- 
ring the  late  war  with  Great  Britain. 

Permit  me,  sir,  to  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  I  re- 
ceived since  I  arrived  here,  dated  December?,  1831,  from 
a  member  of  the  Legislature  of  New  Hampshire,  living 
in  tliat  part  of  the  State  bordering  on  the  Canada  line. 

"  At  the  time  our  Legislature  was  in  session  last  June, 
I  did  not  even  dream  that  a  great  part  of  tlie  broadcloths 
I  saw  in  the  stores,  &.c.  were  smuggled  from  Canada;  but, 
sir,  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  fact;  and  from  circumstances  and 
facts  daily  coming  to  light,  there  is  a  gang  of  smugglers 
who  have  been  running  goods  through  this  country  to 
Boston,  Hartford,  Concord,  Portsmouth,  Portland,  &c. 
for  eight  or  ten  months  past,  and  perhaps  twice  that 
length  of  time,  and  to  a  very  considerable  amount,  as  they 
convey  three  and  four  thousand  dollars  worth  of  cloths  and 
nutmegs  at  a  load,  and  frequently  two  and  three  loads  liave 
been  know  to  pass  this  place  in  a  night." 

Another  letter,  subscribed  by  five  gentlemen  of  veracity 
and  respectability,  living  in  a  town  more  central  in  New 
Hampshire,  under  date  of  December  13,  1831,  says: 

"  Every  evidence  short  of  absolute  certainty  is  in  our 
possession  that  smuggled  goods  arc  frequently,  and  to  a 
large  amount,  carried  through  this  village,  by  persons  long 
since  suspected,  and  now  almost  known  to  be  engaged  in 
that  illicit  traffic." 

Tliese  letters,  which  furnish  no  new  infonnation  to  me, 
were  written  at  a  time  when  the  winter  sleighing  had  set 
in,  affording  facilities  for  rapid  transport  to  and  from  Ca- 
nada. As  the  whole  frontier  lies  open,  those  who  have 
long  pursued  this  illegal  trade  know  well  how  to  avoid  the 
few  officers  of  the  customs  established  at  the  different 
points.  It  is  believed  that  not  one  case  in  a  hundred  b 
detected;  and  it  has  been  confidently  asserted  and  pub 
lishcd,  that  insurance  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on 
the  original  cost  of  the  goods  is  readily  procured  against 
all  risk  of  their  arrest  while  on  the  way  from  Montreal 
to  the  shelves  of  the  woollen  dealer  in  the  United  Sutes. 
The  old  offenders,  who  learned  their  trade  during  the 
war  with  Great  Britain,  in  which  they  were  then  protected 
by  some  of  the  State  authorities,  in  most  instances  prefer 
the  •*  protection"  which  their  own  shrewdness  and  ma- 
nagement will  give  their  goods,  rather  than  the  "  protect- 
ing duty"  of  fifteen  per  cent,  paid  in  the  shape  of  insur- 
ance on  smuggling.  They  are  almost  to  a  man  strong 
advocates  for  the  American  system,  as  well  they  may  be; 
for  under  the  "protection"  which  tliis  system  attbrds 
them,  a  single  trip  to  Montreal  will  put  more  "money  in 
their  purse,"  at  the  expense  of  the  Government  and  of 
the  honest  manufacturer,  than  they  would  gain  in  a  whole 
year  from  any  honest  calling. 

Anotlier  method  may  be  here  mentioned  of  evasion  of 
duties.  The  gentlemen  traders  who  have  intercourse  with 
Canada,  at  each  journey  they  take,  come  out  with  one  or 
more  suits;  pantaloons,  vest,  coat,  surtout,  and  cloak,  ready 
made,  costing,  for  a  full  suit  of  the  best  broadcloth,  less 
than  a  hundred  dollars,  and  worth,  when  brought  in,  one 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  dollars.  Circular  bills 
of  prices,  with  directions  how  to  take  the  measure,  to 
be  transmitted  through  the  post  office,  and  inviting  or- 
ders, and  engaging  that  entire  suits  of  clothing  shall  be 
forwarded  and  dehvered— yes,  delivered,  at  the  Montreal 
prices,  have  been  seen  m  this  city. 

Were  it  possible  to  do  away  the  evils  of  fraudulent  in- 
voices at  New  York,  and  secure  the  whole  amount  of  duty 
at  the  real  value;  if  the  evil  be  as  g^eat  as  is  represented 
by  the  friends  of  high  duties,  the  channel  of  fraud  will 
inevitably  take  a  worse  direction.  The  woollen  goods 
will  then  come  direct  from  the  British  provinces  by  water; 
and  armed  men  will  be  unable  to  keep  them  out.     Line 


the  whole  interior  frontier  with  a  cordon  of  armed  men, 
and  goods  will  come,  as  they  were  brought  during  the 
embargo  and  war,  from  depots  kept  up  at  Halifax,  St. 
John's,  and  St  Andrews;  they  will  be  there  imported  from 
En^and  by  American  merchants,  the  professed  friends  of 
the  "system  and  the  whole  sytem;"  and  they  willprobi. 
bly  find,  as  the  same  class  of  men  found  fifteen  and  twenty 
years  ago,  judges  who  will  wrest  the  goods  from  the  fiiiigs 
of  yourlaw :  certain  they  will  never  want  able  lawyers, ready 
to  mterpose  legal  quibbles  to  amerce  in  heavy  damages  those 
faithful  officers  who  honestly  aim  to  execute  tlie  Taws. 

Since  I  came  into  the  Senate  this  morning,  my  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  memorial  yesterday  Isud  on  your 
table  of  two  hundred  and  seventy -six  journeymen  tailore 
of  Philadelphia— that  city  which  is  the  yen-  focus  of  tlie  pro- 
tcctive  tarifl".  The  factsandinferencesoftliismemorialire 
so  apposite  to  my  present  object,  that  I  must  ask  liberty  to 
read  a  few  paragraphs  from  it.  And  it  should  be  recol- 
lected that  these  complaints  come  not  from  men  who  have 
frequently  been  in  the  habit  of  memorializing  Congress, 
but  from  laboring  men,  in  humble  life,  who  surely  ought 
not,  on  that  account,  to  be  turned  off  without  a  bearing! 

After  giving  a  history  of  the  rise  and  progress,  from 
low  to  high  duties,  on  woollen  cloths,  and  the  effects  of 
these  high  duties  in  depressing  their  business,  tlie  memo- 
rialists say: 

"  The  facilities  of  smuggling  ready  made  clothes,  and 
tlie  immense  advantages  resulting  from  it  to  those  whocsn 
avail  ttiemselves  of  it,  hold  out  tempUtions  to<k  strong  to 
be  resisted  by  the  great  bulk  of  the  community;  and  many 
of  us  know  the  fact,  that  foreign  made  coats,  and  other 
garments,  are  now  worn  by  the  former  customers  of  our 
employers,  who  have  found  agents  of  foreign  tailon  wil- 
ling to  supply  them  at  a  trifle  more  than  tlie  Europeui 
prices.  A  coat,  which  is  here  charged  at  $25,  can  be  hid 
in  Loudon  for  $15,  whilst  one,  for  which  our  employers  «re 
obliged  to  charge  $35,  can  be  had  for  £5  5,  or  $23  33. 
The  facility  and  cheapness  of  an  intercourse  with  Canada, 
and  the  imposability  of  closely  watching  the  crews  of  ves- 
sels and  passengers  who  come  from  Europe,  present 
insurmountable  barriers  to  any  efficient  sjjstem  for  pre. 
venting  smuggling;  and  we  are  fearful  that,  if  the  present 
high  duties  are  persevered  in,  smuggling  will  be  so  weU 
established,  that  not  even  a  reduction  of  duties  to  one-buf 
would  be  sufficient  to  break  it  up. 

"  But  it  is  not  from  smuggling  alone  that  your  petition- 
ers anticipate  an  annual  decrease  of  tlieir  business,  under 
tlie  present  high  rates  of  duty  upon  woollen  cloths.  Bt»- 
dy  made  clothmg,  of  particular  qualities,  via.  that  which 
b  made  of  cloth  upon  which  tlie  highest  rates  of  duty  at 
charged,  can  be  imported  and  sold,  after  paying  the  duty 
of  fifty  per  cent.,  clieaper  than  it  can  be  made  in  this  coun- 
try. The  inevitable  effect  of  this  must  be,  to  lead  to  ex- 
tensive importations  of  ready  made  clothing  from  Europe, 
where  labor  is  cheaper,  not  only  on  account  of  the  great 
competition  amongst  Utborers,  but  on  account  of  the  very 
low  prices  at  which  the  laborers  are  enabled  to  clothe 
tliemselves  and  families. 

"  In  thus  representing  our  grievances,  we  cannot  avoid 
brining  into  view  of  your  honorable  bodies  the  condition 
of  a  very  extensive  and  worthy  class,  who,  from  their  sex, 
are  preventcd*from  addressing  you.  We  mean  the  tsilor- 
esses  of  our  city,  who  perform  the  light  work  of  the  trade. 
For  several  years  past,  this  extensive  class  of  females 
have  felt  tlie  injury  resulting  from  diminished  employ- 
ment, and  are  now  in  a  state  of  extreme  suffering  in  con- 
sequence thereof. 

"The  price  of  cloth  is  kept  up  by  the  high  duties,  so 
as  to  diminish  the  number  of  garments  which  people  caj* 
afford  to  wear,  or  to  oblige  families  whose  means  are  h- 
mitcd  to  make  them  up  themselves,  and  thus  deprive  of* 
job  the  tailoresses  who  would  otherwise  have  been  em- 
ployed.    The  effect  of  high  prices  upon  the  demand  for 
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dodunc^  is  well  known  to  our  profeanon.  We  tui*e  it  upon 
the  uitboritjr  of  one  of  oor  principal  merchiiLnt  tailors, 
who  has  carried  on  business  in  this  city  for  upwards  of  forty 
years,  that,  between  the  years  1790  and  1797,  when  a 
Cufaionablc  coat  was  Aimished  at  18  to  19  dollars,  that 
daas  of  customers  who  now  purchase  one  or  two  coats  in 
a  year,  lued  then  to  purchase  from  two  to  four;  and 
there  cannot  be  a  doubt  that  a  reduction  of  the  duties  upon 
tmj  species  of  woollen  manu&cture  would  ^eatly  in- 
crease the  demand  for  the  labor  of  journeymen  tailors  and 
tukaeaaes,  and,  at  the  same  time,  benefit  all  classes,  by 
diminishiiig  the  price  of  clothing. 

"  In  coodusion,  your  petitioners  are  fully  convinced 
that  a  pcrsererance  in  the  present  policy  wiU  make  their 
rcmditinn  worse  and  worse;  and  they  respectfully  solicit 
your  hoQorable  bodies  to  take  their  case  into  serious  consi- 
derstiDn,  and  reduce  the  duty  to  the  rate  at  which  it  stood 
by  the  law  of  1816,  that  is,  twenty-five  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem  upon  woollen  cloths." 

The  cottrae  of  my  remarks  has  led  to  a  digresaon  from 
the  direct  point  at  issue,  which  was,  that  the  tariff  laws  of 
1834  and  1838  had  been  of  no  essential  benefit  to  manu- 
Cwtures. 

If  it  be  contended  that  the  present  flourishing  state  of 
iianuikctul%s  is  owing  to  the  protection  of  these  tanff 
hws,  I  answer  that  the  articles  produced  in  this  country, 
vfaidi  haye  been  protected  by  the  lowest  duties,  are  at 
this  tiine  in  quite  as  flourishing  and  prosperous  condition 
as  those  iwhich  have  had  the  protection  of  the  highest  du- 
ties. TaJce  the  following,  all  of  which  are  taxed  at  a  duty 
of  30  per  cent.,  and  under,  down  to  12|,  viz.  buttons, 
hats,  cabinet  wares,  manufactures  of  wood,  clocks,  manu- 
&ctures  of  brass,  brass  in  plates,  earthen  and  stone  wares, 
gold  and  silver  watches,  looking  glasses,  glass  knobs,  gilt 
wares,  jew^elry  and  paste  work,  leather,  manufactures  of 
biaas,  copper,  iron,  led,  pewter,  steel,  and  tin,  not  other- 
vise  enumerated,  millinery  of  every  kind,  ready  made, 
Btre,  spermaceti  oil,  whsie  oil,  ochre,  painters'  colors, 
printing-  types,  quills,  saddles  aivd  bridles,  silk  shoes,  lea- 
ther dices,  snuffs,  ulks,  cotton  stockings,  twine.  The 
duties  on  these  articles  range,  as  I  have  said,  from  30 
down  to  124  per  cent  Many  of  them  are  successfully 
HMDu&ctured  in  this  countiy,  and  have  been  for  years,  be- 
ibte  high  duties  existed.  If  the  duties  were  prospec- 
tively reduced  on  all  of  them  down  to  30,  15,  and  10  per 
cent.,  it  is  my  firm  belief— and  this  belief  is  confirmed  by 
past  experience— that  the  domestic  manufacture  would 
not  at  all  be  interfered  with  by  foreign  competition. 

As  a  contrast  to  tlie  foregoing  comparatively  moderate 
duties,  let  us  turn  to  the  duties  on  iron  in  an  unmanufac- 
tured state,  taxed  more  than  one  hundred  per  cent. ;  on 
wool,  and  mannfiu:tures  of  wool,  taxed  Rom  &hy  to 
more  than  two  hundred  per  cent,  and  see  what  are 
already,  and  what  inevitably  must  be,  the  effects  of  the 
enorroous  duties  imposed  for  their  protection — rather 
should  I  have  said  for  their  destruction.  I  take  the  facts 
and  illustrations  principally  from  an  "  exposition  of  the 
unequal,  unjust  operation  of  the  present  tariff  system," 
compiled  by  a  committee  appointed  at  the  Free  Trade 
Convention  lately  held  at  Philadelphia. 

And  first  as  to  the  iron  duty.  After  mentioning  that 
iron  was  manufactured  in  this  country  previous  to  the  re- 
volution, in  large  quantities,  fiimishing,  bendes  the  do- 
mestic supply,  more  than  7,000  tons  annually  for  export- 
ation, the  exposition  proceeds : ', 

"In  the  year  1784,  before  duties  were  hardly  known 
on  imports,  the  annual  production  of  iron  in  the  United 
States  was  extending  vigorously.  According  to  Mr.  Coxe, 
in  his  View  of  the  United  States,  published  in  1794,  there 
were,  in  Massachusetts  alone,  seventy^ix  iron  works;  Vir- 
jrinia  made  above  5,300  tons  of  iron;  in  Pennsylvania 
there  were  sixteen  furnaces  and  thirty-seven  large  forges, 
besides  slitting  and  rolling  mills,  that  cut  and  rolled  1,500 


tons  of  iron ;  in  New  Jersey  there  were  seventy -nine  forges 
and  eight  fiirnaces;  and  in  Maryland,  and  most  of  the 
other  States,  iron  works  were  very>numerous,  although 
the  details  were  not  so  well  known.  Mr.  Coxe  estimated 
the  quantity  of  iron  then  consumed  in  nails  and  spikes  at 
4,000,000  pounds,  of  which  1,800,000  only  were  imported, 
the  remainder  being  made  at  home." 

Having  no  authentic  account  from  1794  to  1810,  when 
the  marshals  were  directed,  while  taking  the  census,  to 
take  also  an  account  of  the  manufiwturing  establishments, 
these  returns,  although  imperfect,  are  next  given  in  the 
exposition: 

"  According  to  these  returns,  there  were  in  the  United 
States,  in -the  year  1810,  one  hundred  and  fifly-three  iron 
furnaces,  and  three  hundred  and  thirty  forges;  the  former 
making  53,908  tons  of  metal,  and  the  latter  34,541  tons 
of  bar  iron.  As  it  required  36,811  tons  of  pi^  metal,  or 
one-third  more,  to  make  the  34,541  tons  of  bar  iron,  there 
wotdd  only  remain  17,697  tons  of  pigs  and  castings;  in 
other  words,  the  actual  prodviction  of  iron,  both  wrotigfht 
and  cast,  was  43,338  tons.  The  duties  imposed  on  all 
descriptions  of  imported  iron,  up  to  the  year  1810,  had 
not  got  beyond  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  with  the 
exception  of  the  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  duty,  known  as 
the  Mediterranean  fimd,  which  continued  during,  and  for 
some  time  subsequent  to,  the  war  with  Tripoli.  This 
increase  of  duties  had  been  progressive.  The  act  of  July 
4,  1789,  commenced  with  seven  and  a  half  per  cent  ad 
valorem,  at  Which  it  r^muned  until  1793;  it  was  then  in- 
creased to  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  Under  this  scale  of 
revenue  duties,  the  manufacture  of  American  iron  had 
grown  up  to  the  extent  stated;  and  the  capital  employed 
in  the  establishments  necessary  for -its  production,  it  is 
well  known,  yielded/air  and  liberal  profits.  Some  of  the 
largest  fortunes  in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  New  Jer- 
sey, were  acquired  by  iron  masters  during  this  period." 

The  exposition  then  goes  on  to  give  varioiis  estimates 
of  the  quantity  of  iron  manufactiired  at  the  present  time, 
and  presents,  as  nearest  the  truth,  the  following: 

"The  author  of  the  article  'Iron,'  in  the  Encyclopsedia 
Americana,  published  during  the  present  year,  expressly 
states  that  'the  total  annual  production  of  this  metal  in  the 
United  States  cannot  be  estimated  beyond  50,000  tons.' " 

Noticing  still  further  the  testimony  made  by  the  iron 
masters,  before  a  committee  of  Congress,  in  1838,  the 
exposition  says: 

••  Have  we  not  then  a  right  to  infer  from  this  analysis 
of  the  testimony  of  these  iron  masters,  tliat,  so  far  from 
there  having  been  any  very  g^at  increase  in  Uie  annual 
production  of  iron,  from  the  year  1818  to  the  year  18*8, 
it  is  quite  doubtful  whether  as  much  iron  of  every  descrip- 
tion was  manufactured  during  the  latter  as  the  former 
period?" 

The  exposition  proceeds: 

"  What  better  evidence  then  can  be  produced,  than 
the  statement  just  given  of  the  unequal  and  oppressive 
operation  of  the  present  high  duty  on  raw  iron,  when 
compared  with  that  imposed  on  the  importation  of  the 
various  foreign  manufactures  of  the  same  metal.  The 
effect  of  this  part  of  the  Uriff  system  of  protection  has 
been  to  almost  put  a  stop  to  all  further  competition  be- 
tween the  domestic  and  foreign  manufactures  of  hardware 
and  ironmongery,  and  to  cause  many  other  articles  of  iron 
which  had  previously  thereto  been  made  at  home  by  our 
smiths,  to  be  manufiictured  abroad;  and,  instead  of  encou- 
raging and  protecting  this  important  branch  of  domestic 
industry,  has  retarded  the  fair  and  natural  growth  of  every 
branch  of  the  smithing  business,  diminished  the  employ- 
ment, and  reduced  the  wages  and  profits  of  the  valuable 
class  of  the  American  artisans  actually  engaged  in,  and  de- 
pendent on  it  for  their  support." 

Referring  to  the  petition  of  the  blacksmiths  to  Congress, 
at  the  three  Ust  sessions,  the  author  says: 
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"Their  last  memoriAl  is  referred  to  as  containing  h  most 
able  and  conclusive  exposition  of  both  the  folly  and 
iniquity  of  those  provisions  of  the  tariffs  of  1816,  1824,  and 
1828,  which  relate  to  iron  and  its  manufactures.  The 
statements  and  reasonings  of  this  document  have  not  been 
met  or  refuted  by  the  iron  roasters  in  their  memorial  to 
Congress,  intended  us  a  reply  to  it}  and,  in  our  opinion, 
cannot  be  answered." 

The  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  however,  has  attempted 
an  answer,  which,  1  must  confess,  was  not  very  clear  to 
me.  When  the  smiths  in  England  can  procure  as  much 
iron  for  $22  22,  as  will  cost  the  American  smiths  $90; 
and  when  a  ton  of  fryingpans  can  be  imported  from  Eng- 
land for  $96  24,  while  a  ton  of  sheet  iron  from  which  they 
are  made,  in  consequence  of  the  duty,  cannot  be  imported 
for  less  than  $155,  it  must  be  a  sinister  argument  which 
can  prove  that  the  tariff  protects  American  blacksmiths. 

The  argument  of  the  Senator  is  best  answered  by  the 
memorial  of  merchants,  manufacturers,  &c.  of  Boston, 
signed  by  an  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  and 
supported  by  him  in  a  speech  in  Faneuil  Hall,  in  the  year 
1820.   That  memorial  says: 

**The  impost  on  iron  is  particularly  injurious  to  indus- 
try. The  article  is  required  for  the  machines  of  manu- 
factures themselves,  for  all  the  implements  of  agriculture, 
all  the  tools  of  the  mechanic  arts,  and  for  nails,  of  which 
6,000  tons  are  annually  made,  and  chiefly  from  foreign 
iron,  and  which  are  one  of  the  very  few  of  our  manufac- 
tures now  exported.  A  &r  greater  number  of  men  are 
now  employed  in  converting  this  material  into  articles  of 
use,  than  in  extracting  it  from  the  ore;  and  surely  the 
interests  of  the  many  ought  not  to  be  sacrificed  by  that  of 
the  few." 

Since  1820,  (says  an  eminent  merchant  of  Boston,)  the 
ratio  of  taxation  by  the  increase  of  duty,  and  fall  oi^iron 
abroad,  ha*  been  nearly  double. 

I  will  now  continue  the  quotations  from  the  exposition. 
Alluding  to  the  coking  process  of  manufitcturing  iron  in 
England,  for  which  charcoal  only  is  a  substitute  in  this 
country,  it  requiring  one  hundred  and  twenty  acres  of 
woodland  to  produce  the  same  iron  here,  that  in  England, 
by  tlie  coking  process,  may  be  obtained  from  less  than 
half  an  acre  of  Staffordshire  mun  coal,  the  author  says: 

"It  is  not  possible,  therefore,  by  the  present  mode  of 
smelting  iron,  by  charcoal  and  the  hammer,  to  obtain  tlie 
supply  of  iron  required  by  the  United  States." 

"  The  old  process  of  charcoal,  and  the  hammer,  is  the 
only  one  known,  and  the  most  perfect  indifference  has 
prevailed  with  regard  to  every  improvement;  and  we  have 
the  evidence  of  the  iron  masters  themselves,  of  their  unwil- 
lingness to  enter  into  competition  with  any  economical  or 
more  perfect  form  of  making  iron,  in  their  recent  opposi- 
tion to  a  company  about  to  be  formed  in  Pennsylvania  to 
make  iron  by  the  coking  process.  It  may,  with  perfect  truth, 
be  asserted  that  the  tariffs  of  1824  and  1828,  so  far  from 
improving  the  manufacture  of  iron  in  the  United  States, 
have  only  had  the  effect,  by  removing  further  competi- 
tion, of  deadening  invention,  discouraging  ingenuity,  and 
actually  leaving  the  American  iron  masters  far  behind  their 
European  brethren  in  the  same  branch  of  industry.  As 
long  as  they  are  secured  in  the  partial  possession  of  the 
same  market,  they  will  make  no  further  efforts,  but  con- 
tinue the  same  rude  and  imperfect  machinery  and  process, 
which  have  been  wholly  abandoned  in  England.  In  a 
word,_if  it  be  intended  to  advance  as  well  as  protect  Ame- 
rican industry,  restrictions  and  impositions  on  imported 
foreign  iron  roust  be  given  up." 

In  relation  to  the  iron  masters  of  the  interior,  the  same 
author,  after  remarking  tliat  the  cost  of  transportation 
from  the  seaboard  to  Pittsburg  is  more  tlian  two  hundred 
per  cent,  on  the  first  cost  of  iron  imported  from  Great 
Britain,  says: 

"  The  iron  masters  of  the  interior  have  not  the  shadow 


of  a  daim  for  bounties  or  protection  of  any  kind;  thor 
enterprise  and  industry,  according  to  Uieir  own  tbeoiy, 
require  no  stimulus  from  the  Legislature  to  quicken  their 
development,-  and^  give  them  permanence  and  stability. 
The^  can  have  no  foreign  competitors  in  the  markets  of 
the  mterior;  and  to  bring  their  raw  iron  into  the  markets 
of  the  seaboard,  requires  much  greater  duties  than  erai 
the  exorbitant  ones  now  imposed,  if  such  high  dutici 
could  ever  prove  more  than  nominal. 

"  The  taxes  now  imposed  on  the  American  people,  u 
consumers  of  iron,  although  apparently  inconaderabk  in 
reference  to  each  individual,  amount  to  more  llian  four 
millions  of  dollars  per  annum.  This  is  undoubtedly  a 
heavy  burden;  but  it  is  not  the  only  evil  it  inflicts.  11ie 
tax,  at  the  same  time,  prevents  the  American  smith,  or 
other  worker  in  iron,  from  extending  lils  business  and  In- 
creasing his  wages  and  profits,  and  denies  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  a  fair  and  equal  competition  with  his  fortign 
rival  at  Uirmlnghara  or  Sheffield;  for  it  deprives  the  former 
of  the  cheap  raw  material,  exclusively  possessed  by  the 
latter,and  by  means  of  which  tiie  American  workman  could 
supply  his  own  market  on  the  same  if  not  better  tems. 
By  throwing  the  market  open  to  foreign  competition, 
the  consumption  of  iron  would  certainly  be  doubled,  p<r- 
lupa  quadrupled,  give  employment  to  one  hundred  uid 
fifty  thousand  blacksmiths,  the  class  of  artisans  always 
most  wanted,  either  in  peace  or  war,  in  every  countiy, 
and,  if  done  by  the  hand,  transfer  the  labor  now  performed 
by  fifty  thousind  British  smltlis  to  our  own  fellow-cltizeni 
in  American  workshops.  For  such  is  the  disproportion  of 
the  duty  or  imported  hardware,  in  comparison  with  that 
imposed  on  raw  iron,  as  we  have  already  remarked,  that 
the  tariff  acts  of  the  United  States  afford  bounties  sufficient 
actiully  to  give  employment  to  the  above  mentioned  Dum- 
ber of*^  smiths  in  Britain,  instead  of  the  same  number  of 
American  citizens. 

"  S  uch  is  the  ridiculous  effect  of  tlie  present  adjustment 
of  the  duty  between  hardware  and  bar  iron,  that  many 
descriptions  of  hardware,  subject  to  the  duty  of  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  are  actually  imported  at  alover 
cost  than  the  price  of  the  raw  iron  from  which  the  same 
articles  are  manufactured." 

"  If  the  present  duties  be  not  speedily  reduced,  hone 
shoes  and  every  other  article,  manu&ctured  In  whole  or  In 

Cart,  not  specified  in  the  tariff  laws,  will,  one  after  the  other, 
e  introduced.  The  blades  of  knives  and  prongs  of  forks 
are  actually  forged  in  England,  and  imported  to  be  Snlshed 
here;  keys  to  have  the  wards  cut  out  and  finiahed,  and  parts 
of  shovels,  &c.  Wheel  tire  can  be  imported  for  fort}- 
four  dollars  and  seventeen  cents  a  ton,  whilst  the  bar  Iron 
of  which  it  is  made  costs.  In  this  market,  from  eighty  to 
ninety  dollars  a  ton.  A  ton  of  imported  knitting  needlei 
costs  two  hundred  and  forty-six  dollars  and  thirty-seven 
cents;  a  ton  of  the  wire  from  which  they  are  made,  duty 
included,  three  hundred  and  eiglity-nine  dollars." 

To  show  that  the  manufacture  of  iron  may  be  success- 
fully pursued  without  tlie  aid  of  heavy  duties,  I  read  from 
this  exposition  again : 

"Extensive  iron  works,  for  castings  of  all  dcscrlptiona, 
have  been  in  uninterrupted  and  successful  operation  at 
Trois  Rivieres,  and  other  places  in  Lower  Canada,  for  up- 
wards of  a  hundred  years.  Within  the  last  ten  years,  at 
and  near  Long  Point,  on  the  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  in  Up- 
per Canada,  American  emigrants,  from  the  State  of  New 
York,  have  erected  large  furnaces  that  make  pig  iron, 
stoves,  machinery,  and  hollow  ware.  These  castings,  «e 
are  informed  by  one  of  the  proprietors  of  these  establish- 
ments, amounted,  daring  tliclast  year,  (183 1,)  to  the  sum 
of  thirty  thousand  dollars,  and  yield  a  handsome  profit, 
although  the  duty  on  pig  and  bar  iron,  imported  Into  the 
province  from  Britain,  is  only  seven  and  a  half  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  according  to  the  Quebec  table  of  duties  now 
lying  before  us." 
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Ttke,  on  the  contrary,  another  foreign  sample,  aa  the 
efiect  of  hi^  duties,  furnished  by  a  Boston  merchant,  a» 
extiaeted  rrom  the  Edinburgh  Review: 

"In  1790,  the  duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign  iron 
into  France  was  two  francs  twenty  centimes  per  quintal  of 
two  hundred  and  twenty  pounds,  equal  to  about  four  dol- 
bnper  ton.  In  1814,  it  was  raised,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  iron  masters  against  the  cheaper  foreign  iron, 
to  fifteen  francs  per  quintal,  or  about  thirty  doUara  per 
ton.  This  not  being  sufEcient  to  secure  the  iron  masters 
a  monopoly  of  home  market,  it  was  again  rused,  in  1832, 
to  twenty-five  francs  the  quintal;  thus  carrying  the  duty 
up  to  fifty  dollars  a  ton.  These  excessive  duties,  granted 
ia  quick  succession,  having  raised  the  prices  of  iron  at 
hoQC,  and  reduced  the  importation  of  foreign  iron,  natu- 
rdly  attiaeted  a  great  deal  of  capital  to  the  iron  trade,  and 
oceaaoaed  a  rapid  extension.  •  •  •         jjot- 

vithstanding  this  immense  duty,  some  foreign  iron  still 
continued  to  be  imported,  thus  evincing  that  the  protect- 
in;  duty,  high  as  it  was,  operated  entirely  as  a  tax  on  the 
consumers  of  the  home  made  iron.  An  annu^  premium 
of  ons  hundred  and  twelve  and  a  half  dollars  per  head 
»u  paid  by  the  n:ition,  to  keep  eighty  thousand  men  em- 
ployed, not  for  their  benefit,  (since  they  received  no  more 
vtgea  than  the  average  price  of  labor,  which  they  would 
bre  obtained  in  any  other  occupation,)  but,  as  with  us, 
for  the  purpose  of  forcing  an  unprofitable  business." 

"  With  all  this  encouragement,  however,  to  the  iron  bosi- 
netj  in  France,  it  was,  in  1830,  in  a  very  depressed  state« 
psrtly  owing  to  the  increased  price  of  fuel  in  the  iron  dis- 
Iricts,  and  partly  to  that  over-production  and  bad  manage- 
ment commonly  attendant  upon  a  branch  of  buaness  forced 
by  prohibitions  and  bounties:  and,  according  to  the  evi- 
dence taken  before  a  commission  of  inquiry,  the  produc- 
tiw  of  iron  was  not  more  profitable  than  it  had  been  nn- 
dcr  1  protecting  duty  of  about  half  what  it  then  enjoyed." 

So  much,  Mr.  President,  for  the  protection  which  the 
high  tariff  affords  to  the  important  article  of  iron.  I  will 
W)7  exhibit  a  few  further  illuatrations,  to  show  what  has 
been,  and  what  will  be,  the  effect  of  the  enormously  high 
duly  upon  woollens. 

From  the  exposition  of  Mr.  Lee,  of  Boston,  one  of  the 
mast  intelligent  merchants  in  the  United  States,  permit  me 
to  read  a  few  extracts.     He  says — 

"The  duty  on  woollens  under  the  act  of  1789  was  five 
per  cent.  It  was  subsequently  advanced  to  seven,  to 
t»elve  and  a  half,  and,  during  the  war,  to  'twenty-seven 
•ad  a  half  per  cent,  wholly,  however,  for  revenue,  and 
fornoother  purpose.  In  1816,  on  the  adjustment  of  the 
taiious  claims  that  were  put  forward  by  those  who  had  in- 
terests which  had  grown  up  under  the  war  prices,  it  was 
thought  just  to  give  to  the  manufacturers  of  woollens 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  to  fall,  however,  in  three  years  to 
twen^  per  cent.  But,  before  that  period  expired,  a 
fiirther  time  of  seven  years  was  allowed  for  a  reduction 
of  the  duty  to  twenty  per  cent.,  and,  during  that  interval, 
*«  set  of  1824  was  passed,  by  which  the  duty  was  raised 
to  thirty-three  and  a  third  per  cent. 

"The  manufacturers,  not  content  with  this  duty,  which, 
•iiied  to  the  common  importing  charges,  gave  them  a  pro- 
tection against  the  foreign  fabric  of  at  least  fifty-five  per 
tcnL,  again  demanded  more  duties,  which  they  obtained 
I>y  the  act  of  1828,  granting  them  rates  of  forty-five  to 
one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent,  and  raising  generally  on 
the  articles  in  proportion  to  their  coarseness;  thus  taxing 
the  people,  not  in  proportion  to  their  wealth,  but  to  their 
wint  of  it— one  of  the  most  prominent  features  of  what  is 
denominated  the  American  system." 

Tlie  author  of  the  exposition,  from  which  I  have  be- 
fore quoted,  goes  into  an  elaborate  discussion  of  the  ef- 
fect jf  the  minimums  of  the  tariff  of  1828  on  woollens. 
He  shows  that  the  laborer  or  mechanic,  residing  in  the  in- 
terior in  this  country,  pays  for  the  coarser  cloth  which  he 
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wears  three  times  as  much  as  the  E^ngludi  laborer  or  me> 
chaaic  pays— such  cloth  as  retails  from  two  dollars  and 
fifty  cents  to  three  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  yard;  and  at 
the  same  rate  on  cloths  which  cost  from  four  dc^lars  to 
four  dollars  and  fitly  cents.  That  the  cloths  called  drabs, 
none  of  which  are  made  in  this  country,  costing  in  Eng- 
land two  shillings  and  six  pence  per  yard,  are  here  rais«l 
by  retail  to  one  dolUr  and  seventy  cents  and  one  dollar 
and  eighty.4even  cents  per  yard.  That,  under  the  two  dol- 
lars and  fifty  cents  minimum,  cloths  which  the  English  con- 
sumer procures  at  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  yard,  are 
here  sold  for  six  dollars  and  ux  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per 
yard,  and  large  importations  of  these  are  made — the  whole 
production  scarcely  being  sufficient  to  supply  the  wants  of 
the  inhabitants  of  one  of  our  principal  cities.  That  the 
cloths  denominated  "fine  cloths,"  and  which  are  sold  at 
from  six  to  eight  dollars  per  yard — very  small  quantitiesof 
which  are  manufactured  in  the  United  States — pay,  in  the 
shape  of  a  bounty  to  the  American  manufacturer,  at  the 
rate  of  eighty  to  ninety-five  percent  But  tbsit  of  the  finer 
cloths, costing  higher  than  eighteen diiUings  and  sixpence, 
the  maximum  of  the  two  dollars  and  fiftp^  cents  mimmum, 
and  charged  under  the  four  dollar  nunimum,  only  a  few 
hundred  pieces  are  imported,  and  none  are  made  here  at 
these  prices;  and  that  no  cloths  are  imported  which  cost 
higher  prices  than  those  which  render  them  chargeable 
with  duties  under  the  four  dolUr  minimum. 

He  shows,  that,  on  the  article  of  flannels,  which  it  is  of 
vast  importance  that  consumers  should  obtain  at  the  least 
possible  price,  tlie  operation  of  the  tariflT  of  1828  has  been 
peculiarly  severe;  that  this  duty,  amounting  to  a  pndiibi- 
tion,  maizes  the  article  here  cost  twice  and  three  times  as 
much  asitcostsin  England;  and  that  tlie  coarser  flannels  pa^  . 
the  higher  duties.  He  shows  that  baizes,  also  under  prolUbi- 
tion,are  so  little  nuuiufiuitured  in  this  country  as  to  be  almost 
out  of  use,  costing  three  times  as  much  as  they  are  sold 
for  in  England,  o&er  articles  being  substituted  for  them. 

As  to  the  effect  of  the  duty  on  carpeting,  forty  cents 
per  square  yard  of  the  common  kind,  amounting  almost 
to  a  prohibition,  he  shows  the  duty  on  coarse  wool  to  be 
so  exorbitant,  that  the  domestic  manufiurturer  has  been 
unable,  even  with  a  protection  of  one  hundred  per  cent, 
to  fiimish  any  substitute.  That  what  of  this  article  is 
here  produced,  is  made  either  of  the  coarse  wool  of  South 
America,  or  from  yarn  imported  from  England  already 
dyed  and  prepared  for  weaving)  and  that  this  weaving, 
which  is  almost  exclusively  performed  bv  workmen  from 
foreign  countries,  is  all  that  gives  it  a  claim  to  the  title  of 
American  goods. 

The  writer  says: 

"Considering  that  nine-tenths  of  the  peo|^e  of  th^ 
United  States  are  ignorant  of  the  real  duties  levied  by  the 
present  tariff,  and  Aat  none  but  practical  men  can  be  sup- 
posed to  have  accurate  knowledge  upon  the  subject,  inas- 
much as  no  higfher  rate  of  duty  than  forty-five  cent  ad 
valorem  is  apparent  upon  the  face  of  a  law  which  exacts 
two  hundred  per  cent,  duty,  we  can  feel  no  hesitation  in 
pronouncing  the  system  of  minimum  valuation  to  he  a  com* 
plete  deception  upon  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in 
reference  to  the  real  amount  of  duties  they  are  obliged  to 
pay  upon  their  woollen  clothing. 

"  We  have  vainty  attempted,  by  means  of  hotbed  pro- 
tection, to  compensate  for  the  disadvantages  of  a  sparse 
population,  high  price  of  labor,  wantof  skulin  our  opera- 
tives, and  want  of  local  concentration  of  the  manufiictories; 
and,  above  all,  we  have  committed  an  error  before  un- 
heard of  in  manufacturing  countries,  viz.  the  imposition 
of  enormous  duties  on  raw  materials.  In  England,  wool 
is  admitted  from  foreign  countries  at  a  duty  of  about  two 
cents  per  pound;  our  duty  upon  foreign  wool  is,  in  some 
instances,  above  thirty  cents  per  pound." 

Yet,  air,  with  this  high  daXy  upon  wool,  the  manufiic- 
turers  have,  during  the  last  six  months  imported  that  arti- 
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de  in  such  quftntities  as  has  caused  a  reduction  of  the 
prices  of  American  wool  twenty-five  per  cent,  in  the  hands 
of  the  purchasers  and  owners. 

"Nothing  (says  the  author  just  quoted)  is  more  perni- 
cious to  manufactures  thsui  high  duties  upon  the  raw  ma- 
terials they  consume)  and  American  manufactures  have 
suffered  deepK  from  this  cause  almost  ever  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  restrictive  system." 

"  As  an  evidence  of  the  preceding  positions,  we  need 
ady  advert  to  the  well  known  fiict,  that  such  of  our  manu- 
Isctures  as  have  been  the  least  encouraged  by  duties,  and 
have  also  enjoyed  to  a  great  extent  the  privileges  of  un- 
taxed raw  materials,  have  uniformly  been  most  prosperous 
and  least  affected  by  change,  while  those  which  have  been 
forced  into  existence  by  high  duties,  and  have  been  obliged 
to  use  raw  materials  rendered  dear  by  taxation,  have  al- 
ways been  subject  to  the  gfreatest  losses  and  fluctuations. 
"  The  numerious  manufactures  which  existed  in  g^eat 
abundance  in  and  about  t^e  city  of  Philadelphia,  long  be- 
fore the  rise  of  the  American  system,  may  be  cited  as  ex- 
amples of  natural  manu&ctures. " 

I  might  add  the  extensive  manufacture  of  shoes  at  Lynn, 
Massachusetts,  which  has  flourished  for  nearly  half  a  cen- 
tury, and  which  never  knocked  at  the  doors  of  Congress 
for  "  more  protection." 

"  We  may  enumerate  the  various  manufactures  of  iron, 
tin,  copper,  brass,  and  pewter;  those  of  wood,  such  as 
coaches,  carts,  [chaises,  dearborn  wagons,]  wheelbarrows, 
cabinet  wire,  chairs,  [pub,  and  other  wooden  vessels;]  lea- 
ther and  its  manufactures)  umbrellas,  [paper,  books,  print- 
ing types,  stereotype  plates,]  &c.,  the  duty  on  none  of  which 
has  ever  been  higher  then  thirty  per  cent,  Most  of  these 
^  K^cw  into  existence  as  investments  of  capital  naturally  pro- 
fitable, without  the  aid  of  bounties  or  protection.  On 
the  other  hand,  those  manu&ctures  which  have  been  pre- 
maturely fenced  upon  the  country  by  continued  and  in- 
creasing tariffs,  have  been  subjected  to  the  most  distressing 
uncertainties  and  fluctuations." 

••  It  must  be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that  the  manu- 
fkcture  of  cotton  commenced  in  this  country  under  a  five 
per  cent,  duty — tliat  it  steadily  progressed,  and  yielded 
sufficient  prcnits  to  the  manufiicturers,  to  enable  them  to 
amass  large  fortunes  under  a  rate  of  duty  never  exceeding 
fifteen  per  cent.,  and  it  would  unquestionably  have  con- 
tinued to  progress  in  such  fiibricsas  were  the  best  adapted 
to  our  powers  of  production,  if  the  duty  had  never  ex- 
ceeded that  amount." 

"  It  is  a  common  artifice  of  the  advocates  of  high  duties, 
to  sum  up  the  entire  amount  of  the  domestic  manufactures 
of  the  United  States,  asserting  tliat  the  whole  of  them  owe 
their  existence  and  continued  support  to  the  restrictive 
system,  and  by  this  means  to  endeavor  to  alarm  the  peo- 
ple by  the  idea  that  the  whole  of  the  manufacturing  in- 
rhistry  of  the  country  is  dependent  upon  the  high  duties 
for  support,  and  would  cease  with  their  repeal:  whereas 
the  truth  is,  according  to  what  we  have  already  shown, 
that  most  of  them  had  a  vigorous  existence  before  the 
enactment  of  the  protective  tariffs,  and  are  now  injured 
and  stinted  in  their  real  growth  and  prosperity  by  the 
high  duties  on  raw  materials,  and  the  increased  expense  of 
livmg,  to  which  all  artisans  engaged  in  manu&ctures  are 
subject,  in  consequence  of  the  foreign  articles  they  con- 
sume being  so  enormously  taxed." 

The  farmers,  who  grow  wool,  will  be  astonished  that 
the  manufacturers  now  complain  they  are  deprived  of  a 
pirt  of  the  protection  they  are  supposed  to  enjoy  under 
the  present  high  tariff,  by  the  high  duty  levied  on  the 
raw  material,  which  composes  the  fabrics  they  manufac- 
ture. "It  must  be  remembered  that  the  duty  upon  wool 
forms  no  less  a  part  of  the  great  <  American  system,' 
than  the  duty  upon  cloth." 

"  But  no  sooner  had  the  law  taken  effect,  than  tlie  lat- 
ter (the  manufacturer)    immediately  devised   measures 


to  take  from  the  former  (the  wool  grower)  their  Aire 
of  its  expected  profits.  By  means  of  combined  efforts, 
or  of  individual  exertions,  immense  amounts  of  foreign 
wool  have  been  brought  into  the  United  States  with- 
in the  last  two  years;  and  the  manufacturers,  not  con- 
tent even  with  this  palpable  violation  of  the  spirit  of 
the  American  qrstem,  have  had  recoitfse  to  other  mea- 
sures still  more  prejudicial  to  the  rights  and  int««sts  of 
the  wool  grower.  They  discovered  that  by  importing 
woollen  yam,  wtuch  is  admitted  into  this  country  at  a 
dilty  of  thirty-three  per  cent.,  whilst  the  duty  upon  raw 
wool  is  four  cents  per  pound,  and  fifty  per  cent,  upon 
the  valuation,  they  could  not  only  procure  foreign  wool, 
in  this  shape,  upon  '  lower  terms  than  they  oonld  obtain 
either  the  American  or  the  foreign  wool  in  its  raw  state, 
but,  by  thus  importing  it,  they  would  thereby  avail  them- 
selves of  the  cheapness  of  English  spinning,  and  the 
superior  cheapness  and  excellency  of  the  English  dyes, 
whilst,  under  the  provisions  of  our  ill  arranged  tiriff, 
tliey  would  be  permitted  to  exact  as  high  a  price  from 
the  consumer  for  this  semi-foreign  fabric,  as  though  it 
were  really  a  commodity  of  American  origin." 

"The  fall  in  the  price  of  wool,  which  has  taken  place 
within  six  months  past,  amounts  to  about  twenty-five  per 
cent.,  and  the  article  is  dull  at  the  present  nominal  prices, 
the  market  being  glutted,  and  few  sales  taking  place." 

Millions  of  wool  have  been  imported)  and  the  specula- 
tors in  wool  have  been  bitten  enough  to  equal  all  their 
gains  of  the  previous  year. 

In  reference  to  this  importation  of  foreign  yams,  I  un 
myself  a  witness.  Visiting,  about  a  year  ago,  an  extensire 
carpet  factory,  I  was  astonished,  on  inquiry,  to  find  that 
the  material  used  was  spun,  colored,  and  prepared  in,  and 
imported  from,  England,  and  that  the  workmen  employed 
in  weaving  were  all  foreigners,  a  stout,  able-bodied  man 
being  able  to  earn  in  the  severe  labor  of  weaving  Brussels 
carpeting,  which  requires  a  skill  and  care  uncommon  to 
most  manufactures,  seventy-five  cents  to  n  dollar  a  day. 

So  much,  Mr.  President,  for  the  tariff  protection  of 
woollens  and  wool.  I  might  go  on,  and  show  tlje  dele- 
terious effect  on  domestic  nidustry  of  the  high  duties  on 
hemp  and  cordage.  "The  duty  and  charges  on  a  ton  of 
Russian  hemp  amount  to  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight 
dollars—a  sum  greater  than  the  first  cost  of  purchase  ui 
Russia.  This  duty  has  been  raised  since  1789,  fromtwelre 
dollai-s  a  ton  to  sixty  dollars  a  ton.  But  "  Bu^an  cord- 
age, (a  manufactured  article,)  subject  to  the  present  duty 
of  four  cents  for  tarred,  and  five  cents  for  untarred,  an 
be  imported  and  sold,  without  loss,  at  ten  cents  per  Ib.-- 
being  near  one  cent  per  pound  less  than  the  raw  matensl 
costs  the  manufacturer,  under  the  present  duty  of  sixty 
dollars  per  ton." 

What  must  be  the  consequence  of  this  enormous  tax 
on  the  raw  material'  Will  it  not  be  the  destruction  of 
the  home  market  for  the  growers  of  hemp?  "Bu«i«n 
cordage  has,  already,  to  a  considerable  extent,  suppi'™ 
the  place  of  the  manufactured  article;  and  our  ships  en- 
gaged in  foreign  trade  to  all  parts  of  the  world,  can  and 
do  procure  supplies  abroad,  at  cheaper  rates  than  in  the 
United  States." 

The  effect  of  the  high  duty  on  raw  hemp  has  been  the 
prostration  of  thoso  numerous  cordage  and  rope  niuiu- 
tactories  which  phed  so  busily  and  so  profitably  twenty-five 
and  thirty  years  since,  in  the  vicinity  of  all  our  commer- 
cial towns. 

A  weahhy  gentleman  of  the  State  in  which  I  resio'i 
now  an  "American  system,"  advocate,  because  he  owns 
some  fifty  to  seventy-five  thousand  dollars  in  a  woollen 
factory,  and  one  of  tlie  meeting  of  some  forty  or  fif^  P'''' 
sons  which  elected  delegates  to  represent  the  whole  State  at 
the  Tariff  Convention  of  New  York,  is  also  engaged  ejten- 
sively  in  commerce,  and  is  tlie  owner  of  ships.  His  zeal 
for  American  manufactures,  which  is  new-bom,  and  looks 
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hock  only  to  the  time  when  he  subscribed  for  his  manufac- 
turing^stock;  his  desire  to  protect  American  industry,  may 
be  estimated  from  the  fact,  that  he  has,  during  the  last 
vcar,  imported  from  the  north  of  Europe  the  manufactur- 
ol  cordagfe  necessary  to  fit  out  his  ships;  and  this,  too, 
mben  the  laborers  who  have  obtained  a  livehhood  in  the 
iBinufacture  of  con^ye,  livincf  in  hb  place,  are  thrown 
out  of  employ.  Instances  are  known,  where  ships,  own- 
ed by  advocates  of  the  American  system,  go  to  sea  with 
old  tackle  and  cables,  and  return  with  two,  and  sometimes 
three,  spire  sets  of  cables — evading  entirely  the  Govern- 
ment duties  ou  these  articles. 

By  the  facts  and  illustrations  which  I  have  presented,  in 
the  main  having  relation  to  three  principal  articles,  to  wit, 
iron,  woollens,  and  hemp,  and  claimed  to  be  protected  by 
the  American  system,  I  natter  myself  I  have  succeeded  in 
estibruhing  the  position  U\at  the  tariff  laws  of  1824  and 
1S28  ore  not,  and  have  not  been,  of  essential  benefit  to 
.\merican  manufactures  and  .\merican  industry. 

And  what  does  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky propose,  but  drawing  closer  the  cord  of  restriction ' 
What  doel  it  propose  but  the  destruction  instead  of  the 
encouragement  of  American  industry?  He  would  raise 
eighteen  millions  qf  revenue  after  the  public  debt  is  dis- 
charged, when  not  more  tlian  ten,  and  at  most  twelve, 
mflfions  are  wanted  to  defi-ay  all  proper  expenses  of  the 
GoTcroment;  he  would  continue  the  present  high  duties 
on  iron,  cottons,  woollens,  and  hemp;  he  would  not  abate 
t  whit  of  the  tax  on  salt,  brown  sugar,  and  other  neces- 
aiy  articles;  he  would  take  off  the  entire  tax  from  many 
vticles  of  husbandi;)'  which  tlie  rich  man  consumes,  on  the 
absurd  and  mistaken  tlieory  that  high  duties  will  make 
cheap  goods. 

What  do  the  advocates  of  the  "system"  expect  will  be 
the  result,  should  their  proposition  become  a  law?  If  !t 
•ffords  the  "protection"  they  anticipate,  would  not  its 
effect  be  to  deprive  the  Government  of  all  revenue,  inas- 
■Buch  as,  if  it  shall  protect,',it  must  shut  out  all  articles  on 
which  revenue  depends?  Such,  however,  will  not  be  its 
effect  The  revenue  still  derived  will  be  at  first  undoubt- 
edly greater  than  the  gentleman's  calculation;  industry 
of  all  kinds,  even  the  manufactures  themselves,  will  be 
prostrated;  commerce  will  suffer,  and  a  general  stagna 
tioD  will  ensue,  till,  last  of  all,  the  sources  of  revenue 
itielf  will  be  exhausted. 

It  i>  said  that  the  system  of  protection  which  the  reso- 
lutioii  proposes — rather  should  I  say  a  system  of  destruc 
tioB— is  as  old  as  the  Government  itself;  that  it  is  not  only 
the  ^^m  adopted  by  all  other  enlightened  nations,  but 
that  a  is  the  system  of  Washington. 

It  is  true,  sir,  that  in  the  early  days  of  the  constitution 
llwre  was  a  differonce  of  opinion  between  the  statesmen 
of  that  time  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  public  revenue 
ikouU  be  collected.  The  most  democratic  part  of  the  com- 
nuity  contended  for  free  and  unrestricted  trade  with  all 
mtioBS  in  amity  with  the  United  States,  and  that  the  re- 
veaae  should  be  collected  by  a  direct  tax  on  estates.  Had 
lUi  lystem  been  adopted,  every  one  must  admit  the  public 
Iwnleiis  would  have  been  more  just  and  equal  than  they 
BOW  are.  Among  the  champions  for  this  free  trade  sys- 
lem  was  George  l-ogan,  of  Pennsylvania,  the  man,  who, 
when  ■■  the  public  mind  being  much  agitated  on  account 
«f  the  French  revolution,  and  the  violent  ascendancy  of 
fwty  spirit,  and  ,the  nation  standing  on  the  brink  of  war 
with  Fnnce,  eii^>arked  for  that  country  in  June,  1798, 
81  order  to  try  to  prevent  such  an  issue.  For  this  step, 
(>y  the  authors  of  the  Encyclopaedia  Americana,)  he  was 
denouaced  as  a  parricide  to  his  country,  and  loaided  with 
the  atmost  abuse.  But  he  succeeded  m  his  intentions;" 
KsKceeded,  after  the  Government  agents  bad  failed,  and 
w  the  country,  "  in  convincing  the  Directory  of  the 
"^<*cy  of  the  measures  pursued  by  France  towards 
*w  country,   and    finally   obtained    a  decree   rabing 


the  em'jargo,  and  liberating  our  seamen,  and  giving, 
through  the  American  consul  general,  assurances  to  our 
Government  that  they  desired  to  renew  their  former 
amity  and  fHcndship  with  the  United  States."  This 
George  Logan,  who  was  afterwards,  from  1801  to  1807, 
a  member  of  this  Senate,  was  the  advocate  lor  an  entire 
free  trade  system.  In  a  series  of  numbers  addressed  to 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States,  and  published  in  the 
year  1791,  he  holds  the  following  language: 

"Every  unprejudiced  citizen  must  allow  that  the  total 
freedom  of  commerce,  without  any  restriction  whatever, 
win  be  one  of  the  principal  means  of  promoting  the 
prosperity  of  our  country.  In  this  great  question  you 
should  take  a  decided  part;  and  as  you  wish  to  support  the 
general  interests  of  the  community,  you  should  exert 
yourselves  to  expose  and  suppress  the  false  principles  of 
those  men  who  wish  to  make  their  fortimes  by  monopoly 
and  intrigue;  and  whose  projects  of  opulence  are  erer 
founded  upon  the  ruin  of  the  people." 

Again,  he  says: 

"You  can  gain  no  posnble  advantage  from  indirect 
taxes  upon  articles  of  consumption;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
must  suffer  a  very  considerable  loss.  The  mechanic,  the 
manufacturer,  the  merchant,  and  every  other  class  of  citi- 
zens to  whom  you  have  occasion  to  pay  wages,  will  make 
their  charges  in  proportion  to  the  duties  they  pay  to  the 
Government.  All  such  expenses  being  deducted  from 
the  gross  product  of  your  farms,  must  diminish  that  sur- 
plus which  constitutes  your  wealth,  and  in  proportion  to 
which  you  should  pay  a  revenue  to  the  State  for  protec- 
tion. Such  changes  may  become  so  great  as  to  eat  up 
the  whole  product  of  your  industry,  particulariy  where 
the  SOU  b  not  always  rich  and  fertile.  In  this  situation 
you  may  be  regarded  as  slaves  to  support  the  pageantry 
of  Government,  but  cannot  be  esteemed  freemen  ac- 
quiring property  for  yourselves." 

"  An  unjust  and  oppressive  tax  may  be  acqiured  from 
a  free  people  without  much  difficulty,  by  laying  a  duty 
or  excise  upon  articles  of  consumption;  m  which  case, 
the  purcliaser  tliinks  he  is  only  paying  the  price  of  the 
conunodity,  whilst  in  fact  he  is  paying  a  heavy  tax.  Such 
a  system  of  deception  may  be  well  calculated  lor  an 
aristocracy,  where  a  few  haughty  and  deluded  men  are 
in  the  habit  of  violating  the  rights  of  their  fellow-citizens, 
and  hold  themselves  unaccountable  for  the  expenditure 
of  the  public  revenue.  But  is  it  safe  for  a  repubUc  of 
freemen  to  be  indifferent  with  respect  to  then-  finances?" 

Tills  is  the  language  of  one  of  the  sages  of  Penn^l- 
vania  to  the  farmers  of  that  patriotic  State.  Can  it  be 
possible  she  has  forgotten  it?  Yet  it  seems  a  different 
poUcy  of  revenue  was  adopted  by  the  Government.  They 
did  resort  to  duties  on  imports;  they  took  up  with  what 
the  friends  of  a  high  Uriff  call  the  "  protective  system." 
Was  it  such  as  is  now  contended  for  ?  If  so,  its  little  fin- 
ger is  heavier  than  its  parent's  loins;  if  so,  it  was  but  a 
chastisement  with  whips,  and  its  successor  does  indeed 
lay  on  with  scorpions.  There  was  no  duty  laid  by  Wash- 
ington, either  in  1790  or  1794,  that  was  laid  for  protec- 
tion, as  contended  for  by  the  friends  of  the  resolution  om 
your  table.  The  duty  on  iron  was  then  fire  per  cent. ;  H 
IS  now  one  hundred  per  cent.  The  duty  on  woollens  was 
tlien  five  per  cent. ;  it  is  now  from  fifW  to  two  hundred 
per  cent.  Wool  manufactured  was  then  fVee  of  duty; 
it  is  now  taxed  one  hundred  per  cent.  The  duty  on  cot- 
ton cloths  was  then  five  per  cent;  it  is  now  more  than  <me 
hundred  per  cent. 

Sir,  the  protection  to  American  industry,  afforded  by 
the  policy  of  Washington's  administration,  wasnot  such  a 
protection  as  is  contemplated  by  the  resolution  on  the 
table;  nor  even  such  a  protection  as  the  present  tariff  laws 
intend  to  extend.  Why,  sir,  the  strongest  enemies  of  the 
present  tariff  would  compound  for  a  tariff  that  diould  im- 
pose twice  tlie  amount  of  autiesimposedby  the  tariff  of  1790. 
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Sir,  I  will  not  deny  tliat  it  haa  ever  been  the  policy  of 
our  Government  to  protect  domestic  manufactures;  but  I 
do  deny  that  it  ever  waa  the  policy  of  Washingjon,  of  the 
first  Adams,  of  Jefferson,  or  Madison,  to  afford  a  greater 
protection  to  any  manufacturing  interests  tlian  the  legiti- 
mate purposes  of  revenue  afforded.  This,  as  I  trust  I 
have  diown,  was  enough;  it  was  the  best  protection  ever 
afforded  undei  this  Government.  VVliether,  if  you  gjo 
beyond  this,  it  be  constitutional  or  unconstitutionid,  it  is 
impolitic,  unjust,  and  unwise. 

The  extraordinary  spectacle  is  now  presented  by  the 
{Hends  of  the  "  American  system,"  of  grave  arguments  ad- 
dressed to  tlie  American  people,  intended  to  convince  them 
that  the  reduction  of  the  tax  of  twenty -five  cents  on  every 
pound  of  gunpowder  tea,  twenty  cents  on  hyson,  fourteen 
on  hyson  skin,  and  thirteen  cents  on  all  inferior  teas,  two 
cents  per  pound  on  coffee,  and  ten  cents  abushe)  on  salt, 
made  by  the  present  administration,  so  far  from  being  a 
public  benefit,  has  actually  raised  the  price  of  all  those 
articles! 

I  may  be  permitted  here,  sir,  to  say  a  word  of  the  doC' 
trine  of  internal  improvements  as  connected  with  the  tariff 
laws.  That  doctrine — ^I  mean  not,  sir,  tlie  doctrine  of 
making  for  ourselves  good  roads,  excellent  roads,  and  all 
the  canals  our  business  requires;  that  doctrine  was  repu- 
diated in  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  re- 
present in  1822;  my  colleague  on  this  floor  then  endorsed 
tile  unanimous  resolutions  passed  by  that  State  Legislature, 
denying  to  Congress  the  power  of  making  appropriations 
for  mere  objects  of  internal  improvements.  But  are  not 
these  appropriations  the  boon  that  to  this  hour  has  been 
held  out  to  the  West  to  reconcile  her  to  the  tariff?  She 
has  none,  or  very  few  large  manufacturing  establbhipents 
to  be  protected,  as  has  been  shown  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina.  What,  then,  induces  her  to  hold  on  to 
the  "American  wtem,"  but  that  splendid  part  of  it 
which  offers  to  them  millions  and  tens  of  millions  to  be 
expended  on  roads  and  canals  running  in  every  direction  ? 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  says,  "  effectual  and  per- 
manent provision  should  be  made  for  such  internal  im- 
provements as  may  be  sanctioned  by  Congress;"  that  this 
IS  "emphatically  due  to  the  West,"  and  that  she  will 
"not  be  satisfied  with  an  abandonment  of  the  policy." 
He  says  the  West  have  "no  direct  interest  in  the  expendi- 
tures for  the  navy,  the  fortifications,  or  even  the  army." 
Have  they  not  as  much  interest  in  all  these  as  tlie  interior 
country  in  any  part  of  the  old  thirteen  States?  Particu- 
larly have  not  the  army  and  its  expenditures,  since  the 
termination  of  the  war  of  the  revolution,  been  as  m^ich 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Western  as  of  the  Atlantic  States? 
Has  nut  our  gallant  navy  protected  as  much  the  rights, 
•nd  honor,  and  the  property  of  every  Western  as  every 
Eastern  man?  Are  there  not  fortifications  as  expensive 
guarding  the  mouths  of  the  Mississippi,  and  the  whole 
commercial  property  of  the  West,  as  of  the  other  rivers 
and  harbors  of  our  country  ? 

But  the  Senator  supposes  something  more  is  due  to  the 
Western  than  to  the  other  States.  I  admit  they  deserve 
much  of  the  country;  their  valor  in  defending  it  when 
assailed  by  its  enemies,  their  enterprise  in  conveiting  the 
wilderness  into  fruitful  fields,  and  in  building  up  towns 
and  cities,  commends  them  to  our  admiration.  But,  inas- 
much as  the  Senator  himself  admits  it  would  be  injustice 
to  collect  mcfiey  from  one  portion  of  the  people  to  expend 
it  on  another,  can  Congress  legitimately  appropriate  more 
to  be  expended  on  internal  improvements  m  the  Western 
than  in  the  Atlantic  States?  At  least  let  not  this  device 
induce  the  West  to  support  the  "American  system,"  that 
golden  eagles  may  come  ba(^  to  them  in  the  shape  of  ap- 
propriations for  internal  improvements,  for  the  silver 
dollars  unnecessarily  paid  in  high  duties  to  protect  manu- 
factures in  distant  parts  of  the  Union. 

■The  tariff  contemplated  by  the  resolution  will  bear 


scarcely  less  heavy  upon  the  West  than  upon  the  South; 
and,  if  I  may  judge  of  the  signs  of  the  times,  the  people 
of  the  West  are  beginning  to  rcaTize  the  fact.  "A  voice 
from  Missouri,"  in  resolutions  just  passed  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  a  larere  portion  of  her  citizens,  has  reached 
us;  that  voice  condemns  a  high  tariff.  The  yeomanry  of 
the  West  can  calculate  how  much  they  will  have  to  pay  in 
taxes,  and  how  much  they  will  receive  in  appropriations 
for  internal  improvements;  a  contrast  will  show  that  the 
advantages  they  will  derive  from  the  "system"  will  not 
equal  the  disadvantages;  that,  while  they  pay  the  Louisi- 
ana planters  three  cents  bounty  on  every  pound  of  sugar, 
the  Louisianians  pay  no  bounty  for  their  flour,  corn,  >nd 
bacon;  that,  while  they  pay  a  profit  on  the  duties  them- 
selves, proportionate  to  tfieir  greater  distance  fi-om  a 
market,  that  greater  distance  depreciates  the  value  of  their 
own  productions. 

My  worthy  friend,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  his 
presented  us  an  elaborate  and  able  defence  of  wlitt  he 
calls  the  protective  system.  I  shall  not  follow  that  gen- 
tleman through  his  whole  discourse,  wrong  as  I  think  lihn 
in  some  of  his  facts,  and  mistaken  as  I  believe  him  in  most 
of  his  inferences.  His  opinion  is,  that  the  protecting 
system  docs  not  operate  injuriously  to  any  interest  in  any 
section  of  the  country.  If  the  "system"  was  what  the 
term  imports,  it  would  indeed  be  beneficial  every  where. 
My  difficulty  lies  in  believing  that  hotbed  protection  is 
injurious,  not  only  to  all  other  interests  with"  which  it  bis 
any  near  or  remote  connexion,  but  to  the  very  interest  it 
would  protect. 

The  creditwhich  the  friends  of  the  "system"  toke  for  if, 
is  like  that  which  the  wily  quack  takes  for  himself  when  the 
patient,  in  spiteof  dose  on  dose  of  deleterious  medicine  ad- 
ministered, IS  kept  alive,  and  recovers  by  the  stamina  of  a 
good  constitution;  the  tricking  practitioner  claims  for  him- 
self the  credit  of  a  cure,  when  all  that  he  has  done  is  to  lav 
the  foundation  fbr  employment;  so  long  as  the  patient  shall 
live,  more  medicine  must  he  administered  to  counteract 
tlie  effects  of  that  already  administered.  So  with  domes- 
tic manufactures;  when  once  bloated  by  the  unnatural 
f)rotection  afforded  by  high  duties,  that  bloating  will  end, 
ike  other  intemperance,  in  delirium  tremeni  and  death. 

Let  manufacturers  have  their  raw  materials  either  free 
or  at  low  duties,  and  this  benefit,  together  with  relief  from 
the  general  taxation  imposed  by  the  restrictive  system, 
and  increased  demand  lor  their  febrics  consequent  upon 
this  relief,  will  soon  place  them  in  that  safe  aivd  prosper- 
ous condition  where  the  fluctuations  of  foreign  trade  can- 
not materially  injure  them. 

The  Senator  says,  the  true  policy  of  the  nation  is  to 
bring  into  action  all  the  industiy  of  the  country;  that  it  is 
by  pushing  all  objects  of  industry  that  protection  is  afford- 
ed. If  the  Senator  can  admit  the  following  propoations, 
now  admitted  to  be  the  true  principles  of  political  econo- 
my, must  he  not  also  admit  that  his  policy  is  very  far  from 
bringing  into  action  all  the  industry  of  the  country? 

The  rise  of  price  always  diminishes  the  consumption  of 
a  product,  by  putting  it  out  of  the  reach  of  some  of  the 
consumers.  The  demand  then  diminbhes,  and  the  price 
of  the  article  falls. 

A  tax  on  the  raw  material  raises  the  price  of  the  article 
manufactured;  tlie  ability  to  buv  being  less,  less  of  the 
article  is  required  to  supply  the  demand. 

Taxes  destroy,  equal  to  their  amount,  the  products  of 
labor,  and  at  the  expense  of  those  who  are  unable  to  Aift 
for  themselves. 

Taxes  on  imposts  are  not  on  the  article  itself,  but  on  the 
consumer  of  the  article. 

Revenue  from  imposts  is  not  value  created,  but  value 
transferred;  it  destroys  so  much  value  in  the  bands  of 
those  who  supply  it. 

When  a  particular  production  is  fitvored,  above  others, 
by  legislative  protection,  this  is  evidence  that  such  pro- 
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daction  is  leas  suitable  to  the  wants  of  the  nation,  and  less 
•uciative,  because  such  production,  without  particular  en- 
eOMHtgeinent,  is  not  able  to  support  itself. 

when  profits  are  raised  beyond  what  they  would  have 
b«ea  if  a  particular  nuinufacture  had  been  left  to  free  com- 
petition, that  which  the  producer  gives  is  an  excess  of 
price  lo«t  by  the  consumer;  it  is  not  a  value  created,  but 
di^Iaced,  and  diminishes  riches  on  one  hand,  as  much  as 
it  increases  them  on  the  other. 

By  taxation  for  encouragement  of  manu&ctures,  large 
eapitalista  are  induced  to  invest  their  money  in  them.  This 
encaunj^einent  is  for  the  benefit  of  capital;  thus  the  poor 
are  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich. 

A  supersbundance  of  capital  will  seek  that  employment 
vhoch  is  most  lucrative;  and.  when  thus  employed,  if  turn- 
ed to  wriculture,  to  manufactures,  to  the  search  of  the 
producB  of  the  sea,  or  to  the  export  and  import  of  mer- 
chandise, gives  equal  employment  to  the  industry  and 
labor  of  •  nation. 

Sir,  ever  unce  the  or^nization  of  our  Government,  the 
wealthy  capitalists  of  this  country  have  sought  for  and  ob- 
tained a  greater  protection  from  Congress  than  the  labor- 
ers and  nnen  of  small  capital.  While  capital  was  principally 
confined  to  commerce,  every  other  interest  must  be  sacri- 
6ced  for  the  protection  of  commerce.  And  now  that  the 
hi^  capitadists  have  invested  millions  in  large  manufac- 
tunng  establishments,  and  those  capitalists  boast  of  their 
rfiiKty  to  diride  their  fifteen,  twenty,  and  twenty-five  per 
rant,  per  annum,  while  property  in  the  soil  will  not  yield 
u  incooie  of  three  per  cent..  Congress  is  called  on  to  in- 
cease  the  burdens  of  the  hardy  tillers  of  the  soil,  to 
increase  the  tax  on  necessary  articles  of  consumption,  that 
the  large  manuiacturers  may  divide  still  higher  profits. 

Sir,  the  manufiicture  of  cotton  cloth  in  the  joint  stock 
eitablishinents  of  New  England  is  greater  in  amount  than 
the  mainufacture  of  all  other  articles  in  all  other  joint 
stock  compames  in  the  country.  An  honorable  gentleman 
belonging  to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature,  whose 
income  from  his  manufacturing  stock  the  last  year  is  said 
to  have  exceeded  fifty  thousand  dollars,  emphatically 
declared  in  my  hearing,  and  in  the  face  of  the  public,  he 
was  "  ready  to  prove  that  a  pound  of  cotton  can  be  manu- 
fitctured  into  cloth  for  less  money  here  than  in  Great  Bri- 
tain." Ajiother  gentleman,  a  practical  manufacturer  of 
cotton,  who  has  ^thered  a  large  fortune  from  the  profits 
of  cotton  establishments  in  New  Hampshire — who  was 
induced  to  come  as  a  delegate  to  a  late  convention  at  Bal- 
Ctnore,  being  taught  to  believe  that  the  objects  of  that 
conrention  embraced  much  the  most  important  item  in  the 
"  American  system" — but  to  whom  I  can  cheerfiiUy  award 
the  merit  of  being  much  more  practical  and  sound  in  his 
views  of  manufacturing  cottons  than  of  making  '•  Ameri- 
can system"  Presidents;  this  gentleman,  while  m  this  city, 
lasured  me  that  the  business  of  manufacturing  cottons  was 
too  good  to  last;  that  his  fears  were,  the  great  encourage- 
ment now  afforded  would  induce  so  many  to  rush  into  the 
business  as  to  make  it  good  for  nothing.  Let  that  rush 
take  phce ;  and  nothing  now  prevents  it  but  the  general 
expectation  that  the  duties  will  be  reduced  at  the  present, 
or  the  next  session  of  Congress,  and  the  manufacturers 
mil  within  three  years  witness  another  revulnon  such  as 
they  experienced  in  1837-'28.  The  small  men  will  be  ruin- 
ed, and  the  large  and  rich  owners  will  carry  off  the  spoils — 
purchasing  up  the  establisliments,  as  they  purchased  them 
before,  for  from  twelve  and  a  half  to  fifty  centaon  the  dollar. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  another  practical  manufacturer,  of 
my  Bcqaaintance,  who  has  managed  a  cotton  establish- 
ment, and  made  it  profitable,  for  many  years,  that  the 
immediate  repeal  of  the  law  imposbg  duties  on  cottons 
voold  be  disastrous,  inasmuch  as  such  repeal  would  at 
first  invite  an  extraordinary  importation  of  foreign  cloths, 
by  which  importation  both  merchants  and  manufacturers 
would  be  equally  losers:  at  the  same  time,  said  he,  and  I 


use  his  own  words,  taken  down  at  the  time,  "tlie  repeal 
of  all  duties,  after  the  importations  had  settled  down  to  no 
more  than  a  regular  supply,  could  not  materially  injure  the 
manufacture  of  cotton  goods."   ' 

Thus  it  will  be  seen,  from  the  opinions  of  the  manufac- 
turers themselves,  that  any  reduction  may  be  made  in  the 
duties  on  cottons  without  injury  to  the  manufiicturers,  if 
that  reduction  shall  be  made  prospective  and  gradual. 

The  prosperous  business  of  the  last  year,  like  every 
thing  else  good,  is  set  down  to  the  credit  of  the  tariff. 
Its  friends  contend  tliat  the  protecting  duties  reduce 
prices,  while  in  the  same  breath  they  utter  their  fears 
that  prices  will  be  reduced  if  the  high  duties  shall  be  taken 
off.  The  prosperous  condition  of  trade  and  industry,  in 
my  belief,  owes  nothing  to  tlie  high  tariff,  except  the 
credit  of  having  been  retarded  by  it.  A  greater  start  was 
given  to  business  by  the  opening  of  the  West  India  ports, 
however  the  arrangement  by  which  that  trade  has  been 
secured  to  us  may  be  here  derided,  than  by  any  other 
event  that  has  transpired  during  the  kst  ten  years.  The 
effect  of  opening  ttiose  ports  was  immediate  in  my  sec- 
tion of  the  cotintry :  the  rise  was  simultaneous  to  that  event, 
and  has  continued  from  that  time  to  the  present.  The 
demand  for  every  species  of  Northern  (and,  I  believe. 
Southern)  production,  ever  since  that  time,  has  exceeded 
the  supply;  and  this  demand  continues.  The  price  of  lum- 
ber has  been  raised  twenty-five  per  cent. :  our  shipping 
has  been  in  so  great  demand,  that  the  usual  supply  otsut 
and  molasses,  which  had  been  brought  home  only  because 
it  was  better  than  to  bring  home  nothing,  has  failed,  from 
the  more  lucrative  employment  of  ships;  and  the  conse- 
quence is — a  consequence  that  can  be  only  momentaiy— 
that  the  prices  of  those  articles  have  not  been  reduced 
equal  to  the  reduction  of  the  duties. 

I  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  it  is  not  to  the  high  tariff 
we  are  to  attribute  the  present  prosperity  of  the  country. 
It  is  to  other  causes,  which  have  produced  an  equal  pros- 
perity to  the  neighboring  British  provinces,  where  there 
are  no  protecting  duties  in  force,  and  where  the  taxes  on 
necessary  articles  are  scarcely  one-tenth  what  they  are  in 
the  United  States,  which  have  given  an  impetus  to  trade 
and  commerce  throughout  the  civilized  world;  it  is  to  the 
opening  and  enUrging  the  channels  of  foreign  inter- 
course, not  exactly  on  the  restrictive  principle,  that  we 
may  give  credit  for  the  present  activity  in  business,  and 
the  demand  for  every  species  of  production.  Among  the 
causes  for  tlie  cheapenmg  of  almost  every  kind  of  pro- 
duction, tlie  rapid  improvements  in  labor-saving  machinery 
may  be  mentioned. 

But,  sir,  let  it  be  supposed  that  I  am  mistaken  in  my 
views  in  relation  to  the  operation  of  the  tariff;  let  it  be 
supposed  that  particular  interests  have  been,  and  may 
be,  benefited  by  high  protecting  duties — what  does  "equal 
and  exact  justice"  to  our  whole  country  require  at  the 
hands  of  its  Government? 

The  eloquent  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  drawn 
a  picture — a  gloomy  picture — of  the  commercial  capital 
at  which  he  resides,  and  of  tlie  operation  of  the  severe 
duties  imposed  by  the  tariff  on  his  section  of  the  country, 
which  t  am  sure  must  have  operated  on  all  within  hearing 
of  his  voice.  His  was  not  the  language  of  menace,  or 
threat,  or  taunt;  it  was  a  strong  expression  of  the  sense 
of  injustice  operating  on  the  whole  people;  it  was 
what  we  may  well  conceive  to  be  the  utterance  of  well 
founded  complaint,  by  the  whole  people,  against  oppres- 
sion which  is  daily  becoming  more  aggravated,  becatise 
duly  deemed  less  necessary.  It  matters  not  to  me  whe- 
ther or  not  the  Soutli,  and  iioutli  Carolina  particularly,  be 
really  suffering  the  injuries  to  the  whole  extent  repre- 
sented; certain  it  is,  that  it  is  the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  Southern  people  that  tliey  do  thus  suffer.  1  much 
regretted  the  spirit  in  which  the  complaints  coming  from 
the  South  were  met  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  His 
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remarks,  although  I  can  readily  excuse  his  feelings  on  this 
subject,  surely  were  not  provoked  by  any  part  of  the 
speech  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina.  In  this  in- 
stance, too,  bad  it  not  been  better  he  should  have  recol- 
lected that  the  parties  stood  on  unequal  ground  ?  Even 
had  it  been  the  disposition  of  each  party  to  see  which 
could  do  the  other  the  nxnt  harm — had  it  been  a  war  of 
extermination — how  cruel  is  it  for  the  strongest  party  to 
g^ory  in  his  advantage  ]  I  must  believe  that,  for  the  mo- 
ment, the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  forgotten  that  be 
possessed  this  advantage,  when,  speaking  ofthe  intentions 
of  himself  and  his  friends,  he  uttered  the  very  significant 
words,   "yes,  we  will  die  in  the  last  ditch." 

I  speak  not  without  book,  Mr.  President,  when  I  say 
that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  my  State  would  not 
"  sully  the  migphty  meed  of  their  large  honor  for  so  much 
trash  as  may  be  grasped  thus;"  that  they  would  not  take 
to  the  amount  of  a  cent,  much  less  to  the  amount  of  mil- 
lions, if  they  could  g^nsp  it,  to  enrich  themselves  at  the  ex- 
pense of  their  brethren  of  the  South.  Did  the  people  of 
the  North  pour  out  their  blood  like  water  to  obtain  the 
rights  and  privileges  which  we  enjoy;  and  can  they,  in 
cool  blood,  deprive  their  brethren  of  the  same  rights  and 
privileges,  for  the  paltry  gains  which  such  an  assumption 
would  give?  No,  sir,  there  is  still  left  a  phalanx  of  free- 
men at  the  North,  who  will  not  wittingly  and  willingly  goad 
their  brethren  to  resistance  for  the  sake  of  filthy  lucre. 

Sir,  there  is  a  good  number  at  the  North,  who,  for  their 
attachment  to  the  principles  which  have  animated  some -of 
the  best  men  of  the  country,  have  for  more  than  thirty  years 
been  accused  of  being,  first,  under  "  Virginia  influence" — 
more  recently,  under  "  Southern  influence,"and  who  have 
been  called  the  "  white  slaves  of  the  South."  These  men 
have  often,  in  New  England,  been  in  the  minority,  and  they 
have  more  than  once  liad  occasion  to  thank  their  South- 
em  brethren  that  their  voice  has  brought  back  the  Govern- 
ment ^to  the  purity  of  first  principles.  Never  will  those 
men  ofthe  North  who  continue  to  stand  on  the  ground  of 
principle,  be  forgiven  by  their  adversaries.  Those  adver- 
saries nave  assumed  all  the  colors  of  the  chameleon,  that 
they  mig^t  deceive  honest  men,  as  to  their  real  schemes 
and  purposes.  Long  have  the  patriots  of  the  North  been 
reproached  for  their  fellow-feeling  with  tlie  patriots  ofthe 
South,  as  being  partisans,  by  men  who,  when  they  are  the 
minority,  can  cry  out  in  derision,  "  party,  party,  partys" 
but  who  themselves  never  performed  a  public  act,  or  ad- 
vocated a  public  measure,  where  party  was  not  at  the 
bottom.  Sir,  in  the  most  perilous  days  of  this  republic, 
when  the  "  rich  nabobs"  ofthe  East  withheld  their  money 
from  the  aid  of  their  bleeding  country;  when  the  Legisla- 
ture of  an  Eastern  State  resolved  it  was  unbecoming  a 
moral  and  religious  people  to  rejoice  in  the  success  of  the 
American  arms;  when  secession  from  the  Union  was  threat- 
ened, and  openly  advocated,  the  patriotic  party  in  the 
States  of  New  England  had  the  physical  strength  sufficient 
to  master  the  factious  opposition,  and  a  knowledge  of  this 
feet  prevented  a  resort  to  the  open  force  which  was,threat- 
ened.  The  Union  was  then  preserved,  and  "  it  must  be 
preserved." 

Is  it  not  evident  that,  in  five  of  the  Southern  States, 
embracing  a  white  population  not  exceeded  by  any  other 
population  on  earth  for  magnanimity  and  patriotism — for 
chivalrous  attachment  to  principle,  and  for  a  readiness  to 
sacrifice  interest  on  the  altar  of  public  good — is  it  not 
evident  that  these  five  States  are  nearly  unanimous  in  the 
opinion  that  the  high  tariff  of  duties  on  articles,  none  of 
which  they  manufacture,  but  all  of  which  they  consume, 
operates  to  their  injury,  without  returning  them  a  corre- 
sponding benefit'  Whether  the  fact  shall  be  so  or  not,  is 
there  not  evidence  of  adeep  and  settled  conviction,  on  the 
part  of  that  people,  that  they  must  be  ruined  if  the  high 
duties  are  continued?  Will  they  take  it  as  a  matter  of 
favor  and  "conciliation,"  if  you  now  repeal  the  taxes  on 


many  aricles  of  luxury  which  the  country  cannot  produce, 
and  continue  them  on  the  principal  articles  of  neceait;, 
which,  not  they,  but  other  sections  of  the  country,  cu 
produce?  Can  it  be  denied  that  the  contest  now  asniisa 
this  appearance— tliat  if  one  interest  is  to  be  benefited, 
this  is  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of  other  interests,  ml 
that  the  sufi'ering  will  be  most  felt  in  that  section  of  die 
country  wb^e  there  is  no  pretence  that  any  interest  is  It 
be  protected?  Such,  at  least,  is  the  appearance  of  the 
'  ■  system"  which  the  resolution  proposes.  Can  we  blune 
the  South  for  resisting  such  a  system?  Nay,  sir,  conviticej 
as.,we  must  believe  them  to  be,  that  this  system  invulra 
them  in  utter  ruin,  must  we  not  anticipate  consequence^ 
such  as  may  root  up  the  very  foundation  of  this  L'moa! 

I  hope,  Hr.  President,  that  a  desire  to  increase  discon- 
tents, to  fen  the  flame  of  division  between  the  North  ud 
the  South,  forms  no  part  of  the  policy  of  the  presentdij. 
I  hope  there  is  no  unison  of  purpose  between  some  of  tbae 
politicians  who  urge  the  highest  duties  as  necessary  to  lb 
vital  interests  of  the  country,  and  some  of  those  who  iit{i 
to  a  forcible  resistance  of  high  duties,  because  they  ut 
oppressive.  If  there  be  any  such,  from  them  can  we  eir 
pectno  compromise,  no  conciliation,  no  meeting  on  groioj 
which  shall  satisfy  all  sections  of  the  country.  1  tnai 
there  is  a  majority  in  the  present  Congress  ready  uf 
willing  to  embrace  the  glorious  opportunity  wluch  "^ 
present  crisis  presents,  so  to  reduce  the  taxes  on  imp 
— at  least  to  make  preparation  for  such  reduction — «i 
satisfy  every  part  of  the  country,  restoring  that  hani 
which  characterized  the  very  best  days  of  the  republic 

The  Senator  from  Maine  has  read  to  us  extracU  fit) 
Washington,  and  the  fathers  of  the  constitution,  to  pro^ 
it  was  tlicir  opinion  a  protecting  tariff  is  constitutionsl.  { 
would  that  all  the  statesmen  of  the  present  day  would  goM 
further  than  did  Washington  and  his  compatriots,  ini» 
posing  burdens  upon  the  people.  We  are  told  thtt  tk 
protecting  system  should  be  adopted  by  us,  because  Greil 
Britain  and  "  enlightened"  nations  have  adopted  it;  u^ 
yet  we  are  told  in  the  same  argument,  that  it  was  thisq* 
tem  of  British  protection  which  first  caused  the  resistuce 
of  these  States  to  British  authority.  How  is  it  with  Grtit 
Britun  now  ?  She  does  not  tax  her  colonies  one-fomli 
the  amount  that  we  are  taxing  ourselves,  wbile  at  taoe 
the  simple  annual  interest  on  her  public  debt  is  eight  uot* 
the  amount  of  the  present  principal  of  ours. 

I  thank  the  Senator  from  Maine  for  quoting  Tboisi 
Jeffetson;  and  I  will  here  present  as  the  system  I ««» 
choose,  that  part  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  "  report  on  the  prifi^ 
ges  and  restrictions  on  the  commerce  ofthe  United  StatA 
made  in  1792,  which  that  Senator  did  not  see  fit  to  prctenl 
It  follows:  . 

"Instead  of  embarrasmng  commerce  under  piles  <■ 
regulating  Uws,  duties,  and  prohibitions;  could  it  bt 
relieved  from  all  its  shackles,  in  all' parts  of  the  won* 
could  every  country  be  employed  in  producing  iW 
which  nature  has  best  fitted  it  to  produce,  and  "^'"JJ 
free  to  exchange  with  others  mutual  surpluaies  for  muM 
wants,  the  greatest  mass  posuble  would  then  be  p^x'"'^ 
of  those  things  which  contribute  to  human  life  ai>^  ■*' 
man  happiness;  the  numbers  of  mankind  would  be  * 
creased,  and  their  condition  bettered.  .  , 

"  Would  even  a  sio^e  nation  begin  with  the  VwjW 
States  this  system  of  free  commerce,  it  wotild  be  •^^'TJ' 
to  begin  it  with  that  nation;  since~  it  is  one,  by  one  (W^ 
that  it  can  be  extended  to  all.  Where  the  circumstxx^ 
of  either  party  render  it  expedient  to  lay  a  revew^ 
by  way  of  impost  on  commerce,  its  freedom  migl"  " 
modified  in  that  particular,  by  mutual  and  equivaW 
measures,  preserving  it  entire  in  all  others.  , 

"  Some  nations,  not  yet  ripe  for  free  commerce  in  " 
its  extent,  might  still  be  willing  to  modify  its  restiictiow 
and  regulations  for  us,  in  proportion  to  the  sdvairtifT* 
which  an  intercourse  with  u*  might  offer.    Particolariy 
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thef  nuy  concur  with,us  in  reciprocating  the  duties  to  be 
levied  on  each  ade,  or  in  compensating'  ajiy  exces*  of  duly 
br  eqairalent  advantage  of  another  nature.  Our  com- 
merce is  oertainljr  of  a  character  to  entitle  it  to  favor  in 
most  coontries.  The  commodities  we  offer  are  either  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  or  materials  for  manufacture,  or  con- 
venient subjects  of  revenue,  and  we  take  in  exchange 
either  manufactures,  when  they  receive  the  last  finish  of 
art  aitd  industi-y,  or  more  luxuries.  Such  customers  may 
reasonablyiexpect  welcome  and  friendly  treatment  at  every 
market.  Customers,  too,  whose  demands,  increasing  with 
their  vealth  and  population,  must  very  shortly  give  fiill 
emplo^mient  to  the  whole  industry  of  any  nation  what- 
ever, in  any  line  of  supply  ihey  may  get  into  the  habit  of 
caUiiigfi>r  irom  it." 

Is  the  Senator  from  Maine  willing  to  pursue  such  a  pro- 
tective ^stem  as  is  here  proposec^  not  only  the  people 
of  his  State  and  mine,  but  the  people  of  the  South,  will 
uxord  with  him  in  sentiment:  the  manufacturers  them- 
selves in  his  State,  who,  he  says,  have  been  forced  into 
the  business  much  against  their^ishes,  must  also  accord 
with  him,  shtce,  according  to  his  reasoning,  the  constant 
tendency  of  high  duties  has  been  to  lower  prices!  If  this 
be  protection,  well  may  they  exclaim — we  will  have  none 
of  it!  I  ask  the  Senator,  what  are  the  sentiments  of  hia 
State  on  this  subject,  and  whether  I  am  correct  if  I  should 
■y  that  six  of  the  seven  Representatives  in  the  other 
Inoch,  (ivsfa  from  the  people,  are  at  odds  with  the  whole 
eUrarate  argument  on  the  "  protecting  svstem?"  I  shall 
kne  to  other  and  abler  hands  the  speech  of  that  gentle- 
aa;  and  content  myself  wi'h  expressing  the  hope  that 
Tken,  in  the  great  jubilee  of  1833,  he  shall  make  his  tri- 
uipbal  entry  in  this  capital  of  the  republic  as  the  head 
•f  a  department,  the  chagrin  of  those  he  may  displace 
Till  not  prompt  them  in  this  body  to  institute  an  inquiry 
by  what  "  practices  disreputable  to  the  national  charac- 
t»"  be  arrived  there. 

Sir,  on  Monday  the  veteran  Senator  from  Maryland, 
Those  eye  is  not  yet  dim,  nor  his  vigor  unabated,  made 
nch  a  ntoving  appeal  as  might  have  induced  all  on  this  oc- 
osuNi  to  cast  sectional  jealousy  and  sectional  hostility  be- 
neath our  feet — ^to  measure  out  to  others  who  believe  they 
»re  unjustly  suffering,  that  equal  justice  which  we  would 
claim  for  ourselves  on  an  exchange  of  circumstances.  If 
we  will  not  regard  the  man  whose  head  is  silvered  with 
the  frosts  of  many  winters,  who  more  than  half  a  century 
snce  fought  our  battles  and  helped  to  gain  the  liberty  we 
now  enjoy;  if  we  wiH  not^make  some  sacrifices  to  avert 
the  cahimity  of  disunion  wnicb  he  deprecates;  if  we  will 
aot  hearken  to  his  warning  voice,  who  stands  in  this  body 
as  a  beacon  light,  directing  wliere  lie  the  dangerous  rocks 
oa  which  our  bark  may  be  stranded;  neither  might  we  be 
moved  should  one  of  his  companions  break  the  cerements 
of  the  grave,  come  forth  and  appear  among  us. 
Mr.  U.   having  concluded, 

Mr.  HOLMES  rose,  and  said,  I  regret,  sir,  that  the  Se- 
naXor  should  have  interlined,  in  his  written  speech  of  to- 
day, any  thing  that  I  produced  yesterday  in  debate,  with- 
out first  ascertaining  whether  it  was  correct.  If  the  letter 
from  my  friend,  which  I  read  to  the  Senate,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  moral  and  religious  deportment  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  Great  Falls,  New  Hampshire,  imported  in 
the  least  that  religion  there  was  made  a  *■  machinery"  for 
temporal  purposes,  or  individual  profit,  I  never  could  for- 
give myself  in  exposing  this  disclosure  of  my  fnend  to  the 
Senate  of  d>e  United  States.  In  New  England,  every 
where,  a  perversion  of  the  precepts  of  our  holy  religion 
to  objects  of  profit  would  be  pointedly  condemned  by 
the  moral  sense  of  the  community.  And  could  I  have 
supposed  that  the  letter  which  I  produced  disclosed  such 
a  practice  or  purpose,  for  the  sake  of  the  writer,  and  the 
cODtmunity  where  he  resides,  I  could  never  have  exposed 
it    I  will  read  the  part  which  relates  to  this  subject. 


'<  In  this  villa^  we  can  say,  without  exaggeration,  that 
less  crime  or  misbehavior  of  any  kind  can  scarcely,  if 
ever,  be  met  with  in  any  community,  however  pure. 
Much  and  increasing  attention  is  bestowed  by  our  minis- 
ters of  each  persuasion  upon  the  moral  and  religious 
instruction  of  those  composing  our  village;  and  tlie  num- 
ber who  constantly  attend  the  different  churches  and 
places  of  worship,  is  very  great  in  proportion  to  the 
population.  The  compaiiy  gfive  such  encouragement  to 
the  subject  as  they  with  propriety  can,  and  do  not  for  a 
moment  countenance  any  improper  pr  irreligious  conduct. 
Persons  of  this  latter  description  always  meet  with  a 
prompt  and  invariable  discharge  from  the  premises." 

[Mr.  HIIX—Kead  the  whole.] 

This  is  all,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  which  his  remarks  ap- 
plied, but  here  is  the  letter,  and  the  Senator  may  have  it 
until  to-morrow  morning  to  examine,  if  he  chooses.  And, 
sir,  is  the  encouragement  to  religious  worship,  and  the 
discharge  from  employment  for  immoral  and  irreligious 
conduct,  "machinery" — persecution?  Is  tliere  a  man  in 
New  England,  who  regards  his  character  at  all  for  reli- 
gion or  morals,  who  would  dare  to  condemn  such  an  ex- 
ample? Is  there,  indeed,  any  one  who  would  continue  to 
withliold  his  approbation?  Sir,  I  trust  and  hope  that  it 
will  be  long,  very  long,  before  "immoral  and  irreligious 
conduct"  will  cease  in  New  England  to  be  a  disqualifica- 
tion for  employment  or  office. 

The  Senator,  sir,  in  his  closing  remarks,  in  the  speech 
which  he  read,  very  gratuitously  alludes  to  a  resolution  of 
mine,  on  a  late  nomination,  the  fiite  of  whicli  must  have 
excited  his  sympathy,  and  seems  to  think  that  should  I  be 
hereafter  translated  to  some  future  cabinet,  I  should  not 
be  disposed  to  inquire  by  what  "  disgraceful  practices"  I 
obtained  my  place.  Sir,  I  assure  the  Senator  that  I  have 
not  the  remotest  expectation  of  such  a  promotion;  and 
should  I  ever  be  so  fortunate  as  to  succeed  to  the  place 
which  he  once  held,  and  be  presented  to  this  Senate  for 
their  advice  and  consent,  I  hope  and  trust  I  should  not  be 
rejected  for  the  "  practices"  imputed  to  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire.  The  Senator,  sir,  quite  as  gratuitously 
travelled  out  of  his  way  to  charge  me  with  incon^steocy. 
It  is  true,  sir,  that  I  have  hitherto  objected  to  the  prog^ress 
of  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures.  But  I  have  yet 
to  learn  that  obj  ection  on  the  ground  of  prematurity  was  an 
objection  to  the  principle.  What  would  have  been  prema- 
ture, and  consequently  inexpedient,  in  1816,  may  be  very 
proper  and  expedient  now.  Suppose  that  a  person  should 
be  nominated  to  this  Senate  for  an  office,  having  no  other 
than  party  pretensions,  and,  upon  inquiry,  I  should  doubt 
whether  he  had  yet  done  enough  for  "the  party"  whose 
cause  be  bad  recently  espoused,  or  whether  he  had  not, 
in  his  indiscreet  2eal,  injured  it,  I  might  very  properly 
reject  him  upon  the  prematurity  of  his  cUims,  without 
deciding  upon  his  ultimate  merits. 

I  find,  sir,  ttiat,  by  obtaining  this  letter  from  Great  Falls, 
in  New  Hampshire,  I  have  invaded  the  Senator's  province, 
and  overreached  upon  his  jurisdiction.  I  regret,  exceed- 
ingly, that  tlie  Senator's  jealousy  should  exchide  me  from 
obtaining  information  from  his  constituents.  I  assure  him 
I  did  not  intend  an  invaaon  of  his  dominions.  I  thought  it 
only  an  act  of  civ'dity  reciprocated  for  his  kind  interfer- 
ences, not  only  to  seek  information  from  my  constituents, 
but  to  give  them  wholesome  counsel,  especially  on  the  eve 
of  an  election. 

As  to  consistency,  sir,  man  is  a  changeable  being>-^e 
is  in  perpetual  mutation;  so  much  so,  that  philosophers 
have  doubted  whether  there  are  or  not  more  sfonuna  rite, 
some  principles  of  existence  which  remain  unchanged 
through  all  the  various  revolutions  to  which  he  is  subject^ 
and  equally  changeable  is  his  mind.  This  mutable  pro- 
pensity is  discoveivbie  in  all  New  England,  and  is  very 
common,  I  believe,  in  the  Senator's  own  State;  indeed,  it  mi^ 
be  found  in  the  Senator  himself     I  have  had,  among  my 
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papers,  someAing  that  indicates  this  inutabilitf.     Yes, 
here  it  is.    I  have  it  now — a  few  extracts  from  the  New 
'  Hampshire  Patriot,  edited  then,  and  probably  now,  by  that 
same  Senator. 

"  When  the  illustrioos  Monroe  shall  retire,  we  believe  no 
individual  will  stand  more  conspicuous  for  the  Presidency 
than  Mr.  Adams.  Theonly  objection  urged  agunst  him, 
BO  far  from  being  an  objection,  is  a  strong  reason  why  the 
people  should  delight  to  honor  him.  It  is  that  he  has  not 
the  manners  of  a  courtier,  that  his  address  is  plain,  that  he 
does  not  make  all  the  parade  which  is  peculiar  to  the  great 
ones  of  the  earth."    Good! 

"Who  will  be  the  republican  candidate,  is  not  so  cer- 
tain. It  will  undoubtedly  be,  as  in  all  former  cases,  some 
man  who  '  noble  ends  by  noble  means  pursues;'  seme 
person  who  is  the  antipode  of  Clinton.  If  we  were  to 
look  for  such  a  character,  we  feel  a  perfect  confidence  in 
saying  that  no  man  unites  more  of  the  qualities  of  the 
honest,  upright,  and  able  state8man,than  John  Q.Adams." 
Very  well! 

"  If  the  choice  of  Pxesident  was  to  depend  on  the  re- 
publican  voters  of  New  Hampshire,  we  do  not  doubt  that, 
with  the  present  impressions,  Mr.  Adams  would  be  the 
man.  They  love  and  honor  him,  not  only  because  he  is  a 
son  of  New  England,  but  because  he  possesses  talents  of 
the  first  order,  and  because  those  talents,  in  times  of  peril, 
were  devoted  to  the  cause  of  his  country."  Better  still! 

Of  another  gentleman,  whose  name,  from  delicacy,  I 
will  suppress,  this  writer  says:  "Although  emphatically  a 
republican,  in  the  party  sense  of  the  term,  no  man  who 
has  presided  in  the  Hall  of  Congress,  ever  commanded 
the  same  respect  of  all  parties,  as  did  this  gentleman— no 
man  ever  discharged  the  duties  of  Speaker  with  equal 
ability,  and  equal  impartiality.  Younger  than  Mr.  Adams 
or  Mr.  Crawford,  he  is,  perhaps,  not  inferior  to  either  in 
either  respect.  As  a  popular  orator,  there  is  probably  not 
his  equal  in  the  country!  and  for  ardor  of  attachment  to 
republican  principles,  he  is  behind  none  of  his  country- 
men."   Excellent! 

Since  these  adulations  and  eulogies,  the  Senator  himself 
must  have  undergone  considerable  mutation,  or,  from  pru- 
dential  motives,  he  stifies  the  opinions  which  he  entertains. 
"  We  love  our  civil  rights  and  privileges  too  well  to 
place  Jackson  in  the  presidential  chair.  We  do  not  like 
to  be  hanged  without  rhyme  or  reason.  Let  Jackson 
command  our  armies,  but  let  some  other  man  rule  the 
mition." 

Mr.  HILL,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  no  intention  to  sneer 
at  morality  or  religion!  he  respected  all  moral  and  religious 
institutions  when  confined  to  their  appropriate  spheres. 
These  had  been  abused  for  sinister  purposes;  and  if  the 
tenor  of  the  letter  could  not  be  understood  here,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  well  understood  near  the  place  where 
it  was  written.  Having  been  furnished  with  the  letter,  he 
read  from  it: 

"The  company  give  such  encouragement  to  this  subject 
[moral  and  religious  insti-uction]  as  they  with  propriety 
can,  and  do  not  for  a  moment  countenance  any  improper 
or  irreligious  conduct;  persons  of  this  latter  description 
always  meet  with  a  prompt  and  invariable  discharge  from 
the  premises.  •••  A  large  majority  of  our  girls  have 
seriously  attached  themselves  to  one  or  other  of  the  reli- 
gious denominations,  (of  which  we  have  four  or  five,)  and 
will  not,  consistentiv  with  their  feelings,  work  or  associate 
in  any  manner  with  those  of  even  doubtful  character. 
This  at  once  brin;^  the  matter  to  our  ears,  and  we  rarely 
hesitate."  _  [That  is,  the  females  who  unite  themselves  in 
membership  to  some  church,  (and  in  some  establishments 
there  is  one,  and  only  one  church,)  act  as  informers  sninst 
those  who  do  not  choose  to  join;  these  last  are  of  "  doubt- 
fnl  character;"  and  when  such  are  once  informed  against, 
they  are  dismissed  without  hesitation,  and  turned  on  the 
cold  charity  of  the  world.     Such  "irreligion"  as  this  is 


attended  by  a  "  prompt  and  invariable  discharge."  ; 
stances  have  been  known  of  discharges  amply  vlu 
males  and  females,  attending  constantly  public  vor^ 
chose  not  to  attend  at  the  place  and  denomination  pi 
ferred  by  a  factory  agent;  this  may  be  denominated  "pi 
secution  for  opinion's  sake."] 

"  Excepting  at  the  bar  of  the  hotel,  the  company  ( 
not  permit  any  liquor  to  be  sold  upon  their  premises;  ti 
there  is  not  within  the  corporation  any  spirituous  liqiu 
retailed,  except  at  the  hotel." 

Mr.  HILL  said  he  bad  not  mistaken  the  spirit  of  tl 
letter,  although  he  had  only  beard  it  read  hastily.  T>ki 
in  connexion  with  other  cases  of  coercion  within  luskixx 
ledge,  in  other  establishments,  his  first  impressioni  of  ti 
letter  were  unchanged. 

As  to  the  quotation  from  the  New  Hampshire  Fatrio 
published  ten  or  fifteen  years  ago,  having  relation  t 
certain  men  who  have  been  conspicuous  before  tbepcopk 
Mr.  H.  said,  the  answer  he  would  make  was—"* 
sometimes  change;  but  principles  never  change."  1 
reference  to  tbe  publicatens  quoted  by  the  Senator  fm 
Maine  from  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot,  it  nay  be  pn 
per  to  explain  further,  that,  up  to  that  time,  from  tht « 
bargo,  and  through  the  war,  both  Messrs.  Adams  a 
Clay  had  acted  with,  and  been  supported  by,  tbe  pattiH 
party  of  the  country,  and  been  constantly  opposed  bjrth 
men  of  the  Hartford  Convention;  under  this  state  tl 
things,  the  New  Hampshire  Patriot  supported  them.  U 
under  a  change  of  circumstances,  when  these  genticoa 
threw  themselves  upon  the  federal  party  for  support,  ui 
when  Mr.  CImt  himself  bad  j>ro9cribed  the  New  Uaa» 
shire  Patriot,  n>r  refusing  to  go  over  with  him  to  m 
federal  party,  must  not  the  Patriot  have  changed  too^  ifj 
had  continued  that  support?  Mr.  Clay  is  now  in  W 
communion  with  Mr.  Webster,  and  the  whole  fedcnl 
party  of  the  East;  nay,  more,  in  the  Senate  of  tbe  I'nili' 
States,  he  has  made  a  violent  attack  on  Albert  Galiau^ 
whom  the  late  administration  appointed  minister  to  tf- 
land,  and  without  whose  aid  Mr.  Clay  could  nevtrban 
negotiated  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  and  accused  him  of  bci^ 
a  heartless  foreigner,  who  never  had  one  American  fe!i 
ing.     Is  this  no  evidence  that  Mr.  Clay  has  changed' 

.Hr.  CLAY  then  rose,  and  expressed  a  wish  to  wliiiw 
the  Senate  again  on  the  subject  under  debate,  but,islh 
hour  was  late,  moved  an  adjournment;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Thvrsdat,  Fsbbcakt  3. 

Tlje  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Fixu»«>j 
SBV,  reapecting  the  observance  of  Indian  treatiei,  m 
taken  up  in  course, 

Mr.  FRELINGUUYSEN  observed  that  he  was  not 
posed  to  interrupt  the  progress  of  the  debate  on  thetai 
assigned  for  to-day,  and  he  would,  therefore,  more  to 
tbe  resolution  on  the  table,  and  make  it  tbe  order  of 
day  for  Tuesday  next;  which  motion  was  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  remwning  businea 
the  morning  was  postponed,  and  the  resolution  oil 
Clat,  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  taken  up. 

Mr.  CLAY  being  entitled  to  the  floor,  was 
proceed;  when 

Mr.  HAVNE  rose,  and  said,  that  before  tbe  Senator 
menced  his  remarks,  it  was  due  to  him  that  be  [Mr. 
should  explain  the  course  be  intended  to  punue. 
proposed,  before  the  question  was  taken,  to  call  for* 
vision  of  it,  so  as  to  have  it  first  taken  on  striking  on' 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky-^i"  c«i 
upon  the  Senate  to  decide  on  the  isolated  question,  *M 
any  reduction  whatever  was  to  be  made  on  the  prowj 
articles  during  the  present  session,  or  whether  the  W" 
tion  was  to  be  confined  to  the  unprotected  articlesi  * 
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ataonU  extend  only  to  six  or  seven  millions  of  dollars  after 
the  extinction  of  the  public  debt.  If  the  resolution  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  should  prerail,  there  would  of 
course  be  an  end  of  the  whole  question.  But  if  the  Senate 
should  agree  to  strike  out,  his  amendment  would  then 
come  up  for  consideration,  and  would  be  open  to  any  mo- 
dification the  Senate  might  think  proper  to  adopt.  That 
amendmeiit  had  been  originally  intended  to  embrace  what 
be  understood  would  be  the  proposition  of  the  free  trade 
eoD^ention.  He  bad  understood,  however,  since,  that  it 
Taried  somewhat  from  that  proposition;  and  when  he 
Aoold  be  made  acquainted  with  the  precise  character  of 
the  views  presented  in  the  memorial  of  that  convention, 
he  shoold  probably  modily  his  amendment  so  as  to  con- 
fonn  to  tfaem.  It  was  certainly  not  his  intention  to  in- 
crease the  taxes;  and  he  should  put  bis  amendment  in 
such  a  shape  as  to  preclude  the  inference  that  duties  were 
to  be  imposed  on  articles  now  admitted  duty  free,  unless, 
OB  a  full  examination  by  a  committee,  any  of  those  articles 
shoold  appear  to  be  fit  subjects  for  taxation.  Mr.  H.went 
QO  tS  ssty,  that  while  he  was  up  he  would  notice  an  error 
into  which  he  had  fallen  in  the  course  of  his  remarks  on 
this  subject  on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  had  since  brought  to  bis  view.  He  had, 
on  that  occasion,  quoted  from  an  "  Exposition  of  en- 
dence  in  support  of  a  memorial  to  Congrress  of  the  Free 
Trade  Convention,  prepared  by  Henry  Lee,  of  Boston,"  a 
Mssage  to  be  found  in  a  note  in  which  certain  extracts 
mm  Niles's  Register  were  referred  to  in  support  of  the 
»iew«  or  the  writer.  The  Exposition  havingjust  been  put 
iato  his  hands,  and  his  attention  being  called  to  this  note, 
he  had  read  to  the  Senate  a  sentence  m  which  the  opinions 
of  Mr.  Niles  and  those  of  Mr.  Lee  were  so  connected  to- 
gether, as  to  have  made  on  his  mind  the  impresaoit,  for  the 
moment,  that  the  whole  sentence  bad  proceeded  from 
3lr.  Niles.  The  error,  however,  was  corrected  in  the 
printed  speech,  which  assigns  to  Mr.  Niles  and  Mr.  Lee 
the  sentiments  entertained  by  those  gentlemen,  respect- 
ively, with  regard  to  the  character  of  the  tariff  of  1828. 

[Mr.  CLAY  said  he  was  glad  the  geatleman  from  South 
Carolina  had  made  the  explanation,  which  was  alike  just- 
ly due  to  his  worthy  friend  Mr.  N.,  and  manly,  fi^nk,  and 
honorable  on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
EnatuiBself.] 

Mr.  CLAY  then  proceeded  to  address  the  Senate  in 
vindication  of  his  resolution,  and  of  the  protecting  system, 
as  follows: 

In  raie  sentiment,  Mr.  President,  expressed  by  the  hon- 
uable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  ^Havirx,] 
though,  perhaps,  not  in  the  sense  intended  by  him,  I  en- 
tirely concur.  I  agree  with  him,  that  the  decision  on  the 
Tstem  of  policy  embraced  in  this  debate  involves  the  fu- 
ture destiny  of  this  growing  country.  One  way,  I  verily 
believe,  it  would  lead  to  deep  and  gfeneral  distress,  general 
bankruptcy,  and  national  ruin,  without  benefit  to  any  part 
of  the  Union.  The  other,  the  existing  prosperity  will  be 
preserved  and  augmented,  and  the  nation  will  continue 
rapidly  to  advance  in  wealth,  power,  and  greatness,  with- 
out prejudice  to  any  section  of  the  conlbderacy. 

Thus  viewing  the  question,  I  stand  here  as  the  humble  but 
zealous  advocate,  not  of  the  interests  of  one  State,  or  seven 
States  onlj,  but  of  the  whole  Union.  And  never  before  have 
I  fek  more  intensely  the  overpowering  weight  of  that  share 
of  responsibility  wluch  belongs  to  me  m  these  deliberations. 
Never  before  have  I  had  more  occasion  than  I  now  have, 
to  Isinent  my  want  of  those  intellectual  powers,  the  posses- 
sion of  which  might  enable  me  to  unfold  to  this  Senate, 
and  to  illustrate  to  this  people,  g^eat  truths  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  lasting  welfare  of  my  country.  I  should, 
indeed,  ank,  overwhelmed  and  subdued,  beneath  the  ap- 
palling magnitude  of  the  task  which  lies  before  me,  if  I 
did  not  feel  myself  sustained  and  fortified  by  a  thorough 
consciousness  of  the  justness  of  the  cause  which  I  have 
Vot.  VIU.— 17  ■ 


espoused,  and  by  a  persuanon,  I  hope  not  presumptuous, 
that  it  hss  the  approbation  of  that  Providence  who  has  so 
often  smilad  upon  these  United  States. 

Eight  years  ago,  it  was  my  painful  duty  to  present  to 
the  other  House  of  Congress  an  unexagg^rated  picture  of 
the  general  distress  pervading  the  whole  land.  We  mast 
all  yet  remember  some  of  its  fiightiiil  features.  We  all 
know  that  the  people  were  then  oppressed  and  borne  down 
by  an  enormous  load  of  debt;  that  the  value  of  property 
was  at  the  lowest  point  of  depresnon;  that  ruinous  sales 
and  sacrifices  were  every  where  made  of  real  e*tate;  that 
stop  laws  and  relief  laws  and  paper  money  were  adopted 
to  save  the  people  from  impending  destruction;  that  a  de- 
ficit in  the  public  revenue  existed,  which  compelled  Go- 
vernment to  seize  upon,  and  divert  from  its  legitimate 
object,  the  appropriation  to  the  sinking  fund,  to  redeem 
the  national  debt;  and  that  our  commerce  and  navigation 
were  threatened  with  a  complete  paraljrsis.  In  short,  rir, 
if  I  were  to  select  any  term  of  seven  years  ance  the  adop- 
tion of  the  present  constitution,  which  exhibited  a  scene 
of  the  most  wide-spread  dismay  and  desidation,  it  would 
be  exactly  that  term  of  seven  years  which  immediately 
preceded  the  establishment  of  the  tarilTof  1834. 

I  have  now  to  perform  the  more  plesnog  task  of  exl^ 
biting  an  imperfect  sketch  of  the  existing  state  of  the  un- 
paralleled prosperity  of  the  country.  On  a  general  survey, 
we  behold  cultivation  extended,  the  arts  flourisbingv  the 
face  of  the  country  improved,  our  people  fully  and  profit- 
ably employed,  and  the  public  countenance  exhibiting 
tranquillit}',  contentment,  and  happiness.  And,  if  we 
descend  into  particulars,  we  have  uie  agreeable  contem- 
plation of  a  people  out  of  debt;  luid  riung  slowly  in  value, 
but  in  a  secure  and  salutary  degree;  a  ready,  though  not 
extravagant  market  for  all  the  surplus  productions  id  our 
industry;  innumerable  flocks  and  herds  browsing  and 
gambolling  on  ten  thousand  hills  and  plains,  covered  with 
rich  and  verdant  grasses;  our  cities  expanded,  and  whole 
villages  springing  up,  as  it  were,  by  enchantment;  our  ex- 
ports and  imports  increased  and  increasing;  our  tonnage, 
foreign  and  coastwise,  swelling  and  fully  occupied;  the 
rivers  of  our  interior  animated  by  the  perpetual  thunder 
and  lightning  of  countless  steamboats;  the  currency  sound 
and  abundant;  the  public  debt  of  two  wars  nearly  redeem- 
ed; and,  to  crown  all,  the  public  treasury  overflowing, 
embarraa^ng  Congress,  not  to  find  subjects  of  taxation, 
but  to  select  the  objects  which  shall  be  liberated  from  the 
impost.  If  the  term  of  seven  years  were  to  be  selected  of 
the  greatest  prosperity  which  this  people  have  enjoyed 
nnce  the  establishment  of  their  present  constitution,  it 
would  be  exactly  that  period  of  seven  years  which  imme- 
diately followed  the  passage  of  the  tariff  of  1834. 

This  transformation  of  the  condition  of  the  country  from 
gloom  and  distress  to  brightness  and  prosperity,  has  been 
mainly  the  work  of  American  legislation,  fostering  Ame- 
rican industry,  instead  of  allowing  it  to  be  controlled  by 
foreign  legislation,  cherishing  foreigpi  industry.  The  foes 
of  the  American  system,  in  1834,  with  great  boldness  u)d 
confidence,  predicted,  1st.  The  nun  of  the  public  revenue, 
and  the  creation  of  a  necesmty  to  resort  to  direct  taxation. 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hathx,]  I  be- 
lieve, thought  that  the  tariff  of  1824  would  operate  are* 
duction  of  revenue  to  the  large  amount  of  eight  millions 
of  dollars.  2d.  The  destruction  of  our  navigation.  3d. 
The  desolation  of  commercial  cities.  And  4th.  The  sag- 
mentation  of  the  price  of  objects  of  consumption,  and  f\ir- 
ther  decline  in  that  of  the  articles  of  our  exports.  Every 
prediction  which  they  made  has  failed — utterly  fiuled. 
Instead  of  the  ruin  of  the  public  revenue,  with  which  they 
then  sought  to  deter  us  from  the  adoption  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  we  are  now  threatened  with  its  subveraioiit 
by  the  vast  amount  of  the  public  revenue  produced  by  that 
system.  Every  branch  of  our  navigation  has  increased. 
As  to  the  desolation  of  our  cities,  let  us  take,  as  an  exam- 
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pie,  the  condition  of  the  largest  and  most  commercial  of 
•U  of  them,  the  great  Noraiem  capital.  I  hare  in  my 
hands  the  assessed  value 'of  real  estate  in  the  city  of  New 
York,  from  1817  to  1831.  This  value  is  canvassed,  con- 
tested, scrutinized,  and  adjudged,  by  the  proper  sworn 
authorities.  It  is,  therefore,  entitled  to  full  credence. 
During  the  first  term,  commencine^  with  1817,  and  ending 
in  the  year  of  the  passage  of  the  tariff  of  1824,  the  amount 
of  the  value  of  real  estate  was,  the  first  year,  J57,799,435, 
and,  after  various  fluctuations  in  the  intermediate  period, 
it  settled  down  at  $53,019,730,  exhibiting'  a  decrease,  in 
•even  years,  of  $5,779,705.  During  Uie  first  year  of 
1825,  after  the  passage  of  the  tariff,  it  rose,  and,  {^adually 
ascending  throughout  the  whole  of  the  latter  period  of 
seven  years,  it  finally,  in  1831,  reached  the  astonishing 
height  of  195,716,485!  Now,  if  it  be  said  that  this  rapid 
growth  of  the  city  of  New  York  was  the  effect  oi  foragn 
eomnuree,  then  it  was  not  correctly  predicted,  in  1824,  that 
the  tariff  would  destroy  foreign  commerce,  and  desolate 
our  commercial  cities.  If,  on  the  contrary,  it  be  Ihe  ef- 
fect of  internal  trade,  then  internal  trade  cannot  be  justly 
chargeable  with  the  evil  consequences  imputed  to  it  The 
truth  is,  it  is  the  joint  effect  of  both  principles,  the  domes- 
tic industry  nourishing  the  foreign  trade,  and  the  foreign 
commerce,  in  turn,  nourishing  the  domestic  industry. 
Nowhere,  more  than  in  New  York,  is  the  combination  of 
both  principles  so  completely  developed.  In  the  progress 
of  my  argument  I  will  consider  the  effect  upon  the  price 
of  commodities,  produced  by  the  American  srstem,  and 
«how  that  the  vei^'  reverse  of  the  prediction  oi  its  foes,  in 
1824,  has  actually  happened. 

Whilst  we  thus  behold  the  entire  failure  of  all  that  was 
foretold  agunat  the  system,  it  is  a  subject  of  just  felicita- 
tion to  its  friends,  that  all  their  anticipations  of  its  benefits 
have  been  fiilfiUed,  or  are  in  progress  of  fijlfilment.  The 
honorable  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  made  an 
allusion  to  a  speech  made  by  me,  in  1824,  in  the  other 
House,  in  support  of  the  tariff,  and  to  which,  otherwise, 
I  should  not  have  particularly  referred.  But  I  would  ask 
any  one,  who  could  now  command  the  courage  to  peruse 
that  long  production,  what  principle  there  laid  down  is 
not  true?  what  prediction  then  made  has  been  falsified  by 
practical  experience? 

It  is  now  proposed  to  abolish  the  system  to  which  we 
owe  so  much  of  the  public  prosperity,  and  it  is  urged  that 
the  arrival  of  the  period  of  the  redemption  of  the  public 
debt  has  been  confidently  looked  to  as  presenting  a  s<iitable 
occaaon  to  rid  the  country  of  the  evils  with  which  the  sys- 
tem is  alleged  to  be  fraught.  Not  an  inattentive  observer 
of  passing  events,  I  have  been  aware  that,  among  those 
who  were  most  eagerly  pressing  the  payment  of  the  pub- 
lic debt,  and,  upon  that  ground,  were  oppoung  appropri- 
ations to  other  great  interests,  there  were  some  who  cared 
less  about  the  debt  than  the  accomplishment  of  other  ob- 
jects. But  the  people  of  the  United  States  have  not  cou- 
pled the  payment  of  their  public  debt  with  the  destruction 
of  the  protection  of  their  industry,  against  foreign  laws 
and  foreign  industry.  They  have  been  accustomed  to  re- 
gard the  extinction  of  the  public  debt  as  relief  from  a  bur- 
den, and  not  as  the  infliction  of  a  curse.  If  it  is  to  be  at- 
tended or  followed  by  the  subversion  of  the  American 
■ystem,  and  an  exposure  of  our  establishments  and  our 
productions  to  the  unguarded  consequences  of  the  selfish 
policy  of  foreign  Powers,  the  payment  of  the  public  debt 
will  be  the  bitterest  of  curses.  Its  fruit  will  be  like  the  fruit 

**  or  that  forbidden  tree,  vtMMie  mortal  laate 
«Bn>u^t  death  into  the  world,  and  all  oar  wo, 
"WlthlOMof  Kden."  ' 

If  the  t^slem  of  protection  be  founded  on  principles  erro-. 
neous  in  theory,  pernicious  in  practice — above  all,  if  it  be 
unconstitutional,  as  is  alleged,  it  ought  to  be  forthwith  abo- 
fished,  and  not  a  vestige  ofit  suffered  to  remain.  But,  before 
we  WKtion  tbw  sweepmg  denunciation,  let  us  look  a  little 


at  this  system,  its  magnitude,  its  ramifications,  its  duration, 
and  the  high  authorities  which  have  sustained  it.  We  ahiU 
see  that  its  foes  will  have  accomplished  comparatively  no. 
thing,  after  having  achieved  their  present  aim  of  breaking 
down  our  iron  founderies,  our  woollen,  cotton,  and  hemp 
manufiictories,  and  our  sugar  plantations.  The  destruc- 
tion of  these  would  undoubtetlly  lead  to  the  sacrifice  of 
immense  capital,  the  ruin  of  many  thousands  of  our  fellov- 
citizens,  and  incalculable  loss  to  the  whole  community. 
But  their  prostration  would  not  disfigure,  nor  produce 
Plater  effect  upon  the  tuhok  system  of  protection,  in  all 
its  branches,  than  the  destruction  of  the  beautiful  domes 
upon  the  Capitol  would  occa«on  to  the  magnificent  edifice 
which  they  surmount.  Why,  sir,  there  is  scarcely  an  inte- 
rest, scarcely  a  vocation  in  society,  which  is  not  enabractd 
by  the  beneficence  of  this  syMem. 

It  comprehends  our  coasting  tonnage  and  trade,  baa 
which  all  foreign  tonnage  is  absolutely  excluded. 

It  includes  sll  our  foreign  tonnage,  with  the  inconside- 
rab)f  exception  made  by  treaties  of  reciprocity  with  a  few 
foreign  Powers.  ' 

It  embraces  our  fisheries,  and  all  our  hardy  and  enle^ 
prising  fishermen. 

It  extends  to  almost  every  mechanic  art:  to  taiuien, 
cord wainers, tailors,  cabinet-makers,  hatters, "tinners,  bnss- 
workers,  clock-makers,  coach-makers,  tallow- chandlen, 
trace-makers,  rope-makers,  cork-cutters,  tobacconist^ 
whip-makers,  paper-makers,  umbrella-makers,  glass-blow- 
ers, stocking-weavers,  button-makers,  saddle  and  harneis- 
makers,  cutlers,  brush-makers,  book-binders,  dairy-men, 
milk-farmers,  black -smiths,  type-founders,  musical  instni-  ' 
ment-makers,  basket-makers,  milliners,  potters,  chocolate- 
makers,  floor-cloth-makers,  bonnet-makers,  hair-cloth- 
makers,  copper-smiths,  pencil-niakei:s,  bellows-malcen, 
pocket  book-makers,  card-makers,  glue-makers,  mustard- 
makers,  lumber-sawyers,  saw-makers,  scale-beam-nukers, 
scythe-makers,  wood-saw-makers,  and  many  others.  Tlie 
mechanics  enumerated  enjoy  a  measure  of  protection 
adapted  to  their  several  conditions,  varying  from  twenty 
to  fifty  per  cent.  The  extent  and  importance  of  some  of 
these  artisans  may  be  estimated  by  a  few  particulars.  The 
tanners,  curriers,  boot  and  shoe-makers,  and  other  sort- 
ers in  bides,  skins,  and  leather,  produce  an  ultimate  value 
per  annum  of  forty  millions  of  dollarsj  the  manufacturers 
of  hats  and  caps  produce  an  annual  value  of  fifteen  mil- 
lions; the  cabinet-makers,  twelve  millions;  the  manufactu- 
rers of  bonnets  and  hats  for  the  female  sex,  lace,  artificial 
flowers,  combs,  &c.,  seven  millions;  and  the  manufiictu- 
rers  of  glass,  five  millions. 

It  extends  to  all  lower  Louisiana,  the  Delta  of  which 
might  as  well  be  submerged  again  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico, 
from  which  it  has  been  a  gradual  conquest,  as  now  to  be 
deprived  of  the  protecting  duty  upon  its  great  staple. 

It  affects  the  cotton  pbinter*  himself,  and  the  tobacco 
planter,  both  of  whom  enjoy  protection. 

The  total  amount  of  the  capital  vested  in  sheep,  the  land 
to  sustain  them,  wool,  woollen  manufactures,  and  vrool- 
len  fabrics,  and  the  subastence  of  the  various  persons  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  employed  in  the  growth  and  manufac- 
ture of  the  article  of  wool,  is  estimated  at  one  hundred  and 
sixty -seven  millions  of  dollars,  and  the  number  of  persons 
at  one  hundred  and  fifty  tiiousand. 

The  value  of  iron,  considered  as  a  raw  material,  and  of 
its  roanufftctures,  is  estimated  at  twenty-six  millions  of  dol- 
lars per  annum.  Cotton  goods,  exclusive  of  the  capital 
vested  in  the  manufacture,  and  of  the  cost  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, are  believed  to  amount,  annually,  to  about  twenty 
millions  of  dollars. 


*  To  sajr  nothinip  of  cotton  prodoef  d  in  other  ftireirn  eountrie*,  il»c 
eultiration  ol  this  article,  of  a  very  tuperior  quality,  l*  eonttanllf  fr- 
iending in  the  adjacent  Mexican  provincti;  and,  but  for  Uie  duly,  pm- 
bal)ly  a  largt- amount  won  Id  be  intntduced  into  the  United  Statei,  down 
Hcd  riTvr  and  along  the  eoait  of  tlie  Oulf  of  Mexico. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


261 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


262 


F«».  2,  1832.] 


TheTar^. 


[Seitatc. 


These  estimates  have  be«n  carefully  made  by  practical 
oien,  of  undoubted  character,  Who  have  brought  loKether 
and  embodied  their  information.  Anxious  to  avoid  the 
charge  of  exaggeration,  they  have  sometimes  placed  their 
estimates  below  what  was  believed  to  be  the  actual  amount 
of  these  interests.  With  regard  to  the  quantity  of  bar  and 
odier  iron  annually  produced,  it  is  derived  from  the  known 
works  themselves;  and  I  know  some  in  Western  States 
which  they  bare  omitted  in  their  calculations. 

Such  a.re  some  of  the  items  of  this  vast  ^stem  of  pro 
tection,  which  it  is  now  proposed  to  abandon.  We  might 
weU  pause  and  contemplate,  if  human  imagination  could 
conceive  the  extent  of  mischief  and  ruin  from  its  total  over- 
throw, before  we  proceed  to  the  work  of  destruction.  Its 
duntion  is  worthy,  also,  of  serious  consideration.  Not  to 
gD  behind  the  constitution,  its  date  is  coeval  with  that  in 
strument.  It  began  on  the  ever  memorable  4th  day  of 
July — the  4th  day  of  July,  1789.  The  second  act  which 
stands  recorded  in  the  statute  book,  bearing  the  illustrious 
stature  of  George  Washington,  laid  the  corner  stone  of 
the  whole  system.  That  there  might  be  no  mistake  about 
the  matter,  it  was  then  solemnly  proclaimed  to  the  Ame- 
rican people  and  to  the  worli^  that  it  was  ntcenary  for 
"  the  encouragement  and  prokOion  of  manu&ctures," 
that  duties  should  be  laid.  It  is  in  vain  to  urge  the  small 
amoont  of  the  measure  of  protection  then  extended.  The 
great  principle  was  then  established  by  the  fathers  of  the 
cdosdtution,  with  the  father  of  his  country  at  their  head. 
And  it  cannot  now  be  questioned,  that,  if  the  Government 
had  not  then  been  new  and  the  subject  untried,  a  greater 
oeasure  of  protection  would  have  been  applied,  if  it  had 
been  supposed  necessary.  Shortly  after,  the  masterminds 
of  JeflFerson  and  Hamilton  were  brought  to  act  on  this  in- 
teresting' subject  Taking  views  of  it  appertaining  to  the 
departments  of  foreign  affairs  and  of  the  treasury,  which 
they  rc^ectively  filled,  they  presented,  severally,  reports 
which  yet  remain  monuments  of  their  profound  wisdom, 
and  came  to  the  same  conclusion  of  protection  to  Ameri- 
can industry.  Mr.  Jefferson  argued  that  foreign  restric- 
tions, foreign  probibttions,  and  foreign  high  duties,  ought 
to  be  met,  at  home,  by  American  restrictions,  American 
prohibitions,  and  American  high  duties.  Mr.  Hamilton, 
surreying  the  entire  ground,  and  looking  at  the  inherent 
nature  of  the  subject,  treated  it  with  an  ability  which,  if 
ever  equalled,  has  not  been  surpassed,  and  earnestly  re- 
commended  protection. 

The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  commenced  about 
this  period,  and  streams  of  gold  poured  into  the  United 
States  through  a  thousand  channels,  opened  or  enlarged 
by  the  successful  commerce  which  our  neutrality  enabled 
us  to  prosecute.  We  forgot,  or  overlooked,  in  the  gene- 
ral prosperity,  the  necessity  of  encouraging  our  domestic 
manufikctures.  Then  came  the  edicts  of  Napoleon,  and 
the  British* orders  in  council;  and  our  embargo,  non-inter- 
course, non-importation,  and  war,  followed  in  rapid  suc- 
cession. Tfaf  se  national  measures,  amounting  to  a  total 
suspennon,  for  the  period  of  their  duration,  of  our  foreigrn 
commerse,  afforded  the  most  efhcacious  encouragement 
to  Ametican  manufactures;  and,  accordingly,  they  every 
where  sprung  up.  Whibt  these  measures  of  restriction 
and  this  state  of  trar  continued,  the  manufacturers  were 
stimulated  in  their  enterprises  by  every  assurance  of  sup- 
port, by  public  sentiment,  and  by  legislative  resolves.  It 
was  aboat  that  period  (1808)  that  South  Carolina  bore  her 
high  testimony  to  the  wisdom  of  the  policy,  in  an  act  of 
her  Legislature,  the  preamble  of  which,  now  before  me, 
reads:  *'  Whereas  the  establishment  and  eruotiragemenl  of 
domestic  manufactures  is  conducive  to  the  interest  of^a 
State,  by  adding  new  inceniivei  to  indtutty,  and  as  being 
the  means  of  disposing,  to  advantage,  the  surplus  produc- 
tions of  the  agrieuUurut:  And  whereas,  in  the  present  un- 
exampled state  of  the  world,  their  establishment  in  our 
cuMuaj  is  not  only  expedient,  but  politic,  in  rendering  us 


independent  of  foreign  nations."  The  Legislature,  not 
being  competent  to  afford  the  most  efficacious  aid,  by  im- 
posing duties  on  foreign  rival  articles,  proceeded  to  incor- 
porate a  company. 

Peace,  unaer  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  returned  in  1815, 
but  there  did  not  return  with  it  the  golden  days  which 
preceded  the  edicts  levelled  at  our  commerce  by  Great 
Britain  and  France.  It  found  all  Europe  tranquilly  re- 
suming the  arts  and  the  business  of  civil  life.  It  found 
Europe  no  longer  the  consumer  of  our  surplus,  and  the 
employer  of  our  navigation,  but  excluding,  or  heavily  bur- 
dening, almost  all  the  productions  of  our  agriculture;  and 
our  rivals  in  manu&ctures,  in  navigation,  and  in  commerce. 
It  found  our  country,  in  short,  in  a  situation  totally  differ-' 
ent  from  all  the  past — new  and  untried.  It  became  ne- 
cessary to  adapt  our  laws,  and  especially  our  laws  of  im- 
post, to  the  new  circumstances  in  which  we  found  ourselves. 
Accordingly,  that  eminent  and  lamented  citizen,  then  at 
the  head  of  the  treasury,  (Mr.  Dallas,)  was  required,  by  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  under  date  the 
23d  day  of  February,  1815,  to  prepare  and  report  to  the 
succeeding  session  of  Congress  a  system  of  revenue  con- 
formable with  the  actual  condition  of  the  country.  He  had 
the  circle  of  a  whole  year  to  perform  the  work,  consulted 
merchants,  manufacturers,  and  other  practical  men,  and 
opened  an  extensive  correspondence.  The  report  which 
he  made  at  the  session  of  1816,  was  the  result  of  his  in- 
quiries and  reflections,  and  embodies  the  principles  which 
he  thought  appHcable  to  the  subject  It  has  been  sud 
that  the  tariff  of  1816  was,  a  measure  of  mere  revenue;  and 
that  it  only  reduced  the  war  duties  to  a  peace  standard. 
It  is  true  that  the  question  then  was,  how  much,  and  in 
what  way,  should  the  double  dutiesof  the  war  be  reduced.' 
Now,  also,  the  question  is,  on  what  articles  riiall  the  du- 
ties be  reduced  so  as  to  subject  the  amount  of  the  future 
revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government?  Then  it  was 
deemed  an  inquiry  of  the  first  importance,  as  it  should  be 
now,  how  the  reduction  should  be  made,  so  as  to  secure 
proper  encouragement  to  our  domestic  industry.  That 
this  was  a  leading  object  in  the  arrangement  of  the  tariiT 
of  1816, 1  well  remember,  and  it  is  demonstrated  by  the 
language  of  Mr.  Dallas.  He  says,  in  his  report,  "  There 
'  are  few,  if  any  Governments,  which  do  not  regard  the 
'  establishment  of  domestic  manufactures  as  a  chief  object 
'  of  public  policy.  The  United  States  have  ahoay*  so  re- 
'  garded  it  *  •  •  •  The  demands  of  the  country, 
'  while  the  acquisition  of  supplies  from  forrig^  nations  was 

•  either  prohibited  or  impracticable,  may  have  afforded  a 
'  sufficient  inducement  for  this  investment  of  capital,  and 
'  this  application  of  labor;  but  the  inducement,  in  ita  ne- 

*  cessary  extent,  must  fail,  when  the  day  of  eompeiUimTt- 
'  turns.  Upon  that  change  in  the  condition  of  the  coim- 
'  try,  the  preservation  of  the  manu&ctures,  which  private 
'  citizens,  under  favorable  auspices,  have  constituted  the 
'  property  of  the  nation,  becomes  a  consideration  of  gene- 
'  ral  policy,  to  be  resolved  by  a  recollection  of  past  em- 
'  barrassmenU;  by  the  certainty  of  an  increased  diffioolfy 
■  of  reinstating,  upon  any  emergency,  the  manufactures 
<  which  shall  be  allowed  to  pensh  and  pass  away,"  &o. 
The  measure  of  protection  which  he  proposed  was  not 
adopted,  in  regard  to  some  leading  articles,  and  there  was 
great  difficulty  in  ascertaining  what  it  ought  to  have  been. 
But  the  pirbnapk  was  then  distinctly  asserted,  and  fully 
sanctioned. 

The  subject  of  the  American  system  was  agun  bronght 
up  in  1820,  by  the  bUl  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  now  a  member  of  the  bench 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  and  the  prin- 
ciple was  successfully  maintained  by  the  representatives 
of  the  people;  but  the  bill  which  they  passed  was  defeated 
in  the  Senate.  It  was  revived  in  1824,  the  whole  ground 
carefiilly  and  deUberately  explored,  and  the  bill  then  in- 
troduced, receiving  all  the  sanctions  of  the  constitution, 
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became  the  Uw  of  the  land.  An  amendment  of  the  as- 
tern was  proposed  in  1S28,  to  the  history  of  which  I  refer 
with  no  agreeable  recollections.  The  bill  of  that  year,  in 
some  of  its  provisions,  was  framed  on  principles  directly 
adverse  to  the  declared  wishes  of  the  friends  of  the  policy 
of  protection.  I  hare  heard  (without  vouching  for  the 
&ct)  that  it  was  so  framed,  upon  the  advice  of  a  promi- 
nent citizen,  now  abroad,  with  the  view  of  ultimately  de- 
feating the  bill,  and  with  assurances  that,  being  altogether 
unacceptable  to  the  friends  of  the  American  system,  tlie 
bill  would  be  lost.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  most  exception- 
able features  of  the  bill  were  stamped  upon  it,  against  the 
earnest  remonstrances  of  the  friends  of  the  system,  by  the 
votes  of  Southern  members,  upon  a  principle,  I  think,  as 
unsound  in  legislation  as  it  is  reprehensible  in  etliics.  The 
bill  was  passed,  notwithstanding,  it  having  been  deemed 
better  to  take  the  bad  along  with  the  good  which  it  con- 
tained, than  reject  it  altogether.  Subsequent  legislation 
has  corrected  verjr  much  the  error  then  perpetrated,  but 
still  that  measure  is  vehemently  denounced  by  gentlemen 
who  contributed  to  make  it  what  it  was. 

Thus,  sir,  has  this  great  system  of  protection  been  gra- 
dually built,  stone  upon  stone,  and  step  by  step,  from  the 
4th  July,  1789,  down  to  the  present  period.  In  every  stage 
of  its  progress  it  has  received  the  dehberate  sanction  of 
Congress.  A  vast  majority  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States  has  approved,  arid  Continues  to  approve  it.  Every 
Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United  States,  trom  Washington 
to  the  present,  in  some  form  or  other,  has  given  to  it  the 
authority  of  his  name;  and,  however  the  opinions  of  the 
existing  Pre«dent  are  interpreted  south  of  Mason  and 
Dixon's  line,  on  the  north  they  are,  at  least,  understood 
to  favor  the  establishment  of  a  t'u<£eioiM  tariff. 

The  question,  therefore,  which  we  are  now  called  upon 
to  determine,  is  not  whether  we  shall  establish  a  new  and 
doubtful  system  of  policy,  jiut  proposed,  and  for  the  first 
time  presented  to  our  consideration;  but  whether  we  shall 
break  down  and  destroy  a  long  established  system,  pa- 
tiently and  carefully  built  up,  and  sanctioned,  during  a 
senee  of  years,  again  and  again,  by  the  nation  and  its  high- 
est and  most  revered  authorities.  And  are  we  not  bound 
deliberately  to  conmder  whether  we  can  proceed  to  this 
work  of  destruction  without  a  violation  of  the  public  faith' 
The  people  of  the  United  States  have  jusUy  supposed  that 
the  policy  of  protecting  their  industry,  ag^ainst /ori^gn  le- 
^lation  and  foreign  industry,  was  fully  settled,  not  by  a 
single  act,  but  by  repeated  and  deliberate  acts  of  Govern- 
ment, performed  at  distant  and  frequent  intervals.  In  fiill 
confidence  that  the  policy  was  firmly  and  unchangeably 
fixed,  thousands  upon  thousands  have  invested  their  capi- 
tal, purchased  a  vast  amount  of  real  and  other  estate,  made 
permanent  establishments,  and  accommodated  their  indus- 
try. Can  we  emose  to  utter  and  irretrievable  ruin  this 
countless  multitude,  without  justly  incurring  the  reproach 
of  violating  the  national  faith? 

I  shall  not  discuss  the  constitutional  question.  Without 
meaning  any  disrespect  to  those  who  nuse  it,  if  it  be  de- 
batable, it  has  been  sufficiently  debated.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  suffered  it  to  fall  unnoticed  from 
his  budget;  and  it  was  not  until  afler  he  had  closed  his 
speech  and  resumed  his  seat,  that  it  occurred  to  him  that 
he  had  forgotten  it,  when  he  agiUn  addressed  the  Senate, 
•nd,_by  a  sort  of  protestation  against  any  conclusion  from 
his  silence,  put  forward  the  objection.  The  recent  Free 
Trade  Convention  at  Philadelpnia,  it  is  well  known,  were 
divided  on  the  question;  and  although  the  topic  is  noticed 
in  thdr  address  to  the  public,  they  no  not  aDOto  their  own 
beUefthat  the  American  system  is  unconstitutional,  butre- 
preuttt  that  «ue&  is  the  opinion  of  respectable  portions  of 
the  American  people.  Another  address  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  from  a  high  source,  diu^ng  the  past 
year,  treating  this  subject,  docs  not  taieri  the  opinion  of 
the  d'istinguiahed  author,  but  liata  that  of  others  to  be  that 


it  b  UDCOMtitutionaL    From  which  I  infer  that  he  did  not, 
himself,  believe  it  unconstitutional. 

[Here  the  Vies  PazsiDiirT  interposed,  and  rerurked 
that  if  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  alluded  to  him,  he 
must  say  that  his  opinion  was,  that  the  measure  wis  un- 
constitutional.] 

When,  sir,  smd  Mr.  Clat,  I  contended  with  you,  ade 
by  side,  and  with  perhaps  les^eal  than  you  exhibited,  ig 
1816,  I  did  not  understand  you  then  to  conadcr  the  polic; 
forbidden  by  ^he  constitution. 

[The  Vice  Pbesidbut  again  interposed,  and  said  th»t 
the  constitutional  question  was  not  debated  at  that  time, 
and  that  he  had  never  expressed  an  opinion  contrary  to 
that  now  intimated.] 

I  give  way  with  pleasure,  said  Mr.  CtAT,  to  these  ex- 
planations, which  I  hope  will  always  be  made  when  I  ay 
any  thing  bearing  on  tlie  individual  opinions  of  the  duir. 
I  know  the  deficacy  of  the  position,  and  sympathize  with 
the  incumbent,  whoever  he  may  be.  It  is  true,  the  ques- 
tion was  not  debated  in  1816;  and  why  not?  Because  K 
was  not  debatable;  it  was  then  believed  not  fairly  to 
arise.  It  never  has  been  made,  as  a  distinct,  substantijl, 
and  leading  point  of  objection.  It  never  was  made  unta 
the  discussion  of  the  tarifT  of  1824,*  when  it  wasrsther 
hinted  at,  as  against  the  tpirit  of  the  constitution,  Uun 
formally  announced,  as  being  contrary  to  the  prorijiom 
of  that  instrument  What  was  not  dreamt  of  before,  or 
in,  1816,  and  scarcely  thought  of  in  1824,  is  now  mxk, 
by  excited  imaginations,  to  assume  the  imposing  form  of » 
serious  constitutional  barrier. 

Such  are  the  origin,  duration,  extent,  and  sanchoMof 
the  policy  which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  subvert.  Il> 
beneficial  effects,  although  they  may  vary  in  degree,  h»»e 
been  felt  in  all  parts  of  the  Union.  To  none,  1  verily  be- 
lieve, has  it  been  prejudicial.  To  the  North,  every  where 
testimonies  are  borne  to  the  high  prosperity  which  it  bu 
diffused.  There,  all  branches  of  industry  are  aiuiMted 
and  flourishing.  Commerce,  foreign  and  domestic,  »c- 
tive";  cities  and  towns  springing  up,  enlarging  and  beauti- 
fying; navigation  fully  and  profitably  employed,  and  the 
whole  fiu^e  of  the  country  smiling  with  improvemeii^ 
cheerfulness,  and  abundance.  The  gentleman  fiom  Sou* 
Carolina  has  supposed  that  we,  in  the  West,  derive  no  id- 
vantages  from  this  system.  He  is  mistaken.  Let  him 
visit  us,  and  he  will  find,  from  the  head  of  La  Belle  Bi- 
viire,  at  Pittsburg,  to  America,  at  its  mouth,  the  most 
rapid  and  gratifying  advances.  He  will  behold  Pittsburg 
itself,  WheeBng,  Portsmouth,  Maysville,  Cincinnati,  Loun- 
ville,  and  numerous  other  towns,  lining  and  omamenting 
the  banks  of  that  noble  river,  daily  extending  their  limits, 
and  prosecuting,  with  the  greatest  spirit  and  profit,  nu- 
merous branches  of  the  manufacturing  and  mechanic  «rte- 
If  he  win  go  into  the  interior,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  he 
will  there  perceive  the  most  astonishing  progress  in  «gn- 
culture,  in  the  useful  arts,  and  in  all  the  improrements  to 
which  they  both  directly  conduce.  Tlienjet  him  crot* 
over  into  my  own,  my  favorite  State,  and  contemplate  ti>' 
spectacle  which  is  there  exhibited.  He  will  perceive  nu- 
merous villages,  not  large,  but  neat,  thriving,  and  some 
of  them  highly  ornamented;  many  manufactories  of  hemp, 
cotton,  wool,  and  otiier  articles.  In  varioiu  parts  of  U« 
country,  and  especially  in  the  Glkhopn  region,  an  en<lle» 
succession  of  natural  parks;  the  forests  thinned;  fallen 
trees  and  undergrowth  cleared  away;  largfe  hePM  »iw 
flocks  feeding  on  luxuriant  g^rasses;  and  interspersedwitu 
comfortable,  sometimes  elegant  mansions,  surrounded  by 
extensive  lawns.  The  honorable  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  says  that  a  profitable  trade  was  carried  5n  from 
the  West,  through  the  Saluda  gap,  in  mules,  horses,  and 
other  live  stock,  which  has  been  checked  by  Oie  open- 


•  Mr.  Ctay  hM  betn  »ince  rnniniled  that  the  objcriion,  in  the  «•»' 
waj,  WM  flnt  orgrd  in  the  debate  of  1820. 
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two  o[  the  tairifr.  It  is  true  that  such  a  trade  was  carried 
on  between  Kentucky  and  South  Carolina,  mutually  be- 
neficial to  both  parties;  but,  several  years  ago,  resolu- 
tioni)  at  popular  meetings,  in  Carolina,  were  adopted,  not 
to  purchase  the  produce  of  Kentucky,  by  way  of  punish- 
ment for  her  attachment  to  the  tariff*.  They  must  have 
sappoaed  us  as  stupid  as  the  mres  of  one  of  the  descrip- 
tions of  the  stock  of  which  that  trade  consisted,  if  they 
isagiaed  that  their  resolutions  would  affect  our  princi  pies. 
Our  drovers  cracked  their  whips,  blew  their  horns,  and 
pasKd  the  Saluda  gap,  to  other  markets,  where  better 
humors  existed,  and  equal  or  greater  profits  wer»niade. 
I  have  beard  of  your  successor  in  the  House  of  Hepresen- 
tatirea,  Mr.  President,  this  anecdote :  That  be  joined  in 
the  adoption  of  those  resolutions,  but  when,  about  Christ- 
mas, be  applied  to  one  of  his  South  Carolina  neighbors 
to  parcharc  the'  regular  supply  of  pork  for  the  ensuing 
year,  he  found  that  he  had  to  give  two  prices  for  it;  and 
be  declared  if  that  were  the  patriotism  on  which  the  re- 
soiutioQs  were  based,  he  would  not  conform  to  them,  and, 
ia  point  of  &ct,  laid  in  his  annual  stock  of  pork  by  pur- 
chase from  the  first  passing  Kentucky  drover.  That 
trade,  now  partially  resumed,  was  mmntained  by  the  sale 
of  Western  productions  on  the  one  side,  and  Carolina 
mooey  on  the  other.  From  that  condition  of  it,  the  gen' 
tkmui  from  South  Carolina  might  have  drawn  this  con- 
clusion, that  an  advantageous  trade  may  exist,  although 
aae  of  the  parties  to  it  pays  in  specie  for  the  productions 
which  he  purchases  from  the  other;  and,  consequently, 
tiat  it  does  not  follow,  if  we  did  not  purchase  British 
Urics,  that  it  might  not  be  the  interest  of  England  to 
purchase  our  raw  material  of  cotton.  The  Kentucky 
drover  received  the  South  Carolina  specie,  or,  taking  bills, 
or  the  evidences  of  depi»>ite  in  the  banks,  carried  these 
bone,  and  disposing  of  them  to  the  merchant,  he  brought 
out  goods,  of  foreign  or  domestic  manufacture,  in  return. 
Such  is  the  circuitous  nature  of  trade  and  remittance, 
vbich  no  nation  understands  better  tlian  Great  Britain. 

Nor  has  the  system,  which  has  been  the  parent  source 
of  so  nuich  benefit  to  other  pai-ts  of  the  Union,  proved 
injurious  to  the  cotton  growing  co«mtry.  I  cannot  speak 
rf  South  Carolina  itself,  where  I  have  never  been,  witli 
so  much  certainty;  but  of  other  portions  of  the  Union  in 
which  cotton  is  grown,  especially  those  bordering  on  the 
Miasisappi,  I  can  confidently  speak.  If  cotton  planting 
is  \em  profitable  than  it  was,  that  is  the  result  of  increased 
production;  but  I  beheve  it  to  be  still  the  most  profitable 
inreMment  of  capital  of  any  branch  of  busmess  in  the 
Cnited  States.  And  if  a  committee  were  raised,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,- 1  take  upon  myself 
to  say  that  such  would  be  the  result  of  the  inquiry.  In 
Kentucky,  I  know  many  individuals  who  have  their  cotton 
plantmtions  below,  and  retain  their  residence  in  tliat  State, 
where  tbe^  remain  during  the  sickly  season;  and  they  are 
all,  1  believe,  without  exception,  doing  well.  Others, 
tca^ttcd  by  their  success,  are  constantly  engaging  in  the 
bomess,  whilst  scarcely  an^  comes  from  tlie  cotton  region 
to  engage  in  Western  agriculture.  A  friend,  now  in  my 
eye,  a  metnber  of  this  body,  upon  a  capital  of  less  than 
seventy  thousand  dollars,  invested  in  a  plantation  and 
skres,  made,  the  year  before  last,  sixteen  thousand  dol- 
lars. A  member  of  the  other  House,  I  understand,  who, 
without  removing  himself,  sent  some  of  h'ls  slaves  to  Mis- 
■■ippi,  made,  last  year,  about  twenty  per  cent.  Two 
friends  of  mine  in  the  latter  State,  whose  annual  income 
ii  from  thort}'  to  »xty  thousand  dollars,  being  desirous  to 
curtail  their  business,  have  offered  estates  for  sale,  which 
they  are  willing  to  show,  by  reg^ilar  vouchers  of  receipt 
sod  disbursement,  yield  eigiiteen  per  cent,  per  annum. 
One  of  my  most  opulent  acquaintances,  in  a  county  ad- 
joiniag  to  that  ih  which  I  reside,  having  married  in  Geor- 
ge bsui  derived  a  large  portion  of  his  wealth  from  a  cotton 
estate  there  situated. 


The  loss  of  the  tonnage  of  Charleston,  which  has  been 
dwelt  on,  does  not  proceed  from  the  tariff;  it  never  had  a 
very  large  amount,  and  it  has  not  been  able  to  retain  what 
it  had,  in  consequence  of  the  operation  of  the  principle  of 
free  trade  on  its  navigation.  Its  tonnage  has  gone  to  the 
more  enterprising  and  adventurous  tars  of  the  Northern 
States,  with  whom  those  of  the  city  of  Charleston  could 
not  maintain  a  successful  competition  in  the  freedom  of 
the  coasting  trade  existing  between  the  diffierent  parts  of 
the  Union.  That  this  must  be  the  true  cause,  is  demon- 
strated by  the  fact,  that,  however  it  may  be  with  the  port 
of  Charleston,  our  coasting  tonnage,  generally,  is  con- 
stantly increasing.  As  to  the  foreign  tonnage,  about  one- 
half  of  tliat  which  is  engaged  in  the  direct  trade  between 
Charleston  and  Great  Britain  is  English ;  proving  that  the 
tonnage  of  South  Carolina  cannot  maintain  itselfin  a  com- 
petition under  the  free  aud  equal  navigation  secured  by 
our  treaty  with  that  Power. 

When  gentlemen  have  succeeded  in  their  desigpn  of  an 
immediate  or  gradual  destruction  of  the  American  system, 
what  is  their  substitute  ?  Free  trade !  Free  trade !  The 
call  for  free  trade,  is  as  unavailing  as  the  cry  of  a  spoiled 
child,  in  its  nurse's  arms,  for  the  moon  or  the  stars  that 
glitter  in  the  firmament  of  heaven.  It  never  has  existed; 
it  never  will  exist.  Trade  implies  at  least  two  parties. 
To  be  free,  it  should  be  fair,  equal,  and  reciprocal.  But 
if  we  throw  our  ports  wide  open  to  the  admission  of 
foreign  productions,  free  of  all  duty,  what  ports,  of  any 
other  foreign  nation,  shall  we  find  open  to  tlie  free  admis- 
sion of  our  surplus  produce?  We  may  break  down  all 
barriers  to  free  trade  on  our  part,  but  the  work  will  not 
be  complete  until  foreign  Powers  shall  have  removed 
theirs.  There  would  be  freedom  on  one  side,  and  restric- 
tions, proliibltions,  and  exclusions,  on  the  other.  The 
bolts,  and  the  ban,  and  the  chains,  of  all  other  nations 
will  remain  undisturbed.  It  is,  indeed,  possible  that  our 
industry  and  commerce  would  accommodate  themselves 
to  this  unequal  and  unjust  state  of  things:  for  such  is  the 
flexibiUty  of  our  nature,  that  it  bends  itself  to  all  circum- 
stances. The  wretched  prisoner,  incarcerated  in  a  jail, 
afler  a  long  time,  becomes  reconciled  to  his  solitude, 
and  regularly  notches  down  the  passing  days  of  his  con- 
finement. 

Gentlemen  deceive  themselves.  It  is  not  free  trade  that 
they  are  recommending  to  our  acceptance.  It  is,  in  effect, 
the  British  colonial  system  that  we  are  invited  to  adopt; 
and,  if  their  policy  prevail,  it  will  lead  substantially  to  the 
rccolonization  of  these  States,  under  tlie  commercial  do- 
minion of  Great  Britain.  And  whom  do  we  find  some  of 
the  principal  supporters,  out  of  Congress,  of  this  foreign, 
system?  Mr.  President,  there  are  some  foreigners  who 
always  remain  exotics,'and  never  become  naturalized  in 
our  country:  whilst,  happily,  there  ai-e  many  others  who 
readily  attach  themselves  to  our  principles  and  our  insti- 
tutions. The  honest,  patient,  and  industrious  German 
readily  unites  with  our  people,  establislies  himself  upon 
some  of  our  fat  land,  fills  his  capacious  barn,  and  enjoys, 
in  tranquillity,  the  abundant  fruits  which  his  diligence 
gathers  around  him,  always  ready  to  fly  to  the  standard 
of  his  adopted  country,  or  of  its  laws,  when  called  by  the 
duties  of  patriotism.  The  gay,  the  versatile,  the  philo- 
sophic Frencliman,  accommodating  himself  cheerfully  to 
all  the  vicissitudes  of  life,  incorporates  himself,  without 
difficulty,  in  our  society.  But,  of  all  foreigners,  none 
amalgamate  tliemsclv^s  so  quickly  with  our  people  as  the 
natives  of  the  Emerald  Isle.  In  some  of  the  visions  which 
have  passed  through  my  imagination,  I  have  supposed  that 
Ireland  was,  originally,  part  and  parcel  of  this  continent,- 
and  that,  by  some  cxtl-.iordinary  convulsion  of  nature,  it 
was  torn  fi-om  America,  and,  drifting  across  the  ocean, 
was  placed  in  the  unforturiate  vicinity  of  Great  Britain. 
The  same  opcnheartedness;  tlie  same  generous  hospitality; 
the  same  careless  and  uncalculating'indifi'erence  about 


Digitized  by 


Google 


267 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


Senati.] 


The  Tariff. 


human  life,  characterize  the  inhabitants  of  both  countries 
Kentucky  has  been  sometimes  called  the  Iratand  of  Ame- 
rica. And  I  have  no  doubt  that,  if  the  current  of  emi- 
gration were  reversed,  and  set  from  America  upon  the 
shores  of  Europe,  instead  of  bearing  from  Europe  to 
America,  every  -\merican  emigrant  to  Ireland  would  there 
find,  as  every  Irish  emigrant  here  finds,  a  hearty  welcome 
and  a  happy  home! 

But,  sir,  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  am  about  to  allude, 
although  long  a  resident  of  this  country,  has  no  feelings, 
no  attachments,  no  sympathies,  no  principles,  in  common 
with  our  people.  Near  fifty  years  agjo,  PennsylvanLi  took 
him  to  her  bosom,  and  warmed,  and  cherished,  and  honor- 
ed him;  and  how  does  he  manifest  his  gratitude^  By 
uming  a  vital  blow  at  a  system  endeared  to  her  by  a 
thorough  conviction  that  it  is  indispensable  to  her  pros- 

{>erity.  He  has  filled,  at  home  and  abroad,  some  of  the 
lighest  offices  under  th"is  Government,  during  thirty 
years,  and  he  is  still  at  heart  an  alien.  The  authority  of 
his  name  has  been  invoked,  and  the  labors  of  Iiis  pen,  in 
the  form  of  a  memorial  to  Congress,  have  been  engaged, 
to  overthrow  the  American  system,  and  to  substitute  the 
foreign.  Go  home  to  your  native  Europe,  and  there  in- 
culcate upon  her  sovereigns  your  Utopian  doctrines  of 
free  trade,  and  when  you  have  prevailed  upon  them  to 
unseal  their  ports,  and  freely  admit  the  produce  of  Penn- 
sylvania, and  other  States,  come  back,  and  we  shall  be 
prepared  to  become  converts,  and  to  adopt  your  faith. 

A  Hr.  Sarchet  also  makes  no  inconsiderable  figure  in 
the  common  attack  upon  our  sjpstem.  I  do  not  know  the 
man,  but  I  understand  he  is  an  unnaturalized  emigrant 
from  the  island  of  Guernsey,  situated  in  the  channel  which 
divides  France  and  England.  The  principal  business  of 
the  inhabitants  is  that  of  driving  a  contraband  trade  with 
the  opposite  shores,  and  Mr.  Sarchet,  educated  in  that 
school,  is,  I  have  been  told,  chiefly  engaged  in  employing 
his  wits  to  elude  the  operation  of  our  revenue  laws,  by 
introducing  articles  at  less  rates  of  duty  than  they  are 
justly  chargeable  with,  which  he  eflTects  by  varying  their 
denominations,  or  slightly  changing  their  forms.  This 
man,  atji  former  session  of  the  Senate,  caused  to  be  pre- 
sented a  memorial  sigiied  by  some  one  hundred  and  fifty  pre- 
tended workers  in  iron.  Of  these,  a  gentleman  made  a 
careful  inquiry  and  examination,  and  he  ascertained  that 
there  were  only  about  ten  of  the  denomination  represent- 
ed! the  rest  were  tavern  keepers,  porters,  merchants' 
clerks,  hackney  coachmen,  &c.  I  have  the  most  respect- 
able authority,  in  black  and  white,  for  this  statement. 

[Here  Mr.  HAYNE  asked,  who'  and  wsis  he  a  manufac- 
turer? Mr.  CLAY  replied.  Colonel  Murray,  of  New  York, 
a  gentleman  of  the  highest  standing  for  honor,  probity,  and 
veracity;  that  he  did  not  know  whether  he  was  a  manufac- 
turer or  not,  but  the  gentleman  might  take  him  as  one.*] 
Whether  Mr.  Sarchet  got  up  the  late  petition  presented 
to  the  Senate  from  the  journeymen  tailors  of  Philadel- 
phia, or  not,  I  do  not  know.  But  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  it  were  a  movement  of  his,  and  if  we  should  find 
that  he  has  cabbaged  from  other  classes  of  society  to  swell 
out  the  number  of  signatures. 

To  the  facts  manufactured  by  Mr.  Sai'chet,  and  the 
theories  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  there  was  yet  wanting  one  cir- 
cumstance to  recommend  them  to  favorable  consideration, 
and  that  was  the  authority  of  some  high  name.  There  was 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  one  from  a  British  repositoiy.  The 
honorable  gentleman  has  cited  .1  speech  of  my  Lord  Gode- 
ricli,  addressed  to  the  British  Parliament,  in  fiivor  of  free 
trade,  and  full  of  deep  regret  that  old  England  couldnot  pos- 
sibly conform  her  practice  of  rigorous  restriction  and  exclu- 
sion to  her  liberal  doctrines  of  unfettered  commerce,  so 
earnestly  recommended  to  foreign  Powers.     Sir,  said  Mr. 


*  Mr.  Clar'abwqtiraU)'  undcntood  iliat  Colonel  MurniJ  wai  a  rarr- 
chain. 


.  [Feb.  2, 1832. 
■ 
C.,  I  know  my  Lord  Goderich  very  well,  although  my 
acquaintance  with  him  was  prior  to  his  being  summoned 
to  the  British  House  of  Peers.  We  both  signed  the  con- 
vention between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  of 
1815.  He  is  an  honorable  man,  frayk,  possessing  busi- 
ness, but  ordinary  talents,  about  the  stature  and  com- 
plexioo  of  the  honorable  gentleman  froip  South  Carolina, 
a  few  years  older  than  he,  and  every  drop  of  blood  run- 
ning in  his  veins  being  pure  and  unadulterated  Anglo- 
Saxon  blood.  If  he  were  to  live  to  the  age  of  Methuselili, 
he  could  not  make  a  speech  of  such  ability  and  eloquence 
as  thatVhich  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  recentljr 
delivered  to  the  Senate;  and  there  would  be  much  more 
fitness  in  my  Lord  Goderich  making  quotations  from  the 
speech  of  the  honorable  gentleman,  than  his  quoting,  u 
authority,  the  theoretical  doctrines  of  my  Lord  Godericli. 
We  are  too  much  in  the  habit  of  looking  abroad,  not 
merely  for  manufactured  articles,  but  for  the  sanction  of 
high  names,  to  support  favorite  theories.  I  have  seen, 
and  closely  observed,  the  British  Parliament,  and,  without 
derogating  from  its  justly  elevated  character,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  that  in  all  the  attributes  of  order, 
dignity,  patriotism,  and  eloquence,  the  American  Con- 
gress would  not  suffer,  in  the  snuiUest  degree,  by  a  com- 
parison with  it. 

I  dislike  this  resort  to  authority,  and  especially  /omgn 
Md  iniere»ted  authority,  for  the  support  of  prinaples  of 
public  policy.  I  would  greatly  prefer  to  meet  gentlemen 
upon  the  broad  ground  of  fact,  of  experience,  and  of 
reason;  but,  since  they  will  appeal  to  British  names  «nd 
authority,  I  feel  myself  compelled  to  imitate  their  bid 
example.  Allow  me  to  quote  from  the  speech  of  a  mem- 
ber of  the  British  Parliament,  bearing  the  same  fimily 
name  with  my  Lord  Goderich,  but  whether  or  not  a  reli- 
tion  of  his,  I  do  not  know.  The  member  alluded  to  w« 
arguing  against  the  violation  of  the  treaty  of  Methuen— 
that  treaty,  not  less  fatal  to  the  interesbi  of  Portugal  thai 
would  be  the  system  of  gentlemen  to  the  best  interests  of 
America — and  he  went  on  to  say : 

"  B  was  idk  for  us  to  endeavor  to  persuade  other  natioia 
to  join  with  us  in  adopting  the  principles  of  what  was  eaU- 
ed'free  trade.'  Other  nations  knew,  as  weU^  as  the  nMe 
lord  opposite,  and  those  who  acted  with  him,  what  vx 
meant  ov  'free  trade, '  was  nothing  mare  nor  less  than,  hy 
means  of  the  great  advantages  we  enjoyed,  to  get  a  rmm- 
poly  of  all  their  markets  for  ow  numujacturts,  and  topn- 
vent  them,  one  and  all,  from  ever  becoming  manufacturhg 
nations.  When  the  system  of  reciprocity  and  tree  trade 
had  been  proposed  to  a  French  ambassador,  his  remark 
was,  that  the  plan  was  excellent  in  theory,  but,  to  make 
it  fair  in  practice,  it  would  be  necessary  to  defitr  the  at- 
tempt to  put  it  in  execution  for  half  a  century,  until 
France  should  be  on  the  same  footing  with  Great  Bn- 
tain,  in  marine,  in  manufactures,  in  capital,  and  the 
many  other  peculiar  advantages  which  it  now  enjoyed. 
The"  policy  that  France  acted  on,  was  that  of  encourag- 
ing its  native  manufactures,  and  it  "was  a  tuise  pohcy; 
because,  if  it  were  freely  to  admit  our  manufiictures,  it 
would  speedily  be  reduced  to  the  rank  of  an  agrieultanl 
nation;  and  therefore  a  poor  nation,  aa  all  must  be  that 
depend  exclusively  upon  agriculture.  America  acted, 
too,  upon  the  same  principle  with  France.  America  le- 
gislated for  futurity — leg^lated  for  an  increaMUg  popu- 
lation. America,  too,  was  prosperous  under  this  system 
In  twenty  years,  America  would  be  independent  of  Eng- 
land for  manufactures  altogether.  •  ' 
But  since  the  peace,  France,  Germany,  America,  and 
all  the  other  countries  of  the  world,  had  proceeded 
upon  the  principle  of  encouraging  and  protecting  native 
manufactures." 

But  I  have  said  that  the  system  nominally  called  "  free 
trade,"  so  earnestly  and  eloquently  recommended  to  our 
adoption,  is  a  mere  revival  of^  the  British  colonial  system, 
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fiffced  apon  us  bj  Great  Britun  during  the  existence  of 
oar  rolonial  TaaaUge.  The  whole  system  is  fiilly  ex- 
pluned  and  illustrated  in  a  work  published  as  far  back  as 
the  year  1750,  entitled  "The  trade  and  navigation  of 
Great  Britain  conridered,  by  Joshua  Gee,"  with  extracts 
from  which  I  have  been  furnished  by  the  diligent  re. 
searches  of  a  fnend.  It  will  be  seen  firom  these,  that  the 
Sooth  Carolina  policy  now,  is  identical  with  the  long  che- 
rished policy  of  Great  Britain,  which  remains  the  same  as 
it  was  when  the  thirteen  colonies  were  part  of  the  British 
empire.     In  that  work  the  author  contends — 

"1.  That  manufactures,  in  the  American  colonies, 
'  should  be  discouraged  or  prohibited. 

"  Great  Britain,  with  its  dependencies,  is  doubtless  as 
'  veil  aUe  to  subsist  v^thin  itself  as  any  nation  in  Europe. 
«  We  have  an  enterprising  people,  fit  for  all  the  arts  of 
'  peace  and  war.    We  have  provisions  in  abundance,  and 

<  those  of  the  best  sort,  and  are  able  to  nuse  sufficient  for 
« double  the  number  of  inhabitants.    We  have  the  very 

<  best  materials  for  clothing,  and  want  nothing,  either  for 

*  use  or  even  for  luxury,  but  what  we  have  at  home,  or 

<  might  ha.ve  from  our  colonies:  so  that  we  might  make 
'  such  an  intercourse  of  trade  among  ourselves,  or  be- 
'  tween  as  and  them,  as  would  maintain  a  vast  navigation. 
'  But  we  ought  always  to  keep  a  watchful  eye  over  our 
'  colonies,  to  restrain  them  from  setting  up  any  of  the 
'manu&c^ures  which  are  carried  on  in  Britain;  and  any 

■  such  attempts  should  be  crushed  in  the  beginning:  for  if 
'  they  are  suffered  to  g^w  up  to  maturity,  it  will  be  diffi- 
•cult  to  suppress  them." — Pages  177,  8,  9. 

"  Our  colonies  are  much  in  the  same  state  Ireland  Mras 
'in,  irhen  they  began  the  woollen  manufactory,  and,  as 
'their  munbers  increased,  will  fall  upon  manufactures  for 
'  dothing'  themselves,  if  due  care  be  not  taken  to  find  em- 
'  ployment  for  them  in  raising  such  productions  as  may 
'  enable  them  to  furnish  themselves  with  all  their  neceisa- 
'rusfrom  ua." 

Then  it  was  the  object  of  this  British  economist  to  adapt 
the  Tocaia  or  wealth  of  the  colonists  to  the  tuppb/  required 
by  their  necessities,  and  to  make  the  mother  country  the 
only  source  of  that  supply.  Now  it  seems  the  policy  is 
only  so  &r  to  be  reverseo,  that  we  must  continue  to  import 
nuatanea  from  Great  Britain,  in  order  to  mcAk  her  to 
purchase  raw  cotton  from  us. 

"  1  ^ould,  therefore,  think  it  worthy  the  care  of  the 
'  Government  to  endeavor,  by  all  possible  means,  to  en- 
'  courage  them  in  raising  of  nlk,  hemp,  flax,  iron,  [OC/^nly 
'pig,  to  be  hammered  in  England,]  potash,  &c.  by  giv- 

*  ing  them  competent  bounties  in  the  beginning,  and  send- 
<iog  over  judicious  and  skilfiil  persons,  at  the  public 
« charge,  to  assist  and  instruct  them  in  the  most  proper 

<  methods  of  management,  which,  in  my  apprehension, 
'  would  lay  a  foundation  for  establishing  the  most  profita- 
'  ble  trade  of  any  we  have.     And  considering  the  com- 

*  maodinf^  situation  of  our  colonies  along  the  seacoast; 

*  the  great  convenience  of  navigable  rivers  in  all  of  them; 

*  the  cheapness  of  land,  and  the  easiness  of  raising  provi- 
'  sions;  great  numbers  of  people  would  transport  them. 
'  selves  thither  to  settle  upon  such  improvements.  Now, 
'  as  people  have  been  filled  with  fears  that  the  colonies, 

■  if  encouraged  to  raise  rough  materials,  would  set  up  for 
■themselves,  a  Uttk  rtguhiion  would  remove  all  those 
'  jealcxiaies  out  of  the  way.     They  have  never  thrown  or 

■  wove  any  silk  as  yet  that  we  have  heard  of:  therefore, 

*  if  a  law  was  made  to  prohibit  the  use  of  every  throw- 
'  ster's  mill,  or  doubling  or  horsling  silk  with  any  machine 
« whatever,  they  would"  then  senrf  tt  us  raw:  and,  as  they 
'  will  have  the  providing  rough  materials  to  themselves, 
*so  shall  we  have  the  manufacturing  of  them.  Ifencou- 
'  ragement  be  given  for  rsusing  hemp,  flax,  &c.  doubtless 
•they  will  soon  begin  to  manufacture,  if  not  prevented: 
'  therefore,  to  stop   the  progress  of  any  such  manufiic- 

*  tare,  it  is  proposed  that  no  weaver  there  shall  have  liberty 


'  to  set  up  any  looms  without  first  registering,  at  an  office 
'  kept  for  that  purpose,  the  name  and  place  of  abode 
'  of  any  ioumeyman  that  shall  work  with  him.  But  if  any 
'particular  inhabitant  shall  be  inclined  to  have  any  linen 
'  or  woollen  made  of  their  own  spinning,  they  should  not 
'  be  abriged  of  the  same  liberty  that  they  now  make  use 
'  of,  viz.  to  carry  to  a  weaver  (who  shall  be  lieetued  by  the 
'  Governor)  and  have  it  wrought  up  fbr  the  use  of  the  fa- 
'  mily,  but  not  to  be  sold  to  any  person  in  a  private  man- 
'  ner,  nor  exposed  to  any  market  or  fiiir,  upon  piun  of 
'  forfeiture. 

"  And,  inasmuch  as  they  have  been  supplied  with  all 
'  their  iron  manufactures  from  hence,  except  what  is  used 
'  in  the  building  of  ships  and  other  country  work,  one- 
'  half  of  our  exports  being  supposed  to  be  in  NAILS — ^a 
'  manufacture  which  they  allow  has  never  hitherto  been 
'  carried  on  among  them — it  is  proposed  they  shall,  for 
'  time  to  come,  never  erect  the  manufacture  of  any  under 
'  the  size  of  a  two  shilling  nail,  horse  nails  excepted;  that  all 
'slitting  mills,  and  engines  for  drawing  wire,  or  weaving 
'  stockmgs,  be  put  down;  and  that  every  smith  who  keeps 
'  a  common  forge  or  shop,  shall  register  his  name  and 
'  place  of  abode,  and  the  name  of  every  eervani  which  he 
'  shall  employ,  which  license  shall  be  renewed  once  every 

•  year,  and  pay  for  the  liberty  of  working  at  such  trade. 

•  That  all  negroes  shall  be  prohibited  from  weaving  either 
'  linen  or  woollen,  or  spinning  or  combingof  wool,  or  work- 
'  ing  at  any  manufacture  of  iron,  further  than  making  it 

•  into  pig  or  bar  iron.  That  they  al^  be  prohibited  from 
■  manufacturing  hats,  stockings,  or  leather,  of  any  kind. 

•  This  limitation  will  not  abridge  the  planters  of  any  pri- 

•  vilege  they  now  enjoy.  On  the  contrary,  it  will  turn 
'  their  industry  to  promoting  and  raising  those  rough  ma- 
'  terials." 

The  author  then  proposes  that  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
Plantations  should  be  furnished  with  statistical  accounts  of 
the  various  permitted  manufactures,  to  enable  them  to  en- 
courage or  repress  the  industry  of  the  colonists,  and  pre- 
vent the  danger  of  interference  with  British  industry. 

"  It  is  hoped  that  this  mothod  would  allay  the  heat  that 
'  some  people  have  shown  for  destroying  the  iron  works  on 

<  the  plantations,  and  pulling  down  all  their  forges;  taking 

•  away,  in  a  violent  manner,  their  estates  and  properties; 
'  preventing  the  husbandmen  from  getting  their  plough- 
'  shares,  carts,  and  other  utensils,  mended;  destroying  the 
'  manufacture  of  ship-building,  by  depriving  them  of  the 
'  liberty  of  making  bolts,  spikes,  and  other  things  proper 
'  for  carrying  on  that  work;  by  which  article,  returns  are 

•  made  for  purchasing  our  woollen  manufactures." — Pages 
87,  88,  89. 

Such  is  the  picture  of  colonists  dependent  upon  tite 
mother  country  for  their  necessary  supplies,  drawn  by  a 
TiTiter  who  was  not  among  the  number  of  those  who  de- 
sired to  debar  them  the  means  of  building  a  vessel,  erect- 
ing a  forge,  or  mending  a  ploughshare,  but  who  was  wil- 
ling to  promote  their  growth  and  property,  as  fkr  as  was 
consistent  with  the  paramount  interests  of  the  manufac- 
ttu-ing  or  parent  State. 

"2.  The  advantages  to  Great  Britain  from  keeping  the 

•  colonists  dependent  on  her  for  their  essential  supplies. 

"If  we  examine  into  the  circumstances  of  the  mhabit- 
'  ants  of  our  plantations  and  our  own,  it  will  appear  that 
'  not  one-fourth  part  of  their  product  redounds  to  their 
'  own  profit:  for,  out  of  all  that  comes  here,  they  only 
'  carry  back  clothing  and  other  accommodations  for  their 

<  families;  all  of  which  is  of  the  merchandise  and  manu- 
'  facture  of  this  kingdom." 

After  showing  how  this  system  tends  to  concentrate  all 
the  surplus  of  acquisition  over  absolute  expenditure,  in 
England,  he  says: 

'•  All  these  advantages  we  receive  by  the  plantations, 
'  besides  the  mortgages  on  the  planters'  estates,  and  the 
'  high  interest  they  pay  us,  which  is  very  considerable; 
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«  and  therefore  very  great  care  ought  to  be  taken,  in  re- 
«  gulating  ^1  affairs  of  the  colonists,  that  the  planters  be 
<  not  put  under  too  many  difficuUiet,  but  encouraged  to  go 
'  on  cheerfully. 

"New  England,  and  the  northern  colonies,  have  not 
'  commodities  and  products  enough  to  send  us  in  return 
'  for  purchasinj'  their  necessary  clothing,  but  are  under 
'  very  great  difficulties;  and,  therefore,  any  ordinary  sort 
•  sell  with  them.  And  when  they  have  grown  out  of 
'fashion  with  us,  they  are  new  fasliioned  enough  there." 

Sir,  I  cannot  go  on  with  this  disgusting  detail.  Their 
refuse  goods;.theiro1d  shopkeepers;  their  cast  off  clothes, 
rood  enough  for  us!  Was  there  ever  a  scheme  more  art- 
ully  devised,. by  which  tlie  energies  and  faculties  of  one 
people  should  be  kept  down  and  rendered  subservient  to 
the  pride,  and  the  pomp,  and  the  power  of  another! 
The  system  then  proposed  differs  only  from  that  which  is 
now  recommended,  in  one  particular — tliat  was  intended 
to  be  enforced  by  power,  .this  would  not  be  less  effectu- 
ally executed  by  the  force  of  circumstances.  A  gentleman 
in  Boston,  (Mr.  Lee,)  the  agent  of  the  Free  Trade  Conven- 
tion, from  whose  exhaustless  mint  there  is  a  constant  issue 
of  reports,  seems  to  envy  the  blessed  condition  of  depend- 
ent Canada,  when  compared  to  the  oppressed  state  of  this 
Union;  and  it  is  a  fair  inference  from  the  view  wluch  he 
presents,  that  he  would  have  us  to  hasten  back  to  the 
golden  days  of  that  colonial  bondage,  which  is  so  well  de- 
picted in  the  work  from  which  I  have  been  quoting.  Mr. 
I«e  exhibits  two  tabular  statements,  in  one  of  which  he 
presents  the  highduGes  which  he  represents  to  be  paid  in 
the  ports  of  the  United  States,  and,  in  the  other,  those 
which  are  paid  in  Canada,  generally  about  two  per  cent. 
ad  valorem.  But  did  it  not  occur  to  bim  that  the  duties 
levied  in  Canada  are  paid  chiefly  on  British  manufactures, 
or  on  articles  passing  from  one  to  another  part  of  a  com- 
mon empire;  and  that,  to  present  a  parallel  case,  in  the 
United  States,  he  ought  to  have  shown  that  importations 
made  into  one  State  from  another,  which  are  now  free, 
are  subject  to  the  same  or  higher  duties  than  are  paid  in 
Canada.' 

I  will  now,  Mr.  President,  proceed  to  a  more  particular 
consideration  of  the  arguments  urged  against  the  protect- 
ive system,  and  an  inquiry  into  its  practical  operation, 
especially  on  the  cotton-growing  countrj'.  And,  asl  wish 
to  state  and  meet  the  argument  fairly,  I  invite  correction 
of  my  statement  of  it,  if  necessary.  It  is  alleged  that  the 
system  operates  prejudicially  to  the  cotton  pluiter,  by  di 
minishing  the  foreign  demand  for  his  staple;  that  we  can 
not  sell  to  Great  Britain,  unless  we  buy  from  her;  that  the 
import  duty  is  equivalent  to  an  export  duty,  and  &lls  upon 
the  cotton  grower;  that  Sauth  Carolina  pays  a  dispropor- 
tionate quota  of  the  public  revenue;  that  an  abandonment 
of  the  protective  policy  would  lead  to  an  augmentation  of 
our  exports  of  an  amount  not  less  than  one  hundred  and 
fifry  millions  of  dollars;  and,  finally,  that  the  South  cannot 
partake  of  the  advantages  of  manufacturing,  if  there  be 
any.  Let  us  examine  these  various  propositions,  in  detail. 
1,  That  the  foreign  demand  for  cotton  is  diminished;  and 
that  we  cannot  sell  to  Great  Britain  unless  we  buy  from 
her.  The  demand  of  both  our  great  foreign  customers  is 
constantly  and  annually  increasmg.  It  is  true  that  the 
ratio  of  the  increase  may  not  be  equal  to  that  of  produC' 
tion;  but  this  is  owing  to  the  fact  that  the  power  of  pro- 
ducing the  raw  material  is  much  greater,  and  is  therefore 
constantly  in  the  advance  of  the  power  of  consumption. 
A  single  fact  will  illustrate.  The  average  produce  of  la- 
borers engaged  in  the  cultivation  of  cotton  may  be  esti- 
mated at  five  bales,  or  fifteen  hundred  weight  to  the  hand. 
Supposing  the  annual  average  consumption  of  each  indi- 
vidual who  uses  cotton  cloth  to  be  five  pounds,  one  hand 
can  produce  enough  of  the  raw  material  to  clothe  three 
hundred. 

The  argument  comprehends  two  errors,  one  of  fact  and 


the  other  of  principle.  It  assumes  that  we  do  not  in  fut 
purchase  of  Great  Britain.  What  is  the  true  state  of  die 
case }  There  are  certun,  but  very  few  articles  which  it  ii 
thought  smmd  policy  requires  that  we  should  manufiicture 
at  home,  and  on  these  the  tariff  operates.  But,  with  re- 
spect  to  all  the  rest,  and  much  the  larger  number  of  nti- 
cles  of  taste,  fashion,  or  utility,  they  are  subject  to  no 
other  than  revenue  duties,  and  arc  freely  introduced.  I 
have  before  me,  from  the  treasury,  a  statement  of  oar  im- 
ports from  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  including^  ten 
years  preceding  the  last,  and  three  quarters  of  the  list 
year,  from  which  it  will  appear  that,  although  there  irc 
some  fluctuations  in  the  amount  of  the  different  yean,  the 
largest  amount  imported  in  any  one  year  has  been  since 
the  tariff  of  1824,  and  that  the  last  year's  importation, 
when  the  returns  of  the  fourth  quarter  shall  be  received, 
will  probably  be  the  greatest  in  the  whole  term  of  eleven 
years. 

Now,  if  it  be  admitted  that  there  is  a  less  amount  of  the 
protected  articles  imported  from  Great  Britain,  she  my 
be,  and  probably  is,  compensated  for  the  deficiency,  by 
the  increased  consumption  in  America  of  the  artides  of 
her  industry  not  falling  within  the  scope  of  the  policy 
of  our  protection.  The  establishroent  of  manufictures 
among  us  excites  the  creation  of  wealth,  and  this  gives 
new  powers  of  consumption,  which  are  gratified  by  the 
purchase  of  foreign  objects.  A  poor  nation  can  neverbe 
a  great  consuming  nation.  Its  poverty  will  limit  its  con- 
sumption to  bare  subsistence. 

The  erroneous  principle  which  the  argument  inchide^ 
is,  that  it  devolves  on  us  the  duty  of  taking  care  thst  Greit 
Britain  shall  be  enabled  to  purchase  from  us,  without  ex- 
acting from  Great  Britain  the  corresponding  duty.  If  it 
be  true,  on  one  side,  that  nations  are  bound  to  shape  thor 
policy  in  reference  to  the  ability  of  foreign  Powers,  it 
must  be  true  on  both  sides  of  the  Atlantic  And  this  re- 
ciprocal obligation  ought  to  be'  eifiphatically  regarded 
towards  the  nation  supplying  the  raw  material,  by  the 
manufacturing  nation,  because  the  industry  of  the  latter 
gives  four  or  five  values  to  what  had  been  produced  by 
the  industry  of  the  former. 

But,  does  Great  Britain  practise  towards  us  upon  the 
principles  which  we  are  now  required  to  observe  in  re- 
gard to  her?  The  exports  to  the  United  Kingdom,  «s ap- 
pears from  the  same  treasury  statement  just  adverted  to, 
during  eleven  years,  from  1821  to  1831,  and  exclusive  of 
the  fourth  quarter  of  the  last  year,  fall  short  of  the  amount 
of  imports  by  upwards  of  forty-six  millions  of  dollars,  and 
the  total  amount,  when  the  returns  of  that  quarter  are 
received,  will  exceed  fifty  millions  of  dollars!  It  is  sur- 
prising how  we  have  been  able  to  sustain,  for  so  long  » 
time,  a  trade  so  very  unequal.  We  must  have  been  abso- 
lutely ruined  by  it,  if  the  unfavorable  balance  had  not 
been  neutralized  by  more  profitable  commerce  with  other 
parts  of  the  world.  Of  all  nations  Great  Britain  has  the 
least  cause  to  complain  of  the  trade  between  the  two 
countries.  Our  imports  fVom  that  single  Power  are  nearly 
one-third  of  the  entire  amount  of  our  importations  from 
all  foreign  countries  together.  Great  Britain  constantly 
acts  on  the  maxim  of  buying  only  what  she  wants  and 
cannot  produce,  and  selling  to  foreign  nations  the  utmost 
amount  she  can.  In  conformity  with  this  maxim,  Ae  ex- 
cludes articles  of  prime  necessity  produced  by  us— equa^ 
ly  if  not  more  necessary  than  any  of  her  industry  which 
we  tax,  although  the  admission  of  those  articles  would 
increase  our  abdity  to  purchase  from  her,  according  to  the 
argument  of  gentlemen. 

If  we  purchased  still  leas  fiwm  Great  Britain  than  we  no, 
and  our  conditions  were  reversed,  so  that  the  value  of  her 
imports  from  tliis  country  exceeded  that  of  her  exportsto 
it,  she  would  only  then  be  compelled  to  do  what  we  hive 
so  long  done,  and  what  South  Carolina  does,  in  her  trade 
with  Kentucky — make  up  for  the  unfavorable  balance  by 
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trade  with  other  places  and  countries.  How  does  she 
now  dispose  of  the  one  hundred  and  sixty  millions  of  dol- 
lars worth  of  cotton  fabrics,  which  she  annually  sells? 
Of  that  amount  the  United  States  do  not  purchase  five  per 
cent.  What  becomes  of  the  other  ninety-five  per  cent.  ? 
Is  it  not  sold  to  other  Powers,  and  would  not  their  mar- 
kets remain  if  ours  were  totally  shut?  Would  she  not 
continue,  as  she  now  finds  it  her  interest,  to  purchase  the 
raw  material  from  us,  to  supply  those  markets?  Would 
she  be  guilty  of  the  folly  of  depriving'  herself  of  markets 
to  the  amount  of  upwards  of  $150,000,000,  because  we 
refused  her  a  market  for  some  eight  or  ten  millions? 

But  if  there  were  a  diminution  of  the  British  demand 
for  coUon,  equal  to  the  loss  of  a  market  for  the  few  Bri- 
tish &brics  which  are  within  the  scope  of  our  protective 
policy,  the  question  would  still  remain,  whether  the  cotton 
planter  is  not  amply  indemnified  by  Uie  creation  of  addi- 
tional demand  elsewhere.  With  respect  to  the  cotton 
Cver,  it  is  the  totaUiy  of  the  demand,  and  not  its  diitri- 
iem,  which  affects  his  interests.  If  any  syatemof  policy 
win  augment  the  aggregate  of  the  demand,  that  system  is 
&rorabIe  to  his  interests,  although  its  tendency  may  be  to 
vary  the  theatre  of  the  demand.  It  could  not,  for  exam- 
ple, be  injurious  to  liim,  if,  instead  of  Great  Britain  con- 
tinuing to  receive  the  entire  quantity  of  cotton  which  she 
DOW  does,  two  or  tliree  hundred  thousandbalesof  it  were 
Ukeii  to  the  other  side  of  the  cbannel.and  increased,  to  that 
extent,  the  French  demand.  It  would  be  better  for  him,  be- 
cattse  it  is  always  better  to  have  several  market*  than 
oae.  Now,  if,  instead  of  a  transfer  to  the  opposite  side  of 
tile  cbannel  of  those  two  or  thi-ee  hundred  thousand  bales, 
tiu^y  are  transported  to  the  Northern  States,  can  that  be 
iojurioua  to  the  cotton  grower?  Is  it  not  better  for  him? 
Is  it  not  better  to  have  a  market  at  home,  unaffected  by 
war  or  other  foreign  causes,  fortliat  amount  of  his  staple? 
If  the  establuihment  of  American  manufiictures,  there- 
fore, had  the  sole  cfiect  of  creating  a  new,  and  an  Ameri- 
can, demand  fur  cotton,  exactly  to  Uie  same  extent  in  which 
it  lessened  the  British  demand,  there  would  be  no  just 
cause  of  complaint  against  the  tarilT.  The  gain  in  one 
place  would  precisely  equal  the  loss  in  the  other.  But  the' 
true  state  of  the  matter  is  much  more  favorable  to  the  cot- 
ton grower.  It  is  calculated  tliat  the  cotton  manufactories 
of  the  United  States  absorb  at  least  two  hundred  thousand 
bales  of  cotton  annually.  I  believe  it  to  be  more.  The 
two  ports  of  Boston  and  Providence  alone  received,  during 
the  last  year,  near  one  hundred  and  ten  tliousand  bales. 
The  amount  is  annually  increasing.  The  raw  material  of 
that  two  hundred  thousand  bales  is  worth  six  millions,  and 
there  is  an  additional  value  conferred'by  the  manufacturer, 
of  eighteen  miUions)  it  being  generally  calculated  that,  in 
such  cotton  ^fabrics  as  we  are  in  the  habit  of  making,  the 
manufitcture  constitutes  three-fourths  of  the  value  of  the 
article.  If,  therefore,  these  twenty-foi*  milhons  worth 
of  cotton  &brics  were  not  made  in  the  United  States,  but 
were  manufactured  in  Great  ^Britain,  in  order  to  obtain 
tbea,  we  should  have  to  add  to  the  ab-eady  enormous  dis- 
proportion between  the  amount  of  our  imports  and  ex- 
ports, in  the  trade  with  Great  Britain,  the  further  sum  of 
twCBty-four  millions,  or,  deducting  the  price  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, eighteen  millions!  And  wUl  gentlemen  tell  me  how 
it  vould  be  possible  for  tliia  country  to  sustain  such  a  ruin- 
oos  trade?  From  all  that  portion  of  the  United  States 
lyii^  north  and  east  of  James  river,  and  west  of  the  moun- 
tains. Great  Britain  receives  comparatively  nothing.  How 
voald  it  be  possible  for  the  inhabitants  of  that  largest  por- 
tion of  our  territory  to  supply  themselves  with  cotton  fa- 
brics, if  they  were  brouj^t  from  EngUuid  exclusively? 
They  coold  not  do  it.  But  for  the  existence  of  the  Ame- 
rican manufitcture,  they  would  be  compelled  gfreatly  to  cur- 
tui  their  supplies,  if  not  absolutely  to  suffer  in  their  com- 
ibns.  By  its  existence  at  home,  the  circle  of  those  ex- 
chaiq^  is  created,  which  reciprocally  diffuses  among  all 
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who  are  embraced  within  it  the  productions  of  theu:  re- 
spective industry^  The  cotton  grower  sells  the  raw  ma- 
terial to  the  maaufrcturer;  b^  buys  the  iron,  the  bread,  the 
meal,  the  coal,  and  the  countless  number  of  object*  (rf'hi* 
consumption,  from  his  fellow-citizens,  and  they,  in  tuni, 
purchase  his  fabrics.  Patting  it  upon  the  ground  merely 
t)f  supplying  those  with  necessary  articles,  who  could  not 
otherwise  obtain  thero,  ought  there  to  be,  from  any  quar- 
ter, an  objection  to  the  only  system  by  which  that  object 
can  be  accomplished?  But  can  there  be  any  doubt,  with 
those  who  will  reflect,  that  the  actual  amount  of  cotton 
consumed  is  increased  by  the  home  manufacture?  The 
main  ailment  of  gentlemen  is  founded  upon  the  idea  of 
mutual  ability  resulting  from  mutual  exchanges.  7%(y 
would  furnish  an  abiUty  to  foreign  nations  by  purchasing 
from  them,  and  /,  to  our  own  people,  by  exchan^^  at 
home.  If  the  Anjerican  manufacture  were  discontinued^ 
and  that  of  England  were  to  take  its  place,  how  wouldshe 
sell  the  additional  quantity  of  twenty-tour  millions  of  cotton 
goods  which  we  now  make  ?  To  us?  That  has  been  shown 
to  be  impracticable.  To  other  foreign  nations?  She  ha* 
already  pushed  her  supplies  to  them  to  the  utmost  extent. 
The  ultimate  <onsequenco  would,  then,  be  to  diminish 
the  total  consumption  of  cotton,  to  say  nothing  now  of  thn 
reduction  of  price  that  would  take  place  bv  tbowing  into 
the  ports  of  (^eat  Britain  the  two  hundred  tliousand  bale* 
which,  no  longer  being  manufiictured  in  the  United  Stately 
would  go  thither. 

3.  That  the  import  duty  is  equivalent  to  an  export  dutjr, 
and  falls  on  the  producer  of  cotton. 

[Here  Mr.  HAYNE  exphuned,  and  said  that  he  never 
contended  that  an  import  duty  was  equivalent  to  an  ezpMt 
duty,  under  all  circumstancesi  he  had  exphaned  in  hi* 
speech  his  ideas  of  the  precise  operationof  the  existing  sys- 
tem. To  which.  Mr.  CLAY  replied  that  he  had  seen  the 
argument  so  stated  in  some  of  the  ingenious  essays  'from 
tlie  Soutli  Carolina  press,  and  would  therefore  answer  it.] 

The  framers  of  our  constitution,  by  granting  the  power 
to  Congress  to  lay  import,  and  prohibiting  that  of  lay- 
ing an  export  duty,  manifested  that  they  did  not  regard 
them  as  equivalent.  Nor  does  the  common  sense  of  roan- 
kind.  An  export  fastens  upon,  and  incorporates  itself 
with,  the  article  on  which  it  is  bud.  The  article  cannot 
escape  from  it — it  pursues  and  follows  it  wherever  the  ar- 
ticle g^oes;  and  if,  in  the  foreign  ^market,  the  supply  is 
above  or  just  equal  to  the  demand,  the  amount  of  the  ex- 
port duty  will  be  a  clear  deduction  to  the  exporter  from 
the  price  of  the  article.  But  an  import  duty  on  a  foreigpn 
article  leaves  the  exp<^er  of  the  domestic  article  free,  1st, 
to  import  specie)  2dly,  goods  which  are  free  fr<Nn  the 
protecting  dutyi  or,  3dly,  such  goods  as,  being  charge- 
able with  the  protecting  duty,  he  can  sdl  at  home,  and 
throw  the  duty  on  the  consumer. 

But  it  is  confidently  argued  that  the  import  duty  fidb 
upon  the  grower  of  cottmi;  and  the  case  ha*  been  put  in 
debate,  ami  again  and  again,  in  conversation,  of  the  South 
Carolina  planter,  who  exports  one  hundred  bales  of  cotton 
to  Liverpool,  exchanges  them  for  one  hundred  bales  of 
merchandise,  and,  when  he  brings  them  home,  being  com- 
pelled to  leave  at  the  custom-house  forty  hale*  in  the  form 
of  duties.  The  argument  ia-fQundedontheaawmption  that 
a  duty  of  forty  per  cent  amounts  to  a  lubtraction  of  forty 
from  the  hundred  bales  of  merchandise.  The  first  objec- 
tion to  it  is,  that  it  supposes  a  case  of  barter  which  never 
occurs.  If  it  be  replied  that  it,  nevertheless,  occur*  in 
the  operations  of  commerce,  the  answer  would  be,  that, 
since  the  export  of  CaroUna  cotton  is  chiefly  made  by 
New  York  or  foreign  merchants,  the  loss  stated,  if  it  reaQy 
accrued,  would  fidl  upon  them,  and  not  upon  the  planter. 
But,  to  test  the  correctness  of  the  hypotitetical  caae,  let 
us  suppose  that  the  duty^  instead  of  forty  percent.,  should 
be  one  hundred  and  fiAy,  which  is  asserted  to  be  the  duly 
in  soipe  cases.   Then,  the  planter  would  not  only  lose  the 
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whole  hundred  bales  of  merchandise  which  he  had  ^tten 
for  his  hundred  bales  of  cotton,  but  he  would  have  to  pur- 
chase, with  other  means,  an  additional  fifty  bales,  in  order 
to  enable  him  to  pay  the  duties  accruing  on  the  proceeds 
of  the  cotton.  Another  answer  is,  that  if  the  producer 
of  cotton  in  America,  exchanged  against  English  fiibrics, 
pays  the  duty,  the  producer  of  those  fabrics  also  pays  it, 
and  then  it  is  twice  paid.  Such  must  be  the  consequence, 
unless  the  principle  is  true  on  one  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
and  false  on  the  other.  The  true  answer  is,  that  the  ex- 
porter of  an  article,  if  he  invests  its  proceeds  in  a  foi^ign 
market,  takes  care  to  make  the  investment  in  such  mer- 
chandise as,  when  brought  home,  he  can  sell  with  a  fair 
profit;  and,  consequenuy,  the  consumer  would  pay  the 
original'  cost  and  charges  and  profit. 

3.  The  next  objection  to  the  American  system  is,  that 
it  subjects  South  Carolina  to  the  payment  of  an  undue 

Jtroportion  of  the  public  revenue.  The  basis  of  this  ob- 
ection  is  the  assumption,  shown  to  have  been  erroneous, 
that  the  producer  of  the  exports  from  this  country  pays 
the  duty  on  its  imports,  instead  of  the  consumer  of  those 
imports.  The  amount  which  South  Carolina  really  con- 
tributes to  the  public  revenue,  no  more  than  that  of  any 
other  State,  can  be  precisely  ascertained.  It  depends 
upon  her  consumption  of  articles  paying  duties,  and  we 
may  make  an  approximation  sufficient  for  all  practical  pur- 
poses. Tlie  cotton  planters  of  the  valley  of  the  Missis- 
sippi, with  which  I  am  acquainted,  generally  expend  about 
one-third  of  iheir  income  in  the  support  of  their  families 
and  plantations.  On  this  subject,  I  hold  in  my  hands  a 
statement  from  a  friend  of  mine,  of  great  accuracy,  and  a 
member  of  the  Senate.  According  to  this  statement,  in 
a  crop  of  ten  thousand  dollars,  the  expenses  may  fluctuate 
between  two  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars  and  three 
thousand  two  hundred  dollars.  Of  this  sum,  about  one- 
fourth,  from  seven  to  eight  hundred  dollars,  may  be  laid 
out  in  articles  paying  the  protecting,  duty;  the  residue  is 
disbursed  for  provisions,  mules,  horses,  oxen,  wag^s  of 
overseer,  &c.  Estimating  the  exports  of  South  Carolina 
at  eight  millions,  one-third  is  two  million  'six  hundred  and 
fizty-six  thousand  six  hundred  and  sixty-six  dollars;  of 
which,  one-fourth  will  be  six  hundred  and  sixty-six  thousand 
nx  hundred  and  sixty-»x  and  two-thirds  dollars.  Now, 
supposing  the  protecting  doty  to  be  fifty  per  cent.,  and 
that  it  all  enters  into  the  price  of  the  article,  the  amount 
paid  by  South  Carolina  would  only  be  three  hundred  and 
thirty-three  thousand  three  hundred  and  thirty-three  and 
one-third  doUars.  But  the  total  revenue  of  the  United 
States  may  be  stated  at  twenty-five  millions,  of  which,  the 
proportion  of  South  Carolina,  whatever  standard,  whether 
of  wealth  or  population,  be  adopted,  wotild  be  about  one 
million.  Of  course,  on  this  view  of  the  subject,  she  actually 
pays  only  about  one-third  of  her  fair  and  legitimate  share. 
I  repeat,  that  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the  habitu 
of  actual  expenditure  in  Soutli  Carolina;  they  may  be 
greater  than  I  have  stated,  in  respect  to  other  parts  of  the 
cotton  country,  but,  if  they  are,  that  fact  does  not  arise 
from  any  defect  in  the  system  of  public  policy. 

4.  An  abandonment  of  the  American  system,  it  is 
urged,  would  lead  to  an  addition  to  our  exports  of  one 
hundred  and  fif^y  millions  of  doUars.  The  amoutit  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty  millions  of  cotton,  in  the  raw  state, 
would  produce  four  hundred  and  fifty  millions  in  the  ma- 
nufactured state,  supposing  no  greater  measure  of  value 
to  be  communicated,  in  the  manufactiu-ed  form,  than  that 
which  our  industry  imparts.  Now,  sir,  where  would 
markets  be  found  for  this  vast  addition  to  the  supply? 
Not  in  the  United  States,  certainly,  nor  in  any  other 
quarter  of  the  globe,  England  having  already  every  where 
pressed  her  cotton  manufactures  to  the  utmost  point  of 
repletion.  We  must  look  out  for  new  worlds,  seek  for 
new  and  unknown  races  of  mortal!!,  to  consume  thik  im 
mcnse  increase  of  cotton  fabrics. 


[Mr.  H  AYNE  said  that  he  did  not  mean  that  the  increise 
of  one  hundred  and  fifty  millions  to  the  amount  of  our 
export-!,  would  be  of  cotton  alone,  but  of  other  articles.] 

Wliat  other  artidet}  Agricultural  produce— breid 
stuffs — beef  and  pork?  &c.  Where  shall  we  find  niarkets 
for  them?  Whither  shall  we  go'  To  what  country,  wliose 
ports  are  not  hermetically  sealed  against  their  adiriasion? 
Break  down  the  home  market,  and  you  are  without  re- 
source. Destroy  all  other  interests  in  the  country,  for 
the  imaginary  purpose  of  advancing  the  cotton-phntiiig 
interest,  and  you  inflict  a  positive  injury,  without  tbe 
smallest  practical  benefit  to  the  cotton  planter.  CouM 
Charleston,  or  the  whole  South,  when  all  other  niirkcts 
are  prostrated,  or  shut  against  the  reception  of  the  sarplui 
of  our  farmers,  receive  that  surplus?  Would  they  buy 
more  than  they  might  want  for  their  own  consnmption' 
Could  they  find  markets  which  other  parts  of  the  Union 
conld  not?  Would  gentlemen  force  the  freemen  of  iH, 
north  of  James  river,  east  and  west,  like  tbe  misen- 
ble  slave,  on  the  Sabbath  day,  to  repair  to  Charleston, 
with  a  turkey  under  his  arm,  or  a  pack  upon  his  barl:, 
and  beg  the  clerk  of  some  English  or  Scotch  merchmt, 
living  in  his  gorgeous  palace,  or  rolling  in  his  splendid 
coach  in  the  streets,  to  exchange  his  "trueV  for  a  bit  of 
flannel  to  cover  his  naked  wife  and  children!  No!  I  im 
sure  that  I  do  no  more  than  justice  to  their  hearts,  when 
I  believe  that  they  would  reject  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
inevitable  effects  of  their  policy. 

5.  But  it  is  contended,  m  the  last  place,  that  the  South 
cannot,  from  physical  and  other  causes,  engage  in  tbe 
manufacturing  arts.  I  deny  the  premises,  and  1  deny  the 
conclusion.  I  deny  the  fact  of  inability,  and,  if  it  existed, 
I  deny  the  conclusion  that  we  must,  therefore,  bre»lt 
down  our  manufactures,  and  nourish  those  of  foreign 
countries.  The  South  possesses,  in  an  extraordinary  de- 
pee,  two  of  the  most  important  elements  of  manu&ctnr- 
ing  industry— water  power  and  labor.  The  former  jiw 
to  our  whole  country  a  most  decided  advantage  over  Grtit 
Britain.  But  a  single  experiment,  stated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  in  which  a  faithless  slave  put 
the  torch  to  a  manufacturing  establishment,  has  discourag- 
ed similar  enterprises.  We  have,  in  Kentucky,  the  simt 
description  of  population,  and  we  employ  them,  and  almost 
exclusively  employ  them,  in  many  of  our  hemp  manufic- 
torids.  A  neighbor  of  mine,  one  of  our  most  <^lent  «A 
respsctabte  citizens,  has  had  one,  two,  if  not  three,  m*- 
nufactories  burnt  by  incendiaries;  but  he  persevered,  »nd 
his  perseverance  has  been  rewarded  with  wealth.  We 
found  that  it  was  less  expensive  to  keep  n%ht  watches, thui 
to  pay  premiums  for  insurance,  and  we  employed  them. 

Let  it  be  supposed,  however,  that  the  SoHtli  cannot 
manufacture;  must  those  parts  of  the  Union  whicb  am, 
be  therefore  prevented?  Mu»t  we  support  those  offereigs 
co\mtrie8?  I  am  sure  that  injustice  would  be  done  to  the 
gciierous  and  patriotic  nature  of  South  Carolina,  if  it  were 
believed  that  she  envied  or  repined  at  the  success  of  other 
portions  of  the  Union  in  branches  of  industry  to  which  she 
nrtight  happen  not  to  be  adapted.  Throughotit  her  whole 
career  she  has  been  Uberal,  national,  high-minded. 

The  friends  of  the  American  system  have  been  remind- 
ed, by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Marjiand,  [Mr. 
Smith,]  that  they  are  the  majority,  and  h«  has  admonished 
them  to  exercise  their  power  in  moderation.  The  majorit) 
ought  never  to  trample  itpon  the  feelings,  or  violate  the 
just  rights  of  the  minority.  They  ought  never  to  triumph 
over  the  fallen,  nor  to  make  any  but  a  temperate  and 
equitable  use  of  their  power.  But  these  counsels  come 
with  an  ill  grace  fi-om  the  gentleman  from  Maryland.  He, 
too.  Is  a  member  of  a  majority — a  political  majority.  And 
how  has  the  administration  of  that  majority  exercised  their 
power  in  this  country?  Recall  to  your  recollection  tbe 
4th  of  March,  1829,  when  tbe  lank,  lean,  famished  forms 
from  fen  and  forest,  and  tbe  four  quarters  of  tbe  Union, 
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githered  together  in  the  luttts  of  patronage,  or  stealing, 
brerening's  twilight,  into  the  apartments  of  the  Preai- 
(knt't  Bunsion,  cried  out,  with  ghastly  faces,  ami  in 
lepulchral  tones.  Give  us.  bread!  Give  us  treasiuy  pap! 
Girc  us  our  reward!  Enriand's  bard  was  mistaken;  ghosts 
vill  sometimes  come,  called  or  uncalled.  Go  to  the  fami- 
lies vho  were  driren  from  the  employments  on  which 
they  were  dependent  for  subsistence,  in  consequence  of 
tbeir  exercise  of  the  dearest  right  of  freemen.  Go  to 
molhen,  whilst  hugging  to  their  bosoms  their  starving 
eiiildren.  Go  to  lUthers,  who,  aAer  being  disqualified,  by 
loag  public  service,  for  any  other  business,  were  stripped 
of  meir  humble  places,  and  then  sought,  by  the  minions  of 
titfbarity,  to  be  stripped  of  all  that  was  led  them— their 
Koodwues — and  ask,  what  mercy  was  shown  to  them!  As 
tot  inyRlf,  bom  in  the  midst  of  the  revolution,  the  first 
sir  tkt  t  ever  breathed  on  my  native  soil  of  Virginia  hav- 
ing been  that  of  liberty  and  independence,  I  never  ex- 
pected justice  nor  desired  mercy  at  their  hands;  and 
tcurn  the  wrath,  and  defy  the  oppression  of  power! 

1  regret,  Mr.  President,  that  one  topic  has,  I  think  un- 
aetcsnrily,  been  introduced  into  this  debate.  I  allude  to 
the  charge  brought  against  the  manufacturing  system,  as 
bxxing  the  growth  of  aristocracy.  If  it  were  true,  would 
{entlemen  prefer  supporting  foragn  accumulations  of 
vetltli,  by  that  description  of  industry,  rather  than  tbeir 
•*■  country'  But  is  it  correct?  The  joint  stock  com- 
pmies  of  the  North,  as  I  understand  them,  are  nothing 
■ore  than  associations,  sometimes  of  hundreds,  by  means 
i  which  the  small  earnings  of  many  are  brought  into  a 
aoooQ  stock;  and  the  associates,  obtaining  corporate 
puTileges,  are  enabled  to  prosecute,  under  one  superin- 
irading  head,  their  business  to  better  advantage.  Nothing 
CM  be  more  essentially  democratic,  or  better  devised  to 
eosnterpoise  the  influence  of  individiul  wealth.  In  Ken- 
lucky,  almost  eveiy  manufactory  known  to  me  is  in  the 
basdi  of  enterprising  self^nade  men,  who  liavc  acquired 
viiatever  wealth  the^  possess  by  patient  and  diligent  labor. 
Comparisons  are  odious,  and,  but  in  defence,  would  not 
^  0^  by  me.  But  is  there  more  tendency  to  aristo- 
tneyiB  a  manufactoiy,  supporting  hundreds  of  freemen, 
or  in  1  cotton  plantation,  with  its  not  less  numerous  slaves, 
"SJliiiiing,  perhaps,  only  two  white  fiimilies — that  of  the 
muter  and  the  overseer? 

I  pai,  with  pleasure,  from  this  disagreeable  topic  to 
tngeneralpropositions  which  cover  the  entire  ground 
ofd^te.  The  first  is,  that,  under  the  operation  of  the 
Anierican  qrstem,  the  objects  which  it  protects  and  fosters 
ne  brsurht  to  the  consumer  at  cheaper  pikes  than  they 
anKMnded  prior  to  its  introduction,  or  Uian  they  would 
nnuDtnd  if  it  did  not  exist.  If  that  be  true,  ought  not 
the  country  to  be  contented  and  satisfied  with  the  system, 
mloo  the  second  proposition,  which  I  mean  presently 
«1»  to  consider,  is  unfounded?  And  that  is,  that  the  teii- 
^«cf  of  the  system  is  to  sustain,  and  that  it  has  upheld, 
»e  prices  of  all  our  agricultural  and  other  produce,  in- 
""^eottoB. 

.And  b  the  &ct  not  indisputable,  that  all  essential  objects 
Jfo'twiBptioB,  affected  by  the  tariff,  are  cheaper  and 
°'fer>  «nee  the  act  of  1834,  than  they  were  for  several 
'""pnoe  to  that  Uw?  I  appeal,  for  iu  truth,  to  com- 
*«  wserration  and  to  all  practical  men.  I  appeal  to 
w  bnnerof  the  country,  whether  he  does  not  purchase, 
w  l>etter  terms,  his  iron,  salt,  brown  sugar,  cotton  goods, 
"«  vooHens,  for  his  Uboring  people.  And  I  ask  the 
""•"'I  planter  if  he  has  not  been  better  and  more  cheaply 
"W|TOi  with  bis  cotton  bagging.  In  regard  to  this  latter 
^"^  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  was  mistaken 
™«PP0Bng  that  I  compUined  that,  under  the  existmg 
"jy.  the  Kentucky  manufacturer  could  not  compete  with 
^  Scotch.  The  Kentuckian  furnishes  a  more  substan- 
nuT  *  '^P""  article,  and  at  a  more  uniform  and  re- 
s™  price.    But  it  was  the  frauds,  th«TiaUtioiis  of  l»v,l 


of  which  I  did  complain;  not  smuggling,  in  the  common 
sense  of  that  practice,  wlkich  has  something  bold,  daring, 
and  enterprising  in  it,  but  mean,  barefaced  cheating  by 
fraudulent  invoices  and  false  denomination. 
_  I  plant  myself  upon  this  FACT  of  cheapness  and  supe- 
riority, as  upon  impregnable  ground.     Gentlemen  may 
tax  tlieir  ingenuity,  and  produce  a  thousand  speculative 
solutions  of  the  fact,  but  tlie  fact  itself  will  remain  undis- 
turbed.    Let  us  look  into  some  particulars.     The  total 
consumption  of  bar  iron  in  the  United  States  is  supposed 
to  be  about  one  bundi-ed  and  furty-six  tliousand  tons,  of 
which  one  hundred  and  twelve  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-six  tons  are  made  witliin  the  country,  and  the 
residue  imported.     The  number  of  men  employed  in  the 
manufacture  is  estimated  at  twenty-nine  thousand  two 
hundred  and  fifty-four,  and  the  total  number  of  persons 
subsisted  by  it  at  one  hundred  and   forty^six  thousand 
two  hundred  and  seventy-three.     The  measure  of  protec- 
tion extended  to  this  necessary  article  was  never  fully 
adequate  until  tlie  passage  of  the  act  of  1838;  and  what 
has  been  the  consequence?     The  annual  increase    of 
quantity,  since  that  period,  has  been  in  a  ratio  of  near 
twenty-five  per  cent,  and  the  wbolenle  price  of  bar 
iron  in  the  Northern  cities  was,  in  1838,  one  hundred 
and  fire  dollars  per  ton;  in  1839,  one  hundred  dcdlarst 
in  1830,    ninety  dollars;   and  in  1831,  from  eighty-five 
to  seventy-five  dollars — constantly  diminidiing.     We  im- 
port very  little  English  iron,  and  that  which  we  do  is 
very  inferior,  and  only  adapted  to  a  few  purposes.     In 
insututiiig  a  comparison  between  that  inferior  article  and 
our  superior  iron,  subjects,  entirely  different,  are  com- 
pared.    They  are  made  by  different  procebses.  The  £ng> 
lish  cannot  make  iron  of  equal  quality  to  ours,  at  a  less 
price  than  we  do.     They  have  three  classes,  best-best, 
and  best,  and  ordinary.    It  is  the  latter  which  is  imported. 
Of  the  whole  amount  imported,  there  is  only  about  four 
thousand  tons  of  foreign  iron  that  pays  the  high  duty; 
the  residue  paving  only  a  duty  of  about  thirty  per  cent, 
estimated  on  the  prices  of  the  importation  of*^  1839.    Our 
iron  ore  is  superior  to  that  of  Great  Britain,  yielding  often 
from  sixty  to  eighty  per  cent.,  wliilst  theirs  produces  onljr 
about  twenty-five.     This  fact  is  so  well  known,  that  I 
have  heard  of  recent  exportatlons  of  iron  ore  to  England. 
It  has  been  alleged  that  bar  iron,  being  a  raw  material, 
ought  to  be  admitted  free,  or  with  low  duties,  for  the  sake 
of  the  manufacturers  themselves.     But  I  take  this  to  be 
the  true  principle,  that,  if  our  country  is  producing  a  raw 
material  of  prime  necessity,  and,  with  reasonable  protec- 
tion, can  produce  it  in  sufficient  quantity  to  supply  our 
wants,  that  raw  material  ought  to  be  protected,  although 
it  may  be  proper  to  protect  the  article  also  out  of  which 
it  is  manufactured.     The  tailor  will  ask  protection  for 
himself,  but  wishes  it  denied  to  the  grower  of  wool  and 
the  manufacturer  of  broadcloth.     The  cotton  planter  en- 
joys protection  for  the  raw  material,  but  does  not  deare 
it  to  be  extended  to  the  cotton  manu&cturer.     The  ship- 
builder will  ask  protection  for  navigation,  but  does  not 
wish  it  extended  to  the  essential  articles  which  enter  into 
the  construction  of  his  ship.     Each,  in  his  proper  voca- 
tion, solicits  protection,  but  would  have  it  denied  to  all 
other  interests  which  are  supposed  to  come  into  collision 
with  his.     Now,  the  duty  of  Uie  statesman  is,  to  elevate 
himself  above  these  petty  conflicts;  calmly  to  survey  all 
the  various  interests,  and  deliberately  to  proportion  the 
measure  of  protection  to  each,  according  to  its  nature 
and  to  the  general  wants  of  society.     It  is  quite  possible 
that,  in  the  deg^e  of  protection  which  has  been  afforded 
to  the  various  workers  in  iron,  there  may  be  some  error 
committed,  although  I  have  lately  read  an  argument  of 
much  ability,  proving  that  no  injustice  has  really  been 
done  to  them.    If  there  be,  it  ought  to  be  remedied. 

The  next  article  to  which  I  would  call  the  attention  of 
the  Semte,  is  tbat  of  cotton  ^rics.    The  raccess  of  our 
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manalkcture  of  coarse  cottons  is  generally  admitted.  It 
is  demonstrated  by  the  fact  that  they  meet  the  cotton 
fabrics  of  other  countries  in  foreign  markets,  and  main- 
tain a  successful  competition  with  them.  There  has  been 
a  gradual  increase  of  the  export  of  this  article,  which  is 
sent  to  Mexico  and  the  South  American  republics,  to  the 
Mediterranean,  and  even  to  Asia.  The  remarkable  fact 
was  lately  commQnicated  to  me,  that  the  mme  individual 
who,  twenty-five  years  ago,  was  engaged  in  the  importa- 
tion of  cotton  cloth  from  Asia,  for  American  consumption, 
is  now  engaged  in  tlie  exportation  of  coarse  American 
cottons  to  Asia,  for  Asiatic  consumption!  And  my  honor- 
able friend  from  Hassachiisetts,  now  in  my  eye,  [Mr. 
SlMBEX,]  informed  me  that,  on  his  departure  from  home, 
among  the  last  orders  which  he  gave,  one  was  for  the  ex- 
portation of  coarse  cottons  to  Sumatra,  in  the  vicinity  of 
Calcutta!  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  statement,  derived  from  the 
most  authentic  source,  showing  that  the  identical  descrip- 
tion of  cotton  cloth,  which  sold,  in  1817,  at  twenty-nine  cents 
per  yard,  was  sold,  in  1 81 9,  at  twenty-one  cents';  in  1 821 ,  at 
nineteen  and  a  half  cents;  in  1 833,  at  seventeen  cents;  and 
in  1825,  at  fourteen  and  a  half  cents;  in  1827,  at  thirteen 
cents;  in  1829,  at  nine  cents;  in  1830,  at  nine  and  a  half 
cents;  and  in  1831,atfTomtenandahalftoeleven.  Suchis 
the  wonderful  effect  of  protection,  competition,  and  im^ 
provement  in  skill,  combined!  The  year  1829  was  one  of 
some  suffering  to  this  branch  of  industry,  probably  owing 
to  the  principle  of  competition  being  pushed  too  far;  and 
hence  we  observe  a  small  rise  in  the  article  the  next  two 
years.  The  introduction  of  calico  printing  into  the  Unit- 
ed States  constitutes  an  important  era  in  our  manufactur- 
ing industry.  It  commenced  about  the  year  1825,  and 
has  since  made  such  astonishing  advances,  that  the  whole 
quantity  now  annually  printed  is  but  little  short  of  forty 
millions  of  yards — about  two-thirds  of  our  whole  con- 
sumption. It  is  a  beautiful  manufacture,  combining  great 
mechanical  skill  with  scientific  discoveries  in  chemistry. 
The  engraved  cylinders  for  making  the  impression  re- 
quire much  taste,  and  put  in  requisition  the  genius  of  the 
fine  arts  of  design  and  engraving.  Are  the  fine  gleeful 
forms  of  our  ^r  countrywomen  less  lovely  when  envelop- 
ed in  tlie  chintzes  and  calicoes  produced  by  native  indus- 
try, than  when  clothed  in  the  tinsel  of  foreign  drapery? 

Gentlemen  are,  no  doubt,  surprised  at  these  fiicts. 
They  should  not  underrate  the  energies,  the  enterprise, 
and  the  skill  of  our  fellow-citizens.  I  have  no  doubt 
they  are  every  way  competent  to  accomplish  whatever 
can  be  effected  by«ny  other  people,  if  encouraged  and 
protected  by  the  fostering  care  of  our  own  Government. 
Will  gentlemen  believe  the  fact,  which  1  am  authorized 
now  to  state,  that  the  United  States,  at  this  time,  manu- 
facture one  half  the  quantity  of  cotton  which  Great  Bri- 
tain did  in  1816!  We  possess  three  great  advantages 
First.  The  raw  material.  Second.  Water  power  instead 
of  that  of  steam,  generally  used  in  England.  And  third. 
The  cheaper  labor  of  females.  In  England,  nules  spin 
with  the  mule,  and  weave;  in  this  country,  women  and 
girts  spin  with  the  throstle,  and  superintend  the  power 
worn.  And  can  there  be  any  employment  more  appro- 
priate? Who  has  not  been  delighted  with  contemplating 
the  clock-work  regularity  of  a  large  cotton  manufactory' 
I  have  ol\en  visited  them,  at  Cincinnati  and  other  places, 
and  always  with  increased  admiration.  The  women,  sepa- 
rated f^om  the  other  sex,  work  in  apartments,  large,  airy, 
well  warmed,  and  spacious.  Neatly  dressed,  with  ruddy 
complenons,  and  happy  countenances,  they  watch  the 
work  befbre  them,  mend  the  broken  threads,  and  re- 
place the  exhausted  balls  or  broaches.  At  stated  hours 
they  are  called  to  their  meals>  nd  go  and  return  with  light 
and  cheerful  step.  At  night  they  separate,  and  repair  to 
their  respective  houses,  under  the  care  of  a  mother, 
guardian,  or  friend.  "  Six  days  shalt  thou  labor  and  do 
all  that  Ihou  hast  to  do,  but  the  seventh  day  b  the  Sabbath 


of  the  Lord  thy  God."  Accordingly,  we  behold  then, 
on  that  sacred  day,  assembled  together  in  His  temples, 
and,  in  devotional  attitudes  and  with  pious  countenances, 
offering  their  prayers  to  Heaven  for  all  its  blessings,  of 
which  it  is  not  the  least  that  a  mtem  of  policy  has  been 
adopted  by  their  country,  which  admits  of  their  obtain- 
ing comfortable  subsistence.  Manu&ctores  have  brougtit 
Into  profitable  employment  a  vast  amount  of  female  labor, 
which,  without  them,  would  be  lost  to  the  country-. 

In  respect  to  woollens,  every  gentleman's  own  obsem- 
tion  and  experience  will  enable  him  to  judge  of  the  greit 
reduction  of  price  which  has  taken  place  in  most  of  these 
articles  since  the  tariff  of  1824.  It  would  have  been  stiU 
greater,  but  for  the  higli  duty  on  the  raw  material  imposed 
for  the  particular  benefit  of  the  farming  interest.  But,  with- 
out going  into  particular  details,  1  shall  limit  myself  to  in- 
viting the  attention  of  tlie  Senate  to  k  single  article  of  gene- 
i-al  and  necessary  use.  The  protection  ^ven  to  flannels 
in  1828  was  fully  adequate.  It  has  enabled  the  American 
manufiwturer  to  obtain  complete  possession  of  the  Ameri- 
can market;  and  now  let  us  look  at  the  effect.  I  bare 
before  me  a  statement  from  a  highly  respectable  mercsn-  ^ 
tile  house,  showing  the  price  of  four  descriptions  of  flan- 
nel, during  six  years.  The  average  price  of  them,  in 
1826,  was  tliirty-eight  and  three-quarter  cents;  in  1827, 
thirty-eight;  in  1828,  (the  year  of  the  tariff, J  forty-sii;  in 
1829,  thirty-six;  in  1830,  (notwithstanding  the  advance  in 
the  price  of  wool;)  thirty-two;  and  in  1831,  thirty-two 
and  one-quarter.  These  facts  require  no  comments.  I 
have  before  me  another  statement,  of  a  practical  and  re- 
spectable man,  well  versed  in  the  flannel  manufacture  in 
America  and  England,  demonstrating  that  the  cost  of 
manufacture  is  precisely  the  same  in  both  countries;  uxl 
that,  although  a  yard  of  flannel,  which  would  sell  in  Eng- 
land at  fifteen  cents,  would  command  here  twenty-two,  the 
difference  of  seven  cents  is  the  exact  difference  between 
the  cost  in  the  two  countries  of  the  six  ounces  of  wool  con- 
tained in  a  yard  of  flannel. 

Brown  sugar,  during  ten  years,  from  1792  to  1802,  witha 
duty  of  one  and  a  half  cents  per  pound,  averaged  fourteen 
cents  per  pound.  The  same  article,  during  ten  years,  from 
1820  to  1830,  witli  a  duty  of  three  cents,  has  avenged 
only  eight  cents  per  pound.  Nails,  with  a  duty  of  five 
cents  per  pound,  are  selling  at  six  cents.  Window  gl«% 
eight  by  ten,  prior  to  the  tariff  of  1824,  sold  at  twelve  or 
thirteen  dollars  per  hundred  feet;  it  now  sells  for  three 
dollars  and  seventy-five  cents. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  sensible  of  the  in- 
contestable fact  of  the  very  great  reduction  in  the  pnces 
of  the  necessaries  of  life,  protected  by  the  American  sys- 
tem, has  felt  the  full  force  of  it,  and  has  presented  various 
explanations  of  the  causes  to  which  he  ascribes  it.  Tl" 
first  is  the  diminished  production  of  the  precious  metob. 
in  consequence  of  the  distressed  state  of  the  countries  m 
which  they  are  extracted,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
their  value  relative  to  that  of  the  commodities  for  whie'' 
they  are  exchanged.  But  if  this  be  the  true  cause  of  the 
reduction  of  price,  its  operation  ought  to  have  been  gene-, 
ral  on  all  objects,  and  of  course  upon  cotton  among  'he 
rest.  And,  in  point  of  fiict,  the  dhninished  price  of  that 
staple  is  not  greater  than  the  diminution  of  the  vslue  or 
other  staples  of  our  agriculture.  Flour,  which  comnisna- 
ed,  some  years  ago,  ten  or  twelve  dollars  per  barrel,  w 
now  sold  for  five.  The  fall  of  tobacco  has  been  still  more- 
The  Kitefoot  of  Maryland,  which  sold  at  from  oiteeti  to 
twenty  dollars  per  hundred,  now  produces  only  fo"'  •"' 
five.  That  of  Virginia  has  sustained  an  equal  dechne. 
Beef,  pork,  every  article,  almost,  produced  by  the  farmer, 
has  decreased  in  value.  Ought  not  South  Carolina  then 
to  submit  quietly  to  a  state  of  things  which  is  general,  >no 
proceeds  from  an  uncontrollable  cause  ?  Onglit  she  to  «■ 
cribe  to  the  "  accursed"  tariff  what  results  from  the  c»i>l™- 
ties  of  civil  and  foreign  war,  raging  in  many  countriM 
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But,  nr,  I  do  not  Mibacribe  to  this  doctrine  implicitly. 
1  do  not  believe  that  tlie  diminished  production  of  the  pre- 
cious metals,  if  that  be  the  fikct,  satisfactorily  accounts  for 
the  bll  in  prices.  For  I  think  that  the  augmentation  of 
tbe  currency  of  the  world,  by  means  of  banks,  public 
doclu,  and  other  facilities  arising  out  of  exchange  and  cre- 
dit, has  more  than  supplied  any  deficiency  in  tfi^  amount 
of  the  precious  metals. 

It  is  fintber  urged  tliat  the  restomtion  of  peace  in  Eu- 
rope, tiux  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  and  the  consequent 
letum  to  peaceful  pursuits  of  large  masses  of  its  popula- 
tion, by  jreatly  increasing  the  aggregate  amount  of  etfect- 
ire  labor,  bad  a  tendency  to  lower  prices;  and  undoubt- 
edhr  aich  ought  to  hare  been  its  natural  tendency.  I'he 
sane  cause,  bovever,  must  also  have  operated  to  reduce 
the  price  of  our  agricultiu^l  produce,  for  which  there  was 
Boioager  the  same  demand  in  peace  as  in  war — and  it  did 
joopetate.  But  its  influence  on  the  price  of  the  manufkc- 
tured  articles,  between  the  general  peace  of  Europe  in 
1815,  and  the  adoption  of  our  tariff  in  1824,  was  less  sen- 
sibly felt,  because  perhaps  a  much  larger  portion  of  the 
labor,  liberated  by  the  disbandment  of  armies,  was  ab- 
ntbed  by  manuiactures  than  by  agriculture.  It  is  also 
cootended  that  the  invention  and  improvement  of  labor- 
lanng  machinery  have  tended  to  lessen  the  prices  of  manu- 
bctuied  objects  of  consumption;  and  undoubtedly  this 
aiuc  has  had  some  effect.  Ought  not  America  to  con- 
tribute her  quota  of  this  cause,  and  has  she  not,  by  her 
iklll  and  extraordinary  adaptation  to  the  arts,  in  truth, 
Urgely  contributed  to  it? 

This  brings  me  to  consider  what  I  apprehend  to  have 
been  the  most  efficient  of  all  tlie  causes  in  the  reduction 
of  tiie  prices  of  manufactured  articles;  and  that  is,  CoxpX' 
nnos.    By  competition,  the  total  amount  of  the  supply 
a  increased,  and  by  increa.'te  of  the  supply  a  competi- 
tioii  in  the  sale  ensues,  and  this  enables  the  consumer 
10  buy  at  lower  rates.    Of  all  human  powers  operating 
on  the  afliurs  of  mankind,  none  is  greater  than  that  of 
competition.     It  is  action  andreaction.    It  operates  be- 
tween individuals  in  the  same  nation,  and  between  differ- 
ei*  nations,    ft  resembles  the  meeting  of  the  mountain 
"Trent,  grooving,  by  its  precipitous  motion,  its  own  chan 
nel,  and  ocean's  tide.     Unopposed,  it  sweeps  every  thing 
before  it;  but,  counterpoised,  the  waters  become  calm, 
nf«,  and  regular.     It  is  like  the  segments  of  a  circle  or  an 
arch;  taken  separately,  each  is  nothing;  but,  in  their  com- 
bination, they  produce  eflficicncy,  symnjetry,  and  perfcc- 
"•"■    By  the  American  system  this  vast  power  has  been 
eicited  in  America,  and  brought  into  being  to  act  in  co- 
op«t»tion  or  collision  with  European  industry.     Europe 
>rts  within  itself,  and  with  America;  and  America  acts 
Whin  itself,  and  with  Europe.     The  consequence  'A  the 
reduction  of  prices  in  both  hemispheres.     Nor  is  it  fiiir  to 
"pie,  from  the  reduction  of  prices  in  Europe,  to  her  own 
Ptewmedskillandlabor,  exclusively.  We  affect  her  prices, 
'ndihe  affects  ours.     This  must  always  be  the  case,  at 
"Mtin  reference  to  any  articles  as  to  which  there  is  not  a 
•ptilnonsntercourse;  and  if  our  industry,  by  diminishing 
ue  demand  for  her  supplies,  should  produce  a  diminution 
u  the  price  of  those  supplies,  it  would  be  veiy  unfair  to  as- 
cribe that  reduction  to  her  ingenuity,  instead  of  placing  it 
•»  the  credit  of  our  own  skill  and  excited  industry. 

Practical  men  understand  very  well  this  state  of  the 
'^t  ThetUer  they  do  or  do  n<>t  comprehend  the  causes 
•nicli  produce  it.  I  havfe  in  my  possession  a  letter  from 
>  respectable  merchant,  well  known  to  me,  in  which  he 
s^ after  complaining  of  tlic  operation  of  the  tariff  of 
•wSonthe  articles  to  which  it  applies,  some  of  which  he 
jad  iraported,  and  that  his  purcha.ses  having  been  made 
t"  England  before  the  passage  of  that  tariff  was  known, 
|t  produced  such  an  eflTect  upon  the  English  market,  that 
fte  articles  could  not  be  re-sold  without  loss;  he  adds: 
"for  mUy  it  appear?  that,  when  additional  duties  are  laid 


upon  an  article,  it  then  becomes  Imeer  instead  of  higtur." 
This  could  not  probably  happen  where  the  supply  of  the 
foreign  article  did  not  exceed  the  home  demand,  unless 
upon  the  supposition  of  the  increased  duty  having  exdttd 
or  atimuiaUd  the  measure  of  the  home  production. 

The  great  law  of  price  is  determined  by  supply  and  de- 
mand. Whatever  affects  either,  affects  the  price.  If  the 
supply  is  increased,  the  demand  remaining  the  same,  the 
price  declines;  if  the  demand  is  increased,  the  supply  re- 
maining the  same,  the  price  advances;  if  both  supply  and 
demand  are  undiminished,  the  price  is  stationary,  and  the 
price  is  influenced  exactly  in  proportion  to  the  degree 
of  disturbance  to  the  demand  or  supply.  It  is  there- 
fore a  great  error  to  suppose  that  an  existing  or  new  duty 
neeaiarily  becomes  a  component  element,  to  its  exact 
amount,  of  price.  If  the  proportions  of  demand  and  sup- 
ply are  varied  by  the  duty,  either  in  augmenting  the  sup- 
ply, oi-  dinginiihing  the  demand,  or  vice  versa,  price  is 
aftected,  to  the  extent  of  that  variation.  But  the  duty 
never  becomes  an  integral  part  of  the  price,  except  in  the 
instances  where  the  demand  and  the  supply  remain,  after 
the  duty  is  imposed,  precisely  what  they  were  before,  or 
the  demand  is  increased,  and  the'supply  remains  stationary. 

Competition,  therefore,  wherever  existing,  whether  at 
home  or  abroad,  is  the  parent  cause  of  cheapness.  If  a 
high  duty  excites  production  at  home,  and  the  quantity 
of  the  domestic  article  exceeds  the  amount  which  had 
been  previously  imported,  the  "price  will  fall.  This  ac- 
counts for  an  extraordinary  fact  stated  by  a  Senator  from 
Missouri.  Three  cents  were  laid  as  a  duty  upon  a  pound 
of  lead,  by  the  act  of  1828.  The  price  at  Galena  and 
the  other  lead  mines  afterwards  fell  to  one  and  a  half 
cents  per  pound.  Now  it  is  obvious  that  the  duty  ^d 
not,  in  this  case,  enter  into  the  price:  for  it  was  twice  the 
amount  oftiie  price.  What  produced  the  fall?  It  wassft- 
rrmlated  production  at  home,  exerted  by  the  temptation 
of  the  exclusive  possession  of  the  home  market.  This 
state  of  things  could  not  last.  Men  woul4  not  continue 
an  unprofitable  pursuit;  some  abandoned  the  business,  or 
the  total  quantifj'  produced  was  diminished,  and  living 
prices  have  been  the  consequence. .  But,  break  down  the 
domestic  supply;  place  tis  again  in  a  state  of  dependence 
on  the  foreigfn  source;  and  can  it  be  doubted  that  we 
should,  ultimately,  have  to  supply  ourselves  at  dearer 
rates?  It  is  not  fStir  to  credit  the  foreign  market  with  the 
depression  of  prices,  produced  there  by  the  influence  of 
our  competition.  Let  the  competition  be  withdrawn,  and 
their  prices  would  instantly  rise.  On  this  subject,  great 
mistakes  are  committed.  I  have  seen  some  most  errone- 
ous reasoning,  in  a  late  report  of  Mr.  I.ee,  Of  the  Free 
Trade  Convention,  in  regard  to  the  article  of  sugar.  He 
calculates  the  total  amount  of  brown  sugar  produced  in 
the  world,  and  then  states  tliat  what  is  made  in  Lou- 
isiana is  not  more  than  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  ofthat 
total.  Although  his  data  may  be  (Questioned,  let  u%  as- 
sume their  truth,  and  what  might  be  the  result?  Price 
being  determined  by  the  proportions  of  supply  and  de- 
mand, it  is  evident  that,  when  the  supply  exceeds  the  de- 
mand, the  price  will  fall.  And  the  fall  is  not  always  re- 
gulated by  the  amount  ofthat  excess.  If  the  market,  at 
a  given  price,  required  five  or  fifly  millions  of  hogsheads 
of  sugar,  a  surplus  of  only  a  few  hundred  might  materially 
influence  the  price,  and  diffuse  itself  throughout  the  whole 
mass.  Add,  therefore,  the  eighty  or  one  hundred  thou- 
sand hogsheads  of  Louisiana  sugar  to  the  entire  mass  pro- 
duced  in  other  parts  of  tlie  world,  and  it  cannot  be  doubt- 
ed that  a  material  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  article, 
throughout  Europe  and  An'cric.i,  would  take  place.  The 
Louisiana  sugar  substituti^.g'  foreign  sugar,  in  the  home 
market,  to  the  amount  of  its  annual  produce,  would  force 
an  equal  amount  of  foreign  sug^r  into  other  markets, 
which  being  glutted,  the  price  would  necessarily  decline, 
and  this  decline  of  price  would  press  portions  of  the  fo- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


283 

GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 

284 

Senate.] 

TheJhriff. 

[Feb.  2, 1832. 

reign  su^r  into  competition,  in  the  United  States,  with 
Louisiana  sugar,  the  price  of  which  would  also  be  brought 
down.  The  fact  has  been  in  exact  conformity  with  this 
theory.  But  now  let  us  suppose  the  Louisiana  suc^r  to 
be  entirely  withdrawn  from  the  general  consumption, 
what  then  would  happen?  A  new  demand  would  be  cre- 
ated in  America  for  foreign  sugar,  to  the  extent  of  the 
eighty  or  one  hundred  thousand  hogsheads  made  in  Lou- 
isiana; a  less  amount,  by  that  quantity,  would  be  sent  to 
the  European  markets;  and  the  price  would,  consequently, 
erery  where  rise .  It  is  not,  therefore,  those  who,  by  keep- 
ing on  duties,  keep  down  prices,  that  tax  the  people;  but 
those  who,  by  repealing  duties,  would  raise  prices,  that 
really  impose  burdens  upon  the  people. 

But  it  is  argued  that  if,  by  the  skill,  experience,  and 
perfection  which  we  have  acquired  in  certain  branches 
of  manufacture,  they  can  be  made  as  cheap  as  similar  arti- 
cles abroad,  and  enter  fairly  into  competition  with  them, 
why  not  repeal  the  duties  as  to  those  articles?  And  why 
should  we?  Assuming  the  truth  of  the  supposition,  the 
foreign  article  would  not  be  introduced  in  a  regular  couijpe 
of  trade,  but  would  remain  excluded  by  the  possession  of 
the  home  market  which  the  domestic  article  had  ob- 
tained. The  repeal,  therefore,  would  have  no  legitimate 
effect.  But,  might  not  the  foreign  article  be  imported  in 
vast  quantities,  to  glut  our  markets,  break  down  our  es- 
tablishments, and,  ultimately,  to  enable  the  foreigner  to 
monopolize  (he  supply  of  our  consumption?  America  is 
the  greatest  foreign  market  for  European  manufactures. 
It  is  that  to  which  European  attention  is  constantly  di- 
rected. If  a  great  house  becomes  bankrupt  tliere,  its 
storehouses  are  emptied,  and  the  goods  are  shipped  to 
America,  where,  in  consequence  of  our  auctions,  and  our 
custom-house  credits,  tlie  greatest  facilities  are  afforded 
in  the  sale  of  them.  Combinations  among  manufacturers 
might  take  place,  or  even  the  operations  of  foreign  Go- 
vernments might  be  directed  to  the  destruction  of  our  es- 
tablishments. A  repeal,  therefore,  of  one  protecUng 
duty,  from  some  one  or  all  of  these  causes,  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  flooding  the  country  with  the  foreign  fabric, 
surcharging  tlie  marl!;,et,  reducing  the  price,  and  a  com- 
plete prostration  of  our  manufactories;  after  which,  the 
foreigner  would  leisurely  look  about  to  indemnify  himself 
in  the  increased  prices  which  he  would  be  enabled  to 
command  by  his  monopoly  of  the  supply  of  our  consump- 
tion. What  American  citizen,  after  the  Govemment  had 
displayed  this  vacillating  policy,  would  be  again  tempted 
to  place  the  smallest  confidence  in  the  public  fiiith,  and 
adventure,  once  more,  in  this  branch  of  industry  ? 

Gendenten  have  allowed  to  the  manufacturing  portions 
of  tlie  coniimunity  no  peace;  they  have  been  constantly 
threatened  with  the  overthrow  of  the  American  system. 
From  the  year  1820,  if  not  from  1816,  down  to  this  time, 
they  have  been  held  in  a  condition  of  constant  alarm  and 
insecurity.  Nothing  is  more  prejudicial  to  the  great  in- 
terests of  a  nation  than  unsettled  and  varying  policy.  Al- 
though every  appeal  to  the  Natibnal  Legislature  has  been 
responded  to,  m  conformity  with  the  wishes  and  senti- 
ments of  the  great  majority  of  the  people,  measures  of 
protection  have  only  been  carried  by  such  small  majori- 
ties, as  to  excite  hopes  on  the  one  hand,  and  fears  on  the 
other.  L«t  the  country  breathe;  let  its  vast  resources  be 
developed;  let  its  energies  be  fully  put  forth;  let  it  have 
tranc^uillity;  and,  my  word  for  it,  the  degree  of  perfec- 
tion in  the  arts  which  it  will  exhibit  will  be  greater  than 
that  which  has  been  presented,  astonishing  as  our  pro- 
gress has  been.  Although  some  branches  of  our  manu- 
factures might,  and,  in  foreign  markets,  now  do,  fearlessly 
contend  with  similar  foreign  fabrics,  there  are  many 
others,  yet  in  their  infancy,  struggling  with  the  difficul- 
ties which  encompass  them.  We  should  look  at  the 
iohoU  system,  and  recollect  that  time,  when  we  contem- 
plate the  great  movements  of  a  nation,  is  very  different 


from  the  short  period  which  ia  allotted  for  the  duration  of 
individual  life.  The  honorable  gentieman  from  South 
Carolina  well  and  eloquently  said,  in  1824,  "No  gntt 
'  interest  of  any  country  ever  yet  grew  up  in  a  day;  no 
'  new  branch  of  industry  can  become  firmly  and  profits. 
'  biy  established,  but  in  a  long  course  of  years;  every  thing, 
« indeed,  great  or  good,  is  matured  by  alow  degrees;  thit 
'  which  attains  a-speedy  maturity  is  of  small  value,  and  is 

■  destined  to  a  brief  existence.  It  is  the  order  of  Pnni- 
'  didence  that  powers  gradually  developed  shall  alone  tt^ 

■  tain  permanency  and  perfection.  '  Thus  must  it  be  with 
<  our  national  institutions,  and  national  character  itself." 

I  feel,  most  sensibly,  Mr.  President,  how  much  I  bare 
trespassed  upon  the  Senate.  My  apology  is,  a  deep  tod 
deliberate  conviction  that  the  great  cause  under  debate 
involves  the  prosperity  and  the  destiny  of  the  Cnion. 
But  the  best  requital  I  can  make  for  the  friendly  indulge. 
ence  which  has  been  extended  to  me  by  the  Senate,  ami 
for  which  I  shall  ever  retain  sentiments  of  lasting  grati. 
tude,  is,  to  proceed,  with  as  Uttie  delay  as  practicable,  to 
the  conclusion  of  a  discourse  which  has  not  been  more  te- 
dious to  the  Seoate  titan  exhausting  to  me.  1  have  now 
to  consider  the  remaining  of  the  two  propositions  which 
I  have  already  announced.     That  is^ 

2dly.  That,  under  the  operation  of  the  American  lys- 
tern,  the  products  of  our  agriculture  command  a  higher 
price  than  they  would  do  without  it,  by  the  creation  of  » 
home  market;  and,  by  the  augmentation  of  wealth  pro- 
duced by  manufacturing  industry,  which  enlargea  our 
powers  of  consumption,  both  of  domestic  and  foreign 
articles.  The  importance  of  the  home  market  is  among 
the  established  maxims  which  ai'e  universally  recogniied 
by  all  writers  and  all  men.  However  some  may  dilferas 
to  the  relative  advantages  of  the  foreign  and  the  home 
market,  nojie  deny  to  the  latter  great  value  and  high  con- 
sideration. It  is  nearer  to  us,  beyond  the  control  of  fo- 
reign legislation,  and  undisturbed  by  those  vicissitude! to 
which  all  international  intercourse  is  more  or  less  expos. 
ed.  The  most  stupid  arc  sensible  of  the  benefit  of  a  resi- 
dence in  the  vicinity  of  a  large  manufactory,  or  a  market 
town,  of  a  good  road,  or  of  a  navigable  stream,  which 
connects  their  farms  with  some  great  capital.  If  the  pu^ 
suits  of  all  men  were  perfectiy  the  same,  although  thejr 
wotUd  be  in  possession  of  the  greatest  abundance  of  the 
particular  pix>duce  of  tiieir  industry,  they  might,  at  the 
same  time,  be  in  extreme  want  of  otiher  necessary  articles 
of  human  subsistence.  The  uniformity  of  the  general  oc- 
cupation would  preclude  all  exchan^s — all  commerce. 
It  IS  only  in  tiie  divcrsty  of  the  vocations  of  the  members 
of  a  community  that  the  means  can  be  found  for  thow 
salutary  exchanges  which  conduce  to  the  general  pip'* 
perity ;  and  the  greater  that  diversity,  the  more  extensive 
and  the  more  animating  is  the  circle  of  exchange.  Even 
if  foreign  markets  were  freely  and  widely  open  to  the  re- 
ception of  our  agricultural  produce,  from  its  bulky  nature, 
and  the  distance  of  the  interior,  and  the  dangers  of  the 
ocean,  large  portions  of  it  could  never  profitably  reach 
the  foreign  market.  But  let  us  quit  this  field  of  theory, 
clear  as  it  is,  and  look  at  the  practical  operation  of  the 
system  of  protection,  be^nning  with  the  most  valuable 
staple  of  our  agriculture. 

In  considering  this  staple,  the  first  circumstance  that 
excites  our  surprise  is  the  rapidity  with  which  the  amount 
of  it  has  annually  increased.  Does  not  tiiis  fact,  however, 
demonstrate  that  the  cultivation  of  it  could  not  have  been 
so  very  unprofitable?  If  the  business  were  ruinous,  would 
more  and  more  have  annually  engaged  in  it?  The  quan- 
tity in  1816  was  eighty-one  millions  of  pounds;  in  1826, 
two  hundred  and  four  millions;  and,  in  1830,  near  three 
hundred  millions!  The  ground  of  greatest  surprise  is, 
that  it  has  been  able  to  sustain  even  its  present  price  with 
such  an  enormous  augmentation  of  quantity.  It  could 
not  have  done  it  but  for  th«  combiaed  operation  of  three 
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aioa,  by  which  the  consumption  of  cotton  &bric8  hw 
been  greatly  extended,  in  consequence  of  their  reduced 
prices:  lat,  competition:  2d,  the  improrement  of  labor- 
■fingr  machinery';  and  3dly,  the  low  price  of  the  raw  ma- 
terol.  The  crop  of  1819,  amounting  to  eighty-eight  nyl- 
rioiu  or  pounds,  produced  twenty-one  millions  of  dollars; 
the  crop  of  1823,  when  the  amount  was  swelled  to  one 
bnndred  and  serenty-four  millions,  (aimust  double  that  of 
1319,)  produced  a  leas  sura,  by  more  than  half  a  million  of 
doUan;  and  the  crop  of  1824,  amounting  to  thirty  millions 
of  pounb  less  than  that  of  the  preceding  year,  produced 
a  million  and  a  half  of  dollars  more. 

If  there  be  any  foundation  for  the  established  law  of 
piice,  supply,  and  demand,  ought  not  the  faet  of  this 
gnatiureaae  of  the  supply  to  account,  satisfactorily,  for 
the  alleged  low  price  of  cotton  ?  Is  it  necessary  to  look 
beyond  that  tingk  fact  to  the  tariff— to  the  diminished 
pnduce  of  the  mines  furnishing  the  precious  metals,  or 
to  uy  other  cause,  for  the  solution  ?  This  subj  ect  is  well 
mderstood  in  the  South;  and,  although  I  cannot  approve 
llie  practice  which  has  been  introduceid,  of  quoting  autho- 
ntj,  andstiU  less  the  authority  of  newspapers,  for  farorite 
theories,  I  must  ask  permission  of  the  Senate  to  read  an 


"  To  seek  relief  from  this  depressed  price  of  cotton, 
<by  repealing  the  tariff  law,   is  a  most  inconsiderate 

•  step:  lor  the  tariff  not  only  creates  a  new  market  for  raw 
'  cotton,  but  it  also  converts  some  of  the  finest  country 

•  for  growing  cotton  into  sugar  plantations.     The  tariff, 

•  by  protecting  domestic  sugars,  enables  the  Louisianian 
'  to  raise  sugar.  Remove  the  tariff  from  sugars,  and  the 
'  Louisianian  cannot  compete  with  the  West  Indian.  Cot- 
'  ton  he  can  raise  to  better  advantage  than  the  Carolinian. 

•  So  the  relief  of  the  cotton  planter,  sought  by  the  repeal 

•  of  the  protecting  tariff,  would  multiply  cotton  growers, 

•  and  cut  off  the  Northeastern  market  at  one  and  the  same 
'  blow.  What  a  stroke  of  nullifying  policy  that  would  be! 

"  The  price  of  any  thing  in  market  is  governed  by  the 
''stock  in'marketi  if  that  is  great,  the  price  is  lowj  if  smsdl, 
'  the  price  is  high.  Whatever  has  a  tendency  to  consume 
'  the  stock,  increases  the  price;  and  whatever  has  a  ten- 
'dency  to  increase  the  stock,  diminishes  the  price  of  that 
<  article  in  the  market. 

"The  terrible  manufactures  at  the  North  do  not  add  to 
'the  stock  of  cotton;  they  diminish  the  stock,  and  raise 
'  the  price  in  the  market  of  the  world.  They  consume  vast 
•quantities  of  cotton,  and  clear  the  market  of  what  might 


article  from  a  Southern  newspaper.  [Here  Mr.  HAYNE   •  otherwise  become  a  drug.     A  repeal  of  the  tariff  law 


requested  Mr.  Ci.at  to  give  the  name  of  the  authority, 
that  it  might  appear  whether  it  was  not  some  other 
thiaa&uMem  paper  expressing  Southern  sentiments. 
Mr.  CLAY  sUted  that  it  was  from  the  Charleston  City 
Guette,  one,  he  believed,  of  the  oldest  and  most  respect- 
ible  prints  ij)  that  city,  although  he  was  not  sure  what 
might  be  its  sentiments  on  the  question  which  at  present 
ifindesthe  people  of  South  Carolina.]  The  article  com- 
praes  a  full  explanation  of  the  low  price  of  cotton,  and 
la^ns  tu  it  its  true  cause — increased  production. 
Mr.  C.  read  the  article  as  follows: 

From  the  Charkston  City  Gazette,  copied  into  the  New  Or- 
leans Emporium,  January  4. 

"lit  The  greatest  fluctuaUon  in  the  price  of  cotton  was 
•kftrethe  tariff  of  1824. 

"2d.  Cotton,  like  every  other  article  of  merchandise,  has 
'itifixed  price,  not  in  America,  but  in  the  market  of  the 
'world,  and  depends  upon  the  proportion  between  de- 
■muid  and  supply,  just  as  com,  which,  when  it  is  scarce, 
'lelis  high,  and  when  plenty  sells  low. 

"To  illustrate  how  perfectly  the  price  depends  on  the 
■demand,  it  is  stated  that  the  crop  of  1819,  amounting  to 
'eigbty  .eight  millions  of  pounds,  sold  for  twenty -one  ruil- 
'  lions  of  dollars;  while  the  crop  of  1823,  amounting  to 
'one  hundred  and  seventy  millions  of  pounds,  was  sold  for 
'  only  twenty  millions  of  dollars !  And  tliis  before  the  light 
■tariff  of  1824.  The  cause  of  this  difference  in  the  price 
■of  cotton  is  found  in  the  state  of  the  markets,  which 
'  rere  hungry  in  1819,  and  had  not  a  great  supply,  but 
'  were  overfed  in  1823,  and  could  hardly  digest  the  crop  of 
'Ifaatyear. 

"Tbe  price  of  cotton  fluctuated  before  the  present 
'tuiff:  and,  if  the  same  causes  of  fluctuation  exist,  they 
'will produce  the  same  effects,  independent  of  the  tariff. 
'Itii  true  cotton  has  come  to  be  sold  at  ten  cents  per 
'pound,  that  used  to  bring  twenty  cents.  In  this  reduc- 
'tion  of  his  profits,  the  cotton  planter  only  shares  the 
'  same  with  tbe  wheat  grower.  Flour  is  sold  at  five  dollars 
■  per  barrel,  which  formerly  brought  eight  and  ten  dol- 
'hn;  andUie  products  of  tbe  earth  generally  are  low, 
'because  they  are  very  abundant. 

"  With  respect  to  cotton,  this  is  to  be  SMd  further.  No 
'mode  of  investing  money  in  agricultural  pursuits,  this 
'  sde  of  the  sug^r  plantations,  has  afforded  so  great  an 
'  income  as  the  culture  of  cotton.  So  that  has  happened 
'totbe cotton  planter,  which  happenstoall,  viz.  adiminu- 
'tion  of  his  income,  from  the  multitudes  of  those  who 
'adopted  hi\lucrative  business. 


would  wind  up  the  Northern  factories.  When  these 
'  cease  to  be  consumers,  the  price  of  cotton  must  fall 
'  lower  than  it  now  is." 

Let  us  suppose  that  the  home  demand  for  cotton,  which 
has  been  created  by  tlie  American  system,  were  to  cease, 
and  that  the  200,000*  bales,  that  the  home  market  now 
absorbs,  were  thrown  into  the  glutted  markets  of  foreign 
countries,  would  not  the  effect  inevitably  be  to  produce  a 
further  and  great  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  article  ? 
If  there  be  any  truth  in  the  facts  and  principles  which  I 
have  before  stated,  and  endeavored  to  illustrate,  it  cannot 
be  doubted  that  the  existence  of  American  manu&ctures 
has  tended  to  increase  the  demand,  and  extend  the  con- 
sumption of  the  raw  material;  and  that,  but  for  this  in- 
creased demand,  the  price  of  the  article  would  have 
fallen,  possibly  one-half;  lower  than  it  now  is.  The  error 
of  the  opposite  argument  is,  in  assuming  one  thing, 
which,  being  denied,  the  whole  fails;  that  is,  it  'assumes 
that  the  uiAoZe  labor  of  the  United  States  would  be  pro- 
fitably employed,  without  manufactures.  Now,  the  truth 
is,  that  the  system  exatet  and  createi  labor,  and  this  labor 
creates  wealth,  and  this  new  wealth  communicates  addi- 
tional ability  to  consume,  which  acts  on  all  the  objects  con- 
tributing to  human  comfort  and  enjoyment.  The  amount 
of  cotton  imported  into  the  two  ports  of  Boston  and  Provi- 
dence alone,  (during  the  last  year,  and  it  was  imported 
exclusively  for  the  home  manufacture,)  was  109,517  bales. 

On  passing  from  that  article  to  others  of  our  agricul- 
tural productions,  we  shall  find  not  less  gratifying  facts. 
The  total  quantity  of  flour  imported  into  Boston  during 
the  same  year  was  284,504  barrels,  and  3,955  half  barrels; 
of  which,  there  were  from  Virginia,  Georgetown,  and 
Alexandria,  114,222  barrels;  of  Indian  com,  581,131 
bushels;  of  oats,  239,809  bushels;  of  rye,  about  50,000 
busheb;  and  of  shorts,  33,489  bushels.  Into  the  port  of 
Providence,  71,369  barrels  of  flour,  216,662  bushels  of 
Indian  corn,  and  7,772  bushels  of  rye.  And  there  were 
discharged  at  the  port  of  Philadelphia  420,353  bushels  of 
Indian  com,  201,878  bushels  of  wneat,  and  110,557  bush- 
els of  rye  and  barley.     There  were  slaughtered  in  Boston 


•Mr.  CLAT  autnl  thai  be  ■Hamcd  Um  qvaniilr  which  «u  ^enlljr 
compuutl,  but  he  b*;lit^Tt-d  it  much  grcatt-r,  and  auliH-qucut  mrorma- 

liun  Jusliflet  hii  belief.  It  Bpnt-art.  from  the  n-port  of  ihtf  Cotlun 
Cummittef,  appointed  by  the  New  York  Conrcnt'on,  that  partial  re- 
turiii  show  a  conaumptioii  of  upwanla  uf  2JO,0O0  baki;  that  theeottoll 
inanufuctui-e  I'niploys  near  40,000  ft-malt^fi,  and  about  5,000  chil- 
dn-n;  that  the  total  dei^eiideiiti  on  it  are  131,480;  that    the  annual 


waj^  paid  are  13,155,733;  the  annual  raloeof  its  urodiict*.  33,03A,700 
duUan)  the  capital,  44,ei4,9S4  dollar*;  the  number  of  miUa.  705;  of 
•piiidlea,  1,349,503;  aniluf  rloth  made,  3flo,461,WO  yard*.     Thil  iUlc- 


duUan;  the  capital,  44,ei4,9S4  dollar*;  the 

•piiidlea,  1,349,503;  aniluf  rloth  made,  300,46 

meut  dora  not  comprrhentl  the  Wt-itent  raaiiufaciares. 
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during  the  same  year,  1831,  (the  only  Northern  city  from 
which  I  have  obtained  returns,)  33,922  beef  cattle,  15,400 
stores,  84,453  sheep,  and  26,871  swine.  It  is  confidently 
believed  that  there  is'not  a  less  quantity  of  Southern  flour 
consumed  at  the  North  than  800,000  baiTels — a  greater 
amount,  probably,  than  is  shipped  to  all  the  foreign  mar- 
kets in  the  world  together. 

What  would  be  the  condition  of  the  farming  country  of 
the  United  States — of  all  that  portion  which  lies  north, 
east,  and  west  of  James  river,  including  a  large  part  of 
North  Carolina,  if  a  home  market  did  not  exist  for  this 
immense  amount  of  agricultural  produce?  Without  that 
market,  where  could  it  be  sold?  In  foreign  markets?  If 
their  restrictive  laws  did  not  exist,  their  capacity  would 
not  enable  them  to  purchase  and  consume  this  vast  addition 
to  their  present  supplies,  which  must  be  thrown  in,  (jr 
thrown  away,  but  for  the  home  market.  But  their  laws 
exclude  us  from  their  markets.  I  shall  content  my  self 
by  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  Great  Britain  only. 
The  duties,  in  the  ports  of  the  United  Kingdom,  on  bread 
stuffs,  are  prohibitory,  except  in  times  of  dearth.  On 
rice,  the  duty  is  fifteen  shillings  sterling  per  hundred 
weight,  being  more  than  one  hundred  per  cent.  On  manu- 
factured tobacco,  it  is  nine  shillings  sterling  per  pound,  or 
about  two  thousand  per  cent.  On  leaf  tobacco,  three 
sliillings  per  pound,  or  one  thousand  two  hundi'ed  per  cent. 
On  lumber  and  some  other  articles,  they  are  from  four 
hundred  to  one  thousand  five  hundred  per  cent,  more  than 
on  similar  articles  imported  from  British  colonies.  In  the 
British  West  Indies,  the  duty  on  beef,  pork,  bams,  and 
bacon,  is  twelve  shillings  sterling  per  hundred,  more  than 
one  hundred  per  cent,  on  the  first  cost  of  beef  and  pork 
in  the  Western  States.  And  yet  GreatBritain  is  the  Power 
in  whose  behalf  we  are  called  upon  to  legislate,  so  that  ivi 
may  enable  lier  to  purchase  our  cotton !  Great  Britain, 
that  thinks  only  of  herself  in  her  own  legislation!  When 
have  we  experienced  justice,  much  less  favor,  at  her 
hands?  When  did  she  shape  her  legislation  m  reference 
to  the  interests  of  any  foreign  Power'  She  is  a  great, 
opulent,  and  powerful  nation;  but  haughty,  arrogant,  and 
supercihous.  Not  more  separated  from  the  rest  of  the 
■world  by  the  sea  that  girts  her  island,  than  she  is  separated 
in  feeling,  sympathy,  or  friendly  consideration  of  their 
welfare.  Gentlemen,  in  supposing  it  impracticable  that 
we  should  successfully  compete  with  her  in  manufactures, 
do  injustice  to  tile  skill  and  enterprise  of  their  own  coun- 
try. GalUnt  as  Great  Britain  undoubtedly  is,  we  have 
gloriously  contended  with  her,  man  to  man,  gun  to  gun, 
ship  to  ship,  fleet  to  fleet,  and  army  to  army.  And  1  have 
no  doubt  we  are  destined  to  achieve  equal  success  in  the 
more  useful,  if  not  nobler  contest,  for  superiwity  in  the 
arts  of  civil  life. 

I  could  extend  and  dwell  on  the  long  list  of  articles — 
the  hemp,  iron,  lead,  coal,  and  other  items,  for  which  a 
demand  is  created  in  the  home  market,  by  the  operation 
of  the  American  system;  but  I  should  exhaust  the  patience 
of  the  Senate.  Where,  where,  should  we  find  a  market 
for  all  these  articles,  if  it  did  not  exist  at  home?  What 
would  be  the  condition  of  the  largest  portion  of  our  peo- 
ple and  of  the  territory,  if  this  home  market  were  anni- 
hilated? How  could  they  be  supphed  with  objects  of 
prime  necessity  ?  What  would  Qot  be  the  certain  and  in- 
evitable decline  in  the  price  of  all  these  articles,  but  for 
the  home  market?  And  allow  roe,  Mr.  President,  to  say, 
that,  of  all  the  agricultural  parts  of  the  United  States 
which  are  benefited  by  the  operation  of  this  system,  none 
are  equally  so  with  those  which  border  the  Chesapeake 
bay,  the  lower  parts  of  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  and  the 
two  shores  of  Maryland.  Their  facilities  of  transportation 
and  proximity  to  the  North  give  them  decided  advantages. 

But  if  all  this  reasoning  were  totally  fallacious — if  the 
price  of  manufactured  articles  were  really  higlier  under 
the  American  system,  than  without  it,  I  should  still  argue 


that  high  or  low  prices  were  themselves  relative — relative 
to  the  ability  to  pay  them.  It  is  in  vain  to  tempt,  to 
tantalize  us  with  the  lower  prices  of  European  ubrics 
than  oui-  own,  if  we  have  nothing  wherewith  to  purchue 
them.  If,  by  the  home  exchanges,  we  can  be  supplied 
with  necessary,  even  if  they  are  dearer  and  worse,  articles 
of  American  production  than  the  foreign,  it  is  better  than 
not  to  be  supplied  at  all.  And  how  would  the  large  por- 
tion of  our  country  which  I  have  described,  be  supplied, 
but  for  the  home  exchanges?  A  poor  people,  destitute 
of  wealth  or  of  exchangeable  commodities,  has  nutliing 
to  purchase  foreign  fabrics.  To  them  they  are  equally 
beyond  their  reacn,  whether  their  cost  be  a  dollar  or  t 
guinea.  It  is  in  this  view  of  the  matter  that  Great  Britain, 
by  her  vast  wealth — her  exerted  and  protected  industry— is 
enabled  to  bear  a  burden  of  taxation  which,  when  com- 
pared to  that  of  other  nations,  appears  enormous;  but 
which,  when  her  immenie  riches  are  compared  to  thein, 
is  light  and  trivial.  The  gentleman  from  South  Carolini 
has  drawn  a  lively  and  flattering  picture  of  our  coasts, 
bays,  rivers,  and  harbors;  and  he  argues  that  these  pro- 
claimed the  design  of  Providence  that  we  should  be  a 
commercial  people.  I  agree  witli  him.  We  differ  onl)' 
as  to  tlie  means.  He  would  cherisli  the  ibreign,  and  neg- 
lect the  internal  trade.  I  would  foster  both.  What  is 
navigation  writhout  ships,  or  ships  without  cargoes?  By 
penetrating  the  bosoms  of  our  mountains,  and  extracting 
from  them  their  precious  treasures;  by  cultivating  the 
earth,  and  tecuring  a  home  market  for  its  rich  and  ibw- 
dant  products;  by  employing  the  water  power  withwliick 
we  are  blessed;  by  stimulating  and  protecting  our  natiK 
industry,  in  all  its  forms;  we  shall  but  nourish  andprotnote 
the  prosperity  of  commerce,  foreign  and  domestic. 

I  have  hitherto  considered  the  question  in  reference 
only  to  a  state  of  peace;  but  a  season  of  war  ou^tnotto 
be  entirely  overlooked.  We  have  enjoyed  near  twenty 
years  of  peace;  but  who  can  tell  when  the  storm  of  war 
shall  again  break  forth?  Have  we  forgotten,  so  soon,  the 
privations  to  which  not  merely  out  brave  soldiers  and 
our  gallant  tars  were  subjected,  but  the  whole  community, 
during  the  last  war,  for  the  want  of  absolute  nccesaries' 
To  what  an  enormous  price  they  rose?  And  how  Inade- 
quate the  supply  was,  at  any  price?  The  statesman,  who 
justly  elevates  his  views,  will  look  behind  as  well  as 
forward,  and  at  the  existing  state  of  things;  and  lie  will 
graduate  the  policy  which  he  recommends,  to  all  the  pro- 
bable exigencies  which  may  arise  in  the  republic.  Taking 
this  comprehensive  range,  it  would  be  easy  to  show  that 
the  higher  prices  of  peace,  if  prices  were  higher  in  peace, 
were  more  tlian  compensated  by  the  lower  prices  of  war, 
during  which  supplies  of  all  essential  articles  are  indis- 
pensable to  its  vigorous,  effectual,  and  glorious  prosecu- 
tion. I  conclude  this  part  of  the  argument  with  the  hope 
that  my  humble  exertions  have  not  been  altogether  unsuc- 
cessful in  showing — 

1.  That  the  policy  which  we  have  been  considering 
ought  to  continue  to  be  reg^arded  as  the  genuine  American 
system. 

2.  That  the  free  trade  system,  whicli  is  proposed  s«  its 
substitute,  ought  really  to  be  considered  as  the  British 
colonial  ^stem. 

3.  That  the  American  system  is  beneficial  to  all  parts 
of  the  Union,  and  absolutely  necessary  to  much  the  brger 
portion.  , 

4.  That  the  price  of  the  great  staple  of  cotton,  and  of 
all  our  chief  productions  of  agriculture,  has  been  suitaia- 
ed  and  upheld,  and  a  decline  averted  by  the  protective 
system. 

5.  That,  if  the  foreign  demand  for  cotton  has  been  at 
all  diminished  by  the  opei«tion  of  that  system,  the  dimi- 
nution has  been  more  tlian  compensated  in  the  additJonal 
demand  created  at  home. 

6.  That  the  constant  tendency  of  the  system,  by  «<*'' 
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ng  competition  amon^  ourselves,  and  between  American 
and  European  industry,  reciprocally  acting  upon  each 
other,  is  to  reduce  prices  of  manufactured  objects. 

7.  That,  in  point  of  fact,  objects  within  the  scope  of 
the  policf  of  protection  have  greatly  fallen  in  price. 

8.  That  if,  m  a  season  of  peace,  these  benefits  are  eX' 
ptrieneed  in  a  season  of  war,  when  the  ibreign  supply 
night  be  cot  off,  they  would  be  much  more  extensively  felt 

9.  And,  finally,  that  the  substitution  of  the  British  colo- 
nial t^em  for  the  American  system,  without  benefiting 
any  section  (rf*  the  Union,  by  subjecting  us  to  a  foreign 
Iqfidriiao,  regulated  by  foreign  mterests,  would  lead  to 
the  prostration  of  our  manufactures,  general  impoFerish- 
mnt,  and  ultimate  ruin. 

And  BOW,  Mr.  Preadent,  I  hmve  to  make  a  few  observa- 
tions on  a  delicate  subject,  which  I  approach  with  all  the 
respect  that  is  due  to  its  serious  and  grave  nature.  They 
hare  not,  indeed,  been  rendered  necessaiy  by  the  speech 
oftbe  ^tleman  from  South  Carolina,  whose  forbearance 
to  notice  the  topic  was  commendable,  as  his  argument 
tkroDghoat  was  characterized  by  an  ability  and  dignity 
worthy  cf  him  and  of  the  Senate.  The  gentleman  made 
one  declaration,  which  might  possibly  be  misinterpreted, 
inl  1  submit  to  him  whether  an  exphuiation  of  it  be  not 
proper.  The  dedantion,  as  reported  in  his  printed 
)peech,  is,  "  the  iostinet  of  self  interest  might  have  taught 
'iBin  easier  way  of  relieving  ourselves  from  this  oppres- 
■sion.  It  wanted  but  the  will  to  have  supplied  ourselves 
■vith  eveiy  article  embraced  in  the  protective  system, 
'&ee  of  duty,  without  any  other  participation  on  our  part 
'than  a  simple  consent  to  receive  them."  [Here  Mr. 
BATIfErosc,  and  remarked.that  the  passages,  which  im- 
mediately preceded  and  followed  the  paragraph  cited,  he 
thought,  plainly  indicated  his  meaning,  which  related  to 
ensions  of  the  system,  by  illicit  introduction  of  goods, 
»hich  they  were  not  disposed  to  countenance  in  South 
Carolina.]  I  am  happy  to  hear  this  explanation.  But, 
sir,  it  is  imponible  to  conceal  from  our  view  the  facts  that 
thefe  is  great  excitement  in  South  Carolina;  that  the  pro- 
ttctire  system  is  openly  and  violently  denounced  in  popu- 
tv  meetings;  and  that  the  Legislature  itself  has  declared 
its  pgrpose  of  resorting  to  counteracting  measures — a 
wpension  of  which  has  only  been  submitted  to,  for  the 
porpose  of  allowing  Cong^ss  time  to  retrace  its  steps. 
With  respect  to  this  Union,  Mr.  President,  the  truth  can- 
"«*  he  too  generally  proclaimed,  nor  too  strongly  inculcat- 
ed, thit  it  is  necessary  to  the  whi^  and  to  all  the  parU — 
Kcesiaiy  to  those  parts,  indeed,  in  different  degrees,  but 
ntsDjr  necessary  to  each;  and  that  threats  to  disturb  or 
<l'nolve  it,  coming  from  any  of  the  parts,  would  be  quite 
ssindiscreet  and  improper,  as  would  be  threats  from  the 
misK  to  exclude  those  parts  from  the  pale  of  its  benefits. 
Ilw  ^it  principle,  which  lies  at  the  foundation  of  all 
free  Government,  is,  that  the  majority  must  govern;  from 
■liich  there  is  or  can  be  no  appeal  but  to  the  sword. 
Tint  majority  ought  to  povem  wisely,  equitably,  mode- 
"Wy.  Mid  constitutionally,  but  govern  it  must,  subject 
only  to  that  terrible  appeal.  If  ever  one,  or  several 
States,  bong  a  minority,  can,  by  menacing  a  dissolution  of 
the  Union,  succeed  in  forming  an  abandonment  of  great 
fflejsiires  deemed  essential  to  the  interests  and  prosperity 
"f  the  whole,  the  Union,  from  that  moment,  is  practically 
fme.  It  may  linger  on,  in  form  and  name,  but  its  vital 
«?mt  has  fled  forever!  Entertaining  these  deliberate 
opinions,  I  would  entreat  the  patriotic  people  of  South 
CsroBna— the  land  of  Marion,  Sumpter,  and  Pickens— of 
ftitledge,  Laurens,  the  Pinckneys,  and  Lowndes — of  liv- 
m?  snd  present  names,  which  I  would  mention  if  they 
vne  not  living  or  present — to  pause,  solemnly  pause!  and 
wlemplate  the  fiightfiil  precipice  which  lies  directly 
Wore  them.  To  retreat  may  be  painful  and  mortifying 
to  their  gallantry  and  pride,  but  it  is  to  retreat  to  the  Union, 
t»  Hfey,  and  to  those  brethren,  with  whom,  or  with 
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whose  ancestors,  they,  or  their  ancestors,  have  won,  on 
fields  of  glory,  imperishable  renown.  To  advance,  is  to 
rush  on  certain  and  inevitable  disgrace  and  destruction. 

We  have  been  told  of  deserted  castles,  of  uninhabited 
halls,  and  of  mansions,  once  the  seats  of  opulence  and  hos- 

Eitality,  now  abandoned  and  mouldering  in  ruins.  I  never 
ad  the  honor  of  being  in  South  Carolina;  but  I  hsve 
heard  and  read  of  the  stories  of  its  chivalry,  and  of  its 
generous  and  openhearted  liberality.  I  have  heard,  too, 
of  the  struggles  for  power  between  the  lower  and  upper 
country.  Irie  same  causes  which  existed  in  Virginia, 
with  which  I  hsve  been  acquainted,  I  presume,  have  had 
their  influence  in  Carolina.  In  whose  hands  now  are  the 
once  proud  seats  of  Westover,  Curies,  Maycocks,  Shirley,* 
and  others,  on  James  river,  and  in  lower  Virginia?  Ui\,der 
the  operation  of  laws  abolishing  the  principle  of  primo- 
geniture, and  providing  the  equitable  rule  of  an  equal  dis- 
tribution of  estates  among  those  in  equal  degree  of  con- 
sanguinity, they  have  passed  into  other  and  stranger  hands. 
Some  of  the  descendants  of  illustrious  families  have  gone 
to  the  far  West,  whilst  others,  lingering  behind,  have  con- 
trasted their  present  condition  with  that  of  their  venerated 
ancestors.  They  behold  themselves  excluded  from  their 
fathers'  houses,  now  in  the  hands  of  those  who  were  once 
their  fathers' overseers,  or  sinking  into  decay;  their  ima^ 
ginations  paint  ancient  renown,  the  fading  honors  of  their 
name,  glories  gone  by;  too  poor  to  live,  too  proud  to 
wotk,  too  high-minded  and  honorable  to  resort  to  ignoble 
means  of  acquisition,  brave,  daring,  chivalrous,  what  can 
be  the  cause  of  their  present  unhappy  state.'  The  "  ac- 
cursed tariff  presents  itself  to  their  excited  imaginations, 
and  they  blindly  rush  into  the  ranks  of  those  who,  unfiirl- 
ing  the  banner  of  nullification,  would  place  a  State  upon 
its  sovereignty! 

The  danger  to  our  Union  does  not  lie  on  the  side  of  pep- 
sistance  in  the  American  system,  but  on  that  of  its  aban- 
donment. If,  as  I  have  supposed  and  believe,  the  inhabit- 
ants of  all  north  and  east  of  James  river,  and  all  west  of 
the  mountains,  including  Louisiana,  are  deeply  interested 
in  the  preservation  of  that  system,  would  they  be  recon- 
ciled to  its  overthrow?  Can  it  be  expected  that  two-thh^ 
if  not  three-fourths,  of  the  people  of  the  United  State* 
would  consent  to  the  destruction  of  a  policy  believed  to 
be  indispensably  necessary  to  their  prosperity?  When, 
too,  this  sacrifice  is  made  at  the  instance  of  a  single  inte- 
rest, which  they  verily  believe  will  not  be  promoted  by  it? 
In  estimating  the  degree  of  peril  which  may  be  incident  to . 
two  opposite  courses  of  human  policy,  the  statesman  would 
be  short-sighted  who  fhould  content  himself  with  viewing 
only  the  cils,  real  or  imaginary,  which  belong  to  that 
course  which  is  in  practical  operation.  He  should  lif^  him- 
self up  to  the  contemplation  of  those  greater  and  more 
certsun  dangers  which  might  inevitably  attend  the  adop- 
tion of  the  alternative  course.  What  would  be  the  condi- 
tion oftliis  Union,  if  Pennsylvania  and  New  York,  those 
mammoth  members  of  our  confederacy,  were  firmly  per- 
suaded that  their  industry  was  paralyzed,  and  their  pros- 
perity blighted,  by  the  enforcement  of  thie  British  colonial 
system,  under  the  delusive  name  of  free  trade?  They  are 
now  tranquil,  and  happy,  and  contented,  conscious  of  their 
welfare,  and  feeling  a  salutary  and  rapid  circulation  of  the 
products  of  home  manufactures  and  home  industry  througb- 
out  all  their  great  arteries.  But  let  that  be  checked,  let 
them  feel  that  a  foreign  system  is  to  predominate,  and 
the  sources  'of  their  subsistence  and  comfort  dried  op; 
let  New  EngUmd  and  the  West,  and  the  Middle  States,  all 
feel  that  they  too  are  the  victims  of  a  mistaken  policy,  and 
let  these  vast  portions  of  our  country  despair  of  any  &vor- 
able  change,  and  then,  indeed,  might  we  tremble  for  the 
continuance  and  safety  of  this  Union! 


*  As  to  Shirley,  Mr.  Clajr  aeknowMget  hii  miitake,  nude  in  the 
warmUt  of  debate.  It  is  yet  ibc  abode  of  the  respectable  aud  hoapf- 
table  descendants  of  its  former  opulent  ptvprtetor. 
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And  need  I  remind  you,  sir,  that  this  dereliction  of  the 
duty  of  protecting  our  domestic  industry,  and  abandon- 
ment of  it  to  the  fate  <^  foreign  legislation,  would  be  di- 
rectly at  war  with  leading  connderations  which  prompted 
the  adoption  of  the  present  constitution?  The  States,  re- 
•pectively,  surrendered  to  the  General  Government  the 
whole  power  of  laying  imposts  on  foreign  goods.  They 
stripped  themselves  of  all  power  to  protect  their  own  ma- 
nufactures, by  the  most  efficacious  means  of  encourage- 
ment— the  imposition  of  duties  on  rival  foreign  fabrics. 
Did  they  create  that  g^eat  trust?  Did  they  voluntarily  sub- 
ject themselves  to  this  self-restriction,  that  the  power 
should  remain  in  the  Federal  Government,  inactive,  un- 
executed, and  Ufeless?  Mr.  Madison,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Gofernment,  told  you  otherwise.  In  dis- 
cussing, at  tliat  early  period,  this  very  subject,  he  declar- 
ed that  a  fiulure  to  exercise  this  power  would  be  a 
"firaad"  Opon  the  Northern  States,  to  which  may  now  be 
added  the  Middle  and  Western  States. 

[Mr.  MIIXGR  asked  to  what  expression  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son's opinion  Mr.  Clai  referred;  and  ])Ir.  C.  replied,  bis 
opinion,  expressed  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  in 
1789,  as  reported  in  Lloyd's  Congressional  Debates.  ] 

Gentlemen  are  greatly  deceived  as  to  tbe  bold  which  this 
system  has  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  They  represent  that  it  is  the  policy  of  New  Eng- 
land, and  that  she  is  most  benefited  by  it  If  there  be 
any  part  of  this  Union  which  has  been  most  steady,  most 
unanimous,  and  most  determiiied  in  its  support,  it  is  Penn- 
sylvania. Why  is  not  that  powerful  State  attacked?  Why 
pass  her  over,  and  aim  the  blow  at  New  England?  New 
England  came,  reluctantly,  into  the  policy.  In  1824,  a 
majority  of  her  delegation  was  opposed  to  it.  From  tbe 
largest  State  of  New  England  there  was  but  a  solitary 
vote  in  favor  of  the  bill.  That  enterprising  people  can 
readily  accommodate  their  industry  to  any  policy,  provid- 
ed it  be  lettkd.  They  supposed  this  was  fixed,  and  they 
submitted  to  tbe  decrees  of  Government.  And  the  pro- 
gress of  public  opinion  has  kept  pace  with  the  develop- 
ment of  the  |>enefits  of  the  system.  Now,  all  New  Eng- 
land, at  least  in  this  House,  (with  tlie  exception  of  one 
smaUt  *tiU  voice,)  [Mr.  Hiu,  of  New  Hampshire,]  is  in 
fitvor  of  the  system.  In  1824,  all  Maryland  was  against  it| 
now,  the  majority  is  for  it.  Then,  Louisiana,  with  one 
exception,  was  opposed  to  it)  now,  without  any  excep- 
tion, she  is  in  favor  of  it.  The  march  of  public  sentiment 
is  to  the  South.  Virginia  will  be  the  next  convert;  and, 
in  less  than  seven  years,  if  there  be  no  obstacles  from  po- 
Utical  catises,  or  prejudices  industriously  instilled,  the 
majority  of  Eastern  Virginia  will  be,  as  the  majority  of 
Western  Virginia  now  is,  in  favor  of  the  American  system. 
North  Carolina  will  follow  later,  but  not  less  certainly. 
Easiern  Tennessee  is  now  in  fitvor  of  the  system.  And, 
finally,  its  doctrines  will  pervade  the  whole  Union,  and  the 
wonder  .will  be  that  they  ever  should  have  been  opposed. 

I  have  now  to  proceed  to  notice  some  objections  which 
have  been  urged  against  the  resolution  under  considera- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  amendment  which  the  genUe- 
man  from  South  Carolina  had  offered,  as  he  has  intimated 
bis  purpose  to  modify  it,  I  shall  forbear,  for  the  present,  to 
comment  upon  it.  It  is  contended  that  the  resolution 
proposesthe  repeal  of  duties  on  luxuries,  leaving  those  on 
necessaries  to  remain,  and  that  it  will,  therefore,  relieve 
the  rich,  without  lessening  the  burdens  of  the  poor.  And 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  carefully  selected, 
for  ludicrous  effect,  a  number  of  the  unprotected  articles; 
cosmetics,  perfumes,  oranges,  &c.  I  must  say  that  this 
exhibition  of  the  gentleman  is  not  in  keeping  with  the 
candor  which  he  has  generally  displayed;  that  he  knows 
very  well  that  the  duties  upon  these  articles  are  trifling, 
and  that  it  is  of  little  consequence  whether  they  are  re- 
pealed or  retained.  Both  systems,  the  American  and  the 
foreign,  comprehend  some  articles  which  may  be  deemed 


luxuries.  The  Senate  knows  that  the  unprotected  arti- 
cles whicli  yield  the  principal  part  of  the  revenue,  with 
which  this  measure  would  dispense,  are  coffee,  tea,  spico, 
wines,  and  alks.  Of  all  these  articles,  wines  and  alki 
alone  can  be  pronounced  to  be  luxuries;  and  as  to  winei, 
we  have  already  ratified  a  treaty,  not  yet  promulgated,  by 
which  the  duties  on  them  are  to  be  considerably  reduced. 
If  the  universality  of  the  use  of  objects  of  consumption  de- 
termines their  classification,  coffee,  tea,  and  spices,  in  the 
present  condition  of  civilized  society,  may  be  comidered 
necessaries.  Even  if  they  were  luxuries,  why  should  not 
the  poor,  by  cheapening  tbeir  prices,  if  that  can  be  effect- 
ed, be  allowed  to  use  them?  Why  should  not  a  poor  man 
be  allowed  to  tie  a  silk  handkerchief  on  Tiis  neck,  occa- 
sionally regale  himself  with  a  glass  of  cheap  French  wine, 
or  present  his  wife  or  daughter  with  a  silk  gown,  to  be 
worn  on  Sabbath  or  gala  £iy8?  I  am  quite  sure  that  I  do 
not  misconstrue  the  feelings  of  the  gentleman's  heart,  in 
supposing  that  he  would  be  happy  to  see  the  poor,  ssweU 
as  the  rich,  moderately  indulging  themselves  in  these  in- 
nocent gratifications.  For  one,  I  am  delighted  to  ace  tlie 
condition  of  the  poor  attracting  the  consideration  of  the 
opponents  of  the  tariff.  It  is  for  tbe  great  body  of  the 
people,  and  especially  for  the  poor,  that  I  have  ever  sup- 
ported the  American  sj'stem.  It  affords  thera  profitable 
employment,  and  supplies  tiie  means  of  comfortable  sub- 
sistence. It  tecum  to  them,  certainly,  necessaries  of  life, 
manufactured  at  home,  and  places  within  tbeir  reach,  and 
enables  them  to  acquire^  a  reasonable  share  of  foreign  lux- 
uries; whilst  tile  system  of  gentlemen  premitet  them  ne- 
cessaries made  in  foreign  countries,  and  which  are  beyond 
their  power,  and  denies  to  them  luxuries  which  tbejr 
would  possess  no  means  to  purchase. 

Tbe  constant  complaint  of  Soutii  Carolina  against  the 
tariff,  is,  that  it  checks  importations,  and  disables  foreign 
Powers  from  purchasing  the  agfricultural  productions  of 
the  United  States.  The  effect  of  the  resolution  will  be  to 
increase  imp<»tations,  not  so  much,  it  is  ti-ue,  from  Great 
Britun,  as  from  other  Powers,  but  not  the  leas  acceptable 
on  that  account.  It  is  a  misfortune  that  so  large  a  portion 
of  our  foreign  commerce  concentrates  in .  one  nation;  it 
subjects  us  too  much  to  the  legislation  and  the  policy  of 
that  nation,  and  exposes  us  to  the  influence  of  her  nume- 
rous agents,  fitctors,  and  merchants.  And  it  is  not  among 
the  smallest  recommendations  of  tbe  measure  before  the 
Senate,  that  its  tendency  will  be  to  expand  our  commerce 
with  France— our  great  revolutionary  ally— the  land  of 
our  Lafayette.  There  is  much  greater  probability,  also, 
cf  an  enlargement  of  the  present  demaivd  for  cotton,  in 
France,  than  in  Great  Briton.  France  engaged  later  in 
the  manufacture  of  cotton,  and  has  made,  therefore,  leas 
progress.  She  has,  moreover,  no  colonies  producing  die 
article  in  abundaiKe,  whose  industry  she  might  be  tempted 
to  encourage. 

Tbe  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Snts,] 
by  his  reply  to  a  speech,  which,  on  the  opening  of  the  sub- 
j  ect  of  this  resolution,  I  had  occasion  to  make,  has  rendered 
it  necessary  that  I  should  take  some  notice  of  his  observa- 
tions. The  honorable  gentleman  stated  that  he  hadbeenoe- 
cueed  of  partiality  to  the  manufacturing  interest.  Never  wis 
there  a  more  groundless  and  malicious  charge  preferred 
against  a  calumniated  man.  Since  this  question  has  been 
agitated  in  the  public  councils,  although  I  have  often  heard 
from  him  professions  of  attachment  to  this  branch  of  indus- 
try, T  have  never  known  any  member  a  more  uniform,  de- 
termined, and  uncompromising  opponent  of  them,  than  tbe 
honorable  Senator  has  invariably  been.  And  if,  hereafter, 
the  calumny  should  be  repeated,  of  his  friendsliip  to  tlie 
American  system,  I  shall  be  ready  to  fumisli  to  him,  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  my  testimony  to  bis  innocence.  The 
honorable  gentleman  supposed  that  I  had  advanced  the 
idea  that  the  permaneni  revenue  of  this  country  shoufc 
be  fixed  at  eighteen  millions  of  dollars.     Certainly  I  had 
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no  mtention  to  announce  such  ui  opinion,  nor  do  my  ex- 
prenions,  fidriy  interpreted,  imply  it.  I  stated,  on  the 
occaoon  refSerred  to,  that,  estimating'  the  ordinary  revenue 
of  the  coantty  at  twenty-fire  millions,  and  the  amount  of 
the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  proposed  to  be  re- 
poicd  by  the  resolution,  at  seven  millions,  the  latter  sum 
Uken  from  the  former  would  leave  eigfhteen.  But  I  did 
not  intinate  any  belief  that  the  revenue  of  the  country 
ought,  for  the  future,  to  be  permanently  fixsd  at  that  or 
Vlj  oUier  precise  sum.  I  stated  that,  after  having  effected 
w  great  a  reduction,  we  might  pause,  cautioudy  survey 
the  whole  ground,  and  deliberately  determine  upon  other 
neanres  irf  reduction,  some  of  which  I  in<Ucated.  And 
I  HOT  lay,  preserve  the  protective  system  in  full  vigor, 
giTe  rathe  proceeds  of  the  public  domain  for  internal 
inrarorements,  or,  if  you  please,  partly  for  that  object, 
and  yartiy  for  the  removal  of  the  free  blacks,  with  their 
own  coment,  fi-om  the  United  States;  and,  for  one,  I  have 
no  objection  to  the  reduction  of  the  public  revenue  to 
flAeen,  to  thirteen,  or  even  to  nine  millions  of  dollars. 

In  regard  to  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Trca- 
wry  for  paying  off  the  whole  of  the  remaining  public 
debt  by  the  4th  day  of  March,  1833,  including  Uie  three 
per  cent.,  and,  for  that  purpose,  selling  the  bank  stock,  I 
htd  remarked  that,  with  the  exception  of  the  three  per 
cent,  there  was  not  more  than  about  four  millions  of  dol- 
bre  of  the  debt  due  and  payable  within  this  year;  that,  to 
meet  this,  the  Secretary  had  stated,  in  his  annual  report, 
tlut  the  treasury  would  have,  from  the  receipts  of  this  year, 
biilteen  millions  of  dollars,  applicable  to  the  principal  of 
the  debt;  that  I  did  not  perceive  any  urgency  for  paying 
off  the  three  per  cent,  by  the  precbe  day  sugfgested;  and 
ttat  there  was  no  necessity,  according  to  the  plans  of  the 
treuury,  assuming  them  to  be  expedient  and  proper,  to 
poitpone  the  repeal  of  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles. 
The  gentleiaiin  from  Maryland  imputed  to  me  ignorance 
oftliesct  ofthe  24th  April,  1830,  according  to  which,  in  his 
<pnion,  the  Secretary  was  obliged  to  purchase  the  three 
per  cent.  On  what  ground  the  Senator  supposed  I  was 
ipmmi  of  that  act,  he  has  not  stated.  Although,  when 
it  puaed,  I  was  at  Ashland,  I  assure  hhn  that  I  was  not 
there  altogether  uninformed  of  what  was  passing  in  the 
votW.  I  regidarly  received  the  Register  of  my  excellent 
fiiend  Mr.  Niles,  published  in  Baltimore,  the  National 
Iflfcllijencer,  and  other  papers.  There  are  two  errors  to 
which  gentlemen  are  sometimes  liable:  one  is  to  magnify 
the  amount  of  knowledge  which  they  possess  themselves, 
and  the  second  is  to  depreciate  that  which  others  have 
•cquired  And  will  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  excuse 
s*  for  thinking  that  no  man  is  more  prone  to  commit 
both  errors  than  himself?  I  will  not  say  that  he  is  igno- 
nat  of  the  true  meaning  of  the  act  of^  1830,  but  I  cer- 
tainly place  a  different  construction  upon  it  from  what  he 
does.  It  does  not  oblige  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
or  rather  the  Commissioners  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  to  ap- 
ply the  surplus  of  any  year  to  the  purchase  of  the  three 
PCT  cent  stock  particularly,  but  leaves  them  at  liberty 
"to  jpply  such  surplus  to  the  purchase  of  any  portion  of 
the  public  debt,  at  such  rates  as,  in  their  opinion,  may  be 
idrantageous  to  the  United  States."  This  vests  a  discre- 
tuKcry  authority,  to  be  exercised  under  ofHcial  respon- 
aWity.  And  if  any  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  when  he 
j*l  the  option  of  purchasing  a  portion  of  the  debt,  bear- 
i"?  a  higher  rate  of  interest,  at  par  or  about  par,  were  to 
wecute  the  act  by  purchasing  the  three  per  cent,  at  its 
pment  price,  he  would  merit  impeachment.  Undoubtedly  a 
state  of  liicts  may  exist,  such  as  there  being  no  public  debt 
''"nining  to  be  paid  but  the  three  per  cent,  stock,  with 
a  surplus  in  the  treasury,  idle  and  unproductive,  in  which 
it  might  be  expedient  to  apply  that  surplus  to  the  reim- 
luinement  of  the  three  per  cents.  But,  whilst  tlie  inte- 
"wt  of  money  is  at  a  greater  rate  than  three  per  cent.,  it 
»ouW  not,  I  think,  be  wise  to  produce  an  accumuhtion 


of  public  treasure  for  such  a  purpose.  The  postpone- 
ment of  any  reduction  of  the  amount  of  the  revenue,  at 
this  ses^n,  must  however  give  rise  to  that  very  accumu- 
lation; and  it  is,  therefore,  that  I  cannot  perceive  the 
utility  of  the  postponement. 

We  are  told  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  that 
oflfers  have  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  exchange  three  per  cents,  at  their  market  price  of 
ninety-six  per  Cint.  for  the  bank  stock  ofthe  Government 
at  its  market  price,  which  is  about  one  hundred  and  twen- 
ty-six; and  he  thinks  it  would  be  wise  to  accept  them. 
If  the  charter  of  the  bank  is  renewed,  that  stock  will  be 
probably  worth  much  more  than  its  present  price;  if  not 
renewed,  much  less.  Would  it  be  fair  in  Government, 
whilst  the  question  ispending  and  undecided,  to  make 
such  an  exchange?  Tne  difference  in  value  between  a 
stock  bearing  three  per  cent,  and  one  bearing  seven  per 
cent.,  must  be  really  much  greater  than  the  difference 
between  ninety -six  and  one  hundred  and  twenty^ix  per 
cent.  Supposing  them  to  be  perpetual  annuities,  the  one 
would  be  worth  more  than  twice  the  value  of  the  other. 
But  my  objection  to  the  treasury  plan  is,  that  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  execute  it — to  continue  these  duties,  as  the 
Secretary  proposes.  The  Secretary  has  a  debt  of  twenty- 
four  millions  to  pay;  he  has,  from  the  accruing  reeeipU 
of  this  year,  fourteen  milEons;  and  we,  are  now  told  oy 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  tliat  this  sum  of  fourteen  mil- 
lions is  exclusive  of  any  of  the  duties  accruing  this  year. 
He  proposes  to  raise  eight  millions  by  a  sale  of  the  bank 
stocK,  and  to  anticipate,  from  the  revenues  receivable 
next  year,  two  nuUions  more.  These  three  items,  then, 
of  fourteen  millions,  eight  millions,  and  two  millions,  make 
up  the  sum  required  of  twenty-four  millions,  without  the 
aid  of  the  duties  to  which  the  resolution  relates. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  insists  that  the  General 
Government  has  been  liberal  towards  the  West  in  its  ap- 
propriations of  public  lands  for  internal  improvements; 
and,  as  to  fortifications,  he  contends  that  the  expenditures 
near  the  mouth  of  the  Miraissippi  are  for  its  especial  bene- 
fit. The  appropriations  of  land  to  the  States  of  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Alabama,  have  been  liberal;  but  it 
is  not  to  be  overlooked,  that  the  General  Government  is 
itself  the  greatest  proprietor  of  land,  and  that  a  tendency 
ofthe  improvements,  which  these  appropriations  were  to 
effect,  is  to  increase  the  value  of  the  unsold  public  domain. 
The  erection  of  the  fortifications  for  the  defence  of  Lou- 
isiana was  highly  proper;  but  the  gentleman  might  as 
well  place  to  the  account  of  the  West,  the  disbursements 
for  the  fortifications  intended  to  defend  Baltimore,  Phila- 
delphia, and  New  York,  to  all  which  capitals  Western 
produce  is  sent,  and  in  security  of  all  of  which  the  West- 
ern people  feel  a  lively  interest.  They  do  not  object  to 
expenditures  for  the  army,  for  the  navy,  for  fortifications, 
or  for  any  other  defensive  or  commercial  object  on  the 
Atlantic,  but  they  do  think  that  their  condition  ought 
also  to  receive  friendly  attention  from  the  General  Go- 
vernment. With  respect  to  the  State  of  Kentucky,  not 
one  cent  of  money,  or  one  acre  of  land,,  has  been  applied 
to  any  object  of  internal  improvement  witliin  her  limits. 
The  subscription  to  the  stock  of  the  canal  at  Louisville 
was  for  an  object  in  which  many  States  were  interested. 
The  Senator  rrom  Maryland  complains  that  be  has  been 
unable  to  obtain  any  aid  for  the  railroad  which  the  enter- 
prise of  Baltimore  has  projected,  and,  in  part,  executed. 
That  was  a  great  work,  the  conception  of  which  was  bold 
and  highly  honorable,  and  it  deserves  national  encourage- 
ment. But  how  has  the  Committee  of  Roads  and  Canals, 
at  this  session,  been  constituted?  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land possessed  a  brief  authority  to  organize  it,  and,  if  I 
am  not  misinformed,  a  majority  ofthe  members  composing 
it,  appointed  by  him,  are  opposed  both  to  the  constitu- 
tionality ofthe  power  and  the  expediency  of  exercising  it. 

And  now,  sir,  I  would  address  a  few  words  to  the  friends 
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of  the  American  system  in  the  Senate.  The  revenue 
must,  ouglU  to  be  reduced.  The  country  will  not,  after, 
by  the  payment  of  the  public  debt,  ten  or  twelve  millions 
of  dollars  become  unnecessary,  bear  such  an  annual  sur- 
plus. Its  distribution  would  form  a  subject  of  perpetual 
contention.  Some  of  the  opponents  of  the  system  under- 
stand the  stratagem  by  which  to  attack  it,  and  are  shaping 
their  course  accordingly.  It  is  to  crush  the  system  by  the 
accumulation  of  revenue,  and  by  the  effort  to  persuade 
the  people  that  they  are  unnecessarily  taxed,  whilst  those 
would  really  tax  tliem  who  would  break  up  the  native 
sources  of  supply,  and  render  them  dependent  upon  the 
foreign.  But  the  revenue  ought  to  be  reduced,  so  as  to 
accommodate  it  to  the  fact  ot  the  payment  of  the  public 
debt.  And  the  alternative  is,  or  may  be,  to  preserve  the 
protectingsystem,  and  repeal  the  duties  on  the  unprotected 
articles,  or  to  preserve  tlie  duties  on  unprotected  articles, 
and  endanger,  if  not  deibroy,  the  system.  Let  us  then 
adopt  the  measure  before  us,  which  will  benefit  all  classes: 
the  fiirmer,  the  profesnonal  man,  the  merchant,  the  ma- 
nufacturer, the  mechanic,  and  the  cotton  planter  more 
than  all.  A  few  months  ago,  there  was  no  diversity 
of  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  this  measure.  All, 
then,  seemed  to  unite  in  the  selection  of  these  objects, 
for  a  repeal  of  duties  which  were  not  produced  withm  the 
country.  Such  a  repeal  did  not  touch  our  domestic  indus- 
try, violated  no  principle,  offended  no  prejudice. 

Can  we  not  all,  whatever  may  be  our  favorite  theories, 
cordially  unite  on  this  neutral  ground?  When  that  is  oc- 
cupied, let  us  look  beyond  it,  and  see  if  any  thing  can  be 
done,  in  the  field  of  protection,  to  modify,  to  improve  it, 
or  to  satisfy  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  system.  Our 
Southern  brethren  believe  that  it  is  injurious  to  them,  and 
ask  its  repeal.  We  believe  that  its  abandonment  will  be 
prejudicial  to  them,  and  ruinous  to  every  other  section  of 
the  Union.  However  strong  their  convictions  may  be, 
they  are  not  sti-onger  than  ours.  Between  the  points  of 
the  preservation  of  the  system  and  its  absolute  repeal, 
there  is  no  principle  of  union.  If  it  can  be  shown  to  ope- 
rate immoderately  on  any  quarter;  if  tlie  measure  of  pro- 
tection to  any  article  can  be  demonstrated  to  be  undue 
and  inordinate,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  Congress  to  inter- 
pose and  apply  a  remedy.  And  none  will  co-operate  more 
heartily  than  I  shall,  in  the  performance  of  that  duty.  It  is 
quite  probable  that  beneficial  modifications  of  the  system 
may  be  made,  without  impairing  its  efficacy.  But,  to 
make  it  fulfil  the  purposes  of  its  instikutioa,  the  measure 
of  protection  ought  to  be  adequate.  If  it  be  not,  all  in- 
terests will  be  injuriously  affected.  The  manufacturer, 
crippled  in'  his  exertions,  will  produce  less  perfect  and 
dearer  fabrics,  and  the  consumer  will  feel  the  consequence. 
This  is  the  spirit,  and  these  are  the  principles  only,  on 
which  it  seems  to  me  that  a  settlement  of  this  great  ques- 
tion can  be  made  satisfactorily  to  all  parts  of  our  Union. 

[The  delivery  of  the  above  speech  of  Mr.  Ciat  oo 
cupied  portions  of  three  several  days;  but  the  whole  is 
embodied  here,  unbroken.] 


Vbidai,  Febbvabt  3. 
THE  TARIFF. 

After  the  disposal  of  some  morning  business. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Clat's 
resolution  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  resumed  his  argument, (as  given  above,)  and 
spoke  till  three  o'clock;  when,  being  much  exhausted,  he 
asked,  very  reluctantly,  he  said,  the  further  indulgence 
of  the  Senate;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MORDAT,  FlBRDABT  6. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  joint  resolution 
from  the  House  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  to 


make  arrangements  for  the  celebration  of  the  ceDtenniil 
birthday  of  Washington,  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Chmr  was  diiectcd 
to  appoint  the  committee. 

Mr.  CHA&IBERS  moved  thirteen  as  the  number  of  tlie 
committee,  Mr.  HUGGLES,  twenty-four,  and  Mr.  WEB- 
STER, five.    The  last  number  was  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolu- 
tion offered  by  Mr.  Clat,  for  the  modification  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and,  in  a  speech  of  about  three  lioun, 
concluded  his  argument  (as  g^ven  above)  in  support  of 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  rose,  and  said  he  was  sorry  to  6nd 
that  he  had  unintentionally  offended  the  honorable  gentlt- 
man  from  Kentucky.  In  referring  to  the  vigorous  age  be 
himself  enjoyed,  he  bad  not  supposed  he  should  give  of- 
fence to  others  who  complained  of  the  infirmities  of  age. 
The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  the  last  who  should 
take  the  remark  as  disparaging  to  his  vigor  and  peraonal 
appearance;  for,  when  that  gentleman  spoke  to  us  of  hii 
age,  he  heard  a  young  lady  near  him  exclaim — "  Old,  why 
I  think  he  is  mighty  pretty."  The  honorable  gentleman, 
on  Friday  last,  made  a  similitude  where  none  existed.  I, 
said  Mr.  S.,  had  suggested  the  necesHty  of  mutual  for- 
bearance in  settling  the  tariff,  and,  thereupon,  the  gen- 
tleman vociferated  loudly  and  angrily  about  removalt  from 
office.  He  siud  I  was  a  leader  in  the  system.  I  den^  the 
fitct.  I  never  exercised  tlie  least  influence  in  effecting  a 
removal,  and,  on  the  contrary,  I  interfered,  succeasfuliy, 
to  prevent  the  removal  of  two  gentlemen  in  office.  I  am 
charged  with  making  a  committee  on  roads  and  canals,  ad- 
verse to  internal  improvement.  If  this  be  so,  it  is  by  mistake. 
I  certainly  supposed  every  gentleman  named  on  that  com. 
mittee  but  one  to  be  friendly  to  internal  improvement  To 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  I  assigned  four  out  of  five 
who  were  known  to  be  friendly  to  the  protective  systeni. 
The  rights  of  the  minority,  he  had  endeavored,  also,  in  a^ 
rangingthe  committees,  tosecure.  The  appointmentof  the 
committees  he  had  found  one  of  the  most  difficuh  and  oner- 
ous tasks  he  bad  ever  undertaken.  One-third  of  the  House 
were  lawyers,  all  of  whom  wanted  to  be  put  upon  some 
important  committee.  The  oath  which  the  Senator  jw) 
tendered,  he  hoped  he  would  not  take.  In  the  year  1795. 
Mr.  S.  SMd,  he  had  sustained  a  protective  duty  agwnst  ihe 
opposition  of  a  member  from  Pittsburg.  Previous  to  the 
year  1822,  he  had  always  given  incidental  ^support  to  ma- 
nufactures, in  fixing  the  tariff.  He  was  a  warm  fiiend  to 
the  tariff  of  1816,  which  he  still  regarded  as  a  wise  and 
beneficial  law.  He  hoped,  tlien,  the  gentleman  would 
not  take  his  oath. 

Mr.  CLAY  placed,  he  said,  a  high  value  on  the  compli- 
ment of  which  the  honorable  Senator  was  the  channel « 
communication;  and  he  the  more  valued  it,  inasmuch  as  he 
did  not  recollect  more  than  once  before,  in  his  life,  to  have 
received  a  similar  compliment.  He  was  happy  to  find 
that  the  honorable  gentleman  disclaimed  the  systeni  of 
proscription;  and  he  should,  with  his  approbation,  here- 
after cite  his  authority  in  opposition  to  it.  The  Committee 
on  Roads  and  Canals,  whatever  were  the  gentleman's  in- 
tentions in  constructing  it,  had  a  majority  of  members, 
whose,  votes  and  speeches  against  internal  improvements 
were  matter  of  notoriety.  The  gentleman's  appeal  to  his 
acts  in  '95,  is  perfectly  safe;  for,  old  as  I  am,  my  know- 
ledge of  bis  course  does  not  extend  back  that  far.  He 
would  take  the  period  which  the  gentleman  named,  since 
1822.  It  comes,  then,  to  this:  The  honorable  gentleman 
was  in  favor  of  protecting  manufactures;  but  he  had  turn- 
ed— I  need  not  use  the  word — he  has  abandoned  manu- 
factures.    Thus 

**  old  poliueiaiia  ehew  on  wiidom  patt, 
**  And  tottn-  on  in  buitnesi  to  tli«  1«at.*' 
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Xr.  SMITH.  The  bsttnnnon  is  unworthy  of  the  gen 
denu.  Totter,  sir,  I  totter.  Though  some  twenty  yesn 
older  than  the  gentlenutn,  I  can  yet  ituid  firm,  and  am 
jretabletocorrect  his  errors.  I  could  take  a  view  of  the 
gcndeman's  course,  which  would  show  how  inconsstent 
be bas  been.  [Mr.  CLAY  exclaimed:  '<  Take  it,  sir,  take 
it-l  dare  you."  ||Crie8  of  "  order.")  No,  «r,  said  Mr. 
S.,  I  viB  not  take  it.  I  will  not  so  ftr  disregard  what  is 
(he  to  the  dignity  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TCESBAT,    FiBBVABT    7. 

[The  following  members  were  announced  as  haring 
bccnippointed  by  the  Chair  on  the  joint  committee  for 
oakiw arrangements  for  celebrating  the  centennial  birth- 
day or  Washington,  pursuant  to  the  order  of  yesterday, 
lit  Mr.  Tazswili,  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Clai,  Mr.  Wb»- 
iTn,aiidMr.  Tbodv. 

The  journal  having  been  read, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  rose,  and  said  that  he  perceived  in 
Ihe  journal  of  yesterday's  proceeding's  his  name  on  the 
ommittee  appointed  in  conjunction  with  the  committee 
of  the  other  House,  for  the  purpose  of  making  arrange- 
ments for  the  celebration  of  the  centennial  birthday  of 
the  first  President  of  the  United  States.  It  would  be  re- 
wUected  that  the  condition  of  the  Senate  was  such,  at 
the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  joint  resolution,  under 
vhich  the  committee  was  appointed,  that  it  was  impossi- 
ileforits  presiding  officer  to  distinguish  the  dissenting 
tote  given  by  himself  and  two  other  Senators  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure.  Although  opposed  to  serving  on  the 
amniittee,  he  would  not  have  troubled  the  Senate  with 
lie  tpplication  he  was  about  to  make,  did  be  not  feel  it 
luduly  to  announce  decidedly  his  sentiments  in  relation 
tothe  purpose  for  which  the  committee  was  instituted. 
Were  it  one  of  the  ordinary  committees  that  he  was  then 
ofled  upon  to  serve  in,  he  should  not,  however  irksome 
tbe  Krrice,  have  asked  to  be  excused)  but  when  a  depu- 
t>tion  of  that  body  was  appointed  to  meet  a  committee  of 
lie  other  House,  that  deputation  should  express  a  unani- 
■lous  opinion  in  relation  to  the  business  on  which  they 
»ere  to  act;  and  he,  therefore,  entertaining  different 
ners  from  those  intended  by  the  resolution,  was  com- 
pelled to  ask  the  Senate  to  excuse  him  from  serving, 
^■■cofh,  on  ordinary  occamons,  he  was  disposed  to  make 
tocnfice  of  his  own  feeUngs,  his  own  wishes,  and  his 
•wn  convenience,  yet,  on  this,  be  felt  it  his  duty  to  op- 
pose, in  the  most  decisive  manner,  the  consummation  of 
ipurpose,  to  the  inception  and  concoction  of  which  he 
"d  heen  equally  opposed.  Man-worship,  how  great 
joerer  the  man,  Mr.  T.  said  he  would  ever  oppose.  For 
ttjeie  reasons,  he  hoped  tlie  Senate  would  appoint,  in  his 
pace,  lome  other  gentleman,  whose  sentiments  and  feel- 
»p  better  qualified  h'un  to  serve  on  the  committee. 

It-  T.  was  then  excused. 

*■  T80UP  also  asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on 
Ik  coiimittee.  Mr.  T.  spoke  in  so  low  a  tone  of  voice 
••  lo  be  scarcely  audible  in  the  reporter's  seat;  but  he 
Ml  uderstood  to  give  the  same  reasons  for  wishing  to  be 
onuedss  were  given  by  Mr.  Tazbwbu. 

"•  WHITE,  at  a  subsequent  part  of  the  day,  also 
"Wed  to  be  excused.  He  said  that  precisely  the  same 
WMM  usigned  by  the  gentieman  from  Virginia,  dis- 
<N4ed  him  from  serving.  He,  too,  was  opposed  to  the 
"•wition,  and  had  voted  against  it. 

■r-  W.  was  likewise  excused. 

■r-  SMITH  also  requested  to  be  excused,  in  conse- 
ipence  of  iU  health.  He  had  been  indisposed  in  conse- 
2»wce  of  joining  in  celebrating  the  8th  of  January,  and 
»"  compelled  to  confine  himself  witliiri  doors  when  not 

■W  ">  "^"'y  »'  'lie  Senate,  especiaUy  in  the  evening. 

"f-  S.  was  accordingly  excused. 


THE   TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
proposed  by  Mr.  Clat  for  the  modification  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  HILL,  of  New  Hampshire,  again  rose.  He  said, 
that  I  may  be  distinctly  understood  as  not  being  opposed 
to  any  manufiicturing  interest  worthy  of  protection,  I  will 
give  notice  of  my  intention  to  propose  a  substitute  for  the 
resolution  which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has 
moved  to  strike  out.  This  substitute  is  an  outline  for 
such  a  "judicious  tariff"  as  will  amply  protect  our  manu- 
factures, and  at  the  same  time  not  do  Violent  injustice  to 
the  other  great  interests  of  the  country.  It  offers  a  pro- 
tection much  greater  than  any  law  passed,  or  recommend- 
ed to  be  passed,  by  VVashing:ton,  Adams,  or  Jefferson.  It 
meets  restriction  from  abroad  with  ample  restriction  at 
home;  at  the  same  time,  it  invites/oreig^  nations  to  be 
more  liberal  to  us.  With  the  consent  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  I  will  offer  this,  should  the  resolution 
under  consideration  be  rejected;  and  will  be  willing  so  to 
modify  it  as  may  suit  the  views  of  any  Senator  wlio  would 
}neld  something  for  conciliation  on  thu  momentous  subject. 

My  propositions  are  as  follow: 

1 .  That  any  amount  of  imposts  above  twenty -five  per 
cent,  (that  beingtantamount  to  a  protection  of  thirty -seven 
and  a  half  per  c^nt.  to  the  manufiicturer)  on  the  first  cost 
of  foreign  importations,  is  not  necessary  for  the  perma- 
nent protection  of  American  industry  and  the  lull  and 
profitable  employment  of  American  capital. 

2.  That,  for  the  better  protection  of  American  manu- 
factures, all  imposts  on  foreign  raw  materials  (iron  and 
wool  for  the  present  excepted)  ought  to  be  abolished. 

3.  That,  for  the  more  ample  security  of  the  trading 
and  mercantile,  as  well  as  the  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing interests,  the  present  tariff  of  duties  ought  not  to 
be  materially  reduced  by  law  to  take  effect  sooner  than 
the  Ist  of  January,  1833. 

4.  That  the  duty  on  raw  wool  (with  the  exception  of 
the  coarser  kinds  not  produced  in  this  country,  which 
should  be  entirely  free  of  duty)  shall  be  reduced  gra- 
dually, say  five  per  cent,  at  the  end  of  each  year,  until  it 
falls  to  fifteen  per  cent. 

5.  That  the  duties  on  unmanufactured  iron  and  steel 
be  at  first  reduced  to  a  rate  that  shall  protect  American 
manufactures  of  iron,  taking  into  view  the  duties  on 
foreign  manufactures  of  iron  and  steel  now  existing;  and 
afterwards  be  gradually  further  reduced  to  a  rate  not  ex- 
ceeding fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

6.  That  the  minimums  of  duties  on  woollens  and  cot- 
tons be  abolished  from  and  after  the  1st  of  January, 
1833;  that  an  ad  valorem  duty  not  exceeding  forty  per 
cent,  be  then  laid,  to  be  annually  reduced  five  per  cent, 
until  it  shall  not  exceed  twenty-five  per  cent. 

7.  That  the  duties  on  all  other  manufactured  articles  in 
common  use,  exceeding  by  the  present  tariff  twenty-five 
per  cent,  ad  valorem,  be  reduced,  from  and  after  said  1st 
day  of  January,  1833,  five  per  cent,  per  annum,  until  they 
shall  not  exceed  twenty-five  per  cent. 

8.  That  the  duty  on  salt  be  furUier  reduced  five  cents 
on  a  bushel;  on  teas,  one-half  of  tlie  present  amount  of 
duties;  on  coffee,  to  one  cent  per  pound;  on  brown  su- 
gar, at  the  rate  of  half  a  cent  per  pound  per  annum,  until 
the  duty  falls  to  one  cent  per  pound. 

9.  That  the  duties  on  foreign  articles  of  luxury  ought 
in  no  instance  to  be  reduce<l  in  a  ratio  gi-eater  than  the 
duties  on  any  article  of  necessity  which  is  in  general  use. 

Educated,  Mr.  President,  as  a  plain,  practical  man,  with 
no  pretensions  at  all  to  play  the  orator,  my  constituents 
did  not  send  me  here  with  any  expectation  that  I  should 
participate  in 

**  Tkv  popalar  hsranipK,  t]i«  fsrt  reply. 
The  logic  aud  Uie  wiidom  and  Ihe  wit," 

of  men  whose  lives  have  been  almost  spent  in  the  forum 
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of  debate,  and  who  have  abundance  of  ability  to  make 
the  "  worse  appear  the  better  cause."  I  cannot  speak 
before  I  know  wliat  I  have  to  say;  and  when  I  have  said 
that,  I  am  done. 

Sir,  I  am  pleased  that  the  "still,  small  voice  from  the 
East"  was  loud  enough  to  be  felt.  That  "still,  small 
voice"  tenders  its  acknowledgments  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  whose  aptness  at  "  all  trades"  is  equally  appa- 
rent, whether  it  be  in  applying  terms  honorable  to  his 
own,  and  dishonorable  to  the  "  hungry  brood"  who  differ 
from  him,  or  in  gi-asping  for  his  own  all  that  is  good,  and 
turning  over  to  the  "ghosts"  that  seem  to  haunt  his 
imagination  all  that  is  unwelcome. 

Of  the  "  lean  kine"  and  "  starvelings,"  the  "  ill  favor- 
ed" and  "pale  faced,"  so  vividly  described  by  the  Sena- 
tor— and  it  may  be  added,  of  the  sturdier  gentlemen,  too, 
"  with  fat  round  capon  lined,"  who,  since  the  4tli  of 
March,  1829,  have  hung  on  their  sleeves,  and  besieged 
and  begged  the  President  and  heads  of  departments  for 
office  and  for  treasury  pap — it  may  be  well  to  remember 
that  at  least  the  one-half  of  them  either  were,  in  the  election 
of  1828,  or  are  now,  in  the  ranks  of, the  "  American  sys- 
tem" men,  and  opposed  to  the  present  administration  and 
its  head. 

If  the  "still,  small  voice"  be  only  as  one  of  twelve  in 
this  honorable  body  from  the  six  New  England  States,  the 
Senator  need  not  be  informed,  such  is  the  progress  of  op- 
position to  "  his  system,"  that  any  election  since  1828 
would  here  present  them  as  good  as  four  to  eight. 

The  Senator  claims  the  tariff  law  of  1816  as  part  and 
parcel  of  his  own  great  "system;"  and  yet  he  tells  you 
that  this  country  never  saw  seven  years  of  such  intense 
pecuniary  suffering  and  distress  as  between  1816  and 
1824!  The  Senator  must  have  forgotten  1827,  '28,  and 
'29,  when  there  were  more  failures,  more  ruin  among  the 
manufacturers  of  New  England  [and  this  distress  was  not 
confined'to  them — ^it  was  general]  than  all  that  had  taken 
place  in  all  other  years  since  the  adoption  of  tlie  constitution. 
Why,  sir,  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  nearly  the  whole 
of  the  little  State  of  Rhode  Island  was  supposed  to  be 
involved  in  irretrievable  ruin.  '  Her  excellent  working 
man,  Samuel  Slater,  one  of  the  foreigners  that  .are  so  ob- 
noxious to  the  Senator's  displeasure,  the  father  of  the 
manufacturers  in  New  England,  was  paralyzed,  and  could 
not  meet  his  payments,  although  worth  more  than  twelve 
hundred  thousand  dollars  in  manufacturing  establish- 
ments, which  then  could  avail  him  nothing.  Had  he  not 
been  relieved  by  the  generosity  and  capital  of  other 
wealthy  men  at  the  moment,  the  whole  manu&cturing 
industry  of  Rhode  Island,  embracing  many  millions  of 
dollars,  must  have  been  prostrated.  This,  however,  was 
a  business  on  a  "small"  scale,  and  probably  never  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  the  honorable  Senator. 

Sir,  to  prove  to  you  that  my  motives  are  not  selfish,  I 
may  be  permitted  to  state  that  I  am  myself  interested  in  a 
cotton  manufactory  to  the  amount  of  some  fifteen  thousand 
dollars;  this  is  a  small  sum,  but  it  is  more  to  me  than  a 
hundred  thousand  are  to  other  owners.  Now,  I  do  not 
believe — and  the  establishment  has  been  well  managed — 
that  the  tariff  law  of  1828  has  benefited  my  interest  one 
cent.  So  far  from  it,  during  the  whole  of  1829,  if  I  had 
wanted  the  money,  I  could  not  raise  a  dollar  on  the  secu- 
rity which  this  stock  afforded,  and  even  in  1830  I  could 
not  have  sold  it  for  fifty  cents  on  the  dollar.  If  you  will 
repeal  unnecessary  taxes  on  necessary  articles  of  con- 
sumption— reduce  them  on  foreign  iron,  several  tons  of 
which  were  used  for  this  establishment  last  year — on 
woollens,  flannels,  baizes,  many  yards  of  which  are  used 
and  worn  by  persons  employed;  on  salt,  on  brown  sugar, 
and  on  various  other  articles  necessary  to  be  used;  and 
even  reduce  them  on  calicoes,  ginghams,  and  other  cot- 
ton cloths;  I  will  consider  it  as  doing  me  a  favm-  even  in 
relation  to  my  interest  in  the  cotton  establishment. 


Sir,  honorable  Senators  know,  if  all  the  people  cannot 
realize  it,  that  in  our  highest  councils  the  "  still,  snuU 
voice"  of  truth  sometimes  prevails  against  all  the  eBbiti 
of  hatred,  envy,  revenge,  andmadneas.  The  "  still,  nmB 
voice"  of  reason,  operating  on  a  thinking,  virtuous  people, 
brings  about  such  results  as  have  often  astonished,  if  not 
disappointed,  the  honorable  Senator- himself.  The  "ttill, 
small  voice"  of  conscience  is  often  whispering  to  unhal- 
lowed ambition  to  pause  in  its  career;  but  some  there  ue 
so  reckless,  that  neither  the  warnings  of  conscience  ntr 
the  premonitions  of  religion  can  arrest  their  course.  The 
"still,  small  voice"  of  conscious  rectitude,  whetlier  «nc»- 
ed  at,  pointed  at,  or  threatened,  stands  as  the  unmored 
rock. 

The  "  still,  small  voice"  of  patriotism  turns  with  disgust 
from  such  reproaches  as  have,  in  this  debate,  been  cast  on 
that  American  citizen  who  has  been  called,  a  "heartless 
foreigner,"  that  "  never  possessed  one  American  feel- 
ing!" I  say  American  citizen,  for  he  is  an  older  Anicii- 
can  citizen  than  your  present  constitution,  and  carried 
arms  to  fight  for  our  liberties  in  the  war  of  the  revolution. 
That  man  who,  in  the  halls  of  your  legislature,  and  el8^ 
where,  successfully  grappled  with  and  prostrated  the  po- 
liticians  that,  for  a  season,  had  fixed  on  the  people  the 
odious  alien  and  sedition  laws;  that  man  who,  with  Tho- 
mas Jefferson  and  James  Madison,  and  other  patriots, 
assisted,  in  1801,  to  bring  back  the  Government  to  fint 
principles;  that  man  who,  for  twelve  years,  administered 
the  financial  department  of  your  Government  with  unri- 
valled ability,  and  brought  order  out  of  chaos;  that  nan 
who  was  the  first  to  bring  the  system  of  revenue  to  ascile 
that  prevented  a  continued  resort  to  loans  and  direct  taxes, 
and  also  the  first  to  commence  a  rapid  discharge  of  the 
great  public  debt,  contracted  by  the  war  of  the  revolu- 
tion; that  man  who  labored  assiduously  in  negotiating  the 
treaty  of  Ghent,  while,  if  report  speak  true,  at  lea*  one 
of  his  colleagues  was  enjoying  pleasures  to  which  his  un- 
tiring industry  was  a  stranger;  that  man  who  was  thought 
fit,  even  by  tlie  last  administration,  to  conduct  the  most 
important  negotiations  with  Great  Britain  ;~thi3  statesman 
and  patriot  will  not  be  cast  off— will  not  be  branded  bjr 
the  American  people  as  unworthy  the  American  name. 

Sir,  since  the  sitting  of  yesterday,  1  have  read  the  me- 
morial of  the  Free  Trade  Convention,  addressed  to  this 
Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives,  written  »nd 
signed  by  Albert  Gallatin;  nor  can  I  much  wonder,  when, 
considering  his  attachment  for  that  darling  child,  the 
"  American  system,"  that  the  Senator's  wrath  was  enkin- 
dled. "  The  pitcher  has  been  broken  at  the  fountun, 
and  the  mourners  go  about  the  streets;"  the  dear,  the  only 
child  has  been  buried  at  the  bottom  of  the  garden,  and 
there  is  "no  hope  of  a  tree  that  is  cut  down."  The 
"  American  system"  has  been  murdered — hat  breathed 
its  last,  while  yet  struggling  for  life  under  the  unmerci- 
ful blows  inflicted  by  the  man  who  has  been  set  down  as 
a  "  heartless  foreigner."  The  Senator  will  not  soon  for- 
get or  forgive  either  Albert  Gallatin,  or  the  venerable 
Senator  from  M-aryland,  farthest  at  my  left.  The  one 
has  demonstrated  that  the  "  American  system"  Is  all  a 
cheat  and  a  delusion,  attempted  to  be  practised  on  the 
American  people;  and  the  other  has  left  the  American 
nation  to  infer  that  their  Department  of  Stale  was,  a  great 
part  of  the  time,  without  any  competent  head  at  home, 
to  attend  to  its  foreign  relations,  during  the  last  adminis- 
tration!        J 

Sir,  more  than  thirty  years  ago  there  lived,  in  Vir^ms, 
a  man  who  was  imbued  with  a  genius  and  with  principles 
worthy  of  Patrick  Henry;  that  man  was  John  Thompson, 
of  Petersburg.  Although  he  did  not  live  to  complete  his 
twenty-thinl  year,  (says  his  biographer,)  "his  virtues, 
his  talents,  his  unrivalled  eloquence,  his  enthusiastic  de- 
votion to  the  cause  of  republicanism,  gave  to  his  charac- 
ter, throughout  Virginia,  a  celebrity  which  no  man,  at  his 


Digitized  by 


Google 


301 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


302 


F«.  r,  1832.] 


The  Tariff. 


[SXHATE. 


tgt,  hid  erer  before  attained.  Hu  application  to  study 
nsunrenutted,  and  the  progress  which  he  had  made  was 
rapid  and  great.  He  seemed  to  acquire  knowledge  al- 
most by  intuition^  and  what  he  once  learned,  he  never 
fcrjot"  This  gentleman,  in  the  latter  part  of  1798,  wrote 
ud  published  the  letters  of  Curtius,  in  the  Petersburg 
Guette,  which  are  republished  in  the  ▼olume  which  I 
boM  in  my  hand.  In  these  letters,  is  truly  and  faithfiilly 
delineated  the  character  of  Albert  Gallatin:  if  the  author 
bd  been  endowed  with  the  gfift  of  prescience,  he  could 
not  hare  fiimished  matter  more  apposite  to  the  present 
oeeuion  than  what  I  shall,  with  the  permission  of  the  Se- 
nate, read  to  you.  He  says: 
"Nicholas,  [Wilson  Cary  Nicholas,  of  Virginia,]  Li. 

*  Tmgitoa,  [the  same  Edward  Livingston,  whose  nomina- 
'tion,  lately  suspended  in  this  body  for  weeks,  under  im- 
'  putitions  now  no  longer  disgraceful  to  him,  was  passed 

*  by  amnimous  consent,]  and  Gallatin,  were  the  most  con 
'qiicaous  opponents  of  the  alien  ai>d   sedition   bills, 

*  These  enlightened  patriots  have  long  been  objects  of 
■abhorrence  and  terror  to  all  the  enemies  of  our  consti- 
'  totioii  and  liberty.  The  splendid  ability  with  which  they 
'kTe  defended  the  interests  and  vindicated  the  rights  of 
'the  people,  has  endeared  them  to  every  admirer  of  ge- 
'rias,  eloquence,  and  virtue,  whilst  it  has  rendered  them 
'  eminently  obnoxious  to  all  the  partisans  of  usurpation 
'uid  monarchy.  The  noble  exertions  of  these  illustrious 
'men  will  never  be  forgotten  whilst  patriotism  and  talents 
'are  admired  in  the  world.  Their  names  will  descend 
'with  renown  to  posterity,  when  their  enemies  and  slan- 
'derers  will  be  consigned  to  oblivion's  deepest  grave. 

"When  I  select  tlie  names  of  Gallatin,  Livingston,  and 
'Nicholas,  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the  merits  and  talents 
'of  many  odier  gentlemen.  I  have  selected  them  be- 
'cuse  they  have  been  exposed  to  the  most  cruel  oblo- 
'qoies  of  your  party.  Mr.  Gallatin  has  been  persecuted 
'with  an  the  detestable  rancor  of  envy  and  malice.  The 
'accuracy  of  his  information,  the  extent  of  his  knowledge, 
'the  penpicuity  of  his  style,  the  moderation  of  his  tern- 
'per,  and  the  irresistible  energy  of  his  reasoning  pow- 
'at,  render  him  the  ablest  advocate  that  ever  appeared 
'  in  the  cause  of  truth  and  liberty.  Patient  and  persever- 
'mg,  temperate  and  firm,  no  error  escapes  his  vigilance, 
'no  calumny  provokes  his  passions.  To  expose  the 
'  blunders  and  absurdities  of  his  adversaries,  is  the  only 
'  revenge  which  he  will  condescend  to  take  for  their  in- 
'  lolent  invectives.  Serene  in  the  midst  of  clamors,  he 
'  exhibits  the  arguments  of  his  opponents  in  their  genuine 
'ooloes;  he  divests  them  of  the  tinsel  of  declamation  and 
'the  cobwebs  of  sophistry;  he  detects  the  most  plausible 
'errots;  he  exposes  the  most  latent  absurdities;  he  holds 
'the  'mirror  up'  to  folly,  and  reasnnsupon  every  subject 
'  with  the  readiness  of  intuition,  and  the  certainty  of  de- 
'  mMutrttion.  Elevated  above  the  intrigues  of  parties, 
'and  the  weaknesses  of  the  passions,  he  is  never  trans- 
'  ported  into  any  excess  by  the  zeal  of  his  friends,  or  the 
'virulence  of  lu*  enemies.  His  object  is,  the  happiness 
'  of  the  people— his  means,  economy,  liberty,  and  peace 
'—his  guide,  the  constitution.  The  sympathies  which 
'  &scinate  the  heart,  and  mislead  the  understanding,  have 
'never  allured  him  from  the  arduous  pursuit  of  truth, 
'Ibroaghher  most  intricate  mazes.  Never  animated  by 
'the  tiutulent  and  impetuous  feelings  which  agitate  po- 
'  polar  anemblies,  he  preserves,  in  the  midst  of  contend- 
'n»  factions,  that  coolness  of  temper  and  that  accuracy 
'of  thought  which  philosophy  has  hitherto  claimed  as  the 
'  pecufiar  attribute  of  her  closet  meditations.  He  unites 
'to  the  energy  of  eloquence  and  the  confidence  of  inte- 
'  pity,  the  precision  of  mathematics,  the  method  of  logic, 
'and  the  treasures  of  experience.  His  opponents  slander 
' biffl  and  admire  him;  they  assail  him  with  ignorant  im- 
'  pertinence  and  pitiless  malice,  and  yet  they  feel  that  he 
'  B  the  darUng  of  philosophy,  the  apostle  of  truth,  and  the 


« favorite  votary  of  liberty.  Their  hatred,  like  the  rebel- 
'  lion  of  Satan,  proceeds  from  the  impatience  of  any  su- 
'  periority.  There  is  a  daily  beauty  in  his  life,  which 
'  makes  them  ugly.  Instead  of  imitating  his  excellence, 
'  they  attempt  to  conceal  it  by  a  mass  of  obloquy;  instead 
'  of  reverencing  his  unparalleled  wisdom  and  virtue,  they 
'  sharpen  the  dagger  of  falsehood,  and  prepare  the  poi- 
'  soned  arrows  of  envy. 

"  The  conduct  of  Mr.  Gallatin  is  his  best  vindication. 
'  This  fortigner  has  defended  the  constitution  against  the 
<  attacks  ot  native  Americans,  and  has  displayed  a  noble 
'  ardor  in  the  defence  of  his  adopted  countiy,  whilst  many 
'  of  her  sons  repose  in  inglorious  apathy,  and  whilst  others 
'  assail  her  with  detestwie  treachery  and  unnatural  ha- 
'  tred." 

Mr.  President,  such  has  been,  so  continues  to  be,  Al- 
bert Gallatin.  The  late  censure,  the  wholesale  denun- 
ciation of  liis  good  name,  is  totally  unmerited,  and  will 
be  as  scornfully  repudiated  by  the  American  people,  as 
were  other  similar  denunciations  of  the  same  individual  by 
the  amiable  and  inflexible  Virginian  who  indited  those 
letters.  When  I  heard  the  reproaches,  methougbt,  for 
the  moment^  that  the  dynasty  of  1798  had  indeed  returned, 
and  tliat  this  Senate  was  about  to  become  the  theatre  for 
the  ostracism  of  the  nation's  best  defenders  and  bene- 
factors. 

Mr.  MAN  GUM,  of  North  Carolina,  next  rose,  and  said, 
it  was  with  unfeigned  reluctance  that  he  had  determined 
to  participate  in  this  debate — a  reluctance  which  derived 
stren^h  from  the  conviction  that  scarcely  any  useful, 
practical  result  could  be  attained  by  the  <£scussion  of  a 
mere  abstract  proposition.  For  legislation  to  be  wise,  it 
was  not  sufficient  that  It  be  right  in  the  abstract  merely, 
but  it  was  also  necessary  that  it  should  be  adapted  to  the 
condition  of  those  upon  whom  it  was  to  operate.  Their 
interests,  habits,  feelings,  sentiments,  and  even  preju- 
dices, demanded  the  most  calm  and  respectful  considera- 
tion. 

The  resolution  upon  the  table,  said  Mr.  M.,  contains 
matter  of  high  and  great  import.  It  involves  principles 
mingling  in  deep  and  dangerous  connexion  with  the  inte- 
rests and  passions  of  great  masses  of  this  confederacy.  It 
involves  a  final  decision  upon  this  tarifl'  policy,  now  pre- 
sented in  a  naked,  unmitigated — ay,  aggravated  form. 
I  cannot  but  regard  it  as  the  most  momentous  question 
which  has  ever  been  submitted  to  any  deliberative  assem- 
bly in  this  country,  since  the  adoption  of  the  federal  con- 
stitution— as,  indeed,  the  most  fearfully  momentous  tli..t 
has  ever  occurred  in  the  whole  history  of  tlie  American 
people,  with  the  single  exception  of  the  declaration  of 
American  independence. 

This  policy,  i  n  its  inception  and  in  its  progress,  has  been 
marked  with  struggles,  keen,  fierce,  and  resolved.  In 
some  portions  of  the  Union  all  the  elements  of  discontent 
are  stirring  and  heaving  in  frightful  agitation.  The  pas- 
sions are  thronging  to  the  contest.  It  is  no  longer  dis- 
cussed as  a  question  of  political  economy,  but  as  a  naked 
question  of  liberty.  Shall  this  course  of  things  endure 
longer?  Is  there  any  lover  of  his  country  who  can  con- 
template it  without  deep  and  painful  reflections  P  Shall 
this  beautiful  fabric  of  our  liberties  be  perilled  in  a  con- 
test of  mere  selfish  interests,  uncalled  for  by  the  exigencies 
of  the  country,  and  unredeemed  by  any  high,  noble,  and 
patriotic  considerations? 

Sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  the  State  from  which  I  come  regards 
this  struggle  with  deep  solicitude,  and  the  most  patriotic 
anxiety.  No  State  in  this  confederacy  looks  to  this  Union 
with  more  loyalty  of  afi'ection  than  North  Carolina.  Mo- 
derate in  her  views,  just  in  her  purposes,  and  proud  of 
the  glory  of  our  common  country,  she  contemplates  with 
pain  any  system  of  policy  which  tends  to  weaken  the  af- 
fections  of  this  great  brotherhood  of  the  American  peo- 
ple.    She  deprecates  the  present  system  of  taxation  aa 
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essentially  sectional  and  sefish,  and  as  gradually,  bat  sure- 
ly, undermining  the  fabric  of  our  noble  institutions. 
She  has  hitherto  acquiesced  in  this  policy  with  a  dignified 
moderation,  looking  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public 
debt  as  a'  period  favorable  to  the  alleviation  of  her  bur- 
dens, and  a  rectification  of  the  system. 

We  are  now  upon  the  eve  of  that  era — so  glorious  in 
modern  annals — the  public  faith  redeemed,  and  the  pub- 
lic engagements  all  fulfilled.  In  this  new  state  of  things 
it  becomes  us  to  survey  our  position,  and  accommodate 
our  policy  to  our  actual  condition  and  the  exigencies  of 
the  Government. 

That  position  is  both  difficult  and  delicate.  The  occa- 
sion imperiously  demands  a  great  reduction  of  the  revenue 
— a  reduction  to  the  actual  necessities  of  the  Government. 
Wisdom,  prudence,  and  justice  require  that  it  shall  be 
effected  with  as  little  injury  as  posnble  to  the  manufacturing 
establishments,  built  up  in  a  different  state  of  things. 

This  question  has  been  argued  by  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  upon  the  assumption  that  a  large 
portion  of  this  country  are  laboring  for  an  entira  de- 
molition of  those  establishments;  and  appeals  have  been 
made  to  excite  every  motive  of  interest,  and  arouse  every 
selfish  principle,  to  rally  around  this  tariff  system,  and 
protect  it  from  the  assaults  of  its  ruthless  assailants. 

Sir,  these  appeals  have  been  made  with  admirable  sa- 
gacity— with  a  deep  conviction  that  the  system  can  be 
muntained  only  by  arousing  the  passions,  and  excluding 
the  lights  of  calm  and  sober  reason.  But,  sir,  has  this  as- 
sumption any  foundation  in  fact?  Is  there  any  party  in 
this  country  that  seeks  to  demolish  the  manufacturing 
establishments?  Is  there  any  which  is  not  deeply  Impress- 
ed with  the  difficult  and  delicate  responsibility  of  reor- 
ganizing our  system  of  imposts,  and  adjusting  the  duties, 
with  a  due  regard  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country? 
If  there  be  any  such  party,  it  is  unknown  to  me.  Sir,  the 
great  object  of  those  whom  I  represent,  and  with  whom 
I  associate,  is  to  adjust  this  system  so  as  to  approximate,  as 
near  as  may  be,  an  equal  participation  in  the  burdens  and 
benefits  of  the  Government. 

Equality  under  the  present  system  of  taxation  is  wholly 
unattainable.  The  agricultural  and  planting  States  will 
of  necessity  pay  more  than  tlieir  equal  proportion  of  the 
revenue.  This  proposition  is  obvious  and  incontroverti- 
ble. The  Southern  States  have  never  complained  of  that 
inequality,  while  the  revenue  power  was  fairly  exercised, 
and  with  reference  to  the  necessities  of  the  Government. 
In  war,  as  well  as  in  peace,  they  have  borne  the  necessary 
burdens  without  a  murmur.  But  now,  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace — the  public  debt  being  paid — they  are  un- 
willing to  be  taxed,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government, 
but  for  the  benefit  of  Ittrge,  wealthy,  and  flourishing 
capitalists.  A  s}'stem  so  unequal  and  so  unjust  cannot  be 
endured.  As  a  permanent  system,  it  will  not,  as  it  ought 
not  to  be  endured. 

What  is  the  effect  of  the  resolution  upon  the  table  ?  It 
is  to  aggravate  the  evil.  It  is  to  tax  the  necessaries  of  the 
poor  man,  while  the  rich  may  revel  in  luxuries  as  free 
from  taxation  as  the  air  he  breathes.  It  is  to  increase  the 
extravagant  bounties  already  enjoyed  by  the  rich  capitalist, 
by  diminishing  the  cost  of  many  of  the  articles  which  en- 
ter into  the  consumption  of  his  establishment.  The  duties 
in  tlie  shape  of  protection  remain  the  same  .nominally, 
while  in  fact  they  are  enhanced  to  the  whole  amount  of 
deduction  from  the  prices  of  articles  consumed  by  the 
manufiicturer  and  his  laborers. 

The  only  feature  of  mitigation  is  to  be  found  in  the  re- 
duction of  the  amount  of  revenue.  This,  however,  is 
more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  increased  inequality  in 
the  action  of  the  system^  But  if  a  system  of  imposts  shall 
be  adopted  in  pursuance  of  the  policy  of  the  resolution, 
what  will  be  the  extent  of  the  reduction  of  (he  revenue  ? 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  estimates  it  at  seven  millions 


of  dollars)  others  are  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  betveeg 
five  and  ux;  suppose  it  tu  be  seven  millions,  we  AoiM 
then  have  an  annual  revenue  varying  between  eighteen 
and  twenty-three  millions  of  dollars,  when  the  actual  ne- 
cessities of  the  Government  would  not,  and  ought  not  to 
require  more  than  ten  millions  to  be  raised  by  revenue. 
The  people  are  then  to  be  taxed  from  eight  to  twelve 
and  even  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually,  more  thn 
the  actual  wants  of  the  Government,  if  the  policy  in£- 
cated  b^  this  resolution  shall  ultimately  prevail.    Sir,  cm 
this  pobcy  soothe  the  discontents  of  the  public  mind,  snd 
restore  harmony  to  the  distracted  councils  of  this  country! 
Can  it  heal  those  divisions  that  have  so  extenavely  and 
fearfully. impaired  the  confidence  and  sundered  the  affec- 
tions of  distant  and  important  parts  of  this  confedency? 
Sir,  it  cannot.     The  whole  South  will  regard  it  with  filed 
aversion.     They  will  view  it  as  a  proof  that  our  dittuit 
brethren  have  but  little  respect  for  our  feelings;  tbst  they 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  our  friendly  remonstrances,  and  heed 
not  the  narrative  of  our  violated  rights  and  multiplied 
wrongs.     Sir,  it  does  violence  to  every  conception  of  t 
free  Government.     It  is  subvernve  of  every  maxim  of  u 
enlightened  poliUcal  economy,  and  it  is  utterly  regirdlea 
of  that  confidence  and  affection  cemented  by  mutiul  in- 
terest, which  constitute  the  broad  basis — and  the  only 
basis — upon  which  rests  the  noble  structure  of  our  free 
institutions.     Is  it  the  part  of  wisdom,  taking  broad  ud 
statesman-like  views,  and  looking  afar  off,  to  persevere  in 
a  policy  which,  by  six  or  seven  contiguous  States  in  the 
Union,  is  believed  to  bring  to  them  nothing  but  pure,  un- 
mixed evil,  and  which  a  larg^e  majority  of  the  people  of 
that  region  believe  to  be  in  violation  of  the  spirit  and  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution? 

Sir,  it  formed  no  part  of  my  purpose,  when  I  first  d^ 
termined  to  offer  my  views  on  this  resolution,  to  touch 
the  constitutional  question.  Repeated  expositionB  of  the 
opinions  of  the  South  had  gone  forth,  some  of  which  hid 
slept  tijeir  moment  on  your  table,  and  thence  been  con- 
signed to  the  lumber  rooms  of  this  capitol,  where  they 
still  sleep  unrespected,  unregarded,  and  forgotten.  I  h«d 
long  since  learned  the  utter  inutility  of  discussing  conrti- 
tutional  points.  I  had  seen  the  little  fiivor  with  which  soch 
discussions  are  entertained  by  Congress.  Many  in  this 
enlightened  age  seem  to  have  grown  wiser  than  the  con- 
stitution. And  as  it  is  now  well  nigh  ridiculous  to  discos 
gravely  a  constitutional  point,  so,  in  the  progress  of  ouf 
high  destinies,  it  may  be  made  a  point  of  order  to  touch* 
topic  so  stale  and  hackneyed. 

But  as  several  Senators,  and  especially  the  Scnatorfrom 
Maine,  [Mr.  Holxes,]  favored  tile  Semite  with  long,  h- 
bored,  and  subtle  arguments  in  favor  of  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  protective  system,  I  trust  I  shall  be  pardoned 
for  stating,  as  succinctly  as  I  may,  the  views  which  I  en- 
tertain on  this  subject.  It  is  not  pretended  by  the  advo- 
cates of  this  policy,  that  any  direct  and  express  power  it 
to  be  found  in  the  constitution,  to  protect  manufactures. 
But  they  insist  that  the  power  is  fjiirly  derived  from  tin* 
part  of  the  8th  section  of  the  1st  article  of  the  constitu- 
tion, which  confers  on  Congress  the  power  "  to  reguhte 
commerce  with  foreign  nations,  and  among  the  seven! 
States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes."  The  whole  argumeni 
rests  upon  the  construction  to  be  placed  on  the  wordi 
"to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations;"  andilii 
conceded  on  all  hands  that  ifthc  power  to  protect  mamAc 
tures  cannot  be  derived  from  these  words,  it  cannot  be  fbun<i 
elsewhere,  and  consequently  does  not  exist.  What  is  a  pro 
tccting  duty?  It  is  a  duty  laid  to  restrain  the  importatior 
of  a  foreign  article  similar  to  a  domestic  article;  and  th( 
duty  is  effectual  or  not,  precisely  in  the  proportion  ss  i 
affects  the  importation  of  the  foreign  article.  If  the  dut; 
partially  restrains  importation,  it  is  onlv  partial  or  incom 
plete  protection.  To  give  the  protective  principle  cow 
pletc  effect,  it  is  necessary  to  increase  the  duty  so  as  t 
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lotitia  entirelj  the  importation.  Hence,  from  the  words 
« to  regulate  cominerce  with  foreign  nations,"  you  de- 
rire  the  power  to  destroy,  to  annihilate,  commerce  with 
foreign  nations.  A  regulation  truly !  An  obvious  perrer- 
aOB  of  the  plain  meaning  of  words! 

The  ai^gument  necessarily  comes  to  this  conclusion. 
For  if  you  have  the  power  to  "  regulate  commerce,"  for 
the  purpose  of  protecting  domestic  manufactures,  you 
IttTC  the  whole  unrestrained  power  for  that  purpose;  and 
to  effectuate  that  purpose  completely,  you  must  push  die 
power  of  regulation  to— extinction. 

Could  this  have  been  the  meaning  of  the  framcfs  of  the 
constitution?  By  looking  into  the  history  of  those  times, 
1  thiak  it  will  be  apparent  that  it  was  not.  Under  the 
old  coafederaliou.  Congress  had  the  power,  with  the  con- 
sent of  uine  States,  to  exercise  some  of  the  highest  at- 
tribntcs  of  sovereignty — the  power  of  making  peace  and 
var;  to  coin  money;'  reguUte  its  value;  to  grant  letters 
of  martjue  and  reprisal  in  time  of  peace;  to  enter  into 
treaties  and  alliances;  besides  mapy  other  important  pow- 
en;  but  Congress  bad  no  power  to  lay  taxes.  The  sword 
n>  placed  in  the  hands  of  Congress;  but  the  arm  was 
oerrelesi,  so  long  as  the  States  retained  the  purse.  At 
lie  close  of  the  revolutionary  war,  the  confederacy  was 
sot  ualilce  a  young  giant — victorious,  but  exhausted  and 
povcrless.  The  public  debt  accumulated,  tlie  pubhc 
credit  anaihilated,  the  precious  metals  vanished,  the  cir- 
oilsting  medium — the  paper  money — depreciated  and 
Toithless,  pubUc  confidence  and  private  faith  mere  terms 
tf  mockery — so  that  the  universal  distress,  confusion,  and 
aiunity  of  peace,  were  more  sorely  felt  and  more  appal- 
Eog  than  all  the  horrors  of  the  war.  , 

irery  intelUgent  man  referred  much  of  the  general 
afiering  to  the  true  cause — the  want  of  power  in  the  old 
Ca^;rtss  to  "  regulate,"  to  improve,  to  ^ve  unity  and 
^ilty  to  Our  foreign  commerce,  and  to  raise  a  revenue 
to  redeem  our  pledged  faith,  and  fulfil  our  public  eng^ge- 
■ents.  Repeated  appUcations  were  made  to  the  States  to 
confer  upon  Congress  the  power  to  lay  duties  and  collect 
t  revenue.  Every  eye  was  turned  on  commerce,  as  be- 
ing the  most  convenient,  and  the'only  fit  and  ample  source  of 
niaiog  a  revenue  adeqtute  to  the  necessitia  of^the  Govern- 
>eiit  The  respective  States  had  the  entire  control  over 
tke  whole  subject  of  foreign  commerce;  and  it  was  only 
bynirrendering  that  control  to  Congress,  that  an  efficient 
sfitem  of  revenue  could  be  organized.  This  view  was 
iit|ed  upon  the  States  with  zeal  and  ability.  The  States 
K{irded  these  overtures  with  a  cold,  scrupulous,  and 
jeiiiius  caution.  The  able  men  of  that  day  took  the  deep- 
ot  interest  in  this  subject.  Every  topic  was  pressed 
*liicli  could  convince  the  understanding,  kindle  the  pa- 
motim,  or  conciliate  the  confidence  of  the  States. 

Thejr  were  told  of  violated  faith,  unredeemed  pledges, 
iB&inil  dishonor,  paralyzed  commerce,  approaching  an- 
■dijr— the  entire  absence  of  power  to  combine  and  con- 
trol our  resources,  and  to  countervail  the  injurious  com- 
■■trasl  regulations  of  foreign  countries.  But  in  no 
*»«iientof  that  day,  notwithstanding  the  numerous  and 
powerful  inducements  held  out  to  the  States  to  confer 
upon  Congress  the  power  to  "  regulate  commerce,"  do  I 
TO  X  angle  word  said  in  favor  of  conferring  that  power, 
» the  means  or  as  an  instrument  to  protect  domestic  roa- 
•Actures.  Revenue,  and  revenue  alone,  was  the  great 
Wing  legitimate  object.  All  these  efforts  failed— the 
nih  became  more  obvious,  and  the  public  necessities 
"■ore  urgent.  Mr.  Madison  took  up  this  subject  in  the 
Vitgiaia  Legislature  in  1785;  and  resolutions  passed  the 
Hoae  of  Delegates,  instructing  the  delegates  then  repre- 
■otingtliat  commonwealth  iu  Congress,  to  propose  to  the 
"•lier  Slates  to  authorize  that  assembly  to  reguUte  the  fo- 
*pi  commerce.  This  movement  failed  in  the  Senate, 
"""•'evived  during  the  same  session  in  a  different  form; 
"n  finally,  in  January,  1786,  a  resolution  was  adopted. 
Vol.  Vni.— 20 


appointing  commissioners  to  meet  such  commissioners  as 
might  be  appointed  by  the  other  States,  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  to  devise 
some  uniform  system  of  commercial  regulations.  In  pur- 
suance of  this  resolution,  a  meeting  was  held  in  Annapolis^ 
in  September,  1786.  Kve  SUtes  only  being  represented, 
the  commissioners  declined  doing  more  than  making  a  re- 
port to  the  Legislatures  of  their  States,  and  transmitting 
copies  to  the  United  States  in  Congress. 

Congress  took  up  this  report  in  February,  1787,  which 
led  to  the  convention  of  May,  of  tlie  same  year,  in  Phila- 
delphia, that  formed  the  present  constitution.  Did  the 
protection  of  domestic  manufactures  enter  into  the  con- 
templation of  Mr.  Madison,  when  he  moved  bis  resolu- 
tions in  the  Virginia  Legislature?  Did  it  enter  into  the 
conception  of  any  public  man  of  that  day '  Where  is  the 
memorial  of  such  a  motive?  In  what  speech  is  it  to  be 
found?  In  what  document  is  it  indicated?  What  manu- 
facturing establishment  existed  in  Virginia  at  that  day, 
requiring  the  fostering  hand  of  protection?  Where  were 
then  the  conventions  of  manufiu:turers  to  excite  into  active 
and  vigorous  co-operation  the  best  ^ility  of  the  Ancient 
Dominion  ?  Sir,  the  idea  is  preposterous — no  such  esta> 
blishments  existed — no  such  motive  was  conceived.  But 
suppose  such  estabUshments  did  exist,  and  protection  was 
the  object,  had  not  each  State  the  ample  power,  and  the 
exclusive  power,  to  encourage  and  protect?  Was  any  new 
power  necessary?  Sit,  in  the  whole  annals  of  legislation, 
1  do  not  believe  there  can  be  found  a  more  gross  perver- 
sion of  .the  plain  import  of  language,  than  that  which 
seeks  to  convert  "the  power  to  regulate  commerce"  into  a 
power  tu  protect  domestic  manufactures;  by  which  protect 
tion,  when  complete,  "the  power  to  regulate  commerce" 
is  resolved  into  an  annihilation  of  commerce.  Sir,  I  re- 
peat, the  great  object  was  commerce;  the  great  evils  were 
the  want  of  punctuality  on  the  part  of  the  States,  in  com- 
plying with  the  requisitions  of  Congress;  the  want  of  uni- 
formity in  commercial  regulations  among  the  different 
States;  and  the  want  of  power,  lodged  somewhere,  to  make 
commercial  treaties  with  foreign  Powers. 

But,  sir,  in  the  annual  message  of  the  President,  in  De- 
cember, 1830,  tlie  argument  in  favor  of  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  protective  principle  is  placed  in  a  new,  and, 
in  my  opuiion,  the  strongest  h^t  in  which  it  can  be  pre- 
sented.    It  is  stated  as  follows: 

"  The  power  to  impose  duties  on  imports  origioally  be- 
'  ton|^  to  the  several  States.  The  right  to  adjust  those 
'  duties  with  a  view  to  the  encouragement  of  domestic 

■  branches  of  industry,  is  so  complete^  incidental  to  that 

■  power,  that  it  is  dimcult  to  suppose  the  existence  of  the 

<  one  without  the  other.  The  Sutes  have  delegated  their 
'  whole  authority  over  imports  to  the  General  Government, 
•  without  limitation  or  restriction,  saving  the  very  inconsi- 
'derable  reservation  relating  to  their  inspection  laws. 

<  This  authority  having  thus  entirely  passed  from  the  States, 

<  the  right  to  exercise  it,  for  the  purpose  of  protection, 
'  does  not  exist  in  them;  and,  consequently,  if  it  be  not  pos- 
'sessed  by  the  General  Government,  it  must  be  extinct." 

With  due  respect,  I  think  this  whole  argument  ia  vitia- 
ted by  a  sophism.  The  fallacy  consists  in  supposing  a 
power  in  the  States  over  a  subject  which  might  have  been 
exercised  without  limitation  or  restriction,  when  granted 
to  the  General  Government  for  a  particular  purpose,  may, 
by  that  Government,  be  exercised  without  limitation. or 
restriction,  without  regard  to  that  particular  purpose,  and 
to  the  extent  of  an  entire  perversion  or  destruction  of  that 
purpose. 

The  particular  purpose  for  granting  the  power  to  the 
General  Government  was  to  laise  revenue,  by  giving  uni- 
ty, vig^r,  and  staibility  to  our  foreign  commerce.  It  was 
conservative,  and  cannot  be  rightfiiuly  exercised  but  as  a 
conservative  power. 

Permit  me  to  test  the  logic  of  the  mesMge,  and  exhibit 
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the  conclusions  to  which  it  leads.  The  States,  respect- 
ively, before  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  had  tlie 
power  to  interdict  all  foreign  commerce  indefinitely,  to 
annihilate  it  forever,  at  their  sovereign  will  and  pleasure; 
but  the  States  have  granted  all  power  over  it  to  the  Gene- 
ral Government;  therefore  the  General  Government  has 
power  to  interdict  it  indefinitely;  to  lay  a  perpetual  embar- 
go; to  anmhilate  it  forever,  at  its  sovereign  will  and  plea- 
sure. This  conclumon,  absurd  as  it  may  seem,  inevitably 
results  from  the  argument  of  the  message.  Yet  no  intel- 
ligent man  can  be  round  who  will  advocate  the  proposi- 
tion that  Congress,  by  a  sweeping  enactment,  can  cut  off 
forever  all  foreign  commerce.     The  act  laying  the  embar- 

go,  in  1807,  not  indicating  upon  its  face  the  period  of  its 
mitation,  was  gravely  questioned,  in  a  certain  quarter, 
in  respect  to  its  constitutionality,  by  many  of  the  most 
eminent  lawyers  and  statesmen.  And  yet  an  embargo  is 
a  mere  temporary  suspension  of  commerce,  desig^ied  to 
correct  some  evil,  pernicious  to  its  prosperity;  or  as  a  pre- 
cautionary measure,  preliminary  to  some  ulterior  move- 
ment that  might  expose  it  to  hazard  or  injury.  In  both 
cases  it  has  for  its  object  the  benefit  of  commeroe;  to  place 
it  on  a  better  and  more  permanent  footing,  or  to  shelter 
it  from  impending  evil.  It  is  a  temporary  evil,  resorted 
to  for  the  attainment  of  a  durable  good.  It  is  a  conserva- 
tive power,  and  in  that  aspect  only  is  it  rightfully  exer- 
cisable; and  in  that  aspect  it  is  strongly  contradistinguish- 
ed fW>m  the  protective  principle,  which  tends  to  the 
annihilation  and  not  the  conservation  of  foreign  commerce. 
Again:  The  argument  is  inaccurate,  in  supposing  the 
terms  "  to  regulate  foreign  commerce"  and  to  "  protect 
domestic  manufecttires,"  strictly  correlative:  whereas,  to 
regulate  commerce  is  one  thing,  and  to  protect  domestic 
manufactures  is  another.  The  error  consists  in  supposing 
an  indissoluble  connexion— a  fixed  dependence,  to  exist 
between  them:  whereas,  connexion  and  dependence  are 
incidental  to  one  mode  of  existence  only,  and  in  fact  the 
Government  may  exert  a  high  and  efficacious  action  upon 
one,  without  affecting  the  other.  For  example,  if,  in  the 
regulation  of  commerce,  you  burden  it  witli  duties  upon 
imports,  a  connexion  instantly  springs  up,  through  the 
incidental  advantage  conferred  upon  the  domestic  article 
in  a  competition  with  the  foreign  coming  into  the  same 
market  burdened  with  those  duties.  But  if,  in  the  regula- 
tion of  commerce,  it  is  designed  to  infuse  into  it  the  ut- 
most vigor,  that  is  attainable  only  by  conferring  upon  it 
perfect  freedom.  In  this  mode  of  existence,  then,  the 
most  natural  and  roost  perfect,  all  connexion  is  dissolved, 
and  all  dependence  is  annihilated. 

Again:  The  argument  is  inaccurate,  in  assuming  that 
the  power  of  protection  has  entirely  passed  from  the 
States,  and  that  it  exists  in  the  Ger.eral  Government,  or 
must  be  extinct.  To  elucidate  tins  part  of  the  case,  it  is 
necessary  to  look  into  the  constitution ;  and  also  into  the 
proceedings  of  the  convention  which  formed  it.  You  will 
bear  in  mind,  sir,  that  tlie  great  object  of  that  convention 
was  to  give  to  Congress  the  control  of  those  general  in- 
terests which  were  necessary  to  all,  and  common  to  all. 
Mere  local  interests  were  designed  to  be  left  to  the  care 
of  the  local  Governments.  This  view  accords  with  the 
exposition  given  in  the  Federalist:  "The  powers  dele- 
'  gated  to  tlie  General  Government  are  few  and  defined. 
'  Those  which  remain  to  the  State  Governments  are  nu- 
'  mcrous  and  undefined.  The  former  will  be  exercised 
'on.extemal  objects,  as  war,  peace,  negotiation,  and 
'  foreign  commerce,  with  which  last  the  power  of  taxa- 
'  tion  will,  for  Uie  most  part,  be  connected.  The  powers 
•  reserved  to  the  States  extend  to  all  the  objects  which, 
'in  the  ordinary  course  of  atiairs,  concern  the  lives,  liber- 
'  ties,  and  properties  of  the  people,  and  the  internal  order, 
'improvement,  and  prosperity  of  the  State." 

You  will  also  bear  in  mind  that  the  two  great  local  in- 
terests of  that  <Uy  were  tiie  agricultural  an<l  planting  in- 


terest of  the  Middle  and  South,  and  the  navigating  intertjt 
of  the  North  and  East:  for  the  manufacturing  intereit 
bad  not  then  risen  into  scarcely  any  consequence.  Yet, 
it  was  foreseen  that  it  would  become  a  distinct  and  import- 
ant interest.  The  States  had  then  the  power  of  foaterin;^ 
and  protecting  manufactures.  It  could  be  done  by  ginng ' 
premiums,  pecuniary  bounties,  or  by  laying  prohibitoiy 
duties.  But  of  all  the  modes  of  encouragement,  that  by 
restraining  or  prohibitory  duties  was  most  convenient  and 
most  effectual.  But  as  tiie  whole  power  over  forrign 
commerce  was  about  to  be  gpven  to  Congress  with  a  vie» 
to  raising  the  necessary  revenue,  it  was  foreseen  that  the 
States  were  about  to  be  deprived  of  the  most  convenient 
and  efficient  instrument  for  the  protection  of  domestic 
manufactures.  Efforts  were  therefore  made,  either  to 
confer  upon  Congress  a  direct  power  for  the  encoun«- 
ment  and  promotion  of  manufactures,  or  to  retain  t£tt 
power  in  the  States,  in  some  modified  but  efficient  form. 
By  looking  through  the  journal  of  the  federal  convention, 
it  will  be  found  that  the  first  mention  made  of  manu&c- 
tures  is  on  the  18th  of  August.  Among  a  series  of  pro- 
positions referred  to  llie  committee,  appears  the  following: 
"To  establish  public  institutions,  rewards,  and  immuniliet 
'for  the  promotion  of  agriculture,  commerce,  trade*, 
'and  manufactures."  On  the  20Ui  of  August,  anotber 
series  of  propositions  was  referred  to  the  committee. 
Among  them  is  one  to  this  effect:  "  There  shall  be  a  Se- 
'  cretary  of  Domestic  Affairs.  It  shall  be  his  duty  to  at- 
'  tend  to  matters  of  general  police,  the  state  of  agriculture 
'and  manufactures,  &c." 

The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  above  pro- 
positions, witii  divers  otiiers,  made  a  report  on  the  23d 
August,  proposing  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  sixteenth  clause 
of  the  second  section  the  power  "  to  provide,  as  may  be- 
'  come  necessary  from  time  to  time,  for  the  well  mani^Dir 
•and  securing  of  the  common  properly  and  general  inle- 
<  rests  and  welfare  of  the  United  Sutes,  in  such  manner  as 
' shall  not  inteifere  with  the  Governments  of  individual 
'States,  in  matters  which  respect  only  their  internal  police, 
'and  fur  which  their  individual  authorities  maybe  compe- 
'  tent."  This  report  is  exceedingly  indefinite  in  itatenm, 
and  wholly  incompatible  with  the  idea  of  a  Government 
of  delegated  and  specific  powers.  It  was,  tiierefore,  veiy 
pi-operly,  not  acted  on.  The  next  trace  we  find  of  th» 
subject,  is  on  tiic  31st  of  August,  when  it  was  moved"to 
'  refer  such  parts  of  the  constitution  as  have  been  post- 
'poncd,  and  such  parts  of  reports  as  have  not  been 
'  acted  on,  to  a  committee  of  a  member  of  each  Stale." 
Which  passed  in  the  affirmative.  On  the  1st  of  Septem- 
ber, Mr.  Brcai'ly,  from  this  grand  committee,  reported 
partially,  but  said  notiiing  of  manufitctures.  Again:  on 
the  4tii  September,  the  same  gentleman  reported  par- 
tially: still  silent  as  to  manufactures.  On  the  5tli,  he 
made  a  further  and  final  report,  proposing  several  altera- 
tions and  additions,  which  were  finally  adopted  with  slight 
modifications.  Among  them  is  the  following:  "To 
'promote  the  progress  cf  science  and  useful  arts,  by 
'securing,  for  limited  times,  to  autiiors  and  inventors 
'  the  exclusive  right  to  their  respective  writings  and  dis- 
•  coveries."  It  is  now  apparent  tliat,  after  repeated  re- 
ferences of  the  subject  of  "arts,  manufactures,"  &c-,  and 
after  full  deliberation,  the  committee  refused  to  make  any 
report  conferring  a  substantive  power  on  Congress  to 
foster  and  protect  particular  avocations,  and  that  they,  m 
fact,  whittled  down  all  these  sweeping  propositions  lotbc 
slender  power  of  "  securing  to  autiiors  and  inventors,  for 
a  limited  time,"  the  exclusive  enjoyment  of  the  fruits  of 
their  genius.  I  take  this,  sir,  to  be  a  decisive  expression 
of  the  sense  of  the  convention  against  conferring  upon 
Congress  the  power  to  pve  to  manufactures  any  other 
encouragement  than  that  which  they  incidentally  derive 
from  a  revenue  system  of  duties. 

It  being  perceived  that  no  substantive  power  would  be 
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{aofeiTed  on  Congress  to  protect  domcitic  manufstctures, 
mi  that  tlie  States  were  about  to  be  deprived  of  the 
power  of  doing  it  by  duties,  a  struggle  was  commenced 
on  the  38th  August,  which  was  continued  at  intervals  to 
the  15th  September,  within  two  days  of  the  adjournment 
of  the  convention.  'I'his  struggle  called  forth  some  of 
(Im  ablest  men  in  that  illustrious  body,  among  whom  Lu- 
ther Martin  was  particularly  distinguished  in  opposition  to 
the  prinople  prohibiting  the  States  to  Iny  imposts  or  ex- 
port duties  without  the  consent  of  Congress.  The  dis- 
cunion  turned  mainly  upon  the  interests  of  manufactures, 
and  the  object  was  to  retain  in  the  States  a  concurrent 
power  with  Congress.  On  the  15th  of  September,  the 
clause  was  adopted,  which  now  forms  a  part  of  the  tentli 
section  of  the  first  article.  By  that  clause  the  States  may, 
withnit  the  consent  of  Congress  previously  obtained,  lay 
iuch  imposts  or  duties  as  may  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
eiecating  the  inspection  laws;  and,  with  the  consent  of 
Congiesi,  may  lay  such  imposts  or  duties  upon  imports  or 
eipocts  as  may  be  necessary  to  protect  taeir  manufac- 
tures, upon  the  proviso  of  paying  the  duties  into  tlie  pub- 
lic tieaiary.  If  this  latter  power  is  not  retained  in  the 
iitatesto  protect  manufactures,  for  what  is  it  retainedf 
It  caimot  be  for  revenue,  for  that  is  to  go  into  the  public 
tRttmy.  If,  then,  it  is  not  wholly  nugatory,  it  can  be  for 
nothing  else  than  to  enable  the  States  to  encourage  the 
iiterests  of  manufiuUures. 

But,  sir,  we  are  not  left  to  grope  in  the  dark  for  the 
Mm  meaning  of  this  clause.  Luther  Martin,  in  his 
ipeech  to  the  Maryland  Legislature,  presents  the  whole 
^ound.  He  had  borne  a  distinguisbMl  part  in  the  con- 
tention at  Philadelphia.  With  an  eye  that  watched  every 
moremeDt,  and  a  mind  tint  comprehended  every  piin- 
ople,  no  man  better  understood,  or  was  more  able  to  ex- 

rnd,  the  views  of  that  body.  In  speaking  of  this  clause, 
nyi  that— "Every  State  is  also  prohibited  from  lay- 
'ing  any  imposts  or  duties  on  imports  or  exports,  with- 
'out  the  permission  of  the  General  Government.  It  was 
'wjedthat,  as  almost  all  sources  of  taxation  were  given 
'to  Congress,  it  would  be  but  reasonable  to  leave  the 
'Slates  the  power  of  bringing  revenue  into  tlieir  trea- 
'sunes,  by  laying  a  duty  upon  exports,  if  they  should 
'think  proper,  which  might  be  so  light  as  not  to  injure 
'or  discourage  industry,  and  yet  might  be  productive 
|of  considerable  reveuue;  also,  that  there  might  be 
'cues  in  which  it  would  be  proper,  ftr  the  purpose  of 
'encoongiog  manufactures,  to  lay  duties  to  prohibit  the 
'exportation  of  the  raw  materiab)  and  even,  in  addition 
^  to  the  duties  laid  by  Congress  on  imports,  for  the  sake 
of  revenue,  to  lay  a  duty  to  discourage  the  importation 
of  psrticuUr  articles  into  a  State,  or  to  enable  a  manu- 
'&chirer  here  to  supply  us  on  as  good  terms  as  they 
'eottU  be  obtained  from  a  foreign  market.  However,  the 
'  most  we  could  obtain  was,  that  this  power  might  be  exer- 
*  Med  by  the  States,  with,  »nd  only  with,  the  consent  of 
'Congress." 

I^  all  of  which  the  following  eonclunons,  I  think, 
"wrtibly  result:  First,  that  the  power  to  protect  do- 
Wtic  manufactures  is  not  extinct)  secondly,  that  it  is 
«*■  possessed  exclusively  either  by  the  General  Govarn- 
ment  or  by  the  States,  respectively,  but,  thirdly,  that  the 
power  does  in  fiu:t  exist,  and  may  be  pot  into  efficient  ac- 
lon  by  any  State,  with  the  consent  of  the  Genetwl  Go- 
renment. 

Bat,  rir,  Senators  turn  to  the  act  of  July,  1789,  and,  with 
raw  of  exultation  and  anticipated  triumph,  proclaim  the 
Mnoaciation  of  the  principle  of  protection  in  the  second 
»«  of  the  Government.  Tliat  the  preamble  of  that  act— 
y",  lir,  that  preamble  which  has  been  tattered  and 
wwthed  by  every  advocate  of  the  system,  from  iU  ablest 
ttwnpion  down  to  the  humblest  hammer  thait  plies  the 
Mbnul-i,  the  key  to  open  mto  this  roajpiificent  and 
P»S«<w»  temple  of  the  American  system^     Yes,  «r,  it 


has  been  emphatically  said  by  tlie  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, "that  the  great  pillars  of  tliis  splendid  edifice 
were  then  raised  from  the  dust."  It  is  true,  sir — and  it  is 
also  true  that  the  modes)  architects  of  tliat  day  aimed  at 
nothing  more  than  Doric  simplicity  and  Doric  strength — 
they  were  plain,  practical  men,  and  I  think  it  may  be 
gravely  questioned  wbetlier  any  one  of  them,  while  he 
was  proposing  five  per  cent  ad  valorem,  ever  thought  or 
dreamed  of  "  great  pillars,"  gorg^us  temples,  magnificent 
edifices,  or  any  of  that  splendid  phantasmagoria  which 
liaunt  the  imaginations  of  tlic  master  workmen  of  our  mo- 
dern President-making  American  system. 

Sir,  what  is  the  meaning  of  that  preamble.'  Did  it  mean 
protection,  in  the  sense  now  used'  What  manufactures 
were  to  be  protected.'  The  duties  by  that  act  ranged 
from  five  to  fifteen  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  And  this  is 
called  protection  to  infant  manufactui'es,  scarce  struggling; 
into  existence?  When  now,  afker  forty  years  of  sturdy 
growth,  these  same  manufiictures  implore  and  demand  a 
protection  of  from  forty  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent, 
ad  valorem — to  save  them  from  destruction — from  utter  an- 
nihilation! 

Sir,  that  revenue  was  the  object,  is  palpable;  the  histo- 
ry of  the  times  shows  it,  and  manufactures  were  no  other- 
wise tliought  of  than  as  they  might  be  incidently  bene- 
fited. The  people  were  then  to  be  first  called  on  to  bear 
taxation  in  that  form;i  and,  to  a  people  jealous  of  their 
rights,  and  averse  to  public  burdens,  it  was  natural  that 
every  benefit,  direct  and  incidental,  tliat  could  flow  from 
the  act,  should  be  enumerated  in  the  preamble.  This  pre- 
amble has  been  repudiated  in  all  subsequent  Enactments, 
and  the  law  to  which  it  is  prefixed  was  repealed  in  little 
more  than  a  year. 

In  the  year  1790,  anotlier  act  was  passed,  reciting  the 
aforementioned  act,  and  with  this  preamble,  to  wit:  "And 

<  whereas  the  support  of  Government  and  the  discliaiwe 
'  of  said  debts  render  it  necessary  to  increase  the  said  du- 

<  ties,  Be  it  emteted,"  &c.  Nor  is  there  any  trace  to  be 
found  in  the  statute  book,  since  that  time,  of  a  law  passed 
—indicating  the  fact  upon  its  face — for  the  encouragement 
and  protection  of  manufactures.  So  far  from  that  being 
the  doctrine  of  the  avowed  friends  of  the  system,  it  must 
be  in  the  recollection  of  many  Senators,  that,  upon  the 
motion  to  amend  the  title  of  the  tariff  act  of  1828,  so  as  to 
read  "for  the  protection  of  domestic  manufactures,"  the 
whole  body  of  its  friends  rallied  to  the  rescue,  and  nega- 
tived the  amendment.  That  vote  iniUcated  most  unequi- 
vocally the  want  of  confidence — I  will  not  say  in  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  measure,  for  that  would  be  to  impeach 
integrity  of'^motive — but  I  may  say,  the  want  of  confidence 
in  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  country. 

Mr.  President:  It  is  said  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jer- 
sey, [Mr.  DicKXBson,]  that  the  policy  of  protection  wa» 
avowed  and  cherished  m  the  early  periods  of  the  Govern- 
ment, not  only  with  reference  to  manufiictures,  but  wa» 
also  extended  to  the  interests  of  navigation. 

As  regards  the  discriminating  duties  fixed  by  the  act  of 
1790,  securing  the  coasting  trade,  they  were  wholly  un- 
necessary. It  is  held  and  enjoyed  by  our  »hip  owners, 
not  by  virtue  of  law,  but  by  their  vigor,  enterprise,  and 
economy.  "The  most  of  them  at  home,  at  one  end  of  the 
voyage,  and  having  many  &oUitiea  in  effecting  repairs  and 
procuring  supplies,  beyond  the  reach  of  foreigners,  and 
at  a  cheaper  rate,  might  defy,  as  they  would  certainly  ex- 
clude, all  foreign  competition,  without  tVe  "d  of  Cong^ss. 
But,  in  reference  to  the  shipping  engaged  in  fiaeign  com- 
merce, the  argument  is  bottomed  upon  an  erroneoua  as- 
sumption of  tacti  to  wit,  that  the  discriminatiiig  duties, 
were  laid  for  protection  against  foreiga  competition.  Sir» 
nothing  can  be  more  erroneous.  The  whole  history  of  oub 
Government  negatives  the  aiwmption. 

The  discriminating  duties,  on  our  part,  were  to  counter- 
vail disorimimi^na  ebevhere.    They  were  granted,  not 
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to  protect  our  shipping,  but  to  put  it  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  foreign — not  to  destroy  foreign  competition,  but 
to  restore  freedom.  They  were  resorted  to  as  temporary 
expecUents,  and  for  purposes  of  policy,  to  be  abolished 
on  our  part,  as  they  have  uniformly  been  abolished,  when 
a  corresponding  disposition  has  been  evinced  by  any  fo- 
reign nation. 

But,  sir,  suppose  the  argument  is  right,  and  that  the 
Government  gives  protection  to  the  snipping  interest. 
That  protection  is  defensible  upon  strict  constitutional 
grounds,  although  a  local  interest,  and  it  is  the  only  local 
mterest  which  can  be  constitutionally  protected. 

It  appears  by  reference  to  the  Journal  of  the  Federal 
Convention,  and  Yates's  Debates,  that,  in  the  reported 
draught  of  the  constitution,  it  was  deemed  expedient  to  re 
strain  the  generality  of  the  phrase  "  to  regulate  com- 
merce," lest  it  might  be  abused  in  favor  of  the  Eastern 
States,  to  the  oppression  of  the  staple  or  plantation 
States.  To  effect  that,  the  following  was  reported,  to  wit: 
"No  navigation  acts  shall  be  passed  without  the  assent  of 
two-thirds  of  the  members' present  in  each  House."  This 
clause  produced  a  lively  sensibility  in  the  navigating  States. 
A  difficulty  arose  in  relation  to  the  longer  continuance  of 
the  slave  trade — ^the  staple  States  &voring,  and  the  East- 
ern States  opposing  it.  Both  were  subjects  of  magnitude 
and  difficulty.  They  were  referred  to  a  large  committee, 
consisting  of  one  member  from  each  State,  l^e  difficul- 
ty was  finally  adjusted.  Tlie  importation  of  such  persons 
as  any  of  the  States  might  admit,  was  nut  to  be  prohibited 
before  1808,  and  the  restrictive  clause  in  regard  to  navi- 
gation acts  was  omitted.  Hence  it  seems  to  be  clearly  the 
sense  of  the  convention,  that  navigation  might  be  encou- 
raged and  protected  by  Congress.  And,  sir,  who  can  re- 
grei  this  preference — this  proud  distinction  conferred 
upon  our  navigating  interest?  Is  it  a  mere  sel6sb,  pecu- 
niary, local  interest?  Is  it  not  intimately  connected  with 
oar  national  glory  and  national  greatness^  Is  it  not  the 
nursery  of  that  perseverance  and  enterprise  which  have 
whitened  every  sea  with  our  commerce,  given  vigor  to  our 
right  arm  in  the  day  of  battle,  and  won  tor  our  gallant  lit- 
tle navy  imperishable  renown.*  Sir,  I  regard  it  as  a  higlily 
meritorious  interest.  It  has  won,  as  it  deserved  to  win, 
the  public  confidence  and  the  public  respect.  Ithasbeen 
heavily  burdened  and  greatly  depressed  by  the  unjust  ex- 
actions of  this  selfish  and  remorseless  American  system. 
And  in  my  pkoe  here,  sir,  with  unqualified  good  will  and 
an  open  hand,  I  would  extend  to  it  a  liberal  and  an  ample 
encouragement.  Then,  sir,  whether  we  look  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  constitution  itself,  to  the  motives  to  its  adop- 
tion, as  disclosed  in  the  history  of  the  times,  or  to  the 
avowed  practice  of  the  Government  under  it,  we  sl\all  be 
equally  unsuccessful  in  finding  any  constitutional  won-ant 
ibr  the  exercise  of  the  power  claimed  by  the  friends  of  the 
protective  system. 

But,  sir,  suppose  that  I  am  wrong  in  all  my  views  on 
this  subject,  and  that  there  exist  no  constitutional  impe- 
diments— still  the  injustice,  and  tht&flagrant  inequality  of 
the  action  of  the  system,  are  denounced  by  all  the  princi- 
ples of  an  enlightened  political  philosophy.  Tlie  inequa- 
lity of  its  operation  upon  the  different  avocations  of  the 
same  communitv,  is  flagrantly  unjust;  but  it  is  upon  the 
great  sections  of  the  confederacy,  considered  with  refer'' 
ence  to  the  grand  geogrraphical  (uvisions  of  the  countrj-, 
that  the  inequality,  rapacity,  and  oppresnon  of  the  system, 
are  most  manifest  and  most  ruinous. 

It  is  built  up  by  selfish  interests,  associated  together  for 
selfish  purposes,  with  no  principle  of  cohesion  but  a  mean, 
base  passion  for  money,  unredeemed  by  any  great  public 
and  patriotic  fruits,  and  unmitigated  by  the  slightest  for- 
bearance in  the  plunder  of  all  other  pursuits  of  industry, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  protected  classes.  Tes,  sir,  this 
structure,  so  huge  and  gigantic,  is  reared  by  the  aggrega- 
tion of  tlie  most  diseinular  materials}  here  tbe  polished  Pa- 


rian marble,  there  the  rough  misshapen  rock,  piled  apos 
each  other  in  perfect  contempt  of  ^mmetry,  beauty,  and 
general  utility.  Sir,  it  is  money — nothing  but  money— 
and  money  exacted  from  others,  without  equivalent,  that 
holds  together  this  system.  These  bandit  mterests  hare 
been  rallied  to  its  support  by  a  thirst  for  rapine,  and  tbey 
battle  in  its  defence,  with  a  vig^r  proportioned  to  the  mag- 
nitude and  enormity  of  its  exactions. 

Sir,  upon  what  principle  of  justice  is  it  that  the  people 
of  this  country  are  taxed  four  millions  of  dollars  upon  the 
single  article  of  sugar^  Upon  this  necessary  of  life,  uni- 
venally  in  use  among  the  poor  as  well  as  the  rich?  his 
seen  that  this  tax  is  not  needed  for  revenue.  How,  then, 
can  this  Government  justify  itself  before  the  people,  in 
levying  upon  them  three  million  nine  hundred  thouaand 
dollars,  for  the  protection  of  the  sugar  planters,  of  viiach 
two  million  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  doUan  go 
into  their  private  pockets?  That  this  is  the  ftct,  is  incon- 
testably  proved  by  the  statistics  before  me,  and  wluch  are, 
or  ought  to  be,  on  tiie  table  of  every  Senator.  The  case 
then  is,  that  thirteen  milliona  of  Americatn  people  are  com- 
pelled, by  this  tariff  system,  to  pay  to  seven  or  eight  hun- 
dred rich  sugar  planters  in  Louisiana  two  and  a  quarter 
millions  of  dollars  more  for  the  sugar  that  they  conuime, 
than  they  would  have  to  pay  were  this  tariff'  repealed. 
Where  is  the  justice  of  taxing  millions  of  the  poor,toaveU 
the  already  overgrown  wealth  of  a  few  hundred  sugar 
planters  of  I^ouisiana?  What  right,  in  the  eye  of  Heaven, 
or  the  sight  of  man,  have  these  eight  hundred  proprietors, 
cultivating  the  most  fert'de  lands  on  this  continent,  in  the 
most  fruiuiil  climate,  to  exact  from  those  who  toil  in  smote 
reluctant,  and  of^en  worn  out  soil,  more  than  two  millions 
of  dollars,  to  go  into  their  private  pockets?  Sir,  it  is  a 
stupendous  and  monstrous  system  of  injustice.  Nothing 
can  maintain  it,  short  of  keeping  the  people  in  ignorance. 
Is  there  a  Senator  present  who  believes  tint  if  this  tax  of 
the  many  for  the  benefit  of  the  few,  instead  of  bein;  rais- 
ed indirectly,  so  that  the  people  do  not  perceive  itsopen- 
tion,  Mras  levied  by  direct  taxation,  with  the  avowal  that 
it  was  liud  to  give  it  away,  in  bounties,  to  eight  hundred 
sugar  pbuiters,  to  maintain  and  support  their  business— i 
ask,  is  there  any  Senator  present  who  believes  that  the 
people  would  bear  it  for  a  single  year?  Would  they  not, 
with  honest  indignation,  hurl  from  their  high  places  all 
the  functionaries  of  this  Government  who  had  dared  to 
participate  in  a  scheme  of  such  outrageous  oppression? 
And  yet,  sir,  this  tariff,  in  effect,  operates  precisely  in  this 
way,  and  to  this  extent;  and  it  is  borne  only  because  it  is 
not  understood.  Are  there  any  considerations  of  a  na- 
tioi>al  character  that  justify  this  immense  tax  for  the  pro- 
tection of  American  sugar?  It  is  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  policy  thut  looks  to  national  defea'ce,  national  safety, 
or  national  glory,  either  in  peace  or  in  war.  The  encoo- 
ragement  is  not  necessary  to  secure  an  ample  supply.  It 
is  not  pretended  Uiat  the  supply  is  ever  likely  to  be  stint- 
ed or  insufficient.  The  largest  domestic  supply,  in  any  one 
year,  was  about  88,000,000  pounds,  or  87,900  hogsheads. 
That  supply  is  only  about  two  per  cent,  of  the  whole  pro- 
duction of  the  sugar  regions  in  the  world.  The  produc- 
tion abroad,  and  in  much  finer  climates  than  Louisiaju, 
can  be  almost  indefinitely  extended — and  we  are  withm 
a  few  days'  sail  of  the  finest  sugar  countries  in  the  world. 
In  time  of  peace,  the  supply  from  abroad  will  be  both 
cheap  and  abundant.  Our  peculiar  position  on  the  globe, 
and  the  pacific  character  of  our  people  and  iastitutions, 
justify  the  expectation  of  many  years  of  peace:  most  pro- 
bably for  a  century  to  come  we  shall  have  none,  or  iot 
few  years  of  war.  Oiir  legislation,  therefore,  to  be  wise, 
should  be  adapted  to  that  state  which  is  not  only  the  na- 
tural, but  likely,  by  the  blessing  of  God,  to  be  the  most 
durable.  But,  in  time  of  war — putting  out  of  view  other 
means  of  supply — our  commercial  marine,  to  which  sn 
.opposite  policy  would  ^ve  rapid  growth  and  devel<q>'n«'''> 
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mte  cover  of  oar  gallant  nav^,  would  supply  all  our 
nnts.  But,  sir,  is  it  vise,  is  it  just,  to  inflict  a  certain 
eril  opoD  the  whole  people  for  the  benefit  of  a  few,  to  the 
citent  of  a  tax  of  near  two  and  a  half  miUions  of  dollars 
ntrljr,  to  guard  against  the  contingency  of  a  war  which 
B  not  likely  to  happen,  but  which,  if  it  come,  can  brine 
vith  it,  in  this  respect,  but  very  slight  and  temporary  evils? 
Sir,  look  to  the  tariff  upon  this  single  article,  and  the  ef- 
iixti  which  will  be  produced  by  twenty-five  years'  perse- 
TCTiBce.  In  twenty-five  years,  at  the  present  and  neces- 
svil;r  increasing  rates,  the  people  of  the  United  States  will 
laTC  paid  to  the  sugar  pfauiters  of  Louisiana  more  than 
eigiitjr  millions  of  dollars — a  sum  nearly  equal  to  the  debt 
of  the  revolution — tlie  price  of  our  liberties;  and  for  what 
beMit.'  Will  they  be  able  to  purchase  domestic  sugar 
chnperafter  having  paid  this  tax  for  twenty-Gve  years? 
H  mv  nor  IS  cheap  as  tlie  foreign.  The  cost  of  produc- 
tioo  vUl  be  necesaarUy  greater  in  Louisiana  than  in  the 
inerdioates.  Then,  sir,  how  are  the  people  to  be  in- 
demnified for  paying  this  eighty  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
sojiar  planter?  No  one  has  told,  and  no  one  can  tell. 
Then,  ar,  where  is  the  benefit?  -  The  direct  benefit  goes 
adiuively  to  the  sugar  planters — ^the  recipients  of  the  tax; 
Int  in  indirect  benefit  arises  to  the  other  bandit  inte- 
resti,  by  securing  the  vote  of  Louisiana,  to  enable  them 
It  mike  similar  exactions  from  the  great  planting  interest 
of  the  country.  Sir,  is  there  any  intelligent  man  who  be- 
(eres  that  if  the  sugar  pUnters  were  the  only  persons  in 
the  countlT  seeking  protection  from  Congress,  ten  votes, 
V,  a  9in|^  vote,  could  be  obtained  beyond  tiie  limits  of 
Louisiana,  in  fiivor  of  an  imposition  of  an  annual  tax  of  four 
aillioBS  of  dollars  for  their  benefit'     No  man  believes  it. 

If,  then,  this  subject  has  nothing  intrinsic  to  justify  this 
lu,  how  does  it  acquire  any  additional  merit  by  its  con- 
oeiiim  with  other  protected  interissts'  Sir,  this  tax  has 
to  nerit,  and  ought  instantly  to  be  reduced  to  a  mere  re- 
taat  l)ix.  Even  then  it  would  be  more  encouraged  than 
ill  the  other  planting  interests.  Sir,  t  shall  not  stop  to 
lefutethe  allegation,  so  often  put  forth,  that  the  home 
coapetitiott  has  reduced  the  price  of  sugar.  I  will  offer 
eiK  illustration,  however.  It  has  been  seen  that  the  whole 
domestic  proportion  bears  about  the  same  proportion  to 
Ac  whole  quantity  of  foreign  sugar,  as  two  or  two  and  a 
Uf  does  to  one  hundred.  How  can  such  an  immense 
nui  of  the  foreign  article  be  essentially  affected  in  its 
price  by  in  addition  to  the  whole  quantity  of  only  two  per 
cent  ?  Suppose  a  merchant  has  on  hand  ninety -eight  hogs- 
iods  of  sugar,  each  worth  one  hundred  dollars,  but  ano- 
tiier  meichant  brings  into  the  same  market  two  hogsheads, 
■uking  the  supply  greater  than  the  demand — in  Uiat  case 
>l>e  price  must  nil;  but  how  much?  Certainly  not  to  an 
extent  exceeding  the  whole  value  of  the  two  hogsheads. 
Vbj  not?  Because,  rather  than  let  the  price  go  lower, 
»u  to  affect  the  ninety-eight  hogsheads,  the  owner  of 
"tn  would  find  it  his  interest  to  buy  up  the  two  hogs- 
'xada,  or,  what  is  equivalent,  would  withhold  from  the 
"inket  two  of  his  own.  Now  how  stands  the  case  ?  The 
"""•j'-eight  hogsheads  are  worth  nine  thousand  eight  hun- 
lireddolurs;  but  two  hogsheads  come  into  market,^  and 
vc  shoot  to  reduce  the  price :  two  hogsheads  of  the  nine- 
ty-eight sre  withheld,  and  the  price  remains  firm,  and  the 
't'Mty  as  brought  into  market  are  worth  nine  thousand 
■it  hundred  d(Mlars:  and  so  it  is  demonstrated  that  if  the 
•so  hogsheads  reserved  are  entirely  lost,  which,  in  prac- 
t>n,  woidd  not  be  the  ftct,  yet  the  loss,  by  the  increased 
'I'Pply  of  two  per  eent.  is  only  one  hundred  and  ninety- 
w  dollars,  equal  to  two  per  cent,  upon  the  ralue  of  the 
whole. 

Apply  these  principles  to  the  price  of  the  whole  sup- 
P?  in  ill  the  markets  of  the  world,  and  the  results  will 
^■■nilsr,  in  truth,  identical — that  is  to  say,  as  our  whole 
"•"eatic  produce  is  only  two  or  two  and  a  half  per  cent. 
'"  the  whole  supply  of  the  article,  so  the  tntiodaction  of 


ours  into  the  markets  of  the  world  could  lower  the  price 
at  most  only  two  or  two  and  a  half  per  cent.  And  yet 
we  see,  by  reference  to  the  prices,  that  brown  sugar, 
which,  in  1816,  was  worth  from  twelve  to  sixteen,  is  now 
worth  only  from  six  to  eight  cents;  and,  in  Cuba,  the 
qualities  which,  in  1816  and  1817,  were  worth  from  six  to 
eight  cents,  are  now  selling  at  from  two  to  three  cents. 
The  allegation,  therefore,  seems  to  me,  as  I  think  it  must 
seem  to  all  impartial  persons,  as  utterly  preposterous,  in 
the  sense,  and  to  the  extent,  put  forth.  The  causes  of 
the  reductipn  of  prices,  which  have  alike  affected  protect- 
ed and  unprotected  articles,  lie  much  deeper  than  the  tariff 
laws  of  1818, 1834,  and  1838.  I  will  not  now  stop  to  in- 
vestigate them. 

Sir,  the  views  which  I  have  presented  in  relation  to  the 
article  of  sugar,  with  others  which  might  be  suggested  to 
enhance  our  detestation  of  the  ine<{uality,  injustice,  and 
profligacy  of  this  system,  apply  with  equal,  or  nearly 
equal  force  to  all  the  other  protected  articies;  to  iron, 
hemp,  wool,  coarse  woollens,  &c.  These  favored  d^iases 
of  industry  are  bountied  and  thrive,  while  all  other  classes 
bear  the  burden  and  dwindle.  Agriculture,  the  (jreat 
paramount  interest,  is  taxed  to  exhaustion;  be  who  tmls  in 
the  earth,  and  he  who  ploughs  the  main,  are  plundered, 
under  color  of  law,  of  their  le^timate  profits,  to  sustain 
a  band  of  monopolists,  who,  by  contrivance  and  concert, 
have  drawn  into  their  views  a  majority  of  the  country, 
and  affect  to  gfive  law  to  political  parties,  and  have  long 
since  assumed  a  tone  of  dictation  to  Congress  and  the 
Executive.  Is  it  possible,  sir,  that  this  state  of  things  can 
endure?  Is  it  possible  that  the  people,  an  overwhelming 
majority  of  whom  are  laborers,  and  derive  their  support 
from  the  cultivation  of  the  earth,  can  be  much  longer 
gulled  into  acquiescence,  <a  dragooned  into  submisaon — 
that  they  will  sustain  a  policy,  the  effect  of  which  is  to 
make  the  rich  richer,  and  the  poor  poorer? 

The  great  difficulty,  and  the  only  difficulty,  consists  in 
opening  the  eyes  of  the  people  to  their  true  condition. 
The  most  of  them  have  been  too  much  engage  in  their 
necessary  avocations  to  study  and  to  comprehend  this 
multiiarious  subject.  It  is  the  interest  of  monopolists,  of 
capitalists— of  all  those  who  consume  more  of  tlie  fruits 
of  the  earth,  than  they  produce  by  the  sweat  of  their 
brow — to  disseminate  false  opinions,  to  league  together  in 
appropriating  to  themselves  the  bounties  conferred  by  the 
Government,  or  in  speculating  upon  the  distresses  occa- 
sioned by  this  ruinous  and  accursed  policy. 

Sir,  I  regard  the  adoption  of  the  present  mode  of  taxa- 
tion as  the  deepest  and  most  unfortunate  error  of  the 
sages  who  formed  and  adopted  the  constitution.  It  is  so 
artfully  disguised  that  it  may  insinuate  itself  into  the  com- 
munity, reach  every  class  and  condition  of  society,  di- 
minish the  profits  of  labor,  and  impair  the  springs  of 
industry,  imseen,  and  almost  unsuspected.  It  enhiuices 
the  price  of  almost  every  thing— ol^  the  salt  that  seasons 
the  poor  man's  dish,  the  iron  that  points  his  plough,  the 
woollen  that  covers  his  body,  the  ^lass  that  lights  his 
dwelling,  the  beverage  that  slakes  his  thirst;  it  burdens 
almost  all  the  comforts  and  enjoyments  of  his  life,  in 
eating,  in  drinking,  in  his  raiment,  in  walking,  in  riding, 
and  in  sleeping;  and,  in  artieulo  mortit,  it  clings  to  the 
coffin  that  receives  his  mortal  remains,  and  the  spade  that 
prepares  his  last  home,  where  he  may  sleep  with  his 
fathers,  and  mingle  witli  mother  earth.  Sir,  this  indirect 
taxation  has  operated  as  a  withering  blight  upon  all  the 
fruits  of  Southern  industry — it  is  converting  the  finest 
region  of  the  earth  into  hopeless  sterility  and  comparative 
desolation. 

Look,  sir,  at  the  rebitive  condition  of  the  grand  divi- 
sions of  this  confederacy  at  the  aitoption  of  the  constitu- 
tion. The  North  and  East  were  not  only  comparatively 
but  positively  poor:  the  South,  with  a  genial  climate  and 
akindly  soil.'was  teeming  with  therich fruits  ofthe  earth. 
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and  rejoicing  in  the  midst  of  abundance.  The  export  of 
the  raw  material  of  the  plantation  States  gfave  emplojonent 
to  the  principal  part  of  OUT  foreign  tonnage;  and  streams 
of  wealth  were  pouring  in  from  every  quarter  of  the 
globe,  upon  that  delightful  region.  But,  sir,  the  first 
great  a«t  under  the  new  Government — the  funding  of  the 
debt  of  the  revolution — laid  the  foundation  of  a  system  of 
policy,  and  gave  efficiency  to  a  mode  of  taxation,  which 
nave  enriched  regions  naturally  poor,  and  impoverished 
regions  naturally  nch. 

How  has  this  strange,  and,  at  the  first  view,  almost 
incredible  result  been  effected?  It  has  ^wn  out  of  the 
diversity  of  pursuits  in  these  great  sections,  acted  upon 
by  a  mode  of  taxation  onerous  to  one  and  beneficial  to  the 
other. 

In  the  early  period  of  the  Government,  the  whole  war 
debt  of  the  revolution  was  fiinded:  a  lai^  portion  of  it 
belonged  to  the  Northern  and  Eastern  States,  and  their 
citizens  became  purchasers  of  much  the  largest  portion  of 
the  residue;  that  is  to  say,  the  whole  debt  of  the  United 
States,  contracted  by  the  old  Congress,  and  the  war  debt 
of  the  several  States,  were  made  the  debt  of  the  new 
Government.  It  issued  certificates,  subject  to  be  trans- 
ferred, which  were  held  by  the  creditors,  and  the  interest 
was  regularly  paid,  in  like  manner  as  shares  are  held  in  a 
bank,  and  interest  paid  to  the  stockholders. 

The  people  to  the  South,  then  unburdened  by  excessive 
taxation,  could  make  larger  profits  upon  a  capital  invested 
in  land  and  slaves  than  the  interest  upon  the  public  funds. 
They,  therefore,  instead  of  purchasing,  were  anxious  to 
sell  their  Government  stock,  and  invest  the  proceeds  in 
the  planting  business.  In  the  Norlli  and  East,  ^ricultural 
labor  being  less  productive,  the  people  there  were  anxious 
to  invest  uieir  means  in  Government  stock.  The  interest,' 
therefore,  upon  the  whole  public  debt  was  flowing  regu- 
larly to  the  North  and  East;  and  when  we  reflect  that  at 
least  three-fourths  of  the  taxes  raised  for  the  payment  of 
principal  and  interest,  were  levied  upon  the  South,  and 
the  whole  amount  disbursed  in  the  North  and  East,  in  the 
extinguishment  of  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  debt; 
and  when  we  reflect  that  this  combined  operation  has 
beeii  applied  to  the  debt  of  the  revolutionary  war;  tliat 
for  the  purchase  of  Louisiana;  the  immense  war  debt  of 
1812,  '15;  and  that  for  the  purchase  of  Florida — we  shall 
beg^n  to  discern  some  of  the  great  causes  which  have 
forced  the  profits  of  labor  to  flow  from  the  South  to  the 
North  and  East,  in  a  deep,  strong,  and  steady  current, 
not  wholly  unlike  the  great  gulf  stream  of  the  ocean.  It 
is  in  this  way  that  the  unequal  action  of  the  Government 
has  morethaji  counterbalanced  the  bounties  of  Providence; 
that  those  delightfiil  regions  of  the  South,  upon  which 
Heaven  seemed  to  have  smiled  with  beneficence,  are 
silently  passing  into  decay  and  sterility,  while  the  frozen 
North  is  unlocking  its  arms  to  receive  the  fruits  of  our 
industry,  and  is  every  where  exhibiting  evidences  of  pros- 
perity, and  monuments  of  wealth  and  greatness.  This 
view  of  the  subject  suggests  a  train  of  melancholy  reflec- 
tions. It  exhibits,  in  the  strongest  liglit,  the  diverse  and 
conflicting  interests  of  great  sections  of  the  country,  and 
f»>nfirms  the  conviction  that  this  indirect  taxation,  through 
the  medium  of  imposts,  reduce  it  as  you  may,  oven  to  the 
minimum  of  tlie  necesnties  of  the  Government,  will  still 
operate  as  a  perpetual  drain  upon  the  profits  of  Southern 
labor — upon  the  exporting  States— and  transfer  its  bene- 
fits to  the  North  and  East,  or  non-exporting  States.  It  also 
affords  a  solution  of  the  fact  of  the  constant  and  steady 
oppoffition  of  the  plantation  States  to  higli  taxes  and  pro- 
digal expenditures;  and  the  equally  steady  and  persever- 
ing efforts  of  other  great  sections  of  the  confederacy  to 
augment  the  revenue,  and  squander  the  surplus  in  appro- 
priations to  all  sorts  of  objects.  It  enables  usalso  to  com- 
prehend, in  some  measure,  tliat  political  paradox — which, 
to  »  nmple  and  plain  man,  involves  a  pen'ersion  of  lan- 


guage and  confusion  of  ideas — "  that  a  national  debtiii 
public  blessing."  Sir,  it  has  been  a  blessing  to  that  gtm 
section  of  this  country  which  has  been  cheered  and  ihti. 
gorated  by  its  refreshing  streaitis;  but  a  positive  evil  upon 
the  whole  region  of  the  South.  It  enables  us  also  to  un- 
.derstand  something  of  the  motives  of  that  ridicule  and  de- 
mmciation  which  have  been  levelled  at  the  present  Ch'wf 
Magistrate,  for  his  avowed  anxiety  to  extinguish  that  debt, 
and  relieve  the  people  from  a  portion  of  their  burdens. 

Sir,  the  extinguishment  of  the  national  debt  willbefeh 
as  an  evil  by  the  monopolists  and  capitalists  of  the  Nottk 
and  East;  inasmuch  as  an  annual  flow  often  or  taelve  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  in  that  direction,  will  be  discontinued;  iitti 
inasmuch  as  longer  necessity  for  high  taxes  ceasing,  in 
apprehension  of  reduction,  at  the  moment  when  so  much 
capital  is  let  loose,  will  beget  difficulty  and  aniiety  in 
making  investments  in  pursuits  highly  profitable  or  eI<l^ 
bitantiy  bountied.  Sir,  this  part  of  the  subject  awakens 
painful  reminiscences  of  the  tendency  of  Govemmenli  ii 
other  countries  and  other  times — of  the  humiliating  ftcl, 
illustrated  upon  almost  every  page  of  history,  that  all  Go- 
vernments have  been  so  cunningly  devised  and  curiouily 
constructed,  as  to  burden  the  many  and  benefit  the  fev— 
to  increase  the  strength  of  the  powerful,  and  peipetntte 
the  feebleness  of  the  weak.  We  had  beUeved  that  mt 
revolution,  which  was  achieved  for  the  sake  of  principle, 
and  not  to  escape  from  practical  oppression,  had  opened 
upon  the  world  brighter  hopes.  We  had  hoped  that  on^ 
constitution,  which  rests  upon  the  immutable  rights  of  man, 
and  the  principles  of  eternal  justice,  would  g^arant}-  ts 
feebleness  support  and  protection,  and  impose  upon  tb^ 
powerful  wholesome  and  eflicient  restraints.  Sir,  we 
have  long  enjoyed  this  pleasing  delusion;  bat  is  it  notdeJ 
lusion? 

To  a  superficial  observer,  ours  seems  to  be,  in  fact,  vM 
it  is  in  theory,  a  Government  of  the  many  for  the  benew 
of  the  many.  A  closer  investigation  discloses  ^e  tnitli; 
that  it  is, 'practically,  a  Government  of  the  smallest  poeabh 
majority  over  the  largest  possible  minority — that  the 
largest  minwity  is  laid  under  contribution  to  kugmenttbd 
aggregate  of  exactions,  and  the  majority  is  let  down  tothe 
lowest  safe  point,  to  enhance  tiie  value  of  the  dividendii 
and  that  this  majority,  thus  small  and  effective,  is,  in  bet, 
wielded  by  a  combination  of  monopolists,  capitalists,  and 
adventuring  politicians,  who  divide  among  themseKes  tbe 
richest  spoils  of  theif  triumphs,  and  throw  but  acnimb- 
\f,  indeed,  so  much — to  the  mere  serfs  of  party.  And,  sir, 
where  is  the  check  upon  combinations  for  selfish  and  un 
principled  exactions?  The  check  of  responsibility  entire 
ly  fails;  for,  though  the  dominant  majority  is  responsibk 
to  their  immediate  constituents,  yet  they  are  under  no  te 
sponsibility  to  the  millions  who  are  kud  under  contribu 
tion.  There  is  no  responsibility  of  the  parts  to  each  other 
Hence,  in  a  widely  extended  confederacy,  embracing largi 
sectionsof  dissimilar  and  conflicting  interests,  combination 
upon  the  selfish  principles  may  be  formed  without  fcaro 
responsibility,  and  nind  into  the  very  dust  large  tndflou 
rishing  regions.  This  has  been  the  precise  operation  o 
the  tariff  system  and  the  tariff  majorities.  Sir,  I  say  i 
with  deep  reluctance,  but  I  feel  it  my  solemn  duty  to  sa; 
it,  that  lean  scarcely  conceive  of  any  Government  more  da* 
gerous  than  one  which  enables  irresponinble  and  prolli 
gate  majorities,  in  a  widely  extended  country,  inviting  • 
depredation  and  rapine,  by  dissimilar  and  conflicting  int< 
rests,  to  lay  under  contribution  whole  sectioiM,  and  allth 
profits  of  industry  peculiar  to  those  sections. 

Sir,  it  is  this  view  of  the  subject  which  is  most  deep! 
interesting  to  every  individual  who  lives  by  the  cultivi 
tion  of  the  earth  in  the  Southern  States.  The  whol 
South  is  subjected  to  a  system  of  exaction,  such  as  bi 
never  beep  long  borne  by  any  free  people  on  the  glob< 
I  shall  endeavor  to  illustrate  this  position,  not  by  a  rcsoi 
J  to  political  metaphysics,  but  by  presenting  those  facts  an 
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ctmsidentions  wUch  lie  upon  tbe  sur&ce  of  tiitngi,  and 
iR  ItTel  to  the  meanest  capacity. 

LooUiqf  into  the  tables  of  our  domestic  exports,  I  take 
1  jctr,  irUch  is  believed  to  be  a  fair  arerag'e  of  their  re- 
htive  proportions,  in  ail  respects,  for  several  years. 

The  whole  exports  of  the  United  States,  for  that  year, 
of  tbe  groarth  and  produce  of  the  United  States,  amount 
to #49,874,070 

Of  that  whole  amount,  the  articles  of 
Soitbem  production  only  amount  as  fol- 
Ion,  to  wit: 

TV  rice  to  .  -  -  #1,553,482 
CoOoato  ....  34,035,058 
TobiCMto  ■  .  .  6,222,837 
For  whett,  naval  stores  of  all 

sorti,  uid   other   exports 

fiomthe  South,  cannot  be 

precisely  ascertained,   but 

ii  beliered  to  be  about  5,000,000 

36,811,080 


#13,062,990 


(>on  the  foregoing^  statement,  it  appears  that  the  South- 
mi  States,  comprising  not  one-third  of  the  whole  popula- 
limi  of  the  Union,  aiSually  export  annually,  to  foreign 
tnintries,  near  three-fourths  of  the  whole  export  of  do- 
■otic  growth  and.production.  How  is  it,  sir,  that,  with 
■ch  so  immense  export,  the  South  is  growing  poorer' 
|llow  ii  it  that  the  Northern  population,  comprising  two- 
tHiof  the  whole  population,  export  not  more  than  one- 
fairth,  and  yet  sa«  abounding  in  all  the  comforts  and 
tauriesof  foreign  countries,  and  increasing  daily  in  pros- 
perit)r>  How  are  the  North  enabled  to  buy  and  consume 
jjeh  »  proportion  of  foreign  imports?  It  is  not  because 
fcy  buy  them  with  produce  exported.  No,  sir.  It  is 
Wby  means  of  in\-ading  their  capital,  that  they  are  en- 
med  10  to  multiply  their  enjoyments.  They  are  too  pru- 
•ent  for  that,  and,  beades,  their  career  to  prosperity  is 
MMUntly  onward.  Then,  sir,  how  is  it  that  they  can 
onume  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  whole  importation,  when 
aey  do  not  send  abroad,  of  their  own  produce,  one-third 
«  tlie  Tikie  of  that  which  they  consume,  and  when  they 
M  not  invade  their  capiul  ?  Sir,  the  moat  that  they  would 
Keutifledto,  is  the  value  of  their  exports,  enhanced  by 
Ita  profits  of  freight  upon  exports  and  imports;  and  yet 
iMJ  consume  more  than  double  the  whole  amount  of 
WIT  exports  and  freight.  How  is  it  done  ?  It  is  through 
oeinatnuDentality  of  the  tariff  system,  which  I  will  not 
aphin. 

The  tariff,  by  enhancing  the  price  of  the  foreign  arti- 
*  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  duty,  enables  the  domes- 
«Biimufacturer  to  bring  his  manufactures,  of  like  kind, 
"XoUie  market,  and  sell  them  for  a  price  equal,  or  nearly 
"ful  to  the  foreign  article,  burdened  as  it  is  with  a  high 

uV  ^  domestic  article  is  sent  to  the  South,  and 

-5?  Wgh  profits,  and  drains  off,  in  that  way,  a  large 
(*ftof  the  income  of  the  Southern  pbintcr,  for  his  cotton 
TO  lobicco;  and  these  profits,  so  matle  by  tlie  manufac- 
""r,  enable  him  to  consume  of  the  foreign  importation. 
oUL  "«"^  of*"  the  duties  has  been  accuriitely 
«whted,  and  it  exceeds  forty-five  per  cent.  The  South, 
^mfore,  payi  upon  all  they  consume  either  forty-five 
^cent  upon  the  price,  if  it  be  the  foreign  article,  or 
"^the  same  amount  in  the  enhanced  price  of  thedo- 
™^  article.  It  is  in  this  enhanced  price,  produced  by 
s™  .k  T  °"  ™Port»,  that  the  North  eztracto  from  the 
J*"!  a  Urge  share  of  their  profits  of  planting;  and  by 
™  use  of  these  profits,  so  extracted,  the  North  is  enabled 

°™*tate  itself  for  the  South,  and  consume  the  im- 
P**.  wlach,  in  the  absence  of  the  tax,  would  have  been 
™  legrtinwe  fruits  of  Southern  bbor.  In  other  words, 
<<^[)n)ilucts  of  Southern  labor,  as  they  are  used  in  tbe 


foreign  exchanges,  are  burdened  with  a  tax  of  forty-five 
per  cent.  The  products  of  Northern  labor,  as  they  are 
used  in  foreign  exchange^  are  entirely  free  from  tax; 
hence  an  ine<iuality  which,  in  the  long  run,  must  of  ne- 
cessity be  ruinous  to  the  South. 

Again :  The  Southern  planter,  who  makes  a  bale  of 
cotton,  is  just  as  much  entitled  to  it  as  the  Northern  ma- 
nufiicturer,  who  makes'a  piece  of  cloth,  is  entitled  to  hli 
cloth.  This  is  conceded  on  all  hands:  for  both  the  bale 
of  cotton  and  the  piece  of  cloth  are  the  fruits  of  their 
labor  respectively. 

But  both  wish  to  carry  their  articles  into  market — and 
both  are  permitted  to  do  it  free  of  tax.  But  mark  tbe 
consequence.  The  planter  sends  his  cotton  to  Liverpool 
to  exchange  for  cloth;  but  when  he  brings  his  cloth  home, 
he  is  stopped  at  the  custom-house,  and  told  that  he  must 
surrender  forty-five  yards  in  the  hundred.  The  planter 
then  retuns  only  fif^y-five  yards,  though  he  has  honestly 
earned  one  hundred.  The  Northern  manufacturer  is  not 
only  permitted  to  keep  his  whole  piece  of  one  hundred 
yards,  but,  by  the  intervention  of  uie  tariff,  he  is  enabled 
to  sell  it  at  an  advance  of  forty  or  forty-five  per  cent, 
upon  the  natural  price.  How  then  stands  the  case.'  Here 
are  two  men,  who  have  each  earned  one  hundred  yards  of 
cloth  by  their  labor,  worth  one  hundred  dollars  per  piece 
at  the  natural  price — I  mean,  by  natural  price,  the  cost  of 
production.  The  Southern  man  b  compelled  to  give  up 
forty.five  yards,  and  is  permitted  to  keep  fifly-five  yards, 
worth  fii^y-five  dollars.  The  Northern  manufacturer  is 
not  only  permitted  to  keep  his  hundred  yards,  worth  one 
hundred  dollars,  but,  by  the  aid  of  the  tariff,  he  is  ena- 
bled to  sell  his  one  hundred  yards,  say  for  one  hundred 
and  forty  dollars.  That  is,  the  one  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  labor  of  the  Southern  man  is,  in  the  long  run,  by  the 
intervention  of  the  tariff,  made  to  be  worth  eighty-five 
dollars  less  than  the  one  hundred  dollars  worth  of  labor 
of  the  Northern  manufiu:turer.  I  exclude  any  enhance- 
ment  of  the  price  of  the  fiAy-five  yards,  because,  in  the 
practical  operation,  titey  are  purchased  for  consumption. 
Is  it  poMble  to  conceive  a  case  of  more  revolting  hard- 
ship? And  yet  tiiis  illustrates  truly  the  operation  of  the 
tariff.  To  do  equal  justice,  the  Government,  as  it  taxes 
by  impost  the  Southern  man's  piece  of  cloth  when  im- 
ported, should  also  tax  by  excise  the  Northern  manufitc-, 
turer's  piece  to  tbe  same  amount;  and  wherefore  ought 
not  this  to  be  the  case?  Has  not  the  Southern  man  just 
as  much  earned  by  hb  labora  hb  piece,  as  the  Northern 
manufacturer  has  earned  his  by  his  labor?  Thb  is  one  of 
the  bitter  fruits  of  indirect  taxes.  And  to  whatever 
amount  the  revenue  may  be  reduced,  the  same  principle 
will  act,  and  the  like  results,  to  that  extent,  will  be  pro- 
duced. Sir,  thb  is  the  great  secret  of  the  ruinous  transfer 
of  the  profits  of  Southern  labor,  to  augment  the  prosperity 
of  the  North  and  East. 

Again:  It  b  said  that  the  consumer  pays  the  import 
duties.  Though  not  assenting  to  that  proposition,  I  will 
assume  that  principle  in  thb  argument.  The  Government 
collects  a  revenue  upon  imports  of,  say  twenty-three  mil- 
lions a  year.  The  South  exports  three-fourths  of  the  pro- 
ducts, which  are  exclianged  for  the  imports  upon  which 
these  twenty-three  millions  are  levied;  that  is  to  say, 
seventeen  millions  of  the  duties  are  levied  on  goods  ex- 
changed  for  the  products  of  Southern  labor.  Repeal  tbe 
tarift",  and  the  South  would  be  entitled  to  consume  or  to 
sell  Uiree-fourths  of  the  imports.  But,  under  exbting 
circumstances,  say  the  South  consumes  one-half  the  im- 
ports, then  tbe  South,  as  consumers,  pay  duties  or  taxes 
of  eleven  and  a  half  millions.  The  other  half  b  consumed 
in  the  North  and  East;  that  is  to  say,  they  are  consumed 
partly  in  consideration  of  their  exports,  and  of  course 
pay,  as  consumers,  six  millions  of  dollars;  but  the  North 
and  East  are  also  to  consume  the  residue  of  the  imports, 
upon  which  five  and  a  half  millions  of  duties  are  to  be 
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pud.  Now,  how  are  the  non-eiporting' States  either  to 
pay  the  five  and  a  half  millions,  or  to  acquire  the  whole  im- 
ports, upon  which  that  sum  is  levied? 

It  is  done  precisely  in  the  manner  before  stated;  that 
is  to  say,  although  the  South  pays  only  half  the  taxes  in 
the  first  instance,  (or  any  other  proportion,  which,  what- 
ever it  may  be,  is  wholly  immaterial,  and  leaves  wholly 
unaffected  the  truth  of  the  argument,)  still  the  South  has 
suffered  the  North  to  extract  from  the  profits  of  Southern 
labor,  by  the  enhanced  prices  of  the  domestic  manufitc- 
ture,  a  sum  tliat  enables  the  North  to  substitute  itself  as  a 
consumer  in  place  of  the  South,  and  actually  to  enjoy  the 
fruits  of  which  the  South  has  been  most  unjustly  stripped 
by  means  of  the  tariff. 

So  that,  in  fact,  the  South  pays,  directly  and  indirectly, 
upon  consumption,  near  three-fourtlis,  exceeding  two- 
thirds,  of  the  whole  revenue  of  the  Government  collected 
upon  imports.  To  give  entire  accuracy  to  the  statement, 
it  is  necessary  to  deduct  the  amount  of  freiglit,  and  the 
taxes  upon  the  amount  consumed  by  those  who  substitute 
themselves  as  consumers,  by  reason  of  sales  of  unprotect- 
ed articles  in  the  South,  the  principal  of  which  consists  of 
live  stock. 

When  we  advert,  sir,  not  only  to  the  ruinous  inequality 
in  levying  the  taxes  of  this  Government,  but  also  to  that 
other  and  more  unequal  operation — the''di>bursement  of  at 
least  three-fourths  of  that  revenue  in  the  non-exporting 
States,  we  shall  be  able  to  discern  the  causes  which  have 
produced  results  so  advantageous  to  the  tariff  States,  and 
so  disastrous  to  the  planting  States. 

Sir,  it  would  be  an  alleviation  of  these  evils,'Severe  as 
they  are  upon  a  great  section  of  the  Union,  if  we  could 
know  that  this  policy  augments  the  national  wealth  and 
the  national  prosperity.  But,  sir,  such  i^  not  the  fact.  It 
is  susceptible  of  demonstration,  that  this  policy  diminishes 
the  aggregate  of  national  wealth. 

It  commends  itself  to  the  approbation  of  its  friends,  not 
as  the  means  of  increasing  tliat  wealth,  but  as  the  instru- 
ment of  a  forced  and  unnatural  transfer  of  the  profits  of 
agricultural  labor,  to  enhance  the  capital  and  profits  of 
the  manufacturing  interest.  But,  sir,  that  an  augmenta- 
tion of  the  wealth  of  the  nation  is  not  the  consequence 
of  these  protecting  duties,  I  beg  leave  to  read  a  passage 
from  a  work  of  one  of  the  most  able,  sagacious,  and  pro- 
fotmd  political  economists,*  that  this  or  any  other  country 
ever  pi-oduced — of  one,  whose  capacious  mind,  and  as- 
tonishing powers,  have  undergone  a  rectification  by  forty 
years  of  experience  in  public  life;  and  the  monuments  of 
whose  genius  will  attract  the  admiration  of  posterity, 
when  the  works  of  some  of  his  bitterest  revilers  shall 
have  dropped  from  the  memory  of  man.  The  argument 
is  clear,  compressed,  and  demonstrative. 

"  A  Government  which  acknowledges  the  principle, 
that  no  individual  can  be  divested  of  his  property  for  pub- 
lic purposes  without  indemnity,  cannot  claim  the  rigfht  to 
that  indirectly,  which  it  is  forbidden  to  do  directly.  A  sys- 
tem calculated  to  lay  permanent  burdens,  greatly  unequal 
and  oppressive  on  some  classes  of  society,  or  on  a  parti- 
cular section  of  the  country,  would  be  radically  unjust, 
and  altogether  indefensible,  even  though  it  might  be  at- 
tended with  some  advantages  to  the  community  considered 
as  a  whole.  But  whether  such  advantages  are  in  fact 
realized;  whether,  on  any  supposition,  they  ever  can  pro- 
duce a  profit  equal  to  the  actual  national  loss  arising  even 
from  the  indispensable  duty  of  twenty  to  twenty-five  per 
cent,  must  be  first  examined. 

"  It  is  self-evident  that  the  industry  of  a  country  is  most 
profitably  employed;  or,  in  other  words,  that  a  country 
acquires  the  greatest  wealth,  and  its  general  prosperity  is 
most  advanced,  in  proportion  as  its  capital  and  labor  are 
most  productive. 

'  Mr.  Otilalio. 


"  It  is  not  less  obvious  that,  if  a  given  amount  of  ctpibl 
and  labor  produces  in  the  same  time  a  less  quantity  of  t 
certain  commodity  than  could  have  been  purchased  with 
that  quantity  of  another  article,  which  might  have  l)teo 
produced  in  the  same  time  by  the  same  amount  of  cafiitil 
and  labor,  it  is  a  national  loss  equal  to  the  diSereice  Ik- 
tween  the  quantitjr  produced  and  that  which  might  hire 
been  purchased  with  the  proceeds  of  the  same  opitaland 
labor  otherwise  applied. 

"  With  one  thousand  bushels  of  wheat,  worth  one  dol- 
lar a  bushel,  one  thousand  yards  of  cloth,  of  a  certain  qui- 
lity,  may  be  purchased.  If  tlie  capital  and  labor  employeci, 
or  which  might  be  employed,  in  producing  the  thoiauKi 
bushels  of  wheat,  do,  when  applied  to  the  production  of 
similar  cloth,  produce  in  the  same  time  one  thoiuuid 
yards,  there  is  neither  comparative  gain  or  loss  in  thit  ap- 
plication of  capital  and  labor.  But  i^  thus  applied,  it  pro- 
duces only  eight  hundred  yards,  there  is  an  actual  nation- 
al loss  of  two  hundred  yards,  equal  to  two  hundred  doUjui, 
or  two  hundred  bushels  of  wheat,  since  the  same  labor 
and  capital,  if  appUed  to  the  production  of  wheat,  would 
have  produced  one  tliousand  bushels,  with  which  ok 
thousand  yards  of  the  cloth  might  have  been  purchaud." 

I'o  make  (his  demonstration  clearer,  if  that  be  possible, 
let  us  take  a  nearer  view  of  the  application  of  these  piin- 
ciples  to  the  actual  state  of  things.  It  is  desirable  to  bive 
home  establishments  for  the  manufiicture  of  coarse  wool- 
lens. The  manufacturer  says  he  cannot  go  into  it,  u, 
without  protection,  it  will  be  a  losing  business:  tbathe  on 
make  more  money  in  other  pursuits  than  he  can  in  Uie 
manufacture  of  coarse  woollens.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, determines  to  have  home  establishments,  and  h;t  > 
tax  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  all  imported  coarse  wooUens. 
The  manufacturer  goes  into  the  business,  not  because,  ii] 
let  alone,  he  could  make  as  much  money  at  it  as  in  other 
employments,  but  because  the  Government,  hyincreasog 
the  price  of  the  foreign  article  fifty  per  cent.,  enables  hia 
to  sell  the  home  article  at  fifty  per  cent,  above  the  mtunl 
price.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that  all  who  go  into  the  bus- 
ness  have  been  induced,  by  the  interference  of  Goveni- 
ment,  to  abandon  a  more  profitable,  for  a  pursuit,  in  the 
absence  of  such  interference,  less  profitable.  The  na- 
tional loss  is  exactly  the  original  difference  between  the 
old  and  the  new  pursuit.  But  the  Government  makes  up 
that  difference  to  the  manufacturer,  and  often  much  mote 
than  makes  it  up.  How  does  the  Government  make  it  up! 
Why,  by  taxing  all  the  consumers  of  the  foreign  article, 
and  thereby  enabUng  the  manufacturer,  by  incresang  hii 
prices,  to  tax  the  consumers  of  the  domestic  article.  The 
result  of  which  operation  is  twofold:  first,  a  national  loOi 
by  substituting  an  unproductive  for  a  productive  pursuit 
Secondly,  a  loss  imposed  upon  the  gr^  body  of  consuD 
ers,  for  the  individual  benefit  of  a  few  manu&ctnret^ 
to  enable  them  to  pursue  a  business  which  not  only  in 
pairs  the  national  wealth,  but  which  also  enriches  them. 
But,  sir,  I  am  aware  that  this  reasoning  is  too  uiuinhi 
tious  and'  too  minute  to  mingle  itself  with  the  magiuficei 
conceptions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  Hedisdsii 
to  push  the  powers  of  analysis  to  that  high  point,  fnn 
which  the  eye  may  take  in  the  very  elements  of  thes 
complex  questions  of  political  economy:  unpretendinj 
accuracy  is  beneath  the  aspirations  of  bis  ambitious  ge 
nius. 

That  Senator  opens  his  speech  by  adverting  to  the  seve 
years  next  preceding  the  tariff  of  1824  as  being  the  bkK 
disastrous,  and  the  seven  years  succeeding  as  the  ma 
prosperous,  in  the  history  of  this  country.  The  distrei 
of  the  former  period  is  ascribed  to  the  want  of  protectioi 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  latter  is  represented  as  the  efii» 
of  the  protective  system.  Sir,  nothing  can  be  more  loo( 
and  inconclusive  than  this  general  statement.  But,  wastl 
pecuniary  distress,  experienced  in  this  country  during  tl 
years  1819,  '30,  '31,  and  '33,  occasioned  by  the  want  of 
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kighprotectire  system?    If  so,  why  did  not  England  es- 
ctp<,  which  was  literally  bamcadoed  by  restrictions  and 
pniUbitima?    Sir,  the  causes  of  that  distress  lay  much 
deeper;  the  effects  were  first  developed  in  Europe,  and 
were  there  experienced  in  all  the  gradations  of  depres- 
lion,  stagnation,  and,  finally,  of  unirersal,  unexampled, 
Mid  orerwhehaing  dirtress.     Those  causes  operated  upon 
the  whole  commercial  world;  their  influence  reached  this 
eoontr)',  and  combining  here  with  other  causes  peculiar  to 
oindres,  produced  general  depressionand  much  distress. 
The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  had  convulsed  the 
continent  of  Europe  for  twenty-five  years;  the  arts  of 
peace,  and  the  pursuits  of  civil  life,  were  neglected  or 
tbudooed,  and  every  country,  in  turn,  became  the  thea- 
tre of  war.    The  insular  situation  of  England  enabled  her 
to  occupy  a  commanding  position:  for,  while  she,  as  one 
•rthe  belligerent  Powers,   made  prodigious  efforts  on 
had,  her  navy  swept  the  ocean,  her  commerce  pervaded 
every  qnarter  of  tile  globe,  and  her  workshops  supplied 
(he  wirale  of  Europe.     Notwithstanding  her  prodigious 
eipcnditures,  it  may  be  weR  questioned  whether  she  had 
ever  enjoyed,  in  so  eminent  a  degree,  all  the  appearances 
of  prosperity.  At  the  fall  of  Napoleon,  France  was  cover- 
ed vith  all  the  armies  of  Europe;  the  immense  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  .created  a  demand  for  every  thing, 
ud  prices  went  up  to  the  very  highest  point:  England 
pattidpated  most  largely  in  this  apparent  prosperity.    Her 
|»per  system — the  Government   expenditures— the  sus- 
peniioR  of  specie  payments — ^the  consequent  depreciation 
ef  the  drcMating  medium,  together  with  the  unexampled 
iaSax  of  wealth  from  the  continent  of  Europe,  as  the  re- 
nrdsf  manufacturing  industry — all  combined^o  give  a 
Ujhly  artificial  value  to  every  species  of  property,  and 
the  appearance  of  the  highest  degree  of  general  prospe- 
lilf.    Her  stupendous  resources,  stimulating  to  pretema- 
Inttl  efforts  her  commercial  and  manubcturinr  interests, 
{are  her  an  energy — a  momentam — which  earned  her  for- 
md  for  several  years,  without  much  apparent  diminution. 
The  arnMes  of  Europe  were  disbanded,  and  became 
praddcers:  every  department  of  labor  soon  became  over- 
itocked;  Government  expenditures  ceased;  specie  pay- 
■eno  were  resumed^  and  a  reaction  ensued,  every  where 
(xliibitiag  the  most  appalling  distresses.     This  country 
feit  the  reaction  in  the  sudden  depression  of  the  price  of 
»ery  article  of  exportation.      The  paper  an^stero — the 
vA  fiital  curse  to  the  prosperity  of  this  country,  had 
pemded  every  portion  of  this  Union;  every  county  town 
xidptrisb  was  inundated  with  bank,  notes,  at  a  ruinous 
depredatioD,  and  every  species  of  property  had  risen  to 
t^  highest  price.     Deluded  by  false  appearances,  and 
<he&cUitjr  of  procuring  money,  the  ^lirit  tit  speculation 
>>>  excited — large  debts  incautiously  contracted — when 
Ihii  sudden  depression  of  prices  came  upon  the  country 
>s  a  paralysis,  and  all  those  distresses  of  which  tlie  most 
of  us  retaiii  a  vivid  and  painful  recollection.     Among  the 
cames  of  that  diatresa,  the  paper  system  was  undoubtedly 
•heimrt  effective  and  most  permcious;  and,  where  the 
7>teiB  of  banking  was  pushed  to  tbe  greatest  extent,  the 
pettest  distress  was  invariably  found. 

Sir,  whatever  of  prosperity  we  have  enjoyed  since 
|8il4,  instead  of  being  in  consequence  of  tlie  tariff,  has 
wen  in  despite  of  it.  We  are  yet  a  young  and  vigorous 
ftpublic,  in  the  finest  region  of  the  globe,  with  free  in- 
"titwions,  and  a  hardy,  industrious,  honest,  and  entcrpris- 
■ag  people.  With  so  many  fiivoring  circumstances,  it  is  al- 
wst  impossible  to  arrest  our  career;  particular  sections 
■"ay  be  injured,  but,  as  a  whole,  our  course  must  be  on- 
vard.  But  our  growth,  our  prosperity,  and  our  great- 
Ma,  are  all  ascribed  to  the  tariff  of  1824,  and  the  "  bill 
M  abominations"  of  1828 — that  prohibitory  aystem,  which 
uasbeen  alike  the  reproach  and  the  curse  of  Spain,  the 
"j^'^'f^,  of  all  otheta,  in  which  it  has  been  most  fondly 
'^'^'nabed.  Sir,  as  well  might  the  empiric,  who  had  dosed 
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and  drugged  a  yoang  giant,  who  grows  apace  in  spite  of 
the  poisons,  ascribe  to  the  medicaments  his  expanding 
form,  his  gigantic  dimensions,  and  his  compactness  and 
power  of  muscle. 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  given  you  a  rapid 
and  vigorous  sketch  of  the  history  of  the  tariff  sj'stem;  be 
adverted  to  the  act  of  1789,  as  having  "  sanctioned  the 
principle;"  he  deplored  the  causes  growing  out  of  the 
French  revolution,  which  obstructed  this  salutary  poiioy; 
and  remarked  the  Mngular  coincidence  of  the  recurrence 
of  this  subject  at  the  interval  of  every  four  years,  from 
1816  to  1832.  Sir,  I  wassurprised  that  the  plainest  prin- 
pies  of  association  did  not  awaken  his  attention  to  a  similar 
recurrence  of  another  g^at  question  at  amilar  intervals. 
I  was  surprised  that  it  did  not  occur  to  the  recollection  of 
the  Senator,  that  the  tariff  policy,  now  for  the  fifth  time, 
is  agitated  and  discussed  immediately  upon  the  eve  of  the 
presidential  election;  that  the  tocsin  is  sounded,  and  the 
banner  unfurled,  at  the  precise  moment  when  a  rally  is  to 
be  made  for  the  great  and  final  strtiggle.  Sir,  this  view 
of  tlie  subject  calls  up  a  train  of  melancholy  reflections. 
It  suggests  the  fiiciUty  of  combination  of  great  pecuniary 
with  g^eat  political  interests,  to  seize  upon  the  Govern^ 
ment,  and  divide  among  themselves  its  patronage  and  its 
bounties.  It  suggests  painful  doubts,  whether  the  Pre^ 
dent-making  faculty  is  not  a  power  so  prepondcratiBK  in 
our  political  machinery,  that,  when  violently  excitec^  it 
may  not  derange  its  harmonious  action,  or  prove  destruc- 
tive of  its  organization. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  defends  the  protective  sy»- 
tem,  tipon  tlie  broad  ground  that  it  is  the  only  policy  effect- 
ually counteractive  of  an  unfavorable  balance  of  t™***' 
Sir,  I  had  not  expected  to  hear  this  exploded  doctrine  in- 
troduced into  this  debate.  I  had  supposed  it  would  have 
been  suffered  to  sleep  with  the  statesmen  of  the  Tudors 
and  the  Sttiarts.  It  finds  no  abiding  place  in  Europe.  It 
is  the  jest  and  the  scoff  of  her  practical  statesmen,  as  well 
as  her  writers  upon  political  economy— save  onhr  in  fallen, 
impoverished,  and  devoted  Spain,  where  much  may_  ke 
found  common  to  her  and  the  defenders  of  the  AiBerican 
sy«em.  What,  sir,  is  meant  by  the  balance  of  trade?  _  It 
is  that  commerdM  intercourse  in  which  the  importation 
exceeds  the  exportation. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  states  that,  in  the  last  tea 
years  and  three-quarters,  our  exports  to  Great  BritMR 
were  two  hundred  and  seventy-three  millions  of  doUars^ 
that  our  imports,  during  the  same  time,  were  three  bon- 
dred  and  twenty  millions— giving  an  excess  of  imports  of 
fifty-seven  milhons,  which  he  seta  down  as  clear  lost,  and 
exclaims  emphatically,  "  How  can  the  United  States  sus- 
tain themselves  under  this  ruinous  trade?"  Sir,  the  fallacy 
of  this  argument  consists  in  supposing,  when  the  value  of 
imports  exceeds  the  value  of  exports,  that  a  debt  is  con- 
tracted to  the  amount  of  the  difference;  whereas,  in  aftir 
commerce,  prosecuted  by  a  coimtry  with  a  commercittl 
marine  of  her  own,  the  value  of  imports,  ft>r  a  series  of 
years  taken  together,  will  be  equal  to  the  aggregate  Talu* 
of  exports  and  freights. 

In  a  sini^e  commercial  operation,  if  the  value  of  fan- 
ports  is  just  equal  to  the  value  of  exports^  it  is  clear  that 
there  is  a  loss  to  the  whole  amount  of  flight.  Tet  thia^ 
according  to  the  doctrine  of  the  halance  of  trade,  is  neither 
a  gainful  nor  a  losing  business.  Again:  11^  in  a  single 
operation,  the  value  of  imports  is  less  than  the  value  of 
exports,  this,  according  to  the  balance  of  trade,  is  a  gain- 
ful commerce,  though  ne  who  receives  a  return  cargo  less 
valuable  tlian  the  outward,  feels  sorely  that  it  is  a  losing 
business.  So,  if,  instead  of  a  single  case,  in  aH  the  com- 
mercial operations  of  a  country,  the  value  of  imports  shaO 
be  leas  than  the  value  of  exports,  it  is  said  the  baknee  of 
trade  is  favorable;  whereas  nothing  is  more  demonstrative 
than,  when  the  value  of  all  the  return  cargoes  is  less  than 
the  value  of  all  the  outward,  titat  it  is  a  lonng  bunness. 
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On  the. other  hand,  if,  in  a  single  operation,  the  value 
of  the  return  cargo  is  greater  than  that  of  the  outward, 
and  out  of  the  return  cargo  the  merchant  .pays  for  the 
outward,  and  all  the  expenses  of  the  voyage,  still  retain- 
ing in  his  hands  a  large  residue,  the  baluicc  of  trade,  says 
lie,  is  growing  poorer,  while  he  feels  that  he  is  growing 
ridier.  So,  wliile  all  the  individuals  of  a  nation,  by  like 
operations,  are  growing  richer,  the  balance  of  trade  says 
the  nation  is  growing  poorer. 

Nothing  can  be  more  unfair  and  delusive  than,  from  a 
lift  of  our  exports  to,  and  imports  from,  a  given  country, 
to  pronounce  upon  that  intercourse  as  being  either  gain- 
ful or  losing.  This  is  manifest  when  we  consider  the  di- 
rect and  indirect  trade — the  circtutous  voyages,  finding  so 
many  intennediate  points,  and  complicating  its  concerns 
with  so  many  new  interests. 

Permit  me  to  illustrate  this  view,  by  reference  to  a  case 
which  actually  happened  a  few  years  ago.  Bear  in  mind 
that  the  &ct  to  be  ascertained  is,  whether  our  fur  trade  to 
the  Northwest  coast  of  America  is  gainful  or  losing,  aC' 
cording  to  this  notion  of  the  balance  of  trade. 

A  ship  fitted  out  from  New  England,  witli  acargo  worth 
about  five  thousand  dollars,  for  the  fur  trade  on  the  North- 
west coast  of  America,  got  a  cargo  of  furs,  proceeded  on 
her  voyage  to  Cluna,  exchanged  them  for  teas,  silks,  &c. 
and  brought  home  a  cargo  worth  nearly  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  This,  according  to  the  balance  of  trade, 
was  a  most  ruinous  operation.  The  shrewd  and  enter- 
prising Yankee,  understanding  the  fact,  but  not  compre< 
nending  this  philosophy,  was  willing  to  pocket  the  money, 
and  surrender  the  theory  to  the  champions  of  the  Ameri- 
can system. 

Sir,  the  whole  of  this  doctrine  proceeds  upon  the  hy< 
pothesis  that  commercial  intercourse  is  a  species  of  gam- 
bling operation — that  the  gain  of  one  is  the  loss  of  another. 
I  shall  not  stop  to  exnmme  this  hypothesis,  but  barely 
remark  that  it  was}  an  illiberal  notion,  entertained  in  the 
earlier  ages  of  conunerce,  that  it  has  long  since  been  ex- 
ploded, and  is  now  universally  denounced  by  an  enlight* 
ened  political  philosophy. 

The  great  object  of  contest  between  the  respective 
parties  to  this  tariff  question  is,  whether  the  tariff  States 
shall  fiim'ish  the  planting-  States  with  manu&otures,  or  the 
planting  States  furnish  the  tariff  SUtes.  It  is  with  pain- 
yes  nr,  it  is  with  grief,  that  I  consider  the  question  in  this 
aspect.  It  presents  a  naked  case  of  the  reversal  of  the 
onlinations  of  benign  Providence,  by  the  tyrannical  legis- 
lation of  man.  My  proposition  is,  that,  in  the  absence  of 
restrictions,  the  South  would  import  and  furnish  (orconld 
do  it)  the  tariff  States  with  the  chief  part  of  their  sup- 
plies of  manufactures. 

Owing  to  the  dense  population  of  England,  tlie  abun- 
dance of  file],  the  inexhaustible  mines,  the  perfection  of 
machinery,  the  cheapness  of  labor,  and  the  invigorating 
climate  in  which  the  human  animal  can  perform  the  great- 
est possible  amount  qf  labor,  upon  the  least  possible 
amount  of  subsistence,  the  cost  of  production  of  almost 
every  species  of  man«lfacture  is  a  g^at  deal  less  than  it 
is  in  this  country.  The  South  would  exchange  the  raw 
material  for  the  foreign  article,  which,  enhanced  in  its 
price  by  the  rate  of  exchange,  storage,  freight,  commis- 
sion, and  every  necessary  charge,  would  come  into  the 
home  market,  (if  free  from  impost  duty,)  and  drive  from 
it  all  domestic  competition.  In  truth,  the  foreign  article 
could  be  sold  in  the  home  market  at  from  fifteen  to  thirty 
percent,  less  than  the  similar  domestic  article.  This  is 
obvious  from  the  fiict  tiiatthe  manufitcturer  is  now  pro- 
tected by  duties  averaging  more  tiian  forty-five  per  cent,, 
and  insists  that  any  material  modification  will  destroy  his 
business,  and  involve  him  in  banki-uptcy. 

The  duty  of  every  Government  is  to  extend  equal 
protectiqn  to  all  the  parts;  the  correlative  obligation  is, 
that  all  the  parts  shall  contribute  equally  to  the  support 


of  Qovernment.  But  is  it  not  tyranny,  the  most  odiou  and 
detestable,  to  deprive  one  of  the  parts,  without  equivalent, 
of  all  its  natural  advantages,  to  bestow  them  on  anothei' 

Sir,  it  is  an  utter  misconception  of  the  true  nature  of 
Government,  to  suppose  it  is  mstituted  to  confer  bonutici, 
and  do  acts  of  munificence.  Government  has  nothing  of 
its  own  to  give,  and  it  can  only  give  to  one  by  taking  from 
another,  wliicli,  if  done  without  equivalent,  is  naked,  pal- 
pable injustice.  The  South  asks  K>r  nothing.  The  North 
is  clamorous  for  protection,  which,  if  it  mean  any  thing, 
means  that  the  Government  shall  give  that  which  it  his 
not,  but  tlut  which  it  shall  take  from  others. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  SEud  tliat  the  doctrine 
of  free  trade  is  a  mere  revival  of  the  British  colonial  sys- 
tem, forced  upon  us  during  our  colonial  vassalage.  I  must 
confess  my  utter  astonishment  at  the  introduction  of  such 
a  topic,  in  support  of  this  system  of  restrictions.  I  should 
be  wholly  unable  to  account  for  it,  had  I  not  seen  the  dig- 
nity of  deliberation  descend  from  the  region  of  argument 
to  a  level  with  the  passions.  The  Senator,  upon  the  re- 
flection of  a  ihoment,  cannot  fail  to  perceive  tlie  glaring 
error  into  which  he  has  fdlen.  That  the  reverse  of  Iht 
proposition  is  precisely  the  fact — that  success  in  this  pro- 
tective policy  is  but  to  substitute  New  Enghnd  for  Old 
England — so  that  the  former  may  now  btirdena  free  peo- 
ple, as  the  latter  formerly  did  her  colonial  vassals.  Let 
me  examine  it  a  moment.  What  difference  is  there  be- 
tween England  compelling  her  colonies  to  trade  with  her 
alone  for  their  supplies  of  manufactures;  and  one  section 
of  the  Union,  by  virtue  of  high  prohibitive  duties,  com- 
pelling another  to  trade  to  that  alone  for  all  supplies  of 
manuiactured  articles.'  Is  not  this  the  effect  of  uie  sys- 
tem? Is  it  mitigated  by  the  reflection  that  it  is  the  brother 
of  my  blood  who  compeb  me  to  yield  pp  the  fruits  of  my 
toils,  to  gratify  his  spirit  of  rapacity?  Is  it  mitigated  by 
the  fact  that  the  South  is  in  effect  cut  off  from  the  cheap- 
est markets  in  the  world,  and  is  compelled  to  resort  to  the 
dearest?  Sir,  the  adoption  of  a  system  of  complete  pro- 
tection is  the  adoption  of  a  system,  as  regards  our  pecu- 
niary interests,  incomparably  worse  than  that  qf  colonisl 
vassalage.  It  is  worse  than  colonial  vassalage,  precisely 
to  the  extent  that  the  market  of  New  England  is  worse 
than  the  market  of  Great  Britain.  Sir,  what  is  the  con- 
dition of  the  laboring  classes  at  this  day  in  Canada,  is 
respect  to  tiie  taxes  on  the  necessaries  of  life,  when  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  laboring  classes  in  this  confederacy 
of  freemen? 

I  have  an  authentic  document  before  me,  which  eihi- 
biu  the  monstrous  difference.  [Here  Mr.  M.  read  the 
document,  showing  that  in  Canada  only  two  and  a  half 
per  cent,  duties  were  pud  on  cotton  goods,  ^Iks,  wool- 
lens, linens,  earthen,  China  and  glass  ware,  hardware, 
rolled  iron;  while,  in  the  United  States,  the  duties  on  the 
same  articles,  to  be  paid  by  the  consumer,  range  from 
twenty-two  per  cent.,  the  lowest  to  two  hundred  and  fifty 
per  cent.  In  Canada,  salt  is  free;  here,  it  is  taxed.  In 
Canada,  sugar  is  almost  free.]  Sir,  it  is  true  that  the  co- 
lonial vassals  of  William  the  Fourth  are  taxed  less  than  the 
laboring  classes  of  the  United  States. 

Sir,  the  merry  ploughman  that  follows  his  team  with 
buoyant  spirits,  and  whistles  as  he  goes  in  pure  gladnca 
of  heart,  little  dreams  of  Uie  insidious  process  by  which 
he  and  his  UlUe  ones  are  stripped  of  the  fruits  of  his  toils- 
When  sitting  by  his  evening  fireside,  in  the  midst  of  all 
he  loves  upon  earth,  amusing  simple  infency  with  the 
tales  of  otiier  times;  when  recounting  to  tiie  Uttie  pr»t' 
tiers  that  cUmb  upon  his  knees,  and  press  to  his  side,  th( 
exploits  of  his  ancestors  in  the  battles  of  Uberty— hi^ 
patriotism  kindUng  and  glowing  as  the  narrative  proceeds, 
little — litUe  does  he  know  that  the  miners  and  sappers  ar( 
at  work  under  the  citadel  of  his  liberties.  But,  ar,  thi 
consolation  offered  to  the  South  is,  that  she  too  nuy  rn 
gage  in  manufiicturing,  and  csc^e  the  evils  of  which  »hi 


Digitized  by 


Google 


325 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


326 


Fib.  7,  1833.] 


TheTbrijr. 


[BUTATS. 


comphins— may  in  that  way  throw  off  the  thraldom  of  t»s- 
mSagt  to  the  tariff  monopolists.  Those  who  offer  that 
altermtive,  kaow  that  it  is  but  keeping  the  "word  of 
pronuM  to  the  ear,  and  breaking  it  to  tite  hope;"  they 
know  that  it  cannot  be  embraced  without  ruinous  sacri- 
fice. ThOT  know  that  it  would  inToIve  a  sacrifice  of  at 
Icuthalf  ttie  capital  of  the  South,  to  withdraw  it  from 
Dbnting',  and  invest  it  in  new  pursuits.  And,  sir,  it  is  but 
fraik  to  »y  that  they  neither  expect  it  nor  denre  it.  For 
though  their  philosophv  might  enable  them  to  bear  with 
commendable  fortitude  the  loss  of  half  our  capital — for  many 
tlui^[|s  are  more  difficult  tlian  to  bear  with  patience  the 
misfortunes  of  others — yet  wliat  pliilosophy  could  bear 
the  destruction  of  all  its  golden  dreams?  What  mortgagee 
could  look  unmoved  upon  his  mortgaged  estates,  aban- 
doned, dilapidated,  and  rapidly  verging  to  hopeless 
deciy? 

Tliere  are  those  in  the  South  that  indulge  in  the  deluuon 
thtt  we  are  capable  of  becoming  a  manufacturing  people. 
That  we  might  succeed,  in  the  interior,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, cannot  be  doubted.  But  that  it  could  become  the 
jHedominant  interest,  or  that  we  should  ever  be  able  to 
compete  with  foreign  rivals,  is  wholly  impossible.  We 
are  destitute  of  all  the  great  elements:  shve  labor  is  too 
cafeless.  We  are  destitute  of  water  power  on  the  sea- 
board, of  navigation  to  water  power  in  the  interior.  We 
are  destitute  of  coal,  and  that  salubrity  of  climate  neces- 
sary to  preserve  health,  in  the  summer  and  autumnal 
months,  m  the  foetid  atmosphere  of  densely  crowded  fac- 
tories. And,  above  all,  thank  God!  we  are  destitute  of 
the  cheap  labor  of  a  half  starved,  beggared,  and  depe4id 
ent  population,  fit  to  be  packed  in  factories  to  drag  out  a 
msosble  slavish  existence  for  the  paltry  equivalent  of  tlie 
biesdthat  they  eat,  and  the  raiment  that  they  wear.  Sir, 
are  these  'establishments  favorable  to  liberty,  or  to  morals ' 
In  other  countries,  these  operatives  are  every  way  de- 
gnded.  In  this,  these  esteblishments  are  too  new  to 
afford  a  fiiir  sample  of  their  bitter  fruits.  Is  there  not  an 
iauneuurable  difference  in  the  scale  of  being,  between 
him  who  plants  his  foot  on  his  own  soil,  feeliug  a  high  and 
nunly  sense  of  his  personal  independence — the  master  of 
hit  own  little  domain — surrounded  by  a  happy,  industri- 
wsi  and  virtuous  fiimily;  and  the  day-lab(H%r,  with  a  scat- 
tered fiunily,  tmling  from  sun  to  sun  in  a  crowded  &ctory, 
breathing  its  noxious  and  foetid  air;  dependent  for  lus 
Ujr  bread  upon  the  master  of  the  establishment;  and 
ctii^;ing  to  his  testy  humors,  or  lonng  his  place  f  Sir,  I 
am  tolathat  the  dependence  is  so  complete,  that,  in  the 
eiereise  of  the  hii^iest  franchise  of  a  freeman,  the  will  of 
tie  master  is  the  Liw  of  the  dependents — they  vote  the 
caEco  ticket 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  drew  a  picture  of  a  cotton 
^etoiy,  crowded  with  scores  of  delicate  young  females; 
kepainted  their  "ruddy  complexions,"  "happy  countC' 
"•nces,"  and  "clock-work  regularity." 

Sir,  if  the  genius  of  that  gentleman  could  have  thrown 
■Mo  his  picture  the  bold  design  and  admirable  grouping 
of  Raphael,  tlie  delicate  coloring  of  Titian,  and  the  fas- 
ottting  light  and  shadow  of  Rembrandt,  it  couklnot  have 
Ken  rttieemed  from  revolting  associations.  I  understand 
tbat  more  than  twenty  thousand  little  girls,  from  seven  to 
fifteen  years  of  agfe,  are  at  this  moment  immured  in  these 
Qctoriea  in  the  United  States. 

Who  can  contemplate,  witikout  pain,  the  hard  fiite  of  so 
"any  delicate  young  females,  torn  from  a  mother's  love 
and  a  mother's  care,  immured  in  these  fitctories,  drudging 
Mul  laboring  in  every  sort  of  contact,  forced  from  the 
pnibob  of  youthful  innocence,  and  the  gladness  and 
raniiaeofthe  heart  overcast?  Who  ought  not  to  de- 
"wnce  the  accursed  system  tliat  bribes  the  avarice  of  tlie 
parent  to  sacrifice  the  innocence  of  the  child?  1  appeal 
'f"e7  parent  who  ever  felt  the  guirfi  of  tenderness  for 
™e  little  innocents,  who  has  watched  the  first  buddings 


of  affection  putting  forth  its  tiny  tendrils,  and  clin^^iiig 
around  his  very  heart-strings,  whether  he  could  find  it  in 
his  heart  to  tear  them  from  the  scenes  of  their  chSdhood — 
fivm  the  consecrated- circle  of  fiunily  affections,  and  im- 
mure them  in  these  laboratories,  as  the  dru^[«s,  the 
slaves  of  capricious  taskmasters.  Sir,  it  is  not  in  the  na- 
ture of  things  that  their  minds  and  their  afiiections  should 
rcrist  all  taint. 

Sir,  I  have  already  too  much'extended  nay  remarks.  I 
had  designed  to  examine  several  other  matters.  I  must 
refrmin.  I  have  determined  to  examine,  siid  expose  die 
fidlacy  of  the  position,  that  prices  have  been  r^uced  1^ 
the  tariff;  and  to  show  that  they  have  fallen,  not  in  con- 
sequence of  the  tariff,  but  in  spite  of  it  I  had  designed 
to  examine  the  allegation  of  an  increased  ability  to  con- 
sume, g^wing  out  of  the  protective  system,  by  enhancing 
the  price  of  bread  stuffs;  and  to  diow,  •«  may  be  elearly 
shown,  that  the  allegation  is  founded,  Itt,  in  an  enor  of 
fiu:t,  and  2d,  in  an  error  of  reasoning.  I  had  designed 
to  show  that  the  moat  erroneous  estimates  have  been  made 
of  the  profits  of  the  cotton  producers.  I  had  intended 
to  show  that  the  duties  upon  iron — the  raw  material— had 
put  out  of  profitable  employment  more  than  a  huodnd 
tiiousand  of  our  most  usefiil  artisans,  and  transferred  the 
labor  to  Birmingham,  Sheffield,  and  other  nunu&cturing 
towns  in  England.  I  had  designed  to  show  that  this  sys- 
tem, coupled  with  the  paper  system,  is  a  close  and  servile 
imitation  of  the  English — which  is  tiie  most  refined  an- 
tem  of  slavery  in  the  world.  The  aristoeracy  holding  me 
church  and  state,  with  the  infinitely  various  complication 
of  place  and  pension,  exact  three  hundred  and  fifty  Bul- 
lions of  dollars  annually — equal  to  fifteen  years'  income  of 
this  Government.  Add  to  this  the  hundreds  of  millions 
exbtusted  by  the  com  laws  and  by  banking  and  manufac- 
turing establishments,  and  w«  have  an  appaUingaggregate. 
When  we  reflect  that  these  sums  are  aiawn  from  labor, 
without  Qbligatiorfs  on  the  part  of  the  master  to  feed  or 
clothe  the  laborer,  and  without  sympathy  for  his  distresses, 
we  must  be  convinced  that  it  is  the  most  refined  skverv, 
and  is  infinitely  more  grievous  and  oppressive  than  the 
very  worst  condition  of  negro  slavery  in  this  country.  I 
never  saw  a  negro  pauper  without  shelter,  clothing,  and 
bread-  This  is  an  interesting  topic;  I  regret  that  1  have 
to  pass  it.  I  had  designed  to  show  that  this  system  has 
brought  into  existence  a  set  of  men,  unknown  in  better 
days,  denominated  "shavers." 

For  the  information  of  our  more  fMtuuate  brethren  of 
the  tariff  States,  I  will  endeavor  to  convey  some  idea  of 
this  nondescript.  A  shaver  is  a  little  wolfish;  he  grows 
lean  as  others  grow  fiat;  he  bttens  as  others  become  ema- 
ciated. To  him  general  prosperity  is  as  the  parching 
drought  of  summer.  His  happiness  springs  as  blithesome 
from  the  miserj'  of  others,  as  the  violet  from  the  mound 
that  covers  the  ashes  of  a  hero.  To  him  tlie  sigh  of  dis- 
tress is  "dulcet  and  harmonious  breath;"  and  the  tears  of 
a  ruined  family,  surrendering  to  him  their  patrimonial 
acres,  and  driven  into  the  wide  world  houseless,  penny- 
less,  and  friendless,  are  as  the  refVedung  and  vivifying 
showers  poured  from  the  clouds  of  heaven  into  the  burn- 
ing bosom  of  the  earth.  These,  and  others  of  kindred 
pursuits,  are  almost  the  only  allies,  in  respect  to  the  tariff 
policy,  that  our  Northern  brethren  can  find  in  the  South. 
In  the  early  history  of  "  shaving,"  men,  with  some  claim 
to  respect,  engaged  in  the  business.  It  is  now  become 
so  odious,  tbatany  one,  of  the  leastmark  of  respectability, 
shuns  the  imputation  as  he  would  the  leprosy.  It  is  fiillen 
into  other  hands — the  hands  of  harpies,  compared  with 
many  of  whom  Shylock,  the  Jew,  was  tenderJiearted,  a 
man  of  honor,  and  a  gentleman. 

I  had  designed  to  show  the  palpable  absurdities  and 
abominable  frauds  of  the  whole  system  of  minimums.  I 
had  intended  to  diow  the  strong  inducements  held  out 
by  this  policy  to  illicit  trade,  and  tlie  general  corruption 
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of  morals  conaequent  upon  an  extensive  system  of  smug'- 

S'mjp.  Th»t  smugg^Iin^  is  now  carried  on  extensively  on 
e  Canada  frontier,  is  notorious.  I  had  intended  to  show 
that  the  |freat  and  patriotic  West  bear  the  burdens  of  this 
policy  without  equivalent  ^  that  the  taxes  p«d  by  them 
annually,  in  the  diape  of  duties,  are  more  than  fourfold 
Ae  whole  amount  of  appropriations  for  internal  improve- 
ments in  every  part  of  the  Union:  that  their  hope  for 
indemnity  in  that  shape  is  wholly  delusive:  that  a  part 
of  ti»e  West  has  partially  lost,  by  the  ravages  of  the  sys- 
tem, their  best  market  for  Uve  stock.  1  pass  these  aind 
other  topics,  not  doubting  that  they  will  be  discussed  by 
other  Senators,  in  a  manner  much  more  aatisfactoty  than  I 
could  hope  to  do  it. 

Mr.  President,  there  is  one  other,  topic  which  sheer 
justice  seems  to  require  me  to  touch.  I  mean  the  insinua- 
tion by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  that  the 
present  Chief  Mag^rate,  on  the  north  side  of  Mason  and 
Dixon's  line,  was  understood  to  hold  one  opinion  on  the 
tariff*,  and  on  the  south  side  he  was  understood  to  hold 
another.  As,  I  suppose,  the  honorable  Senator  well  con- 
sidered the  delicate  relation  he  bears  to  the  head  of  the 
Government,  and  settled  in  his  mind  all  the  proprieties  of 
such  a  reference,  I  shall  refrain  from  any  animadversion 
upon  that  point.  Sir,  I  regret  to  touch  this  topic.  I  am 
unwiffing,  in  a  ^scussion  of  the  great  principles  of  this 
stupendous  system,  to  mingle  with  it  mere  paltry,  party 
interests.  It  looks  above  and  beyond  this  administration, 
or  any  other,  and  all  that  belong  to  it.  It  is  rapidly  be- 
coming a  naked  question  of  liberty.  The  sentiment  is 
growing  in  the  South,  and  I  trust  it  will  gto\r  more  and 
more,  that  we  will  wear  in  our  hearts  no  love  for  any  ad- 
ministration that  compels  us  to  wear  the  chains  of  this 
system. 

But,  sir,  I  think  the  honorable  Senator  did  the  Chief 
Magistrate  great  injustice.  I  never  understood  that  but 
one  opinion  was  entertained  on  the  subject.  We  all  un- 
derstood him  to  he  in  &vor  of  a  system  of  protection. 

Loving  him  as  we  did,  admiring  him  as  we  must,  rever- 
ing him  as  we  ought,  and  confiding  in  him  as  we  (till 
delist  to  do,  we,  nevertheless,  always  remembered  his 
opimons  on'this  subject,  with  deep  regret. 

I  will  tell  the  honorable  Senator  the  opinion  of  the 
South,  as  far  as  I  understand  it.  We  have  long  known 
the  President  to  be  in  favor  of  a  protective  system.  That 
opinion  was  first  promulg^ated  by  him  in  North  Carolina 
upon  the  eve  of  the  presidential  election  of  1824,  at  the 
time  he  was  a  candidate  for  the  Presidency,  and  when  the 
excitement  in  that  State  was  high  against  the  policy.  We 
have  seen  his  reciH^ed  votes  in  this  Senate,  and  Ilia  annual 
message,  all  affirming  the  principles  first  laid  before  the 
public  But  we  believed  he  preferred  his  country  to  him- 
self) that  he  would  urgfe  his  policy  no  further  than  he 
believed  the  gi-eat  interests  of  the  country  required;  and 
that  he  was  wholly  incapable  of  abusing  it,  either  to  acquire 
or  to  retain  power.  In  a  word,  all  believed  him  to  be  an 
honest  man — firm,  patriotic,  and  fearless.  This  is  the  fort- 
ress of  hisstrengtli— the  hearts  of  the  people  is  the  citadel 
of  his  power. 

But,  sir,  I  dismiss  this  topic;  the  subject  under  consi. 
deration  is  of  far  more  weighty  and  far  more  durable  im- 
portance; and  I  pray  God,  that  every  man  who  loves  his 
country  may  take  rt  into  grave  and  solemn  consideration, 
that  he  may  bring  to  it  that  spirit  of  conciliation  and  kind- 
ness that  becomes  the  deiKiendants  of  those  who  stood  side 
by  side,  and  poured  out  their  blood  tike  water  in  the 
achievement  of  our  liberties.  Sir,  I  feel  a  deep  convic- 
tion that  this  sj'stem  and  this  Union  cannot  exist  perma- 
nently together.  Who  can  be  insensible  to  the  wisdom, 
the  patriotism,  of  mutual  concession  ?  Who  can  shut  his 
eyes  to  the  fearful  rigns  of  the  times?  Who  is  not  r'eady  to 
invoke  the  spirit  of  seventy-six — that  devotion  to  liberty, 
•ealed  by  the  blood  of  to  many  patriots  and  martyn' 


Where  is  it?  I  fear  it  is  gone  forever.  Where  is  the 
sentiment  of  the  Slogen,  once  so  dreadful  to  the  enemy- 
give  me  Kberty,  or  give  me  death !"  It  is  heard  no  more 
in  the  land.  It  is  money — money — give  me  money  or  — 
Sir,  if  I  could  coin  my  heart  into  gold,  and  it  were  law- 
ful in  the  sight  of  Heaven,  I  would  pray  God  to  give  ik 
firmness  to  do  it,  to  save  this  Union  from  the  fearfid— the 
dreadful  shock  which  I  verily  believe  impends. 

[Mr.  M.  delivered  only  part  of  the  above  on  Tutsday. 
It  was  concluded  the  following  day,  but  is  given  heit 
entire.} 

WiDnxssaT,  FiBBoanr  8. 

The  journal  having  been  read, 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  perceiving  bis  name  fm 
the  place  of  Mr.  Whits,  excused]  On  the  committee  sp- 
pointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  make  arrangesientt 
for  the  commemoration  of  Washington's  birthday,  he 
wished  to  be  excused  from  serving  upon  it,  for  the  same 
reasons  which  were  given  by  the  gentlemen  who  were 
yesterday  excused.  He  was  not  in  favor  of  the  object  for 
which  the  eommittee  was  appointed,  nor  did  he  vote  fcr 
the  resolution.  He  wished  to  pay  all  possible  respect  to 
the  memory  of  Washington.  He  hoped  the  Senate  wouH 
adjourn  over  that  dar,  and  unite  with  other  citizens  in  the 
usual  observances  of'^the  day.  But  he  could  see  no  gwd 
reason  why  Congress  should  depart,  on  this  occasion, 
from  the  customary  mode  of  honoring  the  day.  He  wiiW 
to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  committee. 

Mr.  HATNE  suggested  to  the  Senator  that,  as  bis  name 
was  upon  the  committee,  and  as  several  gentlemen  hij 
already  been  excused,  be  had  better  remain  a  member  of 
it;  and,  if  he  had  any  objections  to  any  other  observsnce 
of  the  day  than  an  adjournment,  he  could  state  them  to 
the  joint  committee,  who  would,  perhaps,  be  governed  bj 
his  suggestions. 

Mr.  DICKKRSON  felt  no  disposHion,  be  sud,  to  g* 
into  the  committee  for  the  purpose  of  opi>o«ng  tlie  views 
and  designs  of  the  majority  of^that  committee.  It  wooW 
be  unpleasant  to  bim  to  be  placed  in  that  situation.  He 
would  propose  to  withdraw  from  it  entirely. 

Mr.  MILLER  called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolution; 
and,  after  it  was  read,  he  remarked  tliat,  as  the  resolutioa 
agreed  to  assume  that  we  shall  join  with  the  House  in  ce- 
lebrating the  day,  gentlemen  could  iiave  no  objection  to 
serving  on  the  commijtee.  Having  adopted  the  resolution, 
he  thought  the  Senate  was  bound  to  proceed  in  the  k- 
complishment  of  the  dengn. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  not  present,  he  said,  when  tbe 
resolution  was  passed.  He  thought  it  ait  improper  mode 
of  paying  respect  to  the  memory  of  the  deceased.  Be 
was  also  uninformed  how  the  expenses  of  the  fete,  if  there 
was  to  be  one,  were  to  be  defrayed.  He  was  williiifT  to 
excuse  the  honorable  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  if  he  be- 
lieves he  could  not,  with  propriety,  consent  to  join  in  tbe 
objects  of  the  committee. 

The  question  being  put,  it  was  decided  in  fiivor  of  ex- 
cusing the  Senator. 

[The  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  ultimstelf 
consisted  of  Mr.  Clat,  Mr.  Webstih,  Mr.  PoiKMitni 
Mr.  Chakbibs,  and  Mr.  Bibb.] 

THE  COLONIAL  TRADE. 

8PKAGUE  submitted  the  following  resolutioni: 

made  between 


Mr. 

Retohtdy  That  the  late  "arrangement, 
the  Executive  of  the  United  States  and  Great  Britsin, 
relative  to  a  trade  between  this  country  and  her  colonw 
possessions,  gives  to  British  vessels  an  advantage  in  trsw- 
porting  articles  to  their  West  India  colonies  greater  th«n 
IS  secured  to  American  vessels,  and  violates  that  principle 
of  reciprocity  in  navigation  which  our  Government  oW 
heretofore  sedulously  and  firmly  endeavored  to  mwntun- 

Ruohtd,  That  said  "  arrangement,"  and  the  Preridenf « 
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pradunatioa  of  the  5th  of  October,  1830,  opening  the 
pottf  of  the  United  States  to  British  vessels,  were  not 
utbsrised  hf  the  act  of  Congress  of  39th  of  Majr,  1830. 

BANK  CUHRENCY. 

Mr.  DALLAS  mored  that  the  report  received  jrester- 
d»y  from  the  SecrMary  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Bettos's  resolution,  nuking  inquiries  in  relation  to  the 
onrency  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  be  printed, 
tnd  referred  to  the  select  committee  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  bis  statement  of  the  amount  of  this 
iptdes  of  currency  in  circulation,  was  mere  matter  of 
op'mioa  when  he  spoke  upon  the  subject  two  weeks  ago. 
The  bank,  in  none  of  its  reports  or  publications,  had  ever 
diKfiminated  between  the  notes  and  the  ordersi  and, 
ju<|{ii^  from  the  unirersality  of  the  orders  in  the  West, 
lie  hsd  formed  an  opinion  that  they  must  amount  to  about 
ten  milliona.  Senators,  who  supposed  him  to  say  thirty  or 
(nty  millions,  must  have  taken  an  expression  which  related 
to  the  whole  amount  of  the  bank  issues,  notes  and  orders, 
wiMh  are  returned  at  forty  millions.  To  settle  the  ques- 
tioD,  however,  and  to  ascertain  the  quantity  of  orders  out, 
he  hsd  submitted  a  call  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
smy,  and,  if  he  had  not  the  information,  through  him 
Dpag  the  president  of  the  bank,  to  ascertain  the  amount, 
littt  call  bad  been  answered.  It  was  received  yesterday, 
tnd  gives  rise  to  the  present  motions  for  references  to 
different  committee*.  From  that  answer  we  see  that  the 
practice  of  issuing  orders  as  currency  began  in  July, 
1827;  and  that  about  seven  millions  had  been  issued  since 
tbattime.  Of  this  seven  millions,  about  five  millions  are 
befiered  to  be  in  actual  ch<cuIation«  which,  in  £ict,  ^aa  less 
dun  he  had  expected.  But  the  cause  of  his  miscalculation 
vu  ihown  in  the  President's  answer. 

He  [Mr.  B.]  had  supposed  tliat  all  the  branches  issued 
4'b  description  of  currency;  but,  in  looking  over  the 
tttement  sent  in,  he  found  that  the  more  remote  and 
bxitier  branches  alone  were  set  at  this  work;  while  the 
great  branches  in  the  capitals  and  emporiums  ef  the  old 
States,  and  in  this  capital  of  the  Union,  did  no  such  thing. 
Tbe  Southern  and  Western  branches  made  these  issues. 
Mid  a  few  others  of  the  smaller  class;  but  the  branches  in 
Uchmond,  Baltimore,  New  York,  Boston,  and  this  city, 
imednone.  Why  this  diiference?  Is  it  that  the  intelli- 
pnce  of  the  great  cities  would  detect  the  difference 
betreen  a  note  and  an  order,  while  the  inhabitants  of  the 
South  and  West,  and  other  remote  or  obscure  places, 
Tould  take  the  orders  without  knowing  the  diflTereace, 
Eke  unfledged  robins  swallow  the  gravels  which  wanton 
li«r»  throw  them  in  place  of  crumbs  of  bread? 

The  (mount  of  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion  sent  up 
to  tbe  parent  bank  by  tbe  branches,  since  they  began  to 
OK  orders,  and  by  such  branches  as  issue  orders,  had 
•i"o  been  shown  in  the  answer  to  his  call.  He,  [Hr.  B.] 
Jlmi  he  spoke  a  fortnight  ag^,  endeavored  to  explain  the 
™ory  of  these  orders,  and  to  show  that  it  was  directly 
tie  reverse  of  a  currency  of  brsmch  bank  notes.  In  the 
^of  iMrtes,  the  parent  bank  furnished  U»e  capital  to  the 
btwdi;  in  the  case  of  orders,  the  branch  furnished  the 
tapltal  to  the  parent  bank.  Thb  be  had  argued  was  the 
j^toiy  of  the  order  currency,  and  it  was  now  proved  to 
n*  the  practice  of  it.  The  Senate  would  bear  in  mind 
™the  branches,  chiefly  those  of  the  South  and  West, 
™  iaioed  seven  millions  of  these  orders  since  July,  1827. 
™"i  it  appeared  from  the  report  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
"W  these  branches  bad  remitted  about  eight  millions  of 
pw  and  adver  coin  and  bullion  to  the  parent  bank  in  the 
•™e  time.  Thus  the  theory  and  the  practiee  worked 
'Jje'lier.  The  theory  was,  that  the  branches  which  drew 
borders  on  the  cashier,  in  Philadelphia,  should  send  up 
w  hard  money  there  to  meet  the  orders,  and  this  it  was 
PWred  they  had  done;  thereby  depriving  tbe  branches  of 
"VO^  instead  of  furnishing  Jt  to  them.     If  notes  were 


issued,  and  that  was  the  plan  and  idea  of  thoae  who  grant> 
ed  the  charter,  the  parent  bank  would  have  to  send  down 
a  portion  of  her  capital— real  capital,  not  a  mere  assign- 
ment of  credit — to  the  branch  to  issue  notes  upon.  These 
notes  would  be  payable  on  the  spot,  and  on  demand;  and, 
if  not  so  paid,  judgment  would  be  given  against  the 
bank,  with  twelve  per  cent,  damages.  Not  so  of  these 
orders;  thev  were  payable  alone,  even  admitting  that  they 
were  payable  any  where,  in  Philadelphia;  and  upon  that 
principle  it  was  that  the  specie  was  taken  from  the  branch, 
and  sent  to  Philadelphia  to  meet  them.  The  quantity  of 
this  specie,  thus  transmitted,  was  spoken  of  as  small  by 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallas.]  He  spoke 
of  it  as  a  small  sum;  he,  [Mr.  B.]  on  the  contrary,  deemed 
it  a  large  sum.  It  was  eight  millions  of  dollars,  and  that 
extracted  from  the  West;  for  the  whole,  except  about 
half  a  million,  came  from  the  West,  and  fi^  half  a 
dozen  branches,  and  that  in  the  short  space  of  five  years. 
What  bad  been  extracted  fivm  the  same  qiutrter  in  tbe 
fifteen  years  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  bad  been 
ravaging  that  region,  be  did  not  yet  know,  but  a  res(dution 
had  been  adopted,  and  sent  to  the  select  co&mittee,  of 
which  the  gentleman  was  cluurman,  to  ascertain  it;  and, 
when  ascertained,  he  would  take  care  to  mention  it  for 
the  information  of  the  Western  people.  It  was  said,  also, 
that  five  milUons  of  this  whole  sum  was  taken  from  New 
Orleans.  That,  sir,  is  no  alleviation  of  the  mischief.  New 
Orleans  is  the  West,  and  the  whole  West-  is  injured  by 
every  operation  which  renders  her  less  able  to  buy  their 
produce.  If  these  five  millions  had  remained  in  that  city, 
they  could  have  been  paid  to  Western  fiirmersfor  Western 
prtiduce;  but,  being  carried  to  Philadelphia,  they  have 
been  sold  to  tbe  British  and  other  Europeans,  and  will  never 
be  seen  in  Americaagain.  The  bank  statements  show  that 
five  millions  and  a  half  of  specie  bad  been  drawn  from 
the  bank  in  about  as  many  months.  The  vaults  of  the 
institution  contused  twelve  and  a  half  millions  in  May, 
and  seven  millions  in  December;  and  every  body  knew  a 
vast  amount  of  specie  bad  been  exported  to  foreign  coun- 
tries, and  sold  at  a  premium.  It  was  evident  that  five  and 
a  half  millions,  uken  from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
was  not  employed  in  taking  up  the  notes  of  the  bank;  for 
the  issue  of  these  was  augmented  millions  in  the  same 
time.*  Specie  diminishing — notes  augmenting — the  can- 
dle lit  at  both  ends — was  the  spectacle  exhibited  in  the 
bank  for  the  last  six  months!  But  the  five  millions  from 
New  Orleans,  in  five  years,  and  which  is  considered  as  a 
trifle!  In  what  condition  did  that  abduction  leave  the 
branch  there  .>  The  returns  for  last  December  show  that 
condition.  They  show  an  exhibit  of  five  hundred  and  ten 
thousand  dollars  in  specie;  about  eight  millions  of  notes 
issued;  about  one  million  of  depontes  due  to  the  United 
States  and  her  officers;  and  about  one  million  and  a  quar- 
ter of  deposites  due  to  individuals;  in  all,  ten  millions, 
resting  upon  half  a  million  of  specie  for  payment!  This 
is  the  cohdition  in  which  the  branch  bank  in  the  commer- 
cial emporium  of  the  West  was  left  in  December  last! 
What  could  such  a  branch  do  for  the  commerce  of  the 
West?  Nothing!  literally  nothing!  The  branch  there 
was  an  engine,  to  pump  the  hard  money  out  of  the  city, 
and  send  it  to  a  rival  city.  No  wonder  New  Orleans  was 
called  a  bad  market;  no  wonder  she  could  only  import 
seven  millions  of  foreign  goods,  while  exporting  thirteen 
millions  of  domestic  productions.  Her  whole  moneyed 
system  was  under  foreign  domination — under  the  control  of 
distant  and  rival  cities,  which  were  seeking  roads  and  canals 
across  the  Alleghany  mountains  for  the  avowed  purpose 
of  drawing  off  her  commerce;  and  which,  tlirough  the 
instrumentality  of  the  branch  bank  in  that  city,  could  still 
more  effectually  accomplish  tlieir  purpose  of  keeping  her 


*  Specie.  Notef  iwaed. 
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tributary,  secondary,  and  subordinate  to  the  commercial 
cities  of  the  Atlantic  States.  The  whole  West  sympathized 
with  New  Orleans;  she  could  not  be  crippled  or  hurt, 
without  imparting  her  sensations  to  the  whole  region  abore 
at  the  same  time.  The  interest  of  the  whole  West  required 
New  Orleans  to  be  rich;  to  be  abundant  in  gold  and  silver; 
to  be  the  mistress  of  her  own  moneyed  system;  above 
all,  to  be  independent  of  rival  cities — cities  contending  for 
the  import  trade  which  belonged  to  her.  Of  the  eight  mil- 
lions taken  from  the  West,  in  so  short  a  time,  he  [Mr.  B.] 
had  noted  about  three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  all  gold 
and  silver  taken  from  St  Louis!  that  St.  Louis  to  which 
not  a  cent  uf  capital  had  ever  been  sent!  not  even  an 
assignment  of  credit,  equivalent  to  so  much  moonshine, 
but  to  be  given  in  the  return  as  capital  stock!  These 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars  w6re  part  of  the  eight  mil- 
lions; and,  small  as  these  eight  millions  may  now  be  deem- 
ed, they  are  one  million  more  than  the  whole  amount  of 
specie  now  in  the  vaults  of  the  parent  bank  and  her  twen- 
ty-five branches!  So  that  the  West  actually  furnished  in 
nre  year»  the  whole  amount  of  specie  that  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  owns,  and  a  million  more!  No  wonder 
the  West  is  destitute  of  cash! 

He  [Mr.  B.]  had  heard  complaints  that  a  difference  was 
made  between  the  Federal  Government  and  the  citizens 
of  the  States  in  the  reception  of  these  orders,  and  that 
this  difference  was  to  the  prejudice  of  the  weaker  party; 
and  the  letter  of  the  president  of  the  bank  confirmed 
what  he  had  heard.  It  is  admitted  in  that  letter  that  the 
difference  exists  in  the  ten  and  twenty  dollar  orders;  that 
while  the  orders  of  these  denominations  will  be  "  neces- 
sarily" received  as  cash,  at  all  the  branches,  from  the  Go- 
vernment, they  are  not  "necessarily"  so  received  from 
citizens;  and  this,  he  [Mr.  B.]  presumed,  might  be  called 
the  first  lesson  in  the  chapter  of  "  sound  and  uniform 
currency." 

Hr.  B.  then  turned  to  the  immediate  question  before 
the  Senate — the  question  of  reference — the  choice  of 
committees  to  whom  the  report  on  the  amount  of  this  or- 
der currency  should  be  sent.  •  The  Senator  firom  Penn- 
sylvania [Mr.  Dallas]  moved  in  favor  of  the  select  com- 
mittee to  which  had  been  committed  the  consideration 
of  the  application  for  tl>e  renewed  charter.  He  [Mr.  B.] 
had  moved  in  favor  of  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and  he 
thought  his  motion  the  right  one.  The  question  to  be 
considered  was  unconnected  with  the  question  of  renew- 
ing the  charter;  it  was  a  question  of  violating  the  existing 
charter.  Rechartered  or  not  rechartered,  still  this  ques- 
tion must  be  decided.  The  rights  and  interests  of  the 
community  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  sanctity  of  vio- 
lated law  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  authority  of 
Congress  required  it  to  be  decided;  the  safety  of  the 
holders  of  the  orders  required  it  to  be  decided;  and  that, 
too,  before  the  question  of  the  recbarter  was  decided;  for 
afler  that,  it  may  be  too  late  for  the  people;  after  that, 
they  will  have  no  hold  upon  the  bank;  they  will  have  no 
means  to  enforce  the  payinent  of  this  trash.  At  present, 
they  have  a  hold  upon  the  bank;  they  have  the  question 
of  tile  recharter  in  their  hands,  and,  until  that  is  decided, 
the  bank  must  pay  these  notes  whenever  presented,  with- 
out venturing  or  daring  to  tell  any  man  to  go  to  Philadel- 
phia. vAfler  that  question  is  over — and  no  matter  which 
way  it  is_  over — the  branches  may  tell  the  holders  to 
go  to  Philadelphia;  the  orders  are  payable  there!  Yes, 
payable  there,  if  payable  any  where!  but,  I  say  they  are 
payable  nowhere,  by  law !  That  every  order  that  has  been 
out  a  longer  time  than  it  requires  for  a  draft  or  a  bill  of 
exchange  to  go  up  to  Philadelphia,  and  return  back  to 
the  branch  that  issued  it,  is  dead  in  law — ^as  dead  as  the 
continental  bills  of  the  revolutionary  war,  and  as  irreco- 
verable in  a  court  of  law!  Shall  seven  millions  of  such 
currency,  with  as  much  more  as  the  bank  chooses  to  add 
to  it,  stand  over  for  redemption  until  the  question  of  the 


recharter  is  decided?  No,  sir,  it  is  a  preliminary  qua 
tion,  and  to  be  decided  first.  It  is  an  independent  qoci 
tion,  and,  therefore,  not  to  be  mixed  with  the  other. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dai.i.ab]  ptta  a 
a  reason  for  sending  it  to  the  select  committee  on  th 
bank  charter,  that  that  committee  may  insert  a  restri« 
tion,  in  the  renewed  charter,  to  restrain  the  issue  of  tbj 
sort  of  currency  in  future.  But  what  is  to  become  of  tU 
old  charter  in  the  mean  time?  To  be  violated  witii  inipu 
nity  frpm  day  to  day,  and  over  the  whole  extent  of  thi| 
Union  for  four  years  longer!  Is  not  five  years'  violatiM 
enough?  This  illegal  practice  began  in  1827;  now,  (bd 
the  first  time,  it  has  attracted  the  at^ntion  of  the  Nation. 
al Legislature.  Are  we  to  blink  the  question?  Arewetg 
let  it  off  easy  ?  Are  we  to  content  ourselves  wiUi  telling 
the  bank  not  to  do  so  again;  and  that  she  may  go  on  fn 
four  years  longer,  trampUng  her  whole  charter  under  foot, 
upon  condition  of  suffering  us  to  put  a  little  restriction  in 
the  renewed  charter  against  doing  so  again  ?  Sir,  wlnt 
will  become  of  that  new  restriction?  What  right  have  we 
to  suppose  that  it  will  be  more  respected  than  the  present 
charter  has  been?  No,  Mr.  President,  no  more  restric- 
tions, until  we  enforce  what  we  have;  no  more  renewti 
charters,  until  we  can  compel  the  bank  to  obey  the  one 
that  we  have  given  her.  If  we  cannot  compel  her — if  we 
are  too  weak  and  impotent  to  restrain  her  to  the  exercise 
of  her  granted  powers — why,  let  us  confess  it!  Let  usui- 
mit  that  Congress  has  given  itself  a  master!  that  the  bank 
is  our  superior!  and  that,  henceforth,  we  must  blink  lier 
violations  of  law,  and  limit  our  interference  to  the  humble 
office  of  expostulation  and  entreaty!  The  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee is  tiie  proper  one.  It  is  the  committee  created  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  cognizance  of  every  thing  that  con- 
cerns the  administration  of  justice,  and  the  interpretation 
of  the  laws.  Its  very  name  announces  its  fitness  for  the 
motion  I  have  made.  That  motion  is  to  inquire  into  the 
legality  of  this  currency,  and  to  report  its  character  to  the. 
Senate.  This  is  a  question  of  law,  and  properly  rcfen 
itself  to  the  law  committee — to  the  committee  purpotelj; 
composed  of  gentlemen  distinguished  as  lawyers  and 
judges  before  they  became  Senators,  and  to  whom  eveiy 
legal  inquiry  has,  heretofore,  been  regularly  committed 
Mr.  B.  concfuded  with  expressing  his  hopes  that  the  re- 
ference would  be  made  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 
ciary, and  that  the  friends  of  the  bank  would  not  fly  the 
legd  investigation. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that  he  did  not  precisely  understand 
whether  tiie  gentleman  from  Missouri  intended  his  pre- 
sent resolution  as.  a  substitute  for  the  one  he  had  present- 
ed, on  a  former  day,  in  relation  to  the  same  object.  [Mr. 
BENTON  said  yes,  with  the  exception  of  printing.]  Mr. 
Dallas  said  Uie  question  was  one  of  great  interest,  and 
moved  that  the  report  be  printed,  and  referred  to  the  se- 
lect committee  on  the  subject  of  the  bank.  He  wished 
to  state  one  important  fact,  viz.  that  the  whole  amount  of 
these  orders  did  not  exceed  five  millions  of  dollars.  He 
stated  this,  because  it  had  been  asserted  by  the  gentle- 
man, on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  amount  was  thirty  or 
forty  millions.  Another  allegation  was,  that  the  effector 
these  orders  was  to  drain  the  specie  from  the  Western 
and  Southwestern  portions  of  the  Union.  Mr.  D.  said,  it 
appeared,  from  the  statements  of  the  bank,  that,  during 
the  period  of  five  years,  the  aggregate  amount  of  spec" 
from  New  Orleans  did  not  exceed  five  millions,  and  but 
eight  millions  from  the  whole  Western  country.  "' 
thought  it  incumbent  upon  him  to  communicate  these  racts 
to  the  Senate,  to  prevent  any  misconception  in  conse- 
quence of  the  assertions  which  had  been  made.  In  ^' 
lation  to  the  question  of  referring  the  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  Mr.  D.  said  that  the  qwf- 
tion  as  to  the  legality  of  the  bank  drafts  had  been  de- 
cided by  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  country,  and  tne 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  seemed  to 
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■Totre  >  question  which  had  already  been  decided.  It 
cemcd  to  him  that  the  subject  should  be  referred  to  the 
Doimittee  tliat  had  the  question  of  the  rechartering  of 
he  bank  in  their  charge,  with  the  design  that  they  might 
■quire  into  the  subject,  and,  if  they  found  it  improper  or 
■junous,  to  forbid  the  practice  in  the  future  charter,  if 
Ik  bulk  abouM  be  rechjutered.  In  this  light,  he  thought 
he  subject  belonged  peculiarly  to  the  select  committee 
nthe  Bank  of  the  United  States,  as  the  legal  question 
•ibeenalreadyjudiciany  decided,  and  that,  therefore, 
here  ns  no  propriety  in  the  reference  to  die  Judicial 
V>iiinuttee. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  some  remarks,  which  were  indis- 
inctly  beard.    He  was  understood  to  say  that,  in  relation 

0  the  bank's  drawing  specie  from  the  West,  that  such 
ns  not  the  effect  there,  more  than  in  other  portions  of 
he  Cnion,  which  effect  had  been  caused  by  the  dreadful 
itssore  of  trade  over  the  whole  country;  and  that  the 
fecie  (lid  not  go  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  but  to 
Sgifhnd.    The  specie  drawn  from  Baltimore  was  as  g^eat 

1  Hat  which  had  been  drawn  from  the  Western  States, 
t  tny  where  else.  When  the  Bank  is  called  on,  sud 
b.  S.,  it  cannot  deny  the  payment  of  the  specie  for  these 
■jen.  How  else  can  the  bank  manage  them  as  they  now 
io'  Must  they  go  to  all  the  branch  banks  for  aid,  on  every 
lecaaon'  Without  this  currency,  they  cannot  avoid  it. 
His,  therefore,  a  necessarj-  practice  to  obviate  the  diffi- 
nlties  which  would  otherwise  be  insurmountable. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  say  a  word  in  answer  to  the  ve- 
Ktible  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith.]  That  Se- 
nior was  not  present  when  this  discussion  began,  and  had 
Nt  heard  the  papers  read,  upon  which  it  was  founded. 
These  papers  showed  that  the  branches  in  question  had 
been  sending  up  hard  money  to  the  parent  bank,  for 
jijfs  befiire  the  exportation  of  specie  began.  The  re- 
littuices  from  the  South  and  West  dated  from  ISZr— the 
eiportation  had  only  begun  in  June  last.  It  was  not  a 
all,  in  (Cstress,  which  the  bank  had  made,  but  a  system- 
te  ibduction,  which  had  been  going  on  for  years.  Every 
Soathem  and  Western  branch  was  drained  of  its  specie 
b;  this  process.  The  disproportion  between  the  specie 
on  h»nd,  and  the  paper  put  out  by  these  branches,  was 
octiare,  enormous,  and  appalling.  At  Pittsburg,  forty 
to  one;  at  I^xington,  twenty  to  one;  at  Nashville,  twenty 
t»one;at  New  Orleans,  sixteen  to  onei  at  Fayette ville, 
.North  Carolina,  about  seventy  to  one.  Such  were  the  re- 
tmiB  of  last  December.  It  was  the  abduction  of  the  pre- 
cious metals  which  bad  reduced  the  Southern  and  Western 
tinnches  to  this  lean  and  famished  condition,  of  which  he 
caapljined.  It  was  of  the  currency,  illegal  and  danger- 
aui  for  which  there  was  no  adequate  means  of  redemp- 
tioo,  that  he  was  now  demanding  investigations,  and 
beseeching  the  friends  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
nitUityit. 

.  Mr.  BUCKNER  objected  to  the  course  which  this  sub- 
jKt  vu  taking.  He  did  not  think  that  this  premature 
"•wusiion  was  proper.  He  hoped  it  would  not  continue. 
The  CHAIR  decided  that  it  was  not  in  order  to  discuss 
tlx  question. 

Mr.  DALL.VS  said  that  he  would  call  the  attention  of 
ae  Senate  to  some  of  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
w  gentleman  from  Missouri.  He  wis  desirous  to  cor- 
f«t  certain  errors  which  that  gentleman  had,  no  doubt 
jnmtentionally,  fallen  into  in  relation  to  the  United  States' 
™V,  in  his  remarks  of  this  morning.  He  has  stated  that 
w  eSect  of  the  paper  currency  is  to  distress  the  South- 
«ttem  and  Western  States,  and  that  they  were  the  scc- 
JWB  eicluavely  where  the  orders  were  sent;  that  it  was 
™  borders  and  unenlightened  parts  of  society  that  were 
'j^")  fce.  1  have  only  to  remark  that  the  towns  of  Pro- 
»Wnce,  Burlington,  Utica,  Buffalo,  Pittsburg,  .ind 
I*]^  where  an  equal  or  greater  amount  is  sent,  are  not 
»«eonenlightened  condition  which  the  gentleman  sup- 


poses, nor  in  the  Southwestern,  or  quite  in  the  Western 
extremities  of  this  Union.  Mr.  D.  read  a  statement  of  the 
amount  sent  to  each  of  the  branches  in  these  and  other 
places,  showing  that,  instead  of  the  currency  being  con- 
fined to  the  West,  it  wa»  circulating  in  every  portion  of 
the  country;  and  that,  by  recurring  to  the  statement  of 
the  bank,  they  would  find  that  the  Ancient  Dominion  was 
not  excepted.  To  Norfolk  there  were  also  hank  orders 
sent;  that  they  had,  therefore,  been  diffused  throughout 
the  various  sections  of  the  Union,  and  to  the  various 
branch  banks  in  the  Eastern  and  Middle  and  Southern,  as 
well  as  to  the  Western  States.  I  will  refer,  said  Mr.  D., 
to  another  mistake  which  the  gentleman  has  fallen  into. 
He  sayi  tliat  the  West  is  drained  of  its  gold  and  alver. 
Now,  by  the  statement  of  the  bank,  it  seems  that,  of  all  the 
specie  that  is  drawn  from  the, West,  there  are  five  millions 
drawn  from  New  Orleans  alone,  and  all  that  is  drawn  from 
the  whole  Western  country  is  but  eight  millions — which 
leaves  only  three  millions  from  that  entire  portion  of  the 
Union,*exclumve  of  New  Orleans,  which  city  I  presume 
the  gentleman  would  not  accuse  of  being  unenlightened, 
and  which  is  peculiariy  well  situated  to  be  the  channel  of 
specie.  There  were,  then,  but  three  millions  drawn  from 
those  parts  of  the  West  which  could  be  called  frontier 
settlements.  They  had  thus  contributed  almost  nothing 
— comparatively  nothing — when  the  whole  amount  paid 
to  the  bank  by  other  portions  of  the  country  was  consi- 
dered. Mr.  U.  felt  it  hisduty  to  express  these  sentiments 
to  the  Senate,  that  they  might  know  the  true  state  of  the 
case,  and  the  reasons  why  ne  had  moved  to  refer  the  re- 
port to  the  select  committee  on  the  bank  subject. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  that  he  did  not  suppose  that  the 
question  should  be  discussed  at  this  time  by  the  Senate, 
but  that  It  should  bo  left  to  the  select  committee;  and,  if 
any  question  for  which  tiie  present  discussion  would  be 
proper,  it  would  be  on  the  rechartering  of  the  bank; 
to  which  point  there  would  be  a  more  suitable  anplica- 
tion  of  the  arguments  of  the  g^entleman  from  Milsoufi. 
Sir,  I  listened  to  the  gentleman  with  astonishment  the  other 
day,  and  was  surprised  at  his  excitement  upon  this  subject. 
I  tliinkhe  must  certunly  be  somewliat  prejudiced,  or  that 
he  does  not  comprehend  the  interests  of  the  Western  peo- 
ple with  regard  to  this  subject.  Sir,  what  great  evils  jiave 
been  experienced  from  the  circulation  of  these  orders  in 
the  West  since  they  were  first  issued?  They  were  issued 
because  it  was  diificult  to  carry  on  the  concerns  of  the 
institution  without  them.  It  was  said  the  bank  had  fikiled, 
because  the  managers  had  said  that  it  was  impossible  t  j 
pay  the  bills  in  every  portion  of  the  Union,  whenever 
they  might  be  presented,  and  specie  demanded.  But,  sir, 
the  Bankofthe  United  States  had  equally  the  liberty  of  ex- 
change with  the  other  banks,  and  an  equal  currency,  with 
more  gold  and  silver;  yet  this  could  not  be  expected  if  tlie 
branch  banks  could  not  give  checks  on  one  another,  and 
on  the  parent  institution.  Does  not  the  very  idea  of  a 
branch  bank  include  this  privilege?  Would  it  be  violat- 
ing its  charter  to  exert  it?  And  does  not  the  parent  bank 
now  exchange  with  them  these  orders  as  well  as  sinaller 
sums  of  money  for  the  benefit  and  convenience  of  the 
public?  Sir,  the  banks  not  only  pay  these  small  bills, 
but  give  checks  on  one  anotiier,  and  in  this  way  the  ex- 
change is  maintained.  And  the  banks  cannot  be  con- 
ducted or  the  people  accommodated  in  any  other  way. 
Mr.  J.  said  he  did  not  w'lsh  to  engage  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  himself,  or  interrupt  the  debate  on  other  subjects. 
But  when  he  saw  this  question  introduced  in  this  pecu- 
liar manner,  by  submitting  resolutions  calling  for  informa- 
tion, and  then,  before  it  was  obtained,  to  proceed  with  a 
premature  discussion  calculated  to  mislead  the  public — 
inflame  their  minds — and  excite  their  prejudices  against 
the  bank — lie  felt  it  his  duty  to  explain  the  object  of  these 
orders,  and  show  that  they  were  not  fraught  with  mischief, 
and  followed  by  distress  and  ruin,  as  the  gentleman  had 
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attempted  to  induce  us  to  believe.  The  gentleman  has 
said  that  there  were  to  the  amount  of  forty  millions  of 
these  orders  in  circulation;  and  that  the  whole  West  was 
drained  of  its  gold  and  silver.  Why,  sir,  I  know  that  this 
is  not  the  case.  I  was  myself  at  New  Orleans  last  season, 
and  I  know  that,  for  the  fire  millions  sent  to  the  parent 
bank,  there  were  nine  millions  returned  from  the  markets 
of  our  produce  to  replace  it;  and,  so  &r  from  there  being 
a  deficiency  of  gold  and  silver,  the  general  anxiety  was  to 
know  what  to  do  with  it.  Does  not  the  gentleman  know 
that  the  rich  countries  of  Mexico  and  the  other  gold  and 
silver  regions  are  directly  open  to  our  trade?  That  our 
produce  is  sent  out  there,  and  our  ships  come  home  loaded 
with  specie'  This  is  the  general  course  and  effect  of 
that  trade;  and  when  the  specie  is  brought  into  New  Or- 
leans, the  great  question  u  how  to  dispose  of  it.  This  tlie 
Bank  of  the  United  States  performs  for  us  by  transporting 
it  at  their  own  expense.  Sir,  when  the  question  comes  up 
in  order  before  the  Senate,  I  hope  to  be  able  to  satisfy 
you  that  the  Western  people  are  benefited,  instead  of 
being  injured,  by  this  currency;  and  that  the  circulation 
of  the  specie  could  not  be  effected  without  the  aid  of  this 
arrangement. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Behtok  was  then  laid  on  the 
table. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  again  procee'ded  to  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Cxat's  resolution  in  relation  to  the  tariff. 

Mr.  MANGUM  recommenced,  and  spoke  two  hours  in 
conclusion  of  his  speech  against  the  resolution,  [as  given 
above.] 

Mr.  Tyler  then  expressed  his  intention  to  address  the 
Senate  on  the  subject,  and  moved  an  adjournment. 

Thcbsdat,  FzBacABi  9. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Bihtos 
and  Mr.  Spbaovi  were  considered  and  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Clay's 
resolution  respecting  the  tariff. 

Mr.  TYLER,  of  Virginia,  rose,  and  said  that,  if  he  were 
permitted  to  consult  his  personal  feelings,  he  should  re- 
main silent.  His  state  of  health,  which  had  been  but  of 
late  so  far  improved  as  to  enable  bim  to  resume  his  seat 
in  the  Senate,  admonished  bim  to  silence.  But  he  could 
not  reconcile  it  to  himself  to  remain  a  mere  "looker  on 
here  in  Venice,"  while  this  g^eat  question,  so  deeply  and 
vitally^  affecting  the  interests,  the  enduring  happiness  of 
America,  was  under  discussion.  He  owed  something  to 
himself,  but  much  more  to  the  State  which  he  had  the 
honor,  in  part,  to  represent.  It  did  not  seem  to  him  to 
be  proper  that  the  sentiments  of  Virginia  should  be  with- 
held at  a  crisis  so  momentous.  He  should,  therefore,  give 
free  utterance  to  his  opinions,  and,  in  doing  so,  he  believed 
himself  to  be  representing,  fairly  and  honestly,  the  senti- 
ments and  opinions  of  his  native  State. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clay]  had 
drawn  a  glowing  picture  of  the  condition  of  tlie  countrv. 
He  had  spoken  of  this  as  the  golden  age  of  these  confe- 
derated States.  By  the  magic  of  his  eloquence  he  had 
transported  us  to  wliat,  with  classical  taste,  ne  was  pleased 
to  call  La  Belle  Riviere,  and,  sailing  down  its  stream,  he 
pointed  out  to  us  a  smiling,  animated  scene — villages  rising 
up  in  endless  succession  on  its  banks,  while  the  arts  were 
gaily  meeting  us  at  every  step.  From  thence  he  led  us 
mto  the  interior  of  his  own  State,  and  there  again  all  was 
beautiful  and  enticing.  Widely  extended  lawns— animated 
groves — and  hills  covered  with  numberless  flocks.  All 
was  gay — all  was  beautiful — all  enchanting.  He  then 
translated  us  to  the  North,  and  again  we  stood  in  fiiiry 
land.     Here  flourished  the  arts,  and  the  buzz  of  industry 


arose  from  numberless  villages.   And,  finally,  to  toucli  olT 
with  still  deeper  tint  the  glowing  scene,  he  pointed  to  ui 
that  great  mart  of  commerce,  the  city  of  New  York— the 
modern  Tyre.    But  the  honorable  Senator  here  stopped— 
his  pencil  fell  from  his  hands,  when  he  turned  to  the  South, 
and  she  was  not  found  upon  ^his  canvas.     Where  were 
her  rising  towns?   Where  her  lawns,  her  animated  groTcj, 
and  living  hills?    I  said  she  was  not  on  bis  canvas— I  mit- 
take — she  was  there,  but  she  was  enveloped  in  gloom. 
She  had  ventured  to  utter  complaints — to  put  forth  her 
grievances  respectfully,  but  strongly — and  she  was  scowled 
upon — reprehended  as  uttering   unfounded  comphunti, 
entertaining  unwise  opinions,  and  as  advocating  a  lystem 
which  would  recolonize  America.     If  the    Senate  could 
see  nothing  in  all  this  to  justify  complaint,  then  are  we  in- 
deed fairly  subject  to  reproach.   What,  sir!  could  not  that 
fervid  and  glowing  fancy  create  one  animated  spot— find 
one  oasis  in  the  wilderness  of  gloom,  on  which  to  rest? 
How  conies  this,  Mr.  Prendent?    Is  there  any  thing  in 
soil,  in  climate,  in  position,  to  explain  it?   Do  we  sow  and 
not  reap?     Has  tlie  earth  suddenly  refused  to  yield  to  us 
her  harvests?     Comparisons  are  said  to  be  odious;  but  I 
only  follow  in  the  footsteps  of  others,  and  rely  upon  cita- 
tions which  have  already  been  made  in  :this  debate.  Look 
to  Mr.  Gee's  pamphlet  of  1750,  upon  which  the  honorable 
Senator  so  strongly  relied,  urging  upon  tlie  British  Govern- 
ment the  adoption  of  a  policy  which  would  prohibit  the 
use  of  machinery  in  the  colomes,  and  compel  them  to  bke 
the  manufactured  goods  of  the  mother  country.    Tbtt 
writer  dwells  with  apparent  delight  on  the  profitable  ex- 
changes which  would  be  carried  on  with  the  South;  there 
Would  be  raised  the  richest  products  in  tlie  raw  state, 
which  would  be  exchanged  for  the  costly  manufactures  of 
England.     Of  the  Noru,  that  writer  speaks  in  terms  of 
opprobrium  and  contumely!    "The  cast  off  rags  would 
do  for  the  North.    New  England  and  the  Northern  colo- 
nies have  not  commodities  and  products  enough  to  send 
us  in  return  for  their  necessarj-  clothing,  but  are  under 
gj-eat  difficulties,  and,  therefore,  any  ordinary  sort  will 
sell  with  them.     And,  when  they  have  grown  out  of 
fashion  with  us,  they  are  new  fashioned  enough  there." 
Mark  you,  Mr.  President,  this  is  not  my  language;  it  it 
the  language  of  the  pamphlet,  introduced  and  read  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky.     I  beg  leave  to 
give  you  an  anecdote  which  is  said  to  have  occurred  at  the 
table  of  General  Washington,  shortly  aflcr  the  adoption 
of  the  federal  constitution.     I  do  not  vouch  for  it,  but 
have  often  heard  it  mentioned  by  others.    The  party  con- 
sisted of  several  Southern  gentlemen,  and  one  gentleman 
from  the  North.    That  great  and  good  man  was  dwelling 
on  the  benefits  which  would  arise  from  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution;  he  portrayed  the  countless  blessings  w^hich 
it  would  bring  to  the  Soutli— dwelt  on  its  rich  production!, 
and  the  profitable  intercliangfe  which  it  would  carry  on 
with  all  parts  of  the  world.     At  length,   turning  f  hi» 
Northern  friend,  he  inquired,  "but  what  will  tlie  Korth 
do?"    The  brief  and  laconic  answer  was,  "wewillli»e 
by  our  wits."  And  well  has  this  reply  been  realized.  By 
their  wits  they  have  acquired  much  of  the  wealth  which 
properly  appertains  to  a  more  genial  climate  and  richw 
soil.    Their  ingenuity  has  brought  forth  useful  inventions 
for  the  benefit  of  mankind:  haray,  industrious,  enterpris- 
ing, they  have,  in  the  pursuit  of  fortune,  roamed  over 
distant  lands,  and  braved  the  terrors  of  the  mighty  deep, 
lompliment  paid  tliem  by  Edmund  Burke,  on  the  floor 
;  British  Parliament,  was  every  way  deserved.   Evci? 
Southern  man  rejoiced  in  their  prosperity,  so  long  as  it 
was  the  result  of  their  own  indefatigable  industry.    Ey" 
their  wooden  nutmegs  excited  but  a  smile,  and  nothing 
more.    They  may,  for  me,  make  trade  and  profit  of  »" 
their  notions,  except  their  tariff  notions.     Against  that  1 
do  protest  with  all  my  strength.  But  let  me  return  to  the 
course  of  my  inquiry.     How  comes  it  now  about,  tb«'i 
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vhie  the  South  is  impoverished,  the  North  has  suddenly 
tMeome  w  rich  ?  Whyjs  it,  that,  while  the  North  is  dress- 
ed in  rich  and  {|>y  attire,  the  cast  off  rags  will  now  do  for 
the  South?  "niisistbe  great  subject  of  inquiry;  and  I 
ihill  ptosecnte  it  with  patience,  uid,  I  trust,  with  a  be- 
eooin;  temper. 

The  faaiKM«ble  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  you 
that  Virginia  was  more  benefited  by  the  tariff  than  any 
other  State  in  the  Union.  In  one  breath,  he  has  dwelt 
gpon  the  btge  amount  of  our  exports  of  bread  stiiffs,  and, 
is  the  next,  has  told  n«  of  deserted  hrna  and  abandoned 
hoiK),  of  families  which  hare  gone  into  decay,  and  of 
puBger  brothers  flying  to  the  West.  Why  the  younger 
brotlKribould  fly  to  the  West,  and  not  the  elder,  since 
the  decent  law  operates  equally  on  all,  I  cannot  tell — 
but  let  dat  pass.  If  our  exports  are  so  very  large,  and 
»  excelled  a  mai^et  is  prorided  in  the  North,  then  our 
fam  ougfat  still  to  be  cuitirated — prosperity  should  still 
be  am,  lad  our  ftmilies  diould  be  preserved  from  decay. 
Nor  can  these  results  flow  from  tiie  abolition  of  the  law 
of  primogemture.  .[Mr.  CLAT  expUdned.  He  had  said 
ihit  the  ancient  seats  of  the  great  families  of  Virginia  had 
{oee  into  dec»  from  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  primo- 
fcaitare,  and  he  had  instanced  Shh-ley,  Westover,  &c.] 
Mr.  T.  had  understood  the  honorable  Senator,  and  the 
renork  was  undeniably  true,  to  some  extent,  although 
wt » in  reference  to  the  particular  estates  alluded  to.  1 
ipok  of  the  effect  of  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  primo- 

1  {eniture  upon  the  aggregate  mass  of  production.  It  has 
apcUed  the  spirit  of  aristocracy  from  among  us,  and  has 

:  nbititated,  in  place  of  it,  the  spirit  of  a  bold,  ahd  fearless, 
ad  unbending  republicanism.  And  I  can  say,  with  perfect 
tiiith,  that  the  wide  world  does  not  contain  a  population 
Dore  devoted  to  the  great  principles  of  human  liberty,  or 
■UK  ready  at  every  luzard  to  maintain  them.  Our  prospe- 
iHj  ought  to  be  greatly  increased,  and  would  be  greatly  in- 
oiued,  by  the  operation  of  our  descent  law,  would  Go- 
Kfflnient  consent  to  unshackle  commerce.  Nothing  is 
better  calculated  to  increase  production  than  the  division 
odwbdiTision  of  estates:  lands  are  thereby  brought  into 
odtiration,  which  would  otherwise  remain  unreclaimed, 
pd  industry  exerts  all  its  sinews  in  their  cultivation  and 
inprovenient.  To  none  of  these  causes,  then,  is  our  con- 
<litioa  ucribable. 

The  honorable  Senator,  in  his  effort  to  find  out  other 
Msei  of  depression,  has  seen  proper  to  remark  that  we 
vwe  "  too  poor  to  live — too  proud  to  work — too  high- 
Buided  and  honorable  to  resort  to  ignoble  means  of  ac- 
ifuition — brave,  daring,  chivalrous."  That  we  are  too 
pow  to  lire,  as  did  those  who,  but  a  short  time  ago,  pre- 
teded  ui,  is  most  true — and,  sir,  it  is  our  misfortune  to  be 
P»»ing  poorer  and  poorer:  tho'  cause  of  this  I  shall  at- 
tmpl  presently  to  explain.  But  that  we  are  indolent  or 
nle,  I  utterly  deny.  There  lives  not  a  more  industrious 
PopohJioo  under  the  sun,  taken  in  the  mass.  Let  the  ho- 
"xmble  Senator  revisit  bis  native  State;  let  him  go  with 
"M  to  Shirley  and  to  Westover,  the  estates  which  he  has 
wproented  as  dilapidated  and  in  niins,  and  he  would 
promptly  abandon  the  error  into  which  he  has  fallen.  The 
Snt,  the  ancient  seat  of  the  Carters,  he  would  find  in  the 
PWKMion  of  a  descendant  of  that  respectable  family, 
*Doin  his  own  person  would  illustrate  the  correctness  of 
•«  lut  touch  to  the  portrait  drawn  by  the  honorable  8e- 
Mttr— brave,  daring,  chivalrous — that  bravery,  that  dar- 
ing, that  chivalry,  dtspUyed  on  board  the  frigfate  Consti- 
intioo  during  the  late  war,  in  a  bloddy  engagement  on  the 
■*«»«■  Not  too  proud  to  work,  as  the  Ughly  improved 
cniditian  of  his  estate,  the  reclamation  of  an  extensive  bodv 
«  iwimp  land  as  rich  as  the  delta  of  the  Nile,  would  be- 
^^.  Westover,  it  is  true,  has  passed  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  incient  family  of  the  Birds,  for  debts  contracted 
Owe  the  revolution;  but  the  honorable  Senator  would 
MO  in  its  present  possassor  no  idle  drone.  There,  too. 
Vol.  Vni.— 22 


he  would  behold  tiie  effects  of  an  untiring  industry;  and 
let  me  also  tell  him  that  he  would  be  received  witii  the 
extended  hand  of  hospitality,  and  welcomed  by  the  in- 
mates of  that  venerable  mansion  after  the  manner  of  the 
olden  time.  These  estates  are  embraced  within  the  limits 
of  my  native  county,  of  the  citizens  of  which  it  gives  me 
both  pleasure  and  pride  to  speak. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  let  roe  express  an  honest 
opinion — it  may  be  a  mistaken,  but  it  is  an  honest  opinion. 
Five  estates  upon  the  James  river,  and  within  that  county, 
which,  for  the  information  of  the  honorable  Senator,  I 
will  name  Shirley,  Berkeley,  Westover,  Weyanoke,  and 
Sandy  Point,  would  supply  firom  their  surplus  production 
every  manufacturer  in  Rhode  Island  with  food,  and  I  in- 
cline stron^y  to  think  that  you  might  throw  Connecticut 
into  the  scale  along  with  Rnode  Island.  Let  me  be  un- 
derstood. I  do  not  mean  that  they  could  supply  75,000 
barreb  of  flour  for  Rhode  Island.  No,  sir;  this  would  be 
altogether  extravagant.  And  if  the  honorable  Senator's 
statistics  be  correct,  (they  are  furnished  him  by  others,) 
then  do  these  mamiftcturers  in  Rhode  Island  devour  more 
of  the  fruits  of  the  earth,  than  ever  did  an  equal  number 
of  men  in  any  portion  of  the  globe.  [Here  Mr.  ROBBINS 
begged  leave  to  explain.  He  said  that  the  flour  imported 
into  Providence  was  not  destined  exclunvely  for  Rhode 
Island,  but  found  its  way  into  the  interior  of  Connecticut, 
Sec]  I  am  happy  to  hear  it,  said  Mr.  T.,  for  I  began  to 
be  seriously  alarmed  for  our  good  fnenda  in  Rhode  Island, 
lest  they  should  fall  vietitns  to  plethora.  No  one  coming 
from  that  State  had  ever  impressed  me  with  the  beliM 
that  the  inhabitants  possessed  such  voracious  appetites— 
and  certainly  the  two  honorable  Senators  had  not  produc- 
ed with  me  such  an  impression.  The  whole  population 
of  the  State  is  but  96,000  souls,  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren; and  75,000  barrels  of  flour,  over  and  above  their 
own  production,  would  be  a  supply  altogether  too  extra- 
vagant for  the  whole  population,  not  to  Emit  it  to  the  ma- 
nutacturing  class  exclusively. 

That  we  are  proud,  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  mean  to 
deny — ^proud  of  our  native  land — proud  of  our  illustrious 
ancestors — ^ve  we  not  cause  to  be  proud  of  their  high 
deeds  in  arms,  and  of  their  wisdom  in  die  cabinetr— of  dieir 
devotion  to  the  rights  of  man,  in  the  maintenance  of  which 
they  wasted  their  once  ample  estates,  and  considered 
them  as  nothing?  And  if  their  descendants  are  sometimes 
found  in  penury,  while  the  manuons  of  their  &t)iers  have 
passed  into  stranger  hands,  who  among  them  would  ex- 
change theu:  humble  habitations  for  the  splendid  abode* 
of  the  ungenerous  and  selfish?  Has  not  Vuffinia  now^ 
cause  to  be  proud  of  her  sons?  Look  there,  and  there, 
and  there,  and  titere,  and  there,  and  there,  and  there, 
(pointing  to  Messrs.  G>cbdt,  Ellis,  Fobstth,  Bibb, 
PoiiTDxxTBB,  Bdckbbb,  and  Clat;)  and  althoiigh  some 
few  of  them  are  found  the  advocates  of  a  policy  which 
she  regards  as  ruinous  and  destructive,  die  nevertheless 
feels  a  pride  in  the  intellectual  strength  which  they  never 
fail  to  display.  But  if  she  had  no  other  cause  or  pride, 
the  State  which  had  given  birth  to  a  Washington  and  a 
Jefferson,'  would  have  sufficient  reason  to  exult  and  re- 
joice. The  rest  of  the  portrait  drawn  by  the  Senator 
requires  no  comment — "too  high-minded  to  obtMn  their 
objects  by  ignoble  means."  Tes,  sir,  this,  I  tnist,  istrae; 
and  if  the  honwable  Senator  had  succeeded  in  proving 
(in  which,  however,  be  will  be  found  to  be  mistaken)  that 
this  tariff  benefited  Virginia,  if  it  did  so  at  the  expense 
of  some  other  State,  she  would,  I  am  sure,  be  too  high- 
minded  to  sustain  it  for  an  hour. 

The  honorable  Senator,  then,  is  mistaken  as  to  the  true 
cause  of  our  distress  and  impoverishment.  I  have  looked 
earefiilly  into  the  matter;  and  my  inference  is,  that  it  re- 
sults, to  a  great  extent,  from  the  ungle  fact  that  we  sell 
cheap,  and  purchase  dear.  Other  causes  may  conjoin 
with  this,  but  this  is  the  great  controlling  cause,  and  am- 
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ply  sufficient  in  itself  to  account  for  the  condition  of  the 
South. 

The  home  market  has  t>ecn  represented  to  us  as  of  vast 
importance,  more  especially  in  reference  to  bread  stuffs. 
This  delusion  has  now  been  kept  up  for  fifteen  years. 
An  increase  of  duties  has  never,  at  any  time,  been  pro- 
posed, but  that  we  have  had  representations  made  of  the 
great  importance  of  the  home  market,  produced  by  the 
encouraTement  of  domestic  manufactures.  And  yet,  sir, 
no  man  has  ever  known  produce  so  low  as  it  has  been  du- 
ring the  last  seven  years.  Tobacco  down  to  an  average 
price  of  from  three  dollars  and  fifty  cents  to  four  dollatst 
wheat  averaging  during  that  period,  in  the  seaport 
towns,  seventy-five  or  eighty  cents;  com  irom  ten  and 
six  pence  to  two  dolllrs  per  barrel)  rice,  cotton,  in  sltort, 
ever^  production  of  the  soil,  at  the  lowest  minimum  price 
of  production.  And  if  it  was  not  for  the  foreign  denund, 
prices  would  become  entirely  nominal — produce  would 
either  rot  in  the  granaries  of  the  country,  or,  what  is  still 
more  probable,  the  process  of  production  would  cease 
altogether.  Who  does  not  see  the  wide-spread  ruin  which 
woiud  desolate  the  land?  From  an  extract  taken  from  a 
merchant's  books  in  Philadelphia,  claiming  and  receiv- 
ing unqualified  confidence,  flour  and  wheat  commanded 
a  much  higher  price  in  1771,  '2,  '3,  than  now;  wheat 
then  sold  for  one  dollar  the  bushel,  and  flour  for  seven 
dollars  the  barrel;  and  yet  we  are  continually  told  of  the 
great  importance  of  the  home  market  created  by  the  ta- 
riff. The  com  planter  and  wheat  g^wer  understand  their 
interests  in  this  respect  somewhat  better  than  they  are 
supposed  to  do,  and  so  do  the  ntanufacturers  of  Aour.  They 
look  abroad  for  their  important  markets.  The  corn  trade 
to  South  America  is  carried  on  to  a  gfreat  extent.  The 
millers  In  Richmond  find,  in  that  country,  an  extensive, 
and,  I  have  no  doubt,  a  profitable  nnarket  for  bread  stuffis; 
and  shipments  are  actively  carried  on  in  the  same  direc- 
tion from  all  parts  of  the  United  States.  My  honorable 
friend  from  Massachusetts,  who  sits  before  me,  [Hr.  Sils- 
Bu,]  a  few  years  ago,  inquired  of  nte  as  to  the  pro^KCt 
of  procuring  a  cargo  of  flour  at  Hichmond,  which  he  was 
desirous  of  shipping  to  South  America.  The  trade  to 
England,  notwithstanding  her  corn  laws,  is  extensively 
carried  on.  When  the  poi-ts  are  occluded,  tbe  flour  ship- 
ped thither  is  placed  in  bond,  and  i»  sent  to  the  diflierent 
markets  of  Europe,  as  tliey  respectively  l>olri  out  the 
prospect  of  commercial  advanta^.  Exchanges  arc  thus 
beneficially  made  for  British  fabrics.  Canftda  also  opens 
an  extensive  market  for  American  wheat,  with  a  view  to 
coavert  it  into  flour,  when  it  is  exported,  under  all  the 
advantages  accruing  from  important  discriminations  in  fa- 
vor of  the  colonies,  made  by  the  mother  counti-y.  Nor 
is  this  alii  other  markets  are  presented  to  the  corn  grower, 
of  considei-able  value.  The  foreign  price  regulates  the 
domestic  price;  and  the  fluctuations  which  take  place 
every  fall  in  tlie  wheat  market  liere,  are  ascribable  to 
hopes  excited  by  the  slightest  circumstance  of  an  increas- 
ed price  abroad.  If  a  cloud  is  over  the  face  of  the  sun 
during  the  harvest  time  in  England,  prices  advance;  and 
if  accounts  are  brought  of  a  faul  of  rain,  the  spirit  of  spe- 
culation immediately  becomes  more  active,  and  the  far- 
mer pockets  the  benefit.  Under  tliese  circumstances, 
the  addition  of  an  important  market  at  home  would  not 
fail  to  bring  about  an  increased  demand,  and  with  that  a 
greatly  augmented  price;  but,  so  far  from  this  being  the 
case,  produce,  I  repeat,  was  never  lower  than  it  has  been 
sinee  tliis  American  system  has  been  established.  That 
the  price  borne  by  the  various  articles  created  by  agricul- 
tural industry  is  at  the  lowest  possible  grade,  no  one  can 
reasonably  doubt  The  first  part  of  the  proposition  is 
then  made  out,  and  the  citizens  of  the  South  sell  at  the 
cheapest  rate. 

The  effect  of  selling  cheap,  and  buying  dear,  must  be 
vpparrnt  tu  all.     The  consequence  of  such  a  traffic  is 


ruin,  ineritable  ruin.  This^aasertion  requires  no  proof  to 
sustun  it.  Every  man's  common  sense,  however  raall 
may  be  his  sliare  of  that,  the  best  of  all  sort  of  aenae,  vifl 
assure  him  of  this.  Let  any  man,  for  instance,  deal  fot 
his  supplies  with  a  country  store,  for  any  length  of  tinK, 
and  he  will  find  the  most  ample  estate  melting  >wtj. 
Why  is  this,  but  that,  while  he  obtains  for  his  produce  i 
low  price,  he  has  to  pay,  in  many  instances,  a  hundred  pa 
cent,  upon  many  articles  of  consumption  necessary  forthe 
supply  of  his  family  and  estate?  Such  will  be  foendto 
be  the  operation  of  the  tariff,  as  I  shall  be  able  satisfKtt- 
rily  to  prove  to  the  Senate  before  I  take  my  seat 

If  I  educed  prices  Bjjpertain  equally  to  all  things,  thco 
mattera  go  on  happily  and  harnraniously.  It  only  rrquim 
the  san>e  quantity  of  produce  to  purchase  what  is  want- 
ing, and  no  evil  arises.  But  the  reverse  i»  true  when  pro. 
duce  is  low,  and  articles  of  consumption  high.  Let  rae 
illustrate  this  by  the  plainest  example.  If  tobacco,  or 
corn,  or  cotton,  or  any  other  article  raised  from  t^  tcA, 
(for  the  result  will  equally  apply  toallf  but,  for  the  ulu 
of  simphfying,  take  tobacco,)  fail  from  ten  dollar*  a  hun- 
dred to  five,  and  broadcloth  faH  from  ten  to  five,  it  i> 
perfectly  obvious  that  tbe  same  hundred  weight  of  tobacco 
purchases  a  yard  of  broadcloth,  as  it  did  before  tbe  fall  la 
price;  but  if  tobacco  fall  to  five,  while  the  broadcloth  re- 
mains at  ten  dollars  the  yard,  then  the  tobacco  planter  has 
to  exchange  two  hundred  pounds  of  tobocc«>for  a  yaidof 
broadcloth.  In  other  words,  lie  has  cither  to  double  hit 
production,  incurring  in  that  process  great  additional  ei- 
peose,  to  be  satisfied  with  only  one-half  the  broadclotha* 
formerly,  or  to  go  in  debt  for  the  residue.  Now,  air, 
these  are  the  efiects  produced  by  tl»e  high  tariff  of  duties; 
and  this  has  made  us  the  advocates  of  that  despised  itisf 
called  tree  trade;  and  for  this  it  has  been  said  that  we  idi 
vocate  a  policy  which  would  recolonize  America.  The 
imputation  is  unjust;  a^inst  Mr.  Gee's  qstem  our  ance* 
tors  protested,  and  against  that  system  we  would  wage  m 
ver-ending  hostility.  Sir,  we  oppose  this  American  ayatcm 
becaitse  it  rests  upon  the  same  principle-  What  was  thd 
English  system,  and  wliat  this?  England  said,  you  shall 
buy  only  of  us,  and  pay  a  tax  in  the  bargain:  what  is  the 
language  of  this?  You  sliall  buy  only  of  Northern  in* 
chanists,  and  be  heavily  taked  In  the  Ixirgaln.  Is  not  thii 
tbe  language  of  the  American  system  in  effect?  Is  it  no! 
a  declaration  that  we  sl»il  buy  only  of  domestic  fabrics, 
and  that  at  an  exorbitant  price,  as  I  shall  presently  sbov, 
unless  we  pay  a  burdensome  duty  for  the  privilege  of  con 
suming  foreign  goods? — a  duty, "which  in  some  instance! 
operates  so  heavily  as  to  shut  out  importation  altogetkc^ 
and  in  every  Instance  is  oppressive  and  burdensome  to th< 
last  degree.  l>o  not  both  equally  invade  the  principle  o 
liberty?  The  same  heavy  and  oppresuve  manacles  an 
put  on  commerce  by  each;  and  the  agriculturist,  througi 
tlie  instrumentality  of  whose  labor  commercial  exchange 
can  alone  be  effected,  is  made  tn  bend  under  a  weight  o 
burden  which  presses  him  to  the  earth. 

Simplify  this  American  system,  and  witatisit?  Tak 
fur  illustration  four  individuals:  one  shall  represent  th 
Southern  producer,  the  second  the  English  manu£u;turei 
and  the  remaining  two,  Nortliern  manufacturers.  Th 
Southern  farmer  interchanges  the  valuable  productions  < 
the  soil,  at  their  minimum  price  of  production,  with  the  En( 
lish  manufacturer,  for  articles  necessary  for  his  consum] 
tion,  at  their  minimum  price  of  fabrication.  Theexclisnj 
thus  made  is  equally  beneficial  to  each,  and  neither,  nc 
withstanding  the  great  fall  in  price  which  has  taken  plai 
In  the  fruits  of  their  industry,  exjieriences  decline.  Tt 
first  obtains  for  his  flour,  bis  tobacco,  his  cotton,  or  ric 
as  great  a  quantity  of  the  articles  which  constitute  tl 
mass  of  his  consumption,  as  be  formerly  did  when  he  o 
tained  much  higher  prices;  and  so  does  the  latter.  Tl 
means  of  living  as  abundantly  as  ever  exists  with  bot 
and  both  arc  equally  prosperous;  but  the  two  Nortlw 
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capitafists  suddenly  interpose,  and  forbid  this  advantage- 
ous course  of  ezchin^.  Thej  shackle  it  with  heavy  rc- 
itraints,  imposing'  upon  the  fanner  the  necessity  eitlier  of 
porchasini^  of  them  at  a  {greatly  au^ented  price,  or  of 
efKoontennr  still  greater  exactions  in  the  course  of  the 
Ibrei^  traiM.  They  are  enabled  to  legalize  their  pur- 
potr,  if  indeed  injustice  can  ever  be  legalized;  by  the 
najoiity— power  wh'.ch  they  wield.  I  submit  it  to  honor- 
ible  Senators  to  say  if  I  have  not  drawn,  by  this  exam- 
ple, the  epitome  of  the  American  system;  and  I  demand 
of  >U  candid  men  to  say  whether  the  power  tliiis  exerted 
jsRotieMsb,  despotic,  and  unjust.  Sir,  if  this  msttter  was 
brought  to  any  particular  neighborhood,  and  made  there 
to  opctate  upon  individuals,  eloquence  and  ingenuity 
combiaed  could  not  gloss  it  over,  or  hide  it»  deformity 
fram  the  public  eye.  Tal;^  three  individuals  in  any  neigh- 
borbood,  and  let  tlie  article  involved  be  one  of  aeknowledg- 
eitoeeessity:  one  of  these  supposed  persons  is  a  purchaser 
of  com  for  his  own  consumption,  and  the  other  two  are 
&nsers,  one  of  whom,  however,  by  reason  of  the  superior 
fertility  of  his  land,  is  enabled  to  sell  his  corn  at  fifty  cents 
tlie  budiel,  whereas  the  oUier,  cultivating  a  poorer  soil, 
md  laboring  under  other  disadvantages,  can  only  afford 
to  nise  it  at  eighty  cents.  Now,  who  would  doubt  for  a 
Mfle  instant  that  the  buyer  would  be  greatly  benefited 
by  purchasing  his  supply  of  the  first  at  the  small  price, 
nther  than  of  the  last'  But,  suppose  the  Government 
itnd  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  and  exacted  of  the  pur- 
dnstr  thirty  cents  in  the  bushel  on  the  corn  which  he 
ai^t  purchase  from  the  abundant  producer;  and  should, 
■oreover,  assign  as  the  reason  for  such  interference,  no 
nat  of  revenue  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  but  a 
deteraunation  so  to  elevate  the  price  of  com  as  to  enable 
the  lecood  fanner  to  command  eighty  cents  per  bushel 
fct  his;  who,  within  the  wide-spread  limits  of  this  Union — 
•ho,  having  any  relish  for  freedom  on  the  face  of  the 
hb'rtjble  globe — would  hesitate  to  pronounce  such  con- 
itict  arbitrary  and  despotic?  If  an  imperial  monarch, 
snuedwith  absolute  power,  levied  such  an  exaction,  would 
ke  notbe  justly  denounced  by  mifnkind  as  a  tyrant?  Was 
the  per  eoptVa  tax  in  the  thne  of  Richard  II,  or  of  ship 
nwoey  by  Charles  I,  more  evasive  of  right  and  liberty? 
Asd  jret  the  spirit  of  English  fi^cdom  was  roused  to  resist- 
tJace  in  both  these  instances,  and  in  both  the  monarch  was 
m4e  to  tremble  on  his  throne. 

Thn  system  is  only  sustained  from  the  circumstance  of 
Its  being  enveloped  in  mist  which  the  public  mind  has 
w  yet  penetrated.  It  presses  upon  men  with  a  hand 
vSdi,  although  fcH,  is  not  seen.  Its  action  is  indirect, 
«A  therefore  not  fully  understood  by  the  great  mass 
of  Bttnkind.  Sir,  I  hentate  not  to  say  that,  if  its  action 
«s  direct,  the  system  would  melt  beneath  the  blaze 
of  IMpalir  indignation.  Take  any  one  of  the  numerous 
tues  which  it  imposes,  and  levy  it  directly  on  individuals. 
Send  Toortai-gatfierer  to  each  and  evei^  person  in  the 
ti\ited  States  once  in  the  year,  to  collect  the  sums  now 


the  money,  he  would  ask,  to  meet  its  engagements?  The 
answer  would  be  given,  without  hesitation,  in  the  nega> 
tive.  Why,  then,  am  I  called  upon  to  pay  it?  The  tax- 
gatherer,  having  received  his  instructions,  would  answer 
that  the  tax  was  collected  for  the  benefit  of  some  seven 
hundred  rich  planters  in  Louisi&na,  engaged  in  the  pur- 
suit of  sugar-making.  This  would  doubtless  excite  gtetl 
astonishment,  and  the  inquiry  would  promptly  follow  into 
the  motive  and  the  object.  Please  tell  me,  Mr.  Tax- 
gatherer,  how  I  am  interested  in  this.  The  Government 
levies  this  tax  upon  you  for  the  sugar  planter,  to  enable 
him  to  supply  the  American  market;  and  if  you  will  but 
pay  the  tax  for  twenty  years,  you  will  then  get  the  nig«r 
as  cheap  at  home  as  you  can  now  abroad,  and  then  the  tax 
may  cease.  So,  then,  I  am  to  pay  three  cents  upon  every 
pound  of  sugar  that  I  use  for  twenty  years,  in  order  to  ob- 
tain it  as  cheap  then  as  I  can  now  witiiout  the  tax.  How 
am  I  benefited  by  this  process?  If,  at  the  end  of  twenty 
years,  1  am  to  get  it  no  cheaper  thui  I  now  do,  how  is  it 
possible,  in  the  nature  of  things,  that  I  can  derive  advan- 
tage  from  this  process?  The  answer  is  at  hand:  when 
did  error  or  injustice  ever  stand  in  want  of  apology  or  apo< 
legists?  You  will  then  be  independent  of  foreign  nations, 
is  the  reply  which  the  tax-gatherer  would  give,  and  which 
we  have  heard  •  thousand  times  from  the  advocates  of 
this  miscalled  American  system.  Independent  of  foreign 
nations!  Sir,  this  is  not  only  a  shallow,  but  in  some  mea- 
sure an  impious  argument.  An  all-wise  Providence  never 
designed  tlut  man  should  be  independent  of  man,  at  nation 
of  nation.  Separate  man  from  his  species — throw  him  upon 
his  own  unaided  and  unassisted  resources — and  you  con> 
vert  him  forthwith  into  a  ferocious  savage.  So  with  a  na- 
tion. The  ocean,  which  has  been  aptly  called  ttie  highway 
of  nations,  bears  upon  its  bosom  the  lich  freight  of  t£e  arts 
and  sciences  of  one  portion  of  the  world  in  exchange  fw 
those  of  another.  lAf^t  is  then  given  for  light,  and  civi- 
lization is  advanced  to  its  highest  point  of  penection.  But 
adopt  the  opposite  policy — accomplish  this  work  of  inde- 
pendence—convert  the  miien  regions  of  the  North  into  the 
burning  equator  in  their  productions:  in  other  words,  set 
at  naugiit  tlie  decrees  of  tlie  Creator  in  the  fonnation  of 
the  globe,  and  let  the  ocean  no  longer  be  used  for  the 
great  purposes  of  commeroe,  and  the  bold  pretenrions  of 
roan  would  be  punished  by  the  results  of  his  own  short- 
sighted  policy.  Chao*  woold  come  again,  and  the  night 
ofgloom  and  ignorance  would  enshroud  the  worid.  And, 
after  all,  are  not  nations  that  aell  as  dependent  upon  na- 
tions that  buy,  as  the  reverse?  The  dependence  is  muttnl, 
and  that  mutuality  of  interest  and  dependence  constitute* 
the  golden  circle  which  embraces  the  universe. 

I  have  embraced,  in  the  short  analyns  which  I  have  just 
given,  the  whole  argument  in  favor  of  the  Uriff  system. 
The  answer  accompanies  it,  and  the  decision  cannot  be  at 
variance  with  the  opinions  I  am  advocating.  Operating 
on  the  members  of  an  individual  society,  it  would  be  hirhly 
oppressive  and  unjust;  but  what  shall  we  say  of  its  efrccts 


encied  by  this  protective  system  upon  the  articles  which  upon  States — inter  pares?    The  confederacy  rests  on  the 
och  has  consumed,  and  you  would  De  answered  in  a  voice  Principle  of  perfect  equality  among  its^members.     To 
with  would  cause  j-ou  to  tremble  in  your  high  pUces,  if  i  impose  a  tax  which  operates  unequally  among  the 
i(  iSd  not  shake  you  out  of  them.     Send  your  tax-gatherer  enridiing  some  and  impoverishing  others,  is  to  viol 


States, 
impoverishing  others,  is  to  violate  that 


« the  bst  day  of  December  in  every  year,  to  ascertiun  of  otiginal  design,  and  remove  the  foundation-stone  on  which 

™  firmer  the  quantity  of  brown  sugar  which  he  has  con-  the  social  edifice  was  made  to  rest.     But  it  has  often  been 

'med  in  his  &mlly  during  the  year — I  take  sugar,  out  of 

00  inridious  spirit,  because  all  other  items  on  &e  tax  list 

are  equally  obnoxious,  but  merely  because  the  process  of 

»n»lysis  ismore  pUin  and  palpable.     Well,  sir,  the  visit  is 

m  «nd  the  requisition  made;  let  us  imagine  tlie  dialogue 

»h:ch  would  arise  between  the  parties.     Our  fellow-citi- 

«M  »re  stnne  what  inquisitive,  and,  like  the  people  of  other '  hSs  been  introduced  among  ns.     This  is  sufficient  to'prove 

°n<itKes,  are  rendered  more  so  when  demands  are  made '  that  the  system  is  not  ours.    The  Southern  States  are 

°P«»  their  parses.  The  farmer  would  inquire  into  the  cause ;  either  not  ripe  for  it,  or  there  is  something  in  thc'u-condi- 

« the  levy  upon  him  of  three  cents  in  the  pound  upon  the  ,  tion  at  war  with  its  adoption.     Can  any  man  be  at  a  loss  to 

"rewii  sugar  he  had  used.    Does  the  Gorernroent  w»nt,««»p»  the  reason?    TTie  North  is  extensively  commercial; 


said,  the  system  is  as  well  Soatbern  as  Northern.  It  is  the 
result  of  a  general  law  which  embraces  all  portions  of  the 
Union.  W  hy,  then,  do  you  of  the  South  not  enter  into  it? 
The  question  is  answered  by  the  fact,  that  although  the 
system  has  existed  for  sixteen  years,  we  have  not  gone 
into  it  to  any  extent,  and  no  machinery  of  consequence 
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its  capital  is  a  floating  capital,  and  can  be  invested  in  any 
new  pursuit  with  the  greatest  facility.  Hence,  when 
tliTough  governmental  interposition  the  employment  of 
oapital  in  manufacturing  establishments  held  out  the  pro- 
mise of  Ifreater  profit  from  sucli  employment  than  from  any 
other,  the  Northern  States  stood  ready  upon  the  instant  to 
arul  themselves  of  such  advantag^es.  But  who  is  so  blind  as 
not  to  see  the  difference  in  the  sitiution  of  the  South.'  It 
is  almost  exclusively  agricultural.  Its  capital  consists  of 
lands  and  slaves;  the  last  convertible,  to  a  limited  extent, 
into  money,  but  inseparable  from  the  lands  without  sink- 
ing all  profit  on  that  large  portion  of  capital  invested  in 
lands;  and  if  the  farmer  was  so  reckless  of  his  interest  as 
to  mijce  the  separation,  it  would  be  but  a  transfer  of  the 
property  from  one  Southern  man  to  another,  and  would 
leave  the  condition  of  things  unaltered.  Landed  estates 
can  only  be  sold  widi  great  difficult,  and,  when  sold,  are 
generally  sacrificed.  Ours,  then,  is  a  fixed  capital,  not 
convertible  into  money,  except  at  great  loss;  and  we, 
therefore,  have  not,  even  under  the  strong  temptations 
which  bavebeen  held  out,  felt  the  influence  of  the  manu- 
facturing mania.  Tlie  causes  which  I  have  assigned 
mierate  as  powerfully,  so  far  as  they  go,  as  climate.  Let 
Climate  constitute  the  only  ingredient  m  the  computation, 
and  its  influence  upon  the  subject  wiU  be  acknowledged  by 
all.  Take,  for  example,  the  duty  on  sugar,  a  duty  which, 
if  it  was  not  sustained  by  others  equally  as  exclusive  in  their 
character,  would  be  instantly  abandoned.  Suppose  the 
States  lying  out  of  the  limits  of  the  sugar  region  sliould 
fibject  to  i^  as  they  assuredly  would  do,  if  it  £d  not  con- 
stitute a  part  of  the  cordon  tcautaire  of  the  American  sys- 
tem, would  it  avail  to  say  to  them  that  it  was  the  result  of 
a  genera^  law,  applying  to  each  State  of  the  Union,  and 
therefore  as  much  for  them  as  for  Louisiana?  Would  so 
shallow  a  pretence  avail  its  advocates  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree .>  Our  Northern  brethren  understand  the  operation 
of  the  causes  which  I  have  asngned,  as  well  as  we  our- 
selves do;  and  this  knowledge  of  the  true  condition  of 
things  with  us,  urges  them  to  sustain  this  system  tatit  mri- 
btu.  Their  profits  arise  from  the  engrossment  of  the  home 
market;  but  suppose  every  State  to  become  manufacturing 
to  an  extent  equivalent  to  its  own  supply,  does  not  every- 
body readily  perceive  that  from  that  moment  the  larg^ 
profits  now  realized  would  cease,  and  that  there  would  be 
no  deep  concern  felt  in  the  preservation  of  the  system.' 
It  is  because  they  win  and  we  lose,  that  it  is  maintained 
and  supported;  our  distress  is  the  strongest  evidence  of 
their  prosperity;  and,  through  the  agency  of  a  Govern- 
ment fonaed  for  the  benefit  of  aU,  fortones  are  buik  ap 
in  one  region  at  the  expense  of  another.  If  there  can 
«xist  a  stronger  objection  to  the  action  of  the  Government 
than  this,  I  have  not  the  wit  to  discover  it.  Nothing  to 
my  mind  can  be  more  odious;  nothing  more  unjust. 

The  honorable  Senator's  invocation  to  Heaven,  on  the 
second  day  of  his  speech,  for  strength  to  enable  him  to 
sustain  tlie  interests  of  this  country  in  the  advocacy  of  the 
American  system,  although  it  proceeded  no  doubt  from 
the  most  thorough  conviction  of  the  correctoeta  of  bisopi- 
itioo,  appears  to  me  to  have  been  out  of  place.  He  es- 
pouses Uie  interests  of 'one  portion  of  the  Union  against 
another;  and  if  he  ia^ilored  strength  and  abifity  to  sustain 
the  cause  of  the  North  against  the  South,  his  invocation 
would  have  been  more  germain  to  the  matter. 

[Mr.  TiisB  here  yielded  the  floor  for  a  motion  to  ad- 
journ.] 


Fbiuat,  Febbvadt  10. 

The  resolutions  submitted  some  days  ago  by  Mr. 
Spbisus,  touching  the  arrangement  with  Great  Britain, 
coming  up  for  consideration, 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that,  in  accordance  with  the  wishes 
of  Kveral  gentlemenj  and  bis  own  indisposition  to  inter- 


rupt the  progress  of  the  debate  on  the  tariff,  he  wooU 
forbear,  at  present,  to  press  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lutions. He  was  willing  to  let  them  lie  on  the  table  for 
a  few  days,  and  made  a  motion  to  tliat  eflPect,  which  tm 
carried. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  tli^ 
special  order,  being  Mr.  Clai's  resolution  on  the  subjcc' 
of  the  tiuiflT. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  be  lutd  received  a  communica- 
tion from  tiie  gentleman  who  had,  ascltairman,  signed  tlu 
memorial  of  the  late  Free  Trade  Convention,  ^Hr.  GiUi- 
tin,)  giving  the  information  that  an  erroneous  impresaoD 
had  been  created  elsewhere  as  to  the  prayer  of  that  pe- 
tition, from  some  remarks  which  had  nileo  from  hiiD 
[Mr.  H.]  on  that  subject,  and  which  had  been  erroneoudj 
reported.  Mr.  II.  said  he  rose  to  correct  that  misspprc- 
hension,  and  would  do  so  by  simply  reading  that  put  ef 
the  memorial  whieh  related  to  the  subject.  It  was  m  tJK 
following  words,  viz. 

"Your  memorialists  respectfully  pray: 

'■  1st.  That  tiie  duties  be  so  reduced,  aa  to  leave,  after 
the  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  only  that  tmouit 
of  revenue  which  may  be  necessary  to  meet  the  onSmiy 
exigencies  of  the  Government. 

*'  2d.  That  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the  gndsal 
reduction  of  the  present  exaggerated  duties  on  soaie 
articles,  the  duties  on  all  the  imported  articles  not  free  of 
duty  be  ultimately  equalized,  so  as  tiiat  the  duty  on  tnj 
such  article  shall  not  vary  materially  from  the  geoeni 
average  rate  of  all  the  duties  together,  or,  in  other  wordi^ 
from  a  uniform  duty  ad  valorem  on  all  imported  artida 
subject  to  duly. 

"  3d.  That  wines,  teas,  coffee,  and  omihr  articles,  be 
not  added  to  the  list  of  those  now  free  of  duty,  butnt;, 
oo  tile  contrary,  be  subject  to  duties  correspondine,  is 
proportion  to  their  respective  value,  with  those  laid  on 
other  imported  articles,  subject  to  duty." 

Mr.  KNIGHT  took  occasion  (before  Mr.  TitsB,  who 
was  entiUed  to  the  floor,  proceeded)  to  read  to  the  Scs- 
ate  some  statements,  to  show  the  great  amoant  of  com, 
fiour,  &c.  imported  from  the  Southern  States  iito 
Rhode  Island,  for  the  consumption  of  the  nanufacturin; 
districts. 

Mr.  TYLER,  in  allusion  to  this  subject,  said  be  hadthtt 
morning  received  a  letter  from  a  neighbor  and  friend, 
with  whom  he  liad  had  many  good  tempered  controremn 
respecting  the  tariff — who  wrote  Um  thus:  "  1  hare  ju< 
sold  ray  crop  of  com  to  a  Yankee,  to  be  carried  by  him  to 
feed  the  New  England  manufacturers,  who,  if  it  were  not 
for  the  abominable  tariff,  would  make  com  for  th""; 
selves."  Mr.  T.  in  readingthis  letter,  declared  hu  belief 
that  it  evinced  the  greatest  delusion  of  mind  on  tlie  mo- 
jecl.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say,  continued  Mr.  T.. 
that  my  friend  and  correspondent  differs  from  me  i»  •ei*- 
ment  upon  tiiis  great  and  aIl.absorbing  subject  Our 
social  iii^ercourse  suffers  no  interruption  from  our  dinw- 
ences  of  opinion,  since  neither  of  us,  in  tiie  eye  of  the 
other,  can  be  considered  as  actuated  by  any  unworthy  or 
improper  motive.  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  readisK  * 
single  sentence  from  his  letter,  because  it  purports  t» 
present  in  a  practical,  and  therefore  more  impoiinp  fonn. 
a  text  wortliy  of  a  serious  commentary.  The  first  ""1?^ 
which  presents  itself  obviously  is  whether  this  ssle  wpA 
not  have  been  made,  had  the  American  system  never  M- 
isted.  Tlie  mere  fact,  tiiat  com  iui  been  sold  by  the 
South  for  the  consumption  of  the  North,  proves  n'^JJ^ 
in  itself.  The  day  never  was,  since  the  revolutioii,  n»® 
say  before,  altiiough  I  believe  that  the  fact  »«"'^j^ 
ascertained  to  have  preceded  that  period,  if  ourresesreW 
led  u;  as  far  back,  when  bread  stuffs  were  not  t^'v" 
from   Maryland,  Virginia,  and  North  Cardins,  to  uie 
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EatOB  State*.  Wbjr,  ar,  vhen  I  vts  »  mere  boy,  I  re- 
neaitv  w«U  tfa«  existence  of  that  tiBde.  We  bad  annual 
Tials  horn  Nev  Bngknd  Teasels  up  all  our  riVers,  well 
■Implied  with  a  variety  of  excbani^able  commo^tics, 
which  were  bartered  for  wheat  and  com  to  be  transported 
to  the  Nortb.  They  gave  us  chiefly  New  England  mm, 
which  then  filled  the  place  of  common  whiskey  at  the 
pR<at  dMT,  in  excbaiiKe  for  tiie  productions  of  our  soil, 
■od  1  promable  trade  Uiey  undoubtedly  made  of  it.  But 
I  rot  not  on  that  &ct  alone,  but  from  information  derived 
&«n  those  who  luiTe  watched  the  course  of  this  trade  for 
tbclut  thirty  years;  and  I  appeal  bete,  in  my  place,  to 
Scmton  representing  the  New  Eng^buid  States,  to  say 
whedKr  my  information  is  incorrect.  If  the  statement 
rcnaia  uncentradicted,  it  will  be  considered  as  avouched 
br  hcoorsble  Senators.  These  sales  of  com  from  one 
idace  to  another,  occur  under  all  circumstances;  not  only 
between  separate  States,  but  between  counties  of  the  same 
8tate,  and  neighborhoods  ot  the  same  county.  A  drought 
pnxluces  a  scsratv  in  one  county  or  nogfaborfaood,.  while 
another  is  blessed  with  genial  seasons,  which  cause  its 
preen  to  overflow.  This  was  the  case  last  summer;  for 
while  in  lower  Virginia  we  were  blessed  with  copious 
ihowcn^  amilar  blessings  were  denied^  as  I  have  learned, 
■nee  yesterday,  from  a  resident  of  that  county,  to  the 
peoge  of  Hah&X'  and  the  counties  contiguous  thereto. 
Hymeod  left  out  one  important  ingredient  in  his  commu- 
iiiea&n.  I  dtould  have  been  Ughly  pleased  to  have  been 
nibnned  of  the  price  which  he  obtamed  for  his  com.  I 
ntber  apprehend,  that,  notwithstanding  his  ascription  of 
iafluence  upon  the  sale  to  the  American  system,  tne  com 
btiyers  ofhis  own  State  would  most  cheernilly  have  given 
Nm  as  much  as  he  obtained  from  the  Northern  purchaser. 
I  leain,  for  example,  that  the  price  of  com  in  that  portion 
of  the  country  to  which  I  have  before  had  reference,  is 
WW  three  dolUrs  per  barrel,  and  that  tbe  price  is  advanc' 
in|^.  Let  me  not  be  understood  as  denying  the  value  oi 
the  Nbithem  market  for  oar  bread  stuflfs.  Wefindvala 
able  costomers  in  the  great  and  flourishing  cities  of  the 
North.  To  New  Tork,  and  to  Boston,  we  annually  export 
brge  quantities  of  flour  and  Indian  com,  and  so  do  we, 
abo,  to  Baltimore.  Much  of  it  is  doubtlessly  constmied  by 
the  inhabitants  of  those  cities,  but  the  far  g^reater  part  is 
eiported  abroad.  But  the  true  question  is,  not  how  much 
wt  export  to  the  North;  but  bow  much  the  export  is 
iacrtaied  by  tlie  manufitcturing  establishments.  No  one 
nold  ascribe  the  existence  of  those  cities  to  the  American 
tf^aa,  not  only  because  they  existed  anterior  to  that 
■rilea^  but  because  all  history  informs  us  that  large  cities 
•letheofispring  of  an  extensive  foreign  commerce.  Let 
lajmsn  visitNew  York  or  Boston,  and  the  countless  sails 
vtkh  flutter  in  every  breeze,  and  have  come  from  far 
&t>nt  bmda,  will  hold  to  him  a  language  which  he  cannot 
■niaindentand.  If  we  look  to  the  table  of  exports,  it 
vill  be  found  that  tbe  largest  of  the  Northern  States,  and 
thoK,  too,  most  deeply  interested  in  manuiiictures,  so  Ar 
tna  drawing  their  supplies  from  us,  export  annually  to 
a  Riyhu^  amount.  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  export 
UBoally  large  quantities  of  bread  stuffs;  and  while  Balti- 
nuraisan  extensive  and  valuable  market  for  all  the  tide- 
wter  country  of  Vir^nia,  every  body  knows  that  Mary- 
ludiialarge  exporting  State.  lean  assure  my  esteemed 
conespoodent  of  the  further  fiict,  that  not  an  acre  less  is 
cnltiTated  now  in  the  Northern  States,  than  formerly 
ttate  this  &ct  upon  the  authority  of  a  gentleman  from  one 
qf  the  Eastern  States,  whose  assertion  may  be  most  impli- 
citly rdied  on. 

But,  Mr.  Preadent,  while  this  market,  produced  by  the 
American  m-stem,  is  a  mere  matter  of  surmise  and  con- 
JMore,  it  behooves  us  to  look  more  nunutely  into  the  fO' 
''^  can  trade,  so  that  we  may  avoid  realizing  the  fable 
of  the  dog  and  the  shadow.  I  have  extracted  from  the 
Omcs  of  exports  of  the  last  year  the  follew'mg  facU: 


Of  flour,  there  was  exported  abroad 
Of  Indian  com,       -        .        .        . 

Of  meal, 

Ofrye, 

Of  oats,  and  other  grain. 

Biscuit,  or  ritip  bread,     .        •        ■ 

Making  the  sum  of. 


96,075,953 

234,833 

373,396 

87,796 

66,349 

188,474 

7,035,591 


And  of  tobacco,       ......       5,586,365 

Making  an  aggregate  of,  ...   913,611,956 

And  this,  independent  of  a  great  variety  of  other  articles, 
the  product  of  agriculture,  which  I  have  not  deemed  ne* 
cessary  to  exhibit  to  the  Senate.  And  yet  we  have,  in 
the  very  fitce  of  this  fact,  been  asked,  over  and  over  again, 
to  pmnt  out  the  fordgn  market  for  oursurplusproductaons. 
England  and  her  dependencies  take  of  our  bread  stuffs 
alone,  3,460,045  dollars  worth,  more  than  a  third  of  the 
whole  amount  exported— and  of  our  tobacco,  $1,761,673. 
This,  sir,  is  the  nation  against  whom  our  wrath  is  to  be  en- 
kindled; and  we  are  to  be  subjected  to  the  charge  of  re- 
colonizing  America,  unless  we  shut  our  ports  against  her 
manufacturer.  We  are  called  upon,  under  these  heavy 
denunciations,  to  wage  commercnd  war  against  our  best 
customer;  and  a  comparison  is  attempted  by  hoixwable 
Senators  to  be  ran  between  foreign  markets  of  almost  in- 
calculable value,  and  the  bttle,  paltry,  contemptible  mar- 
kets, created  by  manufiicturing  estsblishments — mere 
nei^borhood  affairs,  no  more  deserring.of  attention  than 
the  markeU  produced  throughout  the  country  by  the  nu- 
merous watering  places  which  are  fbuna  dispersed 
throughout  tbe  Union. 

Important  as  is  the  foreign  market,  notwithstanding  tbe 
embarrassments  imposed  on  commerce,  its  benefits  are 
capable,  under  a  wise  system  of  policy,  of  incalculable  in- 
crease.     What  would  not  Spun  be  willing  to  concede  for 
Let  me  not  be  understood  as  denying  the  value  of  the  f^e  admission  of  tbe  sugar  fh>ro  her  islands^    France 
'       ~  "    '     ■      has  recently  manifested  her  desire  to  trade  with  the  Unit- 

ed States  on  the  most  liberal  terms,  in  order  to  have  our 
ports  opened  to  the  admisnon  of  her  silks  and  wines. 
Other  Powers  would  speedily  follow  her  example,  if  hope 
could  be  indulged  that  the  anti-commercial  system  of  the 
country  would  be  relaxed.  I  have  heard  it  stated  by  a 
gfentieman  who  resided  for  two  years  in  Cuba,  that  the 
consumption  of  flour  in  St.  Jago  alone  was  equal  to  four 
hundred  barrels  per  day;  and  he  expressed  the  opinion, 
that  the  free  admission  of  sugar  into  this  country  would 
augment  the  consumption  of  bread  stufis  in  that  island  fiUly 
one-fifth.  The  truth  is,  that  no  scheme  which  the  wit  of 
man  could  devise,  can  be  more  destructive  of  agriculture 
tlum  this  American  system.  Byreasonofthe  exactions  which 
it  levies  on  the  productions  of  other  countries,  it  forces  a 
change  of  employments  abroad,  and  compels  the  culture 
of  bread  stuffs  in  foreign  countries,  which  would  otherwise 
gladly  exchange  for  our  corn  and  flour;  and  thus,  while  it 
cripples  the  fiuming  interest  of  the  Union,  operates  as  a 
direct  premium  to  that  same  interest  in  other  countries. 

Before  I  recur  to  the  course  of  argument  which  1  had 
prescribed,  I  beg  leave  to  notice  an  annunciation  which 
the  morning  papers  .contain,  proceeding  from  the  great 
State  of  Pennsylvania.  The  LMpslature  of  that  State  nave 
unanimously  resolved  agunst  aU  reduction  of  the  duties 
laid  for  protection .  I  deeply  regret  this  decision,  because 
it  would  seem  effectually  to  close  the  door  against  all  hope 
of  settling  the  distractions  of  the  country.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  reprehend  the  course  which  any  one  of  the  States 
may  think  proper  to  adopt.  How  much  soever  I  may  de- 
plore, I  cannot  censure.  That  State  has  been  called  the 
main  arch  which  supported  our  political  edifice;  and  on 
her  wisdom  and  patriotism  my  reliance  was  placed  at  the 
present  important  crisis.  She  should  have  recollected 
that  there  were  two  sides  to  this  question,  and  that  a  per- 
tinacious adherence  to  her  opinions  was  likely  to  be  met 
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with  a  sinular  feeling  on  the  part  of  other  States;  that 
if  she  was  excited  upon  this  subject,  so  would  others  be 
also;  and  that  her  elevation  in  the  Union  would  not  be  les- 
sened by  the  manifestation  of  a  conciliatory  spirit,  out  of 
which  this  Qoremment  itself  sprung',  uid  by  which  it  can 
only  be  preserved.  One  remark  I  may  be  indulged  in 
without  giving  offence.  The  resolutions  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  are  said  to  have  passed  unanimously.  Now,  sir, 
strange  as  it  may  appear  at  the  drst  glance,  it  is  neverthe- 
less true,  that  perfect  unanimity  in  any  deliberative  body, 
on  any  subject  of  interest,  is  the  strongest  evidence  that 
the  subject  has  not  been  properly  ezafhmed.  Ttiis  is  not 
an  origmal  idea  with  me.  It  chums  its  origin  from  the 
venerated  Lowndes,  who,  while  he  lived,  reflected  so 
much  honor  on  the  State  of  his  nativity,  and  gave  the  pro- 
mise of  a  life  of  so  much  usefulness  to  the  United  States. 
It  was  not  long  afler  I  had  tak«n  my  seat  for  the  first  time 
in  the  other  House,  that  a  proposition  to  amend  the  con- 
stitution came  there  to  be  discussed.  The  Legislature  of 
Virginia  bad  acted  upon  it  with  perfect  unanimity,  and 
every  functionary  of  the  Government,  so  far  as  my  obser- 
vation extended,  approved  the  decision  of  the  Legislature. 
Sir,  I  had  approved  it  myself;  but  my  opinion  was  tho- 
roughly changed,  and  I  found  myself  opposed  to  the  con- 
templated amendment.  I  expressed  to  Mr.  Lowndes  the 
alteration  which  my  opinion  had  undergone,  and  my  aston- 
ishment at  the  unanimity  which  had  prevailed  in  the  Le- 
(pslature.  He  then  let  fall  the  remark  which  I  have  (Quoted, 
and  added,  that  men's  opinions  were  as  liable  to  differ  as 
their  watches,  and  that  differences  would  inevitably  arise 
if  discussion  and  due  deliberation  were  resorted  to.  I  am 
asked  by  gentlemen  around,  what  proposition  it  wu  I  al- 
luded to.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  answering.  It  contem- 
plated the  districting  the  United  States  for  the  election  of 
members  of  Congress  and  electors  of  President  and  Vice 
President,  than  which  nothing  would  go  further  to  strike 
out  of  existence  the  federative  feature  of  the  Government. 
I  will  go  so  &r  as  to  say  that  if  the  same  proposition, 
which  formerly  received  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
General  Assembly,  was  again  submitted  to  its  decision,  it 
would  be  rejected  by  a  lu-ge  majority  of  that  body.  But 
let  us  return  to  the  resolutions  of  Pennsylvania.  In  1794 
or  '5,  an  excise  was  Uud  on  domestic  distilled  spirits, 
whicli  operated  with  some  severity  on  the  people  of  tliat 
State;  and  what  was  her  course?  She  protested  against 
it,  and,  I  must  say,  with  much  justice,  as  violatory  of  the 
principle  of  equality  on  which  the  Union  rested.  The 
exactions  of  the  Government  fell  upon  her  citizens  with 
more  force  than  on  those  of  any  other  State.  Nor  did  they 
content  themselves  with  merely  petitioning  and  protest- 
ing. They  resorted  to  more  decisive  measures,  and  for  a 
time  set  the  law  at  open  defiance.  I  express  no  censure 
upon  this  conduct:  looking  at  the  subject  now  that  party 
feeling  has  ceased  to  operate,  I  can  but  say  that  their  com- 
plaints were  but  too  well  founded.  The  act  levied  un- 
equal exactions,  and  fell  with  the  greatest  force  upon  Penn- 
sylvania.- I  submit  it  to  honorable  Senators  to  say  if  there 
is  not  a  striking  similarity  between  the  existing  system  and 
the  whiskey  tax.  If  ttuit  was  partial,  so  also  is  this;  if 
that  levied  unequal  exactions,  are  not  the  requisitions  of 
this  grossly  and  palpably  unequal?  And  yet,  sir,  the  one 
excited  the  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  to  arms,  while  tliis  in- 
vokes to  its  support  all  her  power  and  all  her  influence. 
The  one  deteriorated  from  her  interest;  this  advances  that 
interest  at  the  expense  of  others.  1  make  no  commentary, 
but  submit  the  subject  to  the  deliberation,  the  calm  and 
dispassionate  deliberation,  of  her  representatives  here  and 
elsewhere. 

When  the  Senate  adjourned  on  yesterday,  I  was  about 
to  enter  into  an  examination  of  various  items  on  the  list  of 
protected  articles,  with  the  purpose  of  making  good  the 
last  branch  of  the  proposition,  that  we  buy  dear.  I  will 
not  fatigue  the  Senate  by  going  throu^  the  entire  lirt  of 


the  taxed  commodities — ^the  process  would  be  altogethtr 
too  tedious  for  this  place,  however  profitable  such  an  in- 
vestigation might  be — but  shall  content  myself  by  looking 
into  n>ur  branches  of  the  system,  the  results  of  which  viU 
serve  to  illustrate  the  whole.  I  take,  for  this  investiga- 
tion, iron,  sugar,  cottons,  and  woollens;  and,  unless!  hxte 
deceived  myself,  will  show  not  only  the  oppressive  chi. 
racter  of  the  taxes  they  impose  on  individuals,  but  the 
enormous  burden  which  they  devolve  upon  the  whole  com- 
munity. To  begin  with  iron.  I  have  been  struck  with 
the  fkct,  Mr.  President,  in  investigating  this  particular  sub- 
ject, that  the  manufacture  of  iron  began  in  this  country  it 
a  period  long  anterior  to  the  revolution.  I  ftnd  that  iron 
was  exported  to  England  as  early  as  the  yean  1771,  % 
'3,  from  Philadelphia,  and  sold  in  Liverpool  at  (53  33i| 
per  ton,  including  the  charges  of  transportation,  and  other 
incidental  charges.  [Hr.  T.  here  read  a  statement  to  sus- 
tun  this  fact,  appended  to  the  examination  of  Mr.  Saichet, 
taken  befbre  a  committee  of  the  Senate  at  the  last  sesmon.j 
The  fact  is  also  undeniable,  that  this  branch  of  industry  itm 
successfully  prosecuted  at  an  early  period  of  our  lu^nr, 
and  that  considerable  fortunes  were  made  at  it.  Mineiwere 
opened,  and  worked  successfully,  in  Virginia;  and  Genenl 
Kldg^ly,  of  Maryland,  is  known  to  have  built  up  a  large  fb^ 
tune  by  the  iron  business;  and  at  this  moment  it  is  proK. 
cuted  successfully  at  the  Trois  Rivi£re8,'in  Canada,  unders 
duty  of  but  five  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  These  firets  would 
seem  to  prove,  afler  the  most  conclusive  manner,  that  the 
iron  tax  is  entirely  gratuitous  and  unnecessary.  Theyire 
aided  also  by  the  fact  that  this  pursuit  was  commenced  in 
the  United  States  at  a  time  certainly  as  early  as  it  wis  in 
England,  and  tliat  the  iron  master  in  this  country  bad  the 
field  of  competition  fairly  open  to  him,  and  clear  of  ill 
impediments.  The  truth  is,  that  witliout  governmenttl 
agency  he  possesses  the  monopoly  of  the  interior,  and  b 
secured  thereby  a  market  of  great  extent  and  immenie 
value.  That  monopoly  arises  from  the  position  of  the 
mines,  and  the  great  cost  of  transporting  over  land  sohei- 
vy  an  article  as  iron.  A  friend,  in  whose  statement  I  hsre 
the  most  implicit  confidence,  has  informed  me  that  the 
cost  of  transporting  a  ton  of  iron  from  tlie  works  in  North- 
western Vii^nia  to  the  seaboard,  would  not  Wl  short  of 
tliirty  dollars.  This  monopoly  is  so  entire,  that  iron  selb 
at  a  higher  price  in  the  vicinity  of  the  mines,  thaiiatadis. 
tance  of  one  hundred  miles  from  them ;  and  it  is  the  foreign 
importation  which  alone  prevents  it  from  becoming  a  nio- 
nopoly  of  tlie  most  oppressive  character.  The  foreign 
iron  presses  in  upon  the  limits  of  the  iron  master,  when- 
ever his  prices  are  exorbitant,  and  forces  him  to  content 
himself  with  a  somewhat  reduced  price.  The  whole  strug- 
gle of  the  iron  masters  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey 
is  to  extend  tlieir  monopoly  to  the  seaboard;  and,  in  order 
to  do  this,  the  duty  must  necessarily  be  sufiiciently  great 
to  cover  all  the  expenses  of  transportation  to  the  Atlantic 
markets.  Hence,  Russian  and  Swedish  iron  is  subjected 
to  the  duty  of  $23  40  the  ton,  and  English  to  a  still  hetrier 
charge  of  thirty-seven  dollars  Ae  ton.  The  latter  bears 
so  great  a  disproportion  to  the  prime  cost,  as  almost  to 
amount  to  a  prohibitory  duty,  while  the  former  is  scarcely 
affected  by  it.  In  1810,  when  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try was  but  seven  railUons,  there  were  imported  sixteen 
thousand  tons,  and  in  1830  the  importation  was  equal  to 
thirty-two  thousand  tons,  increasing  in  a  ratio  nearly  equal 
to  our  population.  The  inquiry  naturally  arises  as  to  the 
cause  of  this  undimimshed  importation  of  Russian  snd 
Swedish  iron,  notwithstanding  the  high  duty  added  to  the 
heavy  charges  of  transporting  it  from  'so  great  a  distance. 
Sir,  it  is  found  in  the'  fact  that  no  iron  of  the  same  qua- 
lity, and  suited  to  the  purposes  to  which  this  is  nppli«d, 
is  made  within  the  United  States,  or,  at  most,  but  a  very 
small  quantity.  I  inquired  into  this  matter,  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  DtCKiasoK,]  the  gentieman  "l") 
has  had  the  almost  exclusive  management  of  the  subject, 
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aad  vho  is  larmly  engaged  in  the  iron  business.  His  an' 
sver  was  brief  and  sententious,  but  full  of  pith  and  mo- 
ment— <*  we  shall  soon  make  it."  Now,  sir,  is  it  not  in- 
tolerable that  this  heavy  tax  of  $22  40  per  ton  should  be 
continued  on  the  community  for  an  indefinite  period,  un- 
der the  promise  that,  sooner  or  later,  there  wiH  be  made, 
in  the  United  States,  iron,  of  a  quality  equal  to  that  im- 
pacted from  abroad?  I  did  not  stand  in  need  of  the  infor- 
■na^on  from  the  honorable  Senator.  The  New  York  price 
current  bad  assured  me  that  the  Russian  and  Swedish  iron 
was  ijtdispensably  necessary  for  our  consumption.  I  there 
ibund  tfast  it  sold  at  one  hundred  dollars  tne  ton,  bein^ 
e<|ual  to  an  advance  of  ten  dollars  in  the  ton  over  our  iron; 
which  excess  of  price  would  long  since  have  driven  it  out 
of  the  narket,  if  a  proper  substitute  had  been  found  for  it 
in  the  domestic  article. 

The  tariff  has  bad  the  effect  of  keeping  up  the  price 
of  this  article,  notwithstanding  the  great  fall  which  has 
taken  place  in  foreign  prices.     1  make  good  this  assertion, 
by  referring  to  the  report  of  the  committee  appointed  at 
New   York   by  ttie  tariff  convention.     In   1790,  bar  iron 
sold  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard  at  ninety  dollars  the  ton;  in 
1830^  it  sold  in  the  same  market  at  from  eighty-five  to 
ninety  dollars,  while  the  price  in  the  interior,  I  speak  more 
particularly  of  the  northwestern  portion  of  Virginia,  has 
ondcr^pone  no  diminution.     [Mr.  T.  here  read  an  extract 
ftfun  a  letter  written  by  a  gentleman  in  Monongalia  county, 
Virginia,  in  the  following  words:  "  Iron  in  tms  county  is 
BOW  scarcer  and  higher  than  ever  known,  except  in  war 
time — iron   has  been  gradually  increasing  in  value  ever 
■nee  the  tarifT  of  1834.     You  know  this  is  a  great  country 
tac  manufacturing  of  iron,  yet  we  consider  the  duty  op- 
pressive.     The  great  body  of  the  people  here  are  farmers-, 
all  liave  to  use  more  or  less  of  iron,  it  being  an  article  we 
cannot   do   without     Before  the  year  1824,  iron  retailed 
It  from  five  to  six  cents  per  pound.    I  live  on  a  public 
rood,  and  could,  at  my  own  door,  exchange  any  of  the 
products  of  my  farm  for  iron:  not  so  now.     We  buy  it  at 
retail  in  the  stores,  at  seven  and  eight  cents  per  pound, 
and  that   for  cash.     There  is  no  bartering  for  iron  here 
now,  at  what  we  used  to  call  trade  rates;  nothing  will  buy 
it  but  that  which  is  as  good  as  cash."]     Here  are  some  of 
the  blessed  effects  of  the  American  system,  which  we  have 
beard  represented  in  this  debate  as  a  perfect  panacea,  or, 
more  properly,  as  the  philosopher's  stone,  which,  by  con- 
verting every  thing  to  gold,  had  made  this  the  golden  age 
of  the   republic.    Now,  sir,  while  prices  have  remained 
stationary,  or  nearly  so,  in  Uiis  country,  during  a  period  of 
farty  years,  bow  lus  it  been  elsewhere?    Look  to  Eng- 
land, and  you  will  find  that  in  1810  iron  sold  for  jClS  10 
the  ton,  and  that  in  1830  it  sold  for  but  £5  5;  that,  in 
1787,  the   whole  product  of  the  English  mines  was  but 
thirty  thousand  tons,  whereas,  in  1830,  it  had  swollen  to 
seven  hun<lred  thousand  tons.     So  that  if  the  duty,  now 
specific  afc  thirty-seven  dollars  the  ton  on  English  bar  iron, 
was  repealed,  the  article  could  be  procured  in  this  coun- 
try at  a  price  varying  from  thirty-five  to  forty  dollars  the 
too;  in  beu  of  which,  we  are  now  compelled  to  give  the 
aunnaaaa  price  of  from  eighty-five  to  ninety  dollars  the 
tm.      Tbiu  tremendous  tax  operates  on  an  article  which 
enters  into  the  universal  consumption  of  tlie  country,  and 
Ula  on  all  classes  of  society,  the  farmer,  the  mechanic, 
and  the  ship-builder.     Take  the  ship-builder,  and  see  how 
it  operates  on  him. 

[Mr.  T.  here  read  from  Ur.  Lee's  exposition,  under  the 
head  "taxes  on  ships,"  a  statement  of  the  actual  charge 
in  the  constmction  of  a  first  rate  ship  of  418  tons,  for  du- 
ties alone ;  which  resulted  in  showing  an  addition  in  the 
price  of  92,841  43,  arising  chiefly  from  the  duty  on  iron: 
and  taking  a  period  of  twelve  years,  the  duties  pud  on 
articles  entering  into  the  necessary  repurs,  when  added  to 
the  above  sum,  would  be  e^ual  to  $8,114  21;  to  which, 
if  there  be  added  the  prenuum  of  insurance  and  interest 


on  the  duties  pud,  the  tax  for  twelve  years,  pud  by  a 
ship  of  418  tons  burden,  is  equal  to  $10,943  93;  wluch 
is  equal  to  twenty.six  dollars  the  ton,  and,  applied  to  the 
whole  tonnage  of  the  United  States,  which,  according 
to  the  last  returns,  was  1,260,787  tons,  amounts  to 
$33,003,746  as  a  du«ct  tax  imposed  on  our  shipping  in 
twelve  years.] 

This,  nr,  said  Mr.  T.,  is  another  of  the  bitter  fruits  of 
the  American  system.  This  noble  manufacture,  the  riiip, 
in  the  construction  of  which  America  had  outstripped 
the  world,  employing,  as  it  does,  twenty  times  the  amount 
of  domestic  labor  afid  capital,  with  the  highly  favored  iron 
business,  is  made  but  a  secondary  matter,  and  is  threat- 
ened with  a  continuance  of  the  destroying  influences  of  a 
system  the  most  short-sighted,  oppressive,  and  unjust, 
that  civilization  ever  tolerated.  Sir,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  becoming  sensible  of  the  injurious  effect  of  this 
iron  tax  on  ship-building,  has  recommended  the  allowance 
of  adrawbackofthe  duty  on  articles  entering  into  the  con- 
struction of  ships.  This  would  be  another  most  admira- 
ble expedient  for  increasing  the  profits  of  the  iron  master. 
But  why  not  meet  this  question  fiu:e  to  face?  Why  seek 
to  relieve  one  employment  of  the  burden,  and  leave  it  on 
the  heads  of  others?  Is  there  no  sympathy  felt  by  the 
Secretary  for  the  farmer,  the  blacksmith,  and  other  con- 
sumers of  iron,  who  are,  to  the  extent  of  their  consump- 
tion, as  heavily  taxed  as  is  the  ship-builder?  It  is  the  part 
of  a  wise  Government  to  put  forth  the  engine  of  redress 
boldly  and  fearlessly.  A  resort  to  merely  temporary  ex- 
pedients is  unworthy  of  it,  and  injurious  discriminations 
between  different  employments  more  unfortunate  still.  If 
my  memory  serves  me,  it  is  estimated  that  150,000  black- 
smiths in  the  United  States  are  thrown  out  of  employment 
by  the  heavy  duties  on  raw  iron.  Walk  tlirough  the  streets 
of  your  cities  and  villages,  and  tell  me  from  whence  come 
the  immense  quantities  of  hardware  which  fill  the  various 
stores  which  every  where  meet  your  eye?  They  are 
almost  all  imported  from  England,  and  at  a  less  price  than 
the  raw  iron,  bui-dened  with  the  duty,  can  be  bought  for 
in  this  country.  A  comparison  of  American  and  English 
prices  will  satisfy  us  of  this.  I  present  you  a  table  which 
I  have  extracted  from  an  appendix  to  the  report  of  the 
select  committee  appointed  on  the  memorial  of  the  black- 
smiths at  the  last  session  of  Congress. 


• 

Price  of  Eng- 

American 

Price  at  Phi- 

lish iron  at 

duty  on  do. 

ladelphia. 

Liverpool, 

per  ton. 

Sheet  iron. 

$52  23 

$78  40 

$165  to  176 

Iron  hoops. 

42  22 

78  40 

120  to  140 

Hod  iron. 

.31  10 

78  40 

170  to  180 

•Bar  iron. 

29  41 

37  00 

90  to  100 

Boiler  plates,  - 

43  34 

78  40 

160 

Were  there  ever  such  exactions  levied  on  a  free  people  ? 
And  yet  we  are  toW,  touch  not  the  protective  system — 
told  so  not  only  here,  but  by  the  gfreat  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, tbrougli  the  resolutions  of  her  Legislature,  unani- 
mously adopted.  Mr.  Sarchet  ascribed  the  insecurity  of 
steam  navigation  in  the  United  States  to  these  exactions, 
and  with  much  force.  In  England,  accidents  from  the 
bursting  of  steam  boilers  rarely  if  ever  occur;  and  it  was 
said  that  it  arose  from  the  English  boiler  being  thicker, 
and  consequently  more  substantial.  Iron  being  obtained 
there  at  a  very  low  price,  there  existed  no  such  induce- 


*  Since  the  abi>ir«  wa«  in  typ^,  tmn  Iiati  been  piirtb3«nl  in  Enflaiul 
fjr  Jt,ti  23  pf r  ttili,  for  ihp  AiDeri;  fln  luarfcft. 
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ment  as  exiaU  here  for  pnctiang  ecoDoray  in  the  use  of 
tbst  article.  Here,  on  the  contrary,  the  smallest  possible 
quantity  of  iron  is  made  to  enter  into  the  manufactory, 
because  of  its  high  price. 

I  feel  that  I  fatigpje  the  Senate,  but  I  cannot  quit  this 
subject  without  exhibiting  a  striking  effect  of  the  high 
duties  on  the  manufacture  of  hardware.  An  invoice  of 
fryingpans,  for  example,  all  charges  included  along  with 
tlie  duty  of  twenty-fire  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  costs  m  this 
country  $96  24,  leaving  to  the  English  manufacturer  a 
profit  of  $24  64  per  ton;  whereas,  blowing  to  the  Ame- 
rican manufacturer  a  similar  profit  hff  has,  by  reason  of 
the  extravagant  duty  on  iron,  and  its  consequent  high 
price,  to  obtain  $170  36  for  the  same  article  which  the 
Englishman  sells  in  this  country  for  $96  24.  All  other 
articles  of  hardware  stand  upon  a  similar  footing. 

The  facts  which  I  have  stated  show  to  demonstration 
the  oppressive  character  of  the  iron  tax,  not  only  on  indi- 
viduals, but  upon  whole  trades;  and  I  conclude  this  expo- 
sition, by  exhibiting  the  tax  levied  annually  upon  the  com- 
munis through  its  instrumentality.  It  is  estimated  by  the 
New  York  committee,  that  the  annual  production  of  bar 
iron  in  tlie  United  States  is  equal  to  about  112,000  tons; 
to  which,  if  we  add  the  annual  importations,  say  32,000, 
we  have  for  the  yearly  supply  of  the  Union  144,000  tons; 
which,  under  the  operation  of  an  average  duty  of  $30  per 
ton,  the  duty  beyond  all  question  entering  into  the  price, 
causes  a  levy  to  be  made  on  the  people  of  the  United 
States^  of  $4,320,000,  and  under,  among  others,  the  frivo- 
lous pretence  of  providing  for  a  state  of  war,  which  may 
not  come  in  the  lifetime  of  any  man  now  living.  During 
the  second  year  of  the  late  war,  iron  sold  but  for  $115  the 
ton;  and  I  submit  to  any  man  to  say  if  such  an  augmenta- 
tion of  price  fur  the  limited  period  of  a  war,  and  that,  too, 
when  there  exists  not  a  speck  upon  the  horizon  to  justify 
the  expectation  of  a  war  in  any  short  time,  can  excuse,  much 
lessjusti^,  the  imposition  of  a  tax  for  an  unlimited  period. 

Sugar  IS  the  next  article  which  I  propose  to  examine; 
and  I  will  hasten  to  the  close  of  the  task  with  as  much 
speed  as  I  can.  The  annual  consumption  of  this  country 
is  estimated  at  130,000  hogsheads,  of  1,000  pounds  each; 
of  which  80,000  are  made  at  home,  and  50,000  imported 
from  abroad.  The  duty  on  brown  sugar  is  three  cents 
per  pound,  and  on  white  sugar  four  cents.  The  fact  is 
generally  known,  that  sugar  is  currently  sold  in  Havana, 
Porto  Mco,  and  St.  Croix,  for  from  two  and  a  half  to 
three  cents  per  pound,  and  commands  in  New  York  from 
six  to  nine  cents  per  pound.  It  is  therefore  obvious  that 
the  duty  enters  into  the  price,  and  that  thus  an  annual  tax 
is  imposed  upon  the  public,  of  $4,000,000  on  brown  sug^ 
alone;  to  which,  if  there  be  added  the  molasses  tax,  an 
aggregate  levy  will  be  exhibited  on  the  good  people  of 
these  United  States,  of  $5,497,000.  The  honorable  Sena- 
tor from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  Jobkstok,]  in  a  letter  written  by 
him  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  a  few  years  ago, 
which  I  have  read  with  much  pleasure,  urges,  by  way  of 
sustaining  and  upholding  this  burden,  an  argument  which 
no  doubt  rallied  to  his  aid  the  humane  and  charitable  of 
the  North — those,  especially,  who  are  eternally  shedding 
tears  over  the  slave  population  of  the  South,  and  in  whose 
ears  the  clanking  of  chains,  and  the  screams  of  the  heart- 
broken, are  continually  ringing.  I  allude  to  the  view 
which  he  takes  to  prove  the  value  of  the  su(^r  culture  to 
the  slave  trade  which  is  carried  on  from  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, and  North  Carolina.  I  shall  not  stop  to  canvass  this 
argument  with  him,  but  rely  on  facts  to  show  conclusively 
that  the  tax  is  enormous  aiid  excessive.  In  1816,  when 
sugar  sold  for  fourteen  cents  per  pound,  the  duty  was 
two  and  a  half  cents,  which  was  then  equal  to  twenty  per 
cent,  ad  valorem;  now,  when  sugar  has  fallen  to  three 
cents  per  pound,  tlie  tax  is  three  cents,  being  equal  to  an 
ad  valorem  tax  of  one  hundred  per  cent.  With  the  fall 
in  the  price  of  sugar,  the  tax  is  more  than  quadrupled; 


and  from  this  example  of  the  eiFect  of  speofic  duties,  wto 
can  doubt  the  superior  advantage  of  ad  valorem  duties, 
which  regulate  themselves  by  the  dedennon  in  the  price, 
and  thereby  enable  the  consumer  to  derive  full  benefit 
from  the  fall  in  prices?  Sir,  I  have  before  said  th*t  if 
this  duty  stood  alone — if  it  was  not  dovetailed  in  vidi 
other  duties  equally  extravagant,  before  the  going  do«n 
of  the  sun  it  would  be  stricken  ttom  the  statute  bo(A, 
For  whose  benefit  b  it  exacted?  For  that  of  seven  hui- 
dred  sugar  planters,  one  Kif  whom,  I  bare  often  heard  it 
stated,  pocketed  $30,000  in  a  single  year  from  this  single 
tax.  We  are  nevertiieless  told  that,  if  the  duty  be  r^ 
duced,  the  price  will  be  increased.  The  Senator  fron 
Louisiana,  however,  sees  this  thing  witii  clearer  viaion. 
In  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  he  couiden 
that  the  abolition  of  the  duty  would  reduce  the  price  of 
sugar  to  three  cents  in  the  pound.  Sir,  he  is  rigbt,  tod 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  wrong.  The  price  would 
necessarily  be  reduced,  if  the  duty  was  repealed.  The 
amount  of  sugar  raised  for  the  consumption  of  the  woriil 
is  estimated  at  2,000,000,000  pounds;  and  the  moneyeil. 
ployed  in  its  purchase  is  about  $60,000,000.  In  order  ts 
raise  it  to  its  present  price,  clear  of  duty,  say  to  ax  centi 
per  pound,  the  money  expended  in  its  purchase  must  be 
doubled,  viz.  $120,000,000,  which  would  imply  an  in- 
creased demand  equal  to  twice  the  amount  now  produced; 
whereas,  if  our  home  production  entirely  ceased,  the  ad- 
ditional demand  would  not  exceed  four  or  five  per  cent, 
and  would  augment  the  foreign  price  something  like 
three-fourths  of  a  cent  in  the  pound. 

I  come  now  to  the  article  of  cotton  goods.  The  muiu- 
facture  of  coarse  cottons  commenced  at  an  eariy  period 
in  this  country.  The  abundance  of  the  raw  material,  re- 
lieved ftvm  all  charges  of  conveyance  incident  to  its  re- 
moval to  the  sites  of  the  manuncturing  establishintnti, 
gave  a  decided  advantage  in  the  home  market  to  our 
fellow-citizens  over  the  foreign  mechanist  The  liBi- 
phcity,  and  at  the  same  time  the  perfection  in  the  ma- 
chinery, substituting  manual  labor  to  a  great  extent, 
assisted  also  to  produce  this  effect.  Hence  it  was  that  the 
most  judicious  and  calculating  manufacturers  were  op- 
posed to  what  has  been  called  the  judge's  bill,  the  mea- 
siu-e  introduced  in  Congress,  in  1820,  by  Judge  Baldvin, 
preferring  to  rest  upon  the  protection  an(»ded  by  tbe  act 
of  1816.  I  well  remember  the  memorial  presented  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  in  1830  by  the  Walthus 
manufacturers,  and  the  strong  argument  on  which  thej 
relied.  But,  sir,  the  duties  went  up,  and  at  this  mooent 
range  from  thirty  to  one  hundred  and  fif^y  per  cent.  Not 
content,  by  reasonable  duties,  to  assist  such  efforts  at  the 
country  were  prepared  to  make  with  some  advantage,  the 
advocates  of  the  American  system  took  in  the  vbole 
range  jof  cotton  goods,  and  thereby  levied  on  the  country 
burdens  of  the  most  oppresnve  character. 

We  have  heard  much  about  an  export  trade  in  cotton 
gnoods,  and  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Siuiii] 
was  referred  to  as  having  ordered  a  shipment  of  cotton  to 
Asia  a  little  prior  to  his  leaving  home.  Now,  sir,  afe* 
years  since,  the  public  prints  fell  to  rejoicing  and  ex- 
changing mutual  cong^tulations  at  the  fact  that  anoth^ 
merchant  of  Salem  had  made  a  profitable  shipmenta 
American  cottons  to  Manilla.  I  beg  permission  to  read 
an  extract  from  a  valuable  public  journal,  which  it  najr 
be  in  the  power  of  the  honorable  Senator  either  to  a* 
tain  or  contradict.  "It  is  true  that  a  Salem  meichant 
shipped  domestic  cottons  to  Manilla,  which,  arriving  there 
on  a  scanty  market,  were  sold  at  a  profit  of  from  ten  to 
twenty  per  cent.  But  it  is  also  true  that  other  ahipiDea" 
made  since  to  the  same  place,  from  Salem,  by  other  mer- 
chants, have  resulted  in  a  loss  of  from  twenty  to  forty  p* 
cent.  But  this  is  not  all.  The  same  merchant  who  made 
the  lucky  hit  at  Manilla,  has  made  another  discovery,  bf 
which  he  is  now  profiting.     He  has  found  that  he  can  pll^ 
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chase  in  En^nt),  at  six  cents  a  yard,  the  precise  sort  of 
cotton  eofxjs  as  he  would  have  to  purchase  here  at  eight 
and  eight  and  a  haJf  centi,  and  has  recently  made  a  ship- 
ment  fW>in  that  country,  either  to  the   East  Indies  or 
Pacific  Ocean."     [Mr.  BILSBEF.  said  that  he  could  say 
notfatngf  »bout  the  trade  to  Manilla;  his  shipment  was  or- 
dered to  Asia.}    Yes  sir,  we  understand  this  matter  per- 
fectly.    An  assorted  cargo  has  to  be  made  out,  and  coarse 
cottons  malce  a  part  of  the  assortment.     They  are  sent  in 
seauxh  of  a  market;  and  if,  as  in  the  case  of  the  shipment 
to  ManiUa,  a  temporary  scarcity  chance  to  exist  at  any 
place,  a  sale  is  then  effected  at  a  small  profit;  but  if  no 
such  scarcity  prevail,  a  loss  is  sustained.     We  are  con- 
t'muaHy  told  of  the  cheap  price  at  which  coarse  cottons 
are  sold  in  this  country.     Why  not  then  put  it  to  the  test? 
Repeal  the  dirty  if  you  can  sell  as  low  as  the  Englishman, 
not  only  here,  but  abroad.     Abandon  this,  to  ray  mind, 
iiSe  notion  of  foreign  combinations  to  inundate  the  coun- 
try with  their  fabrics  at  a  losing  price,  with  the  view  of 
hreaking-    down   our  mannfiicturers.      The  foreign  me- 
chanist will  no  more  be  willing  to  play  a  losing  g:ime  than 
the  American  mechanist.     He  requires  a  reasonable  profit 
on  his  labor  as  well  as  other  people;  and  he  will  no  more 
make  as  free  gifts,  than  our  manufacturers  will  make  to 
fiweign  nations  free  gifts.     The  people  of  the  counti-y  will 
JTidgt:  of  the  sincerity  of  these  declarations,  by  looking 
into   &ct.5.      The  first  and  most  important  is,  that  large 
qtomtities  of  cotton  goods  are  brought  into  the  country 
and  sold  at  a  profit  in  despite  of  the  high  duties;  proving 
concltisiTcly  the  greater  cheapness  of  the  fabrics,  which, 
afthougfh  thus  burdened,  can  enter  successfully  into  com- 
petition writli  the  domestic  fabrics.     An  article  like  leno, 
ha  moscheto  bRnds,  costs  in  England  from  two  to  four 
cents  a  yard,  and  the  duty  regulated  by  the  price  is  from 
tsro  hundred  and  eighteen  to  four  hundred  and  thirty-five 
per  cent.      If  an  article  costs  in  England  thirty-eight  and 
three-fourths  cents  per  yard,  the  duty  is  one  hundred  per 
cent.  5  and  if  seventeen  and  a  half  cents  per  yard,  the 
duty  is   fifty  per  cent.     And  yet  talk  of  touching  these 
diities — the  -American  system  is  to  be  abandoned,  and  ruin 
spread  over  the  land;  and  this  declaration  is  not  only  made 
here,  but  sustained  by  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Pennsylvania.     The  fiict  is,  that  the  country  is 
made  to  pay  from  $4,200,000  to  $9,000,000  per  annum, 
fi>r  the  support  of  the  cotton  mannfiicturers.     My  own 
opinion  is,  that  the  last  sum  is  by  no  means  an  extravagant 
oomputation.     I  have  fallen  on  an  estimate  which  will  elu- 
cidate the  ifrindstonc  system  of  my  honorable  friend  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hat^*,]  upon  a  larger  scale.     It  is 
tiken    from  Mr.  Raguet's  valuable  paper.     It  is  said  that 
M,00O,0OO   pounds  of  cotton  are  manufactured  in  the 
t'iuted  States.     The  rtumber  of  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren employed  is  computed  at  50,000.    Now,  if  the  tax 
imposed  for  protection  is  but  one  cent  per  yard,  it  imposes 
an  annual  tax  of  #2,400,000,  which  distributes  a  bounty 
of  ^48  per  head  on  each  of  the  operatives;  if  two  cents  a 
yard,   then   an  annual  tax  of  $4,800,000,   and  to  each 
operative   a  bounty  of  $96;  and  if  three  cents,  a  tax  of 
$7,800,000,  and  a  bounty  of  $144.     And  this  is  paid  over 
and  above  the  full  value  of  the  article  in  foreign  markets. 
The  last  subject  which  I  shall  attempt  to  follow  out 
KNnewhat  into  detail,  is  the  woollen  manufactures;  and 
seek  as  speedily  to  relieve  the  Senate  from  the  dryness  of 
this  investigation,  as  I  possibly  can,  in  justice  to  the  subject. 
I  have  before  me,  sir,  a  morning  paper,  which  notices  a 
recant  importation  of  yarns  already  "dyed in  the  wool," 
tat  the  manufacture  of  woollen  goods.     The  wool  gfrower 
does  not  seem  to  have  the  same  measure  of  justice  raeted 
out  to  him,  as  the  sugar  planter.     The  importation  of  the 
!>irup  froxa  the  cane  is  considered  by  the  custom-house  as 
prohibited  under  the  duty  on  sugar,  or,  more  properly, 
sibject  to  the  same  duty;  but  the  wool  duty  is  avoided  by 
the  importation  of  ready  spun  yarn,  and  nothing  is  sua 
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about  it.  The  oppressiveness  of  the  duty  on  fine  woollens 
may  be  illustrated  by  the  well  avouched  fact,  that  a  per- 
son can  travel  from  New  York  to  Montreal  and  back  on 
the  saving  which  will  accrue  from  the  purchase  of  two 
suits  of  clothes  at  the  Montreal  prices.  In  support  of 
this,  I  refer  to  a  statement  annexed  to  the  speech  of  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  exhibiting  the  tailor's  bill  at 
large,  the  entire  accuracy  of  which  is  sustained  by  the 
most  satisfiictory  authority.  I  state  the  further  fiu:t,  the 
error  of  which,  if  error  there  be,  can  readily  be  detected 
by  a  resort  to  figures,  that  a  yard  of  cloth,  which  can  be 
purchased  in  Liverpool  at  two  dollars,  comes  to  the  Ame- 
rican consumer  at  a  price  exceeding  four  dollars  per  yard. 
Falling  under  the  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  minimum, 
the  duty  alone  is  one  dollar  and  sixty-eight  and  three- 
fourths  cents;  to  which,  if  the  charges  of  transportation 
only  be  added,  and  notliing  allowed  for  mercantile  profit, 
the  cost  is  increased  to  four  dollars  and  eighteen  ftnd  three- 
fourths  cents. 

Take  next  the  article  of  flannels,  on  which  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentucky  displayed  his  eloquence  and 
wit.  The  duty  on  all  flannels  costing  fifty  cents  per 
square  yard,  and  less,  is  twenty-two  and  a  half  cents  the 
square  yard.  Now,  the  flannel  which  is  usually  required 
for  tlie  poor  people  and  working  classes,  costs  from  ten  to 
twenty  cents  in  England;  and  is  subject  to  a  duty  here, 
varying  from  one  hundred  and  twelve  and  a  half  per  cent, 
to  two  hundred  and  twenty-five  per  cent.,  under  the  mini- 
mum system— a  system,  than  which  nothing  is  better 
calculated  to  deceive  and  mislead — a  system  wliich  is  gra- 
duated upon  the  false  principle  of  imposing  a  slighter 
duty  on  luxuries  than  on  necessaries;  which  operates  hea- 
vily enough  in  all  conscience  on  the  rich,  but  which  grinds 
the  poor  into  dust  and  ashes.  Flannel  of  no  quality  can 
be  imported  at  less  than  a  duty  of  forty-five  per  cent.; 
and  if  twenty  per  cent  be  added  for  the  charges  of  im- 
port, the  flannel  makers  are  protected  by  a  bounty  of  from 
sixty-five  to  two  hundred  and  twenty-five  per  cent.  This 
brings  me,  sir,  to  the  Saluda  gap  view  of  this  subject. 
I  would  ask  no  clearer  illustration  of  tlie  operation  of  this 
entire  system,  than  the  trade  between  Kentucky  and 
South  Carolina,  under  the  free  trade  system,  and  this  mis- 
shapen and  deformed  American  system.  South  Carolina, 
under  the  first,  exchanges  with  England  her  products,  at 
their  lowest  point  of  production,  for  English  products, 
at  their  lowest  point  of  fabrication.  Kentucky  carries  on 
the  same  trade  with  South  Carolina,  and  her  supplies  are 
obtained  at  the  lowest  price  also.  The  ability  of  South 
Carolina  to  purchase,  is  limited  only  by  her  wants;  and  Ken- 
tucky finds  the  most  valuable  market  there  for  her  stock. 
The  mercantile  and  navigating  interests  participate  in  the 
advantages  of  this  fiur,  equal,  and  profitable  trade.  Here 
is  the  golden  circle  which  embraces  all,  and  benefits  all. 
But,  sir.  Government  sees  proper  to  interpose,  and  pro- 
hibits the  traffic  between  South  Carolina  and  England, 
except  upon  the  payment  of  extravagant  duties.  What 
is  the  influence  which  this  interference  produces?  South 
Carolina  has  to  give  for  the  articles,  under  an  average  duty 
of  fifty  per  cent.,  twice  as  much  as  under  the  free 
trade  system,  and  so  does  Kentucky;  while  her  ability  to 
carry  on  the  trade  with  Kentucky  is  necessarily  dimin- 
ished one-half.  Has  not  this  state  of  things  operated  most 
injuriously  to  both?  and  has  not  Kentucky  sacrificed  the 
one-half  of  a  valuable  market?  Sir,  the  same  reasoning 
applies  to  any  new  market  which  may  be  opened  to  her, 
and  affects,  to  the  same  deleterious  extent,  her  trade  with 
all  the  South.  The  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Ciat]  drew 
us  a  humorous  picture  of  the  Kentuckian  wending  his 
way  to  Charleston  on  the  Lord's  day,  with  a  turkey  under 
his  arm,  to  purchase  of  some  rich  nahob  a  yard  of*^  flannel 
for  his  wife  and  children.  Cerlainly  nothing  could  be 
more  ridiculous  than  the  figure  the  Kentuckian  would  cut, 
under  the  influence  of  the  high  duty  system.    Sir,  he 
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would  be  told,  on  reaching  Cbarleston,  that  his  turkey 
would  not  pay  even  the  duty  on  the  yard  of  flannel,  much 
less  purchase  the  flannel  itself. 

But  further.  The  honorable  Senator  was  pleased  to 
taunt  South  Carolina  for  its  resolution  not  to  purchase 
Kentucky  horses,  hogs,  and  cattle.  How  did  it  escape 
the  honorable  Senator,  that  he  was  throwing  ridicule 
upon  bis  favorite  American  system?  Is  it  not,  in  refer- 
ence to  England,  the  same  as  the  South  Carolina  resolves 
in  regard  to  Kentucky?  We  will  not  buy  of  England  at 
the  lowest  price,  but  will  raise  for  ourselves,  cost  what  it 
may.  We  will  not  buy  of  Kentucky  at  her  lowest  price, 
but  will  ruse  our  own  hog^,  horses,  and  cattle,  cost  what 
they  may.  The  parallel  appears  to  me  to  be  perfect;  and 
yet  the  first  is  to  be  sustained,  while  the  last  is  ridiculed. 

'lite  woollen  manufactures  of  this  country  are  sustained 
at  an  annual  expense  of  from  $6,500,000  to  #13,000,000, 
estimating  the  differences  between  the  foreign  and  do- 
mestic prices.  The  correctness  of  these  conclusions  may 
be  tested  by  any  gentleman  who  will  be  at  the  trouble  of 
investigating  the  subject.  The  estimated  quantity  of 
woollens  produced  in  the  United  States,  when  added  to 
the  amount  imported,  will  furnish  the  data.  For  what 
purpose  is  this  exorbitant  tax  imposed?  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  told  us,  from  information  derived  from 
one  who,  for  ten  years,  had  been  engaged  in  the  woollens 
business,  that  he  had  realized  but  a  profit  of  two  per 
cent,  for  ten  years;  and  the  Senator,  with  emphasis,  told 
us  that  it  was  not  two  per  cent,  per  annum,  but  two  per 
cent,  for  ten  years.  Now,  sir,  can  any  thing  be  more 
preposterous,  than  the  levying  of  those  high  exactions 
for  the  support  of  a  concern  so  absolutely  hopeless?  How 
can  capital  be  more  unprofitably  invested?  The  truth  is, 
that  the  effort  is  made  to  overstep  centuries — to  convert, 
by  political  nostrums,  a  youthfiil  nation  into  one  of  (wo 
thousand  years'  standing. 

i  cannot  take  leave  of  this  subject,  without  giving  to 
the  Senate  an  occurrence  which  took  place  in  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance.  When  we  came  to  uie  article  of  negro 
clothing,  the  venerable  chairman  [Mr.  Smith]  proposed 
a  reduction  of  the  duty  to  twenty-five  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
rem. I  inquired  whether  any  negro  clothing  was  manu- 
factured in  the  United  States,  and  was  answered  that 
nothing  specifically  such  was  made.  I  urged,  then,  a 
total  abolition  of  the  duty — represented  that  it  would  be 
kindly  taken  by  the  South,  and  would  go  far  to  produce 
harmony.  I  was  answered  by  the  Senator  from  New 
York,  [Mr.  Makci,]  that  there  was  a  manufacturer  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  with  whom  he  had  conversed  on  that 
subject,  and  from  him  be  had  leai-ned  that  he  was  about 
to  manufiu;ture  something  out  of  coarse  cotton  to  answer 
the  purpose,  and  tliat  he  had  samples  of  the  intended 
manufacture  with  him.  I  desired  that  they  might  be 
shown  to  me,  and  they  were  accordingly  produced  the 
next  morning;  and  here  they  are,  sir.  [Mr.  T.  here  ex- 
hibited two  samples  resembling  corduroy,  the  one  ribbed 
and  the  other  plaui,  which  were  handed  about  the  Senate.  ] 
I  desire  Senators  to  examine  it  for  tbemiselves,  and  to  say 
whether  this  mere  holiday  stuff,  not  fit  even  to  be  worn 
on  a  holiday  in  the  month  of  November,  would  be  accepted 
by  them  as  a  substitute  for  the  close,  thick,  warm  article 
which  was  formerly  imported,  and  in  which  the  laborers 
of  the  South  were  formerly  clothed;  I  say  formerly,  for 
the  importation  has  ceased,  because  of  the  high  duty 
system.  The  landholder  of  the  South  is  subjected  to  the 
necessity  of  procuring  any  thing  he  can  pick  up,  in  order 
to  clothe  his  slaves;  and  now  we  are  to  be  put  off  with 
this  miserable  substitute  at  some  distant  day  when  this 
about  to  be  manufiictured  article  shall  come  to  be  manu- 
factured. Sir,  I  am  not  choleric  or  rash;  but  I  confess 
that  I  experience  none  of  the  most  quiet  and  peaceable 
sensations  when  I  am  told  that  we  are  to  be  denied  the 
abolition  of  a  duty  on  a  necessary  article,  because  some 


man  in  New  York  nuy  have  taken  it  into  his  head  to  spe. 
ctdate  upon  our  necessities. 

I  have  thus  terminated  the  examination  which  Ilud 
proposed,  and  nothing  remains  but  that  the  aggregate  tu 
on  tliese  four  articles  be  presented.  The  tax  on  du  iron 
alone,  exclusive  of  all  other  taxes  on  iron,  which  would 
nearly  double  it,  is,  -  -  -  -  •  ^,000,000 
On  sugar  and  molasses,  exclusive  of  white,        5,497,000 

On  cotton  fabrics, 9,000,000 

On  woollens, 13,000,000 

Making  an  amount  on  these  four  items,  of  #31,497,000 
From  which,  if  you  deduct  one-tliird  for  possible  erron, 
you  liave  upwards  of  #20,000,000  annually  levied  mtke 
industry  of  the  country.  1  have  neither  time  nor  strengtli 
to  enter  further  into  the  ai'cana  of  this  system.  1  trill 
content  myself  by  reading  an  extract  which  has  been  fu^  | 
nished  me  by  a  friend,  on  the  subject  of  British  taiatiog, 
and,  as  I  proceed.  Senators  can  make  the  iq>plication  to 
our  own  condition.  "  The  m^nitude  and  severity  of 
taxation  may  be  illustrated  by  a  few  comparative  fiuti. 
The  gin  and  whiskey  that  exhilarate  John  Bull,  yield  t 
sum  to  the  Government  equal  to  the  revenue  of  the  Spu- 
ish  monarchy.  The  tax  levied  on  beer  which  slakes  his 
thirst,  is  equal  to  the  revenue  of  Bavaria.  He  pap  ai 
much  on  tlie  tea  that  refreshes  his  wife,  as  Francis  I  dran 
from  6,000,000  Neapolitans;  as  ipuch  on  the  tobacco 
which  gratifies  his  appetite,  as  -4,000,000  Italians  pa}'ts 
Charles  Felix;  as  much  for  the  soap  which  nsliei  hit 
hands,  as  suffices  to  support  the  Pope  with  all  lib  loldien 
and  retinue;  and  flttr  the  privilege  of  having  daylight  is  , 
his  house,  as  would  fill  the  coffers  of  the  King  of  Hals' 
burg.  And  finally,  the  taxes  levied  on  his  thirst  alone,  . 
as  it  variously  inclines  to  brandy,  rum,  whiskey,  beer,  a 
wine,  exceeds  tlie  money  paid  by  50,000,000  Russians  ftr 
the  benefit  of  paternal  dcspoUsm."  How  rapidly  ire  ite 
imitating  this  blessed  example,  I  leave  to  others  to  decide. 
We  are  nevertheless  told  that  no  relief  will  be  afibrd- 
ed;  that  the  protective  system  will  be  sustained.  If  a 
man  can  see  the  limit,  in  point  of  time,  to  his  aufieriiigv 
he  braces  himself  up,  and  composedly  awaits  the  arriTal 
of  tlie  period  when  his  sufferings  shall  cease.  The  Soutk 
has  endured  this  system  patiently  for  fifteen  years.  To 
this  day  she  has  looked  with  all  the  eagerness  which  hope 
and  confidence  inspires;  and  now,  when  the  wants  of  the 
Government  are  gone,  she  is  still  told  tliat  this  iron  ajfrtem 
will  not  be  relaxed.  When,  then,  will  the  anticipations 
of  its  friends  be  realized,  and  an  equality  of  price  be  es- 
tablished between  the  fabrics  of  this  country  and  foreigs 
fiibrics?  The  answer  must  be,  when  we  shall  have  attsiiwi 
a  maximum  of  population  equal  to  that  of  Engl«i»- 
Then,  and  then  only,  will  tins  end  be  brought  about- 
Run  the  contrast,  Mr.  President,  between  the  situation" 
the  two  countries.  Go  with  me  to  the  map  of  this  Union 
and  its  territories,  and  tell  me  when,  in  the  current  of 
time,  our  population  will  become  as  dense  as  tint  of  Eng* 
land;  when  shall  our  countless  and  immeasurable  wilder- 
ness be  threaded?  The  tide  of  population  has  notyrt 
reached  the  foot  of  the  Rocky  Mountains;  and  when  sjiiB 
arrive  the  time  when  it  shall  overcome  those  mountains, 
and  flow  to  the  shores  of  the  mighty  Pacific?  Here  is 
spread  out  before  us  a  region  capable  of  containing  a  po- 
pulation of  200,000,000  souls,  at  which  distant  and  on- 
ascertainable  day  labor  will  be  reduced  tp  the  necessity 
of  taking  the  wages  which  it  now  breathes  on  in  EurW«- 
[He  here  read  from  a  newspaper  the  following:  "Tl« 
Paris  papers  announce  the  complete  restoration  of  tran- 
quillity at  Lyons.  The  only  question  now  is,  hoir  tbe 
starving  workmen  are  to  be  provided  for.  In  a  prirtte 
letter,  it  is  stated  that  more  than  one-tliird  of  tbe  work- 
men are  without  any  employment  at  all,  and  that  tne 
other  two-thirds  do  not  earn  more  than  leven  to  ten 
pence  a  day."]     Sir,  wc  hear  much  talk  about  cokmizinj 
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the  free  bkcks  of  this  country,  with  which  this  Govern- 
nent  his  nothing  more  to  do  than  with  the  inhabitants  of 
Siberii,  without  a  previous  amendment  of  the  constitu- 
wxi;  bat  what  do  we  see  in  Great  Britain?  Every  expe- 
&ii<  ii  resorted  to,  which  human  ingenuity  can  devise, 
«>  ^  rid  of  the  starvinr  whites^  and  if  a  new  labor-sav- 
ing machine  is  introduced,  it  is  the  sl|^al  of  riot  and  con- 
finion.  When,  then,  will  labor  be  content  with  the  scanty 
■ma  in  this  country  that  it  is  across  the  Atlantic  ?  For 
satil  the  great  operative,  man,  shall  be  content  to  earn 
bat  barelif  enough  to  keep  body  and  soul  together,  pro- 
ductionhere  cannot  rival,  in  cheapness,  European  produc- 
tion. Win  not  America  realize  Dr.  Franklin's  tale  of  the 
btiy  sad  the  whistle?  After  all  the  noise  which  is  made 
about  borne  hidustry,  shall  we  not  pay  too  much  for  the 
whijtie? 

I  h»Te  aid  that  the  effort  is  made  to  overstep  centuries; 
tg  idnnce  from  in&ncy  to  old  age,  without  waiting  for 
tbe  due  course  of  nature.  This  is  not  the  first  effort  of 
tkisiort  which  has  been  made  in  this  country:  a  similar 
tftrt  was  made  in  Virginia  in  the  year  1661.  The  colo- 
listt,  whose  settlements  had  not  spread  more  than  fitly 
ailes  in  any  direction  from  Jamestown,  resolved  to  adopt 
Ike  ilk  culture;  and  the  Government,  impelled,  no  doubt, 
br  the  doquence  of  some  vise  politician,  who  sought  to 
iw>l  Henry  IV  of  France,  by  introducing  the  silkworm 
itto  Virginia,  as  Henry  had  done  in  France,  held  out  strong 
:  iniueeiDents,  in  the  form  of  bounties,  for  the  planting  of  the 
.  ■ulbeiry  and  the  culture  of  silk.  For  a  time  all  went  on 
nriminingly — large  orchards  were  planted;  and,  upon  the 
j  amaneiation  of  the  fact,  that  the  then  monarch  of  Eng- 
:  lad  had  appeared  in  public,  dressed  in  a  fiill  suit  of  Vir- 
{iinsiUc,  yoa  can  well  imagine  the  spirit  of  pride  and  ex- 
tdutim  which  pervaded  the  colony.  But  the  Government 
WT  soon  had  the  wisdom  to  see  that  nature  was  wiser 
tbui  man;  that  she  beckoned  the  settlers  to  the  wilder- 
Dea,  and  admonished  them  that  the  most  ready  mode  of 
enriching  themselves,  and  benefiting  posterity,  was  to 
cMquer  and  subdue  the  earth,  and,  from  that  great  labo- 
ntoty,  to  extract  not  only  the  necessaries,  but  the  luxuries 
oflifc.  Maiqrofthe  mulberry  trees,  then  planted,  still 
otistin  the  neighborhood  of  Williamsburg,  and  the  wind, 
•sit  sighs  through  their  decayed  branches,  speaks,  in  plain 
ud  intelligible  laagoage,  of  the  impotence  and  folly  of  all 
hwiaa  poh'cy  which  is  attempted  to  be  set  up  in  opposi- 
OMi  to  the  decrees  of  nature.  My  honorable  friend  in  my 
fjt  [Mr.  CoKi]  has  often  looked  upon  these  monuments 
Mbj-jone  times,  and  has,  no  doubt,  regarded  them  with 
angled  emotions  of  regret  and  ridicule — regret,  that  our 
MtMBoa  ancestors  sliould  have  been  deaf  to  the  admoni- 
tiow  of  wisdom;  and  ridicule,  at  the  puny  and  abortive 
fffort  which  they  made.  Shall  we  not  lay  this  thing  to 
w  hearts,  and  profit  by  it?  Sir,  what  is  the  condition  of 
the  Cnted  States?  and  in  what  does  that  situation  differ 
fjoia  Virginia,  when  she  made  the  experiment  of  which  I 
ist^oken?  Is  the  wilderness  reclaimed?  Is  the  earth 
"hind?  I  need  not  repeat  what  I  have  already  said  upon 
•hesibject,  when  enga^d  in  another  branch  of  the  in- 
^•7;  But  if  the  situation  of  the  old  Sutes  is  different, 
»li»t  iithe  difference  between  the  colony  at  Jamestown, 
«1661,  and  the  States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri? 
IVre,  they  are  in  the  midst  of  a  wi  derness — a  virgin  and 
"rtlesoil  inviting  them  to  reclaim  it;  and  yet  these  States 
"<  uniting  in  support  of  this  American  system,  and  agree 
toluthe  very  axe  with  which  tlie  forest  is  to  be  felled, 
*'i  the  spade  and  plough  with  which  the  earth  is  to  be 
oiitirated. 

So  one  doobts  but  that  the  silk  culture  might  have  been 
™wd  if  Government  had  persevered  in  bestowing  boun- 
"^  tnd  JO  might  the  culture  of  any  thing  else.  If  our 
»»«  men  should  conclude  that  the  raising  of  pineapples 
JWU  contribute  to  the  encouragement  of  American  in- 
"«trj  %n\  American  wealth,    they   could   undoubtedly 


succeed.  Only  offer  sufficient  inducements,  and  the  shut* 
tie  and  the  loom  would  be  abandoned  for  the  hothouse.  It 
would  come  recommended  for  adoption  and  support  by 
all  the  connderations  which  lead  to  the  advocacy  of  the 
American  system — ^independence  of  foreign  nations.  And 
why  not  be  independent  of  other  nations  in  our  supply  of 
tropical  fruits,  as  well  as  in  the  article  of  broadcloth? 
The  pineapple  system  might  be  found,  however,  to  cost 
too  much;  an^  tlien,  if  the  Government  sought  to  get  rid 
of  it,  our  ears  would  be  deafened,  as  they  now  are,  with 
the  cries  of  pliglited  faith,  public  honor,  and  I  know  not 
what.  Our  doors  would  be  besieged,  as  they  now  are, 
by  the  adventurers  of  fortune;  and  if  we  from  the  South 
ventured  to  urge  tite  propriety  of  modifying  or  abolishing 
the  system,  we  should  no  doubt  be  told  that  we  were  the 
advocates  of  a  policy  which  would  recolonize  America. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  was  undoubted- 
ly right  in  the  prediction  in  which  he  indulged  when  this 
system  was  first  introduced.  He  told  us  that  he  had  then 
foretold  the  speedy  accession  of  States  to  its  advocacy. 
He  was  certainly  correct.  Massachusetts,  I  well  remem- 
ber, gave  but  a  single  vote  in  favor  of  it  in  1820.  I  think 
the  member  who  gave  tlut  vote  came  from  Boston,  and 
was,  for  that  vote,  discarded  by  his  constituents.  Let  jus- 
tice be  done  to  New  England;  she  stood  out  manfully  against 
it  until  after  1824.  To  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  aid- 
ed by  the  West,  are  we  mainly  indebted  for  this  policy. 
But  I  put  it  to  the  candor  of  Senators  representing  here 
the  New  States,  to  say  if  they  do  not  recognise  in  our  ar- 
guments similar  arguments  to  those  which  they  formerly 
urged.  And  I,  moreover,  submit  to  tliem,  witliout  in- 
tending the  slightest  disrespect,  whether  thef  have  not 
become  the  advocates  of  this  system,  more  from  the  fact 
that  their  States  have  became  interested  in  and  under  it, 
than  from  the  conviction  that  the  views  which  they  former- 
ly urged  were  unfounded  and  erroneous.  I  make  a  simi- 
lar appeal  to  the  Senators  from  Louisiana,  and  of  them  I 
ask,  without  intending  to  offend,  whether,  if  the  duty  on 
sugar  had  not  been  imposed,  they  would  not  have  perse- 
vered in  that  line  of  opposition  which  formerly  drew  upon 
them  the  censures  of  Mr.  Carey  and  Mr.  Niles.  Sir,  th!» 
system  is  calculated  to  win  by  high  rewards,  rather  than 
by  conviction.  It  elevates  the  money  principle  above  the 
influence  of  moral  and  just  political  causes.  It  appeals  to 
the  motives  of  self-interest,  m  placeofthose  high  and  lofty 
motives  which  should  alone  control,  and  it  appeals  not  in 
vain.  Sir,  this  money  principle  was  actively  put  in  mo- 
tion, when,  I  will  not  say,  and  brouglrt  to  bear  on  the 
large  and  fertile  county  of  Shenandoah,  which  is  repre- 
sented in  the  other  House  by  my  excellent  friend,  now 
before  me,  [Mr.  AiLiir.]  A  national  road  was  spoken  of, 
to  run  through  tliat  county;  and  numerous  sun-eys  were 
accordingly  made.  The  engineers  were  almost  as  fami- 
liar in  the  houses  of  the  citizens  as  their  household  gods; 
and  tlie  road  was  to  be  laid  out  so  as  to  run  by  every  man's 
door.  But  I  say  it,  with  pride  and  with  pleasure,  that 
the  inhabitants  of  that  great  valley  county  could  not  be 
made  to  yield  their  principles;  and  while  they  were  ready 
to  admit  that  a  good  road  was  a  good  tUing,  they  never- 
theless esteemed  the  preservation  of  the  constitution  as  a 
better  thing  still.  Honey,  however,  has  been  properly 
said  to  be  the  key  to  unlock  the  strongest  fortress;  and, 
sir,  it  is  but  too  apt  to  prostrate  and  destroy  all  that  is 
pure  and  virtuous  in  the  heart  of  man;  it  paves  the  way 
to  the  overthrow  of  republics,  and  buries  in  ruin  temples 
erected  to  liberty.  Man  cannot  worship  God  and  mam- 
mon; and  if  you  would  preserve  the  political  temple  pure 
and  undefiled,  it  can  only  be  done  by  expelling  the  money 
changers,  and  getting  back  to  the  worship  of  our  fathers. 

Here  Mr.  TYLER,  it  being  at  a  late  hour,  gave  way 
to  a  motion  to  adjourn,  and  the  Senate  adjourned  to  Mon- 
day. 

On  Tiieschiy  following  Mr.  TYI.F.R  restMned  his  argu- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


359 

GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 

360 

Sesatb.] 

neThriff. 

[Fkb.  10,  1832. 

tnent  He  began  by  apologizing  to  the  Senate  for  the 
time  which,  he  feared,  he  had  so  unprofitably  consumed. 
The  Senate  was  witness  to  the  infirmity  under  which  he 
had  risen  to  address  it.  Their  kind  indulgence  to  him, 
under  such  circumstances,  had  sunk  deep  into  liis  heart. 
He  searched  his  heart  to  ascertain  whether  he  could  find 
lurking  within  it  any  feeling  of  selfishness  or  of  party;  and, 
after  the  most  careful  examination,  be  could  find  nothing 
oftliesort.  He  was  compelled  to  enter  into  this  discus- 
sion, and  now  to  continue  it,  exclusively  from  a  sense  of 
duty  to  the  country.  Least  of  all  havi  I  been  influenced 
by  any  vun  or  idle  conceit  that  I  could  enter  the  lists  suc- 
cessfully with  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I 
have  only  sought  to  break  the  deep  spell  of  his  enchant- 
ment; and,  if  justice  and  equality  in  the  operations  of 
Government  are  not  mere  empty  and  unmeaning  terms, 
I  flatter  myself  that  I  have  not  been  wholly  unsuccessful. 
What  party  purpose  am  I  subserving?  With  what  party 
am  I  allied  on  this  question?  Where,  sir,  is  the  great  do- 
minant party  of  the  country — the  Jackson  party?  Its 
ligaments  arc  torn  asunder  on  this  great  and  vital  question; 
and  the  members  of  that  party,  on  this,  floor,  from  this 
side  of  the  Potomac,  with,  I  believe,  but  two  exceptions, 
are  found  under  the  outspread  banner  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  who  wields  an  influence  over  the 
legislation  of  Congress,  asl  verily  believe,  more  power- 
ful and  more  controlling  than  any  other  man,  or  set  of  men, 
in  this  country,  the  manufacturers,  and  they  alone,  except- 
ed. We,  from  the  South,  look  in  vain  for  our  allies;  we 
are  thrown  upon  our  own  unaided  resources;  and  yet,  sir, 
I  would  have  you  set  it  down  in  your  note-book,  and  let 
the  historian  presert'e  a  faithful  record  of  the  fact,  that  if 
a  Senator  from  Virginia,  however  high  the  obligations  of 
public  duty  may  be  which  impel  him,  votes  against  a 
nomination  to  office,  or  differs  from  tiie  administration 
on  any  question,  no  matter  what  may  be  his  reasons,  the 
welkin  is  made  to  ring  with  loud  notes  of  condemnation, 
and  the  whole  pack  are  let  loose  full-mouthed  at  his  heels. 
Where  are  those  public  sentinels  now,  sir'  What  has  be- 
come of  their  sleepless  vigilance?  Where  now  their  high 
regard  for  the  good  of  the  country?  Are  they  asleep  upon 
their  posts,  amidst  "the  rocking  of  these  battlements'" 
And  will  they  not  arouse  themselves  on  a  question  so  vital 
and  absorbing  as  the  present — a  question  which,  without 
a  metaphor,  may  be  regarded  as  big  with  the  fate  of  this 
republic? 

When  I  finished  the  other  day,  I  was  commenting  on  a 
remark  which  had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clat,]  in  reference  to  the  advance  whichthis  sys; 
tern  had  made.  I  appealed  to  Senators  to  say  if  they  had 
become  converts  from  conviction  that  the  arguments  they 
had  opposed  to  it  formerly  were  unfounded;  or  whether 
their  conversion  had  not  been  brought  about  by  the  all- 
powerful  and  controlling  circumstance  that  the  States 
which  they  represented  had  become  interested  in  the 
measure.  I  appealed  to  them  then,  as  I  now  do,  to  know 
whether  they  did  not  recognise  in  our  arguments  those  on 
which  they  formerly  relied.  I  did  this,  sir,  in  no  taunting 
spirit.  My  object  was  to  induce  them  to  re-weigh  their 
arguments;  to  review  the  ground  which  they  formerly 
occupied;  and  then  to  inquire  whether  they  would  unite 
in  the  cry  against  the  complaining  and  rebellious  South. 
There  were  some  speeches  delivered  in  Congi'ess  and 
elsewhere,  which  were  considered  conclusive;  one,  in  par- 
ticular, raised  the  gentleman  who  delivered  it  high  in 
Southern  esteem.  Could  that  gentleman  have  heard  with 
what  praise  bis  name  was  pronounced;  could  he  have  wit- 
nessed the  pleasure  that  beamed  from  almost  every  eye, 
when  tliat  great  effort  in  the  cause  of  his  coimtry  was 
spoken  of,  his  heart  would  have  thrilled  with  a  sensation 
of  more  value  than  the  possession  of  empires.  He  looked 
to  the  whole  country,  bound  in  no  manacles  of  sectional 
interest;  ho  pryed  deeply  into  the  future,  and  ti'ied  to 


avert  the  dissensions  which  now  so  unhappily  exist  Iby 
we  not  now  appeal,  witli  some  degi-ee  of  expectation,  to 
that  honorable  gentleman,  now  a  Senator  on  this  floor, 
[Mr.  Webstku,]  and  his  colleagues  from  the  East,  to  staad 
forth  as  the  arbiters  of  this  question — to  cast  off,  as  far  u 
they  cai),  the  manacles  of  sectional  interests,  and  to  come 
to  the  succor  of  tlie  country? 

You  have  been  told,  Mr.  President,that  Vlr^nia  was  com- 
ing into  the  advocacy  of  this  system,  and  that  her  conver- 
sion would  take  place  in  seven  years.  Let  no  man  *'  Uy 
this  flattering  unction  to  bis  soul."  Her  opnstancy  and 
perseverance  have  been  tested  by  another  branch  of  this 
system — one  which  deeply  addressed  itself  to  herinterett; 
and  yet  she  has  resisted  it,  and  her  resistance  continues 
unabated.  The  honorable  Senator  is  well  aware  that  do 
State  in  this  Union  requires  more  the  advantages  of  good 
roads  and  channels  of  intercommunication.  I  trust,  nmt 
sincerely,  that  her  wants  in  tills  respect  will  be  libeially 
suppHed  out  of  the  exchequer  of  the  State;  but,  sir,  she 
asks  no  boon  attlie  hands  of  this  Government,  and  drprc- 
cates,  above  all  things,  its  interference  in  her  local  aflairs. 
She  may  become  the  advocate  of  this  system,  but  not  until 
she  shall  have  abandoned  tlie  high  political  motives  on 
which  she  has  ever  acted.  When  justice  to  others  shtU 
have  ceased  to  operate  upon  her;  when  she  shall  lure 
elevated  her  petty  and  ephemeral  interests  above  and  over 
the  constitution,  then,  and  not  before,  will  she  be  broken 
into  the  advocacy  of  this  American  system. 

I  know  that  the  effort  is  making  to  sever,  in  sentiment 
and  feeling.  Eastern  and  Western  Virginia.  1  have  the 
firmest  confidence  in  the  wisdom  and  prudence  of  my  fel- 
lowH:itizens,  both  of  the  East  and  West;  and  that  inspire* 
me  with  the  hope  that  all  such  efforts  will  be  unavailing. 
1  have  even  heard  something  said  about  a  division  of  the 
State.  I  have  but  a  single  sentiment  to  express  upon  that 
subject,  and  it  is,  ''  Virginia  now,  and  Virginia  forever." 
I  trust  that  the  jarring  which  will,  as  surely  as  roan  is  man, 
occur  in  all  deliberative  bodies,  and  has  occurred  in  our 
Legislature,  will  pass  off  as  a  summer  cloud,  leaving  in  the 
horizon  no  trace  of  its  existence.  Upon  this  larin  qiu* 
tioii,  sir,  there  can  be  no  division  of  feeling  marked  out  by 
geographical  lines.  The  exactions  levied  on  the  industry 
of  the  West  are  as  great  in  their  oppression  as  those  leried 
on  the  East.  Whether  produce  consist  in  tobacco,  wlie«t> 
cotton,  or  stock,  the  articles  of  consumption  cometoesch 
equally  taxed,  under  ilie  additional  disadvantage  to  the 
West,  that  inasmuch  as  the  Atlantic  country  is  their  prin- 
cipal market,  whatever  is  calculated  to  impoverish  tb^t 
market,  must  inevitably  affect  Western  industry.  The 
reasoning  which  I  have  before  employed  in  regard  to 
the  trade  between  Kentucky  and  South  Carolina,  appliw 
in  full  force  to  Western  and  Eastern  Virginia.  I  need  not 
express  the  obligations  of  gratitude  under  which  I  lie  *» 
Western  Virginia  for  the  elevation,  in  the  public  eje, 
which  I  have,  from  time  to  time,  experienced.  I  can  never 
so  far  forget  myself  as  to  hesitate  in  espousing  her  inte. 
rests;  but,  in  my  honest  opinion,  this  protective  system  i« 
at  war  with  the  interests  of  all  Virginia,  both  Eastern  and 
Western;  and  it  is  due  to  myself^that  I  shoukl  have  ex- 
pressed my  opinions  honestly,  and,  therefore,  fearlessly, 
upon  it. 

If  you  can  go  into  tlie  interior  of  a  State,  and  look  into 
the  employments  ofhercitizens—to  bestow  favors  on  some, 

and  lay  exactions  on  otliers — what  can  younotdo?  Where 
IS  the  limit  to  tlie  power  of  this  Government?  Von  pV 
domiciliai-y  visits.  You  find  the  owner  of  tlie  house 
dressed  in  English  broadcloth,  and  you  prescribe  iU  usf. 
under  tlie  penalty  of  heavy  taxes.  You  glance  at  the  wui- 
dow,  and  the  light  is  admitted  through  glass  imported 
from  abroad;  your  patriotism  is  immediately  kindled,  Ma 
its  use  is  also  proscribed  under  similar  penalties.  Hu 
family  is  clothed  in  cambrics,  and  cottons,  and  calicoes. 
from  abroad,  and  straightway  your  patriotic  fervor  boiU 
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over.  Not  oootent  with  this,  you  range  over  his  farm; 
the  plough,  tlie  hoe,  the  axe,  the  spade,  arrest  youratten- 
6ao,  aU  made  of  English  iron,  and  he  is  startled  with  a 
direful  cry,  and  to  his  astonishment  he  is  informed  that  he 
is  pursuing  a  course  which  will  recolonize  America.  Let 
gentlemen  carry  out  this  system,  and  where  is  it  to  end? 
Suppose  that  Government  should  conclude  that  the  wear- 
ing of  American  wigs  would  be  highly  conducive  to 
puUilic  prosperity,  and  should  lay  a  heavy  lax  on  every 
man  who  should  not  wear  a  wig;  would  it  not  be  in  keeping 
with  the  rest  of  the  system?  Sir,  I  cannot  conceive  of 
any  thing  which  the  wit  of  man  can  devise,  so  full  of  incon- 
gruities^ not  to  say  absurdities. 

Uy  honorable  friend  from  South  Carolina,  in  the  course  of 
his  ii>te  argument,  attempted  to  show,  and  I  must  think  he 
fully  succeeded,  that  a  duty  of  fifty  per  cent,  subducted 
from  the  producer  the  benefit  of  one-half  of  his  export. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  however,  pronounced  him  mis- 
taken, and  periled  his  life  upon  the  issue.  Ue  inquired, 
in  a  triumphant  tone,  bow  this  could  be  possible,  unless 
the  Senate  came  to  the  conclusion  that  a  duty  of  one  hun- 
dred aod  fifty  per  cent,  nut  only  absorbed  the  whole  value 
of  Uie  export,  but,  moreover,  brought  tlie  farmer  fifty 
per  cent,  in  debt.  The  error  of  tlie  honorable  Senator 
[Mr.  Clai]  consi&ts  in  his  taking  off  tlic  duty,  instead  of 
iaying  it  on.  To  take  one  hundred  and  fifty  from  one 
hundred,  would  puzzle  arithmetic;  but,  sir,  the  case  is 
this.  If  the  farmer  exports  one  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  tobacco,  corn,  or  cotton,  he  would  excliange  but  fifty 
dollars  of  his  export  in  articles  subject  to  a  duty  of  one 
hundred  per  cent.,  and  would  bring  home  fif^y  dollars  in 
cash  to  meet  the  duty,  which  would  make  him  obviously 
the  loser  to  tlie  amount  of  one-half  of  his  export.  But, 
take  ail  axtide  subject  to  a  duty  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
per  cent — ^iron,  for  example.  One  thousand  dollars  worth 
of  produce  is  exported  to  England,  the  shipment  being 
made  with  a  view  to  purchase  iron.  The  exporter  would 
be  compelled  to  purchase  but  four  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  iron,  ajid  tu  bring  home  with  him  six  hundred  in  money 
In  order  to  meet  the  duty  exacted  here.  Can  ariy  thing  serve 
more  clejo-Iy  to  iliusti-ate  the  magnitude  of  tliis  oppression, 
thaa  the  very  case  which  I  have  taken?  And  does  not 
the  same  result  take  place  if  he  exchanges  with  the  Ameri- 
can manufacturer?  Remember,  sir,  that  the  duty  enters 
into  the  price,  and  the  same  quantity  of  produce  will 
therefore  procure  but  the  same  quantity  of  iron  at  home 
or  abroad.  Is  not,  then,  the  argument  of  my  honorable 
friend  from  South  Carolina  fully  sustained'  If  so,  I  can 
but  recommend  to  my  honorable  friend  the  exercise  of  the 
spirit  of  clemency  towards  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
He  has  forfeited  a  high  stake,  and  I  trust  that  the  forfeit, 
ore  wUl  be  remitted  witliout  hesitation. 

The  honorable  Senator  has  attempted  to  convince  us  of 
the  importance  of  the  home  market  to  the  cotton  growers. 
This  view  is,  if  possible,  more  deceptive  than  the  home 
market  for  grain,  produced  by  this  system.  It  proceeds 
upon  the  supposition  that  it  requires  more  cotton  goods 
to  supply  our  consumption,  when  manufactured  here,  than 
ia  fogiand — a  fallacy  so  obvious,  titat  it  requires  no  argu- 
ment to  refute  it.  The  same  view  would  be  equally  un- 
sound when  applied  to  tlie  supply  of  tlie  world.  To  the  cot- 
ion  grower  it  must  be  evera  matter  of  perfect  indifference, 
all  things  being  equal,  whether  one  country  or  more  sup- 
plies the  world  in  cotton  fabrics.  But  a  certain  quantity 
of  cotton  is  required  for  that  supply;  and  the  demand 
is  the  same  to  the  extent  of  that  quantity,  no  matter  what 
nation  may  deal  out  the  supply.  1  do  not  mean  to  deny 
but  that  he  might  be  benefited  by  multiplying  his  markets, 
provided  he  carried  on  a  barter  on  principles  of  equality 
with  all.  But,  sir,  suppose  two  nations  to  be  his  customers, 
and  he  their  customer.  Take  England  and  France,  for 
example.  Now,  so  long  as  he  procures  from  France,  in 
exchange  for  bis  cotton,  the  same  quantity  of  articlesas  he 


obtains  from  England,  it  is  obvious  that  he  drives  an 
equally  advantageous  trade  with  both;  but  suppose  that 
France  raises  the  price  of  her  broadclotlis  and  other 
manufactures,  and  demands  double  the  price  tliat  Eng- 
land requires^  would  the  cotton  planter  continue  to  ex- 
change with  France  for  a  single  day?  No,  sir;  not  an 
hour.  It  he  did,  he  would  soon  realize  the  effect  of  selling 
cheap  and  buying  dear,  in  the  utter  ruin  which  would  over- 
take him;  and  I  ask  if  such  would  not  be  the  effect  upon 
the  trade  to  the  Nortliern  States  if  the  ports  were  opened. 
Would  we  exchange  our  cotton,  tobacco,  corn,  flour,  rice, 
pork,  and  beef,  for  iron,  at  ninety  dollars  the  ton,  when 
we  could  exchange  with  England  for  her  iron  at  twenty- 
five  the  ton?  Or,  would  such  exchanges  be  carried  on 
for  other  articles  under  similar  disadvantages?  The  com- 
mon sense  of  every  man  would  answer  the  question  in  the 
negative. 

1  come  now,  ilr.  President,  to  analyze  the  argument  of 
the  honorable  Senator,  on  which  he  planted  himself  witli 
so  much  confidence,  viz.  that  the  tariff  bad  been  tlie  cause 
of  a  reduction  in  prices.  1  have  already,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, answered  this  by  the  analysis  bito  which  I  Imve  gone 
on  the  subject  of  iron,  woollens,  cottons,  and  sugar.  That 
there  has  been  a  diminution  in  foreign  prices,  and  in  some 
instances  in  home  prices,  1  do  not  mean  to  deny.  But 
that  is  not  the  question.  The  real  question,  and  the  one 
of  deep  and  absorbing  interest,  is,  whether  home  prices 
have  fallen  to  the  same  common  level  with  the  prices  of 
husbandry,  and  with  foreign  prices.  That  they  have  not, 
has  been  made  sufficiently  obvious.  It  is  an  argument 
against  every  day's  experience.  Take  any  one  article, 
for  instance,  the  article  of  wine,  and  prohibit  the  impor- 
tation of  it,  and  every  body  knows  that  the  effect  would 
be  instantaneous  in  advancing  the  price.  Now,  sir,  a  par- 
tial exclusion  by  high  duties  produces,  as  far  as  it  goes, 
similar  eliects.  The  fact  is,  tliat  the  tarifl'  has  produced 
tlie  very  opposite  effect  from  tliat  contended  for.  While 
every  tiling  has  fidlen  in  Europe  to  the  minimum  price  of 
production,  the  tariff  interposes,  and  prevents  the  same 
effect  here.  Thus  wliile  sugar  has  fallen  in  tlie  islands 
from  fourteen  cents  to  oneaiid  a  half,  it  is  here  upheld  by 
the  tariff  at  from  six  to  nine,  and  otiier  ai-lic1es  are  simi- 
larly circumstanced.  The  law  of  price  operates  uniformly 
throughout  the  world,  and,  unless  obstacles  are  interposed 
by  Government,  will  find  its  level  with  as  much  certainty 
as  that  the  mountain  stream  wdl  continue  to  flow  on  until 
it  attains  the  level  of  the  ocean.  The  honorable  Senator 
might  have  found,  in  tlie  state  of  the  currency,  the  true 
cause  for  the  reduction  of  jirices,  both  at  home  and  broad. 
In  1816,  the  redundancy  of  the  circulating  medium  in  this 
country  was  estimated  by  Mr.  Crawford,  the  then  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  at  sixty  per  cent,  beyond  the  wants 
of  the  country.  Now,  money  is  like  every  other  article 
in  mai-ket;  wlien  the  supply  exceeds  the  demand,  the  value 
falls;  two  dollars,  if  only  one  be  wanting,  sink  to  the  value 
of  the  one;  and  the  two  will,  therefore,  only  purchase  to 
tlie  amount  of  the  one.  This  creates  a  nominal  price,  in 
contradistinction  to  the  true  price;  and  this  was  our  con- 
dition after  tlie  war  with  England.  Nor  was  this  state  of 
things  confined  to  this  couiiti-y.  1'he  war  wliich  liad  so 
long  desolated  Europe,  produced  there,  also,  a  redun- 
dancy of  circulating  medium.  The  banks  there,  as  ^ere, 
had  to  suspend  specie  payments;  and  the  general  restunp- 
tion  of  specie  payments  occurred  there  at  very  much  the 
same  time  it  did  here.  I'hey  commenced  here  in  the 
year  1816,  to  a  limited  extent,  but  were  not  universally 
resumed  until  1819-'30.  The  resumption  in  England  was 
gradual,  beginning  with  the  one  pound  notes,  and  terminat- 
ing in  a  general  resumption  about  the  year  1824.  Now, 
tlie  tariff  of  1816  imposed  a  duty  equivalent  to  an  average 
of  thirty  per  cent.,  and  this  undoubtedly  aen-ed  to  counter- 
act the  effects  of  a  reduction  of  the  circulating  medium 
to  the  extent  of  the  duty.   I'he  tarttf  law,  in  other  words. 
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opposed  the  tendency  to  reduce  prices  to  an  extent  ecjual 
to  one-half  of  the  redundancy  of  the  circulating^  medium 
when  that  redundancy  was  withdrawn.  It  was  thirty  per 
cent,  opposed  to  sixty.  Nothinf^  of  this  sort  occurred  in 
England,  and,  therefore,  the  withdrawal  from  circtilation 
of  the  excessive  issues  of  bank  paper  was  attended  with 
a  reduction  of  prices  to  the  minimum  point  of  fabrication. 
The  restoration  of  specie  payments  in  England  vta  brought 
■bout  by  slow  degrees;  and  hence  prices  have  been  sink- 
ing lower  and  lower,  from  the  perio<l  at  which  the  small 
notes  were  redeemed,  to  a  period  subsequent  to  the  ge- 
neral resumption  of  specie  payments,  which  was,  com- 
paratively, of  recent  occurrence.  The  augmentation  of 
the  duties  here  in  1824,  and  subsequently  in  1828,  came 
in  aid  of  the  law  of  1816,  and,  as  far  as  governmental 
agency  can  be  employed,  has  accomplished  the  purpose 
of  perpetuating  high  prices  on  domestic  fabrics  to  a 
period  too  distant  for  my  vision  to  reach :  other  causes  for  the 
diminution  of  European  prices  exist  in  tlie  circumstance 
of  numerous  armies  having  been  disbanded,  thereby  mak- 
ing numberless  additions  to  the  operatives  of  foreign  coun- 
tries, which  necessarily  produced  a  reduction  in  the  wages 
of  labor;  and,  furthermore,  by  the  extensive  introduction 
of  improved  machinery.  These  have  been  the  great  causes 
which  have  brought  about  reduced  prices;  but  the  most 
operative  cause  is  to  be  found  in  the  restoration  of  a  sound 
circulating  medium  resting  on  gold  and  silver.  This  mat- 
ter will  be  most  satisfactorily  illustrated  by  a  reference  to 
the  times  of  the  revolution.  Then,  the  circulating  me- 
dium, by  reason  of  excessive  issues  of  paper,  depreciated 
at  the  rate  of  one  thousand  for  one.  Ten  thousand  dol- 
lars were  given  for  a  pair  of  boots^  and  thirty  thousand 
dollars  for  a  coat;  and  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  a  pair 
of  boots  to  ten  dollars,  and  of  a  coat  to  thirty,  which  occur- 
red afler  the  peace,  might,  with  as  much  propriety,  be  as- 
cribed to  the  existing  tariff  as  the  present  reduced  prices. 
The  Senator  bas  accomplished  nothing  by  showing  tliat 
prices  have  undergone  diminution,  unless  be  could  also 
ritow  that  home  prices  have  fallen  to  the  same  point  of  the 
minimum  price  of  production  with  produce  of  all  sorts, 
the  result  of  agricultural  labor,  and  with  foreign  prices  of 
fabricated  articles. 

Nor  does  the  assertion,  that  every  new  tariff  law  has  les- 
sened prices,  rest  on  any  safer  foundation.  The  fact  of  manu- 
factured articles  having  sold  cheaper  for  a  short  time  af^er 
the  enactment  of  the  law  of  1828,  rests  entirely  upon  the 
circumstance  of  the  extravagant  importations  which  were 
made  in  anticipation  of  that  law;  and  the  Senator  may  be 
entitled  to  the  benefit  arising  to  hii  argument  from  the 
merely  fortuitous  circumstance  of  the  reduction  in  the 
price  of  lead,  if  it  can  avail  him  any  thing,  provided  he 
will  explain  to  the  country  the  reason  that  the  same  arti- 
cle is,  at  this  moment,  commanding  «x  cents  per  pound  in 
the  New  York  market,  which  is  twice  the  price  of  the  fo- 
reign article,  thereby  proving,  beyond  all  question,  that 
the  lead  master  is  benefited  in  bw  sales  by  the  whole 
amount  of  the  duty  now  levied,  viz.  three  cents  per  pound. 

But,  nr,  is  not  tlie  argument  that  the  tariff  reduces  home 
prices,  altogether  suicidal?  [Mr.  CLAT  explained.  He 
said  that  he  had  insisted  that  the  tariff*  produced  competi- 
tion, and  that  competition  brought  about  reduction  of 
price}.  ]  I  am  dealing  with  the  reduction  of  prices,  which 
I  had  understood  to  be  asserted  as  immediately  consequent 
on  the  passage  of  every  new  tariff  law;  and  I  was  about 
to  remark,  that  if  such  effects  were  produced,  then,  that 
the  high  duty  qratem  was  a  curse  to  the  manufacturer, 
and  not  a  blessing.  A  proposition,  so  perfectly  plain, 
needs  nothing  to  sustain  it.  It  proves  itself  as  conclu- 
sively as  would  be  done  by  the  most  elaborate  ai-gument. 
In  connexion  with  this,  I  was  also  struck  with  another  re- 
mark of  the  honorable  Senator,  that  a  repeal  of  the  tariff 
laws  would  be  accompanied  by  a  rise  in  tlie  price  of  all 
articles  now  protected.     The  conclusion  from  these  two 


propositions  was  inevitable.  If  your  tariff  reduces  prices, 
and  its  repeal  increases  them,  then,  sir,  if  you  wish  to  for- 
ward  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers,  the  most  ready 
mode  of,  doing  so  is  to  annul  tlie  law.  Competition  doei 
reduce  prices  unquestionably,  but  it  Is  a  free  competition, 
not  a  competition  founded  on  a  monopoly.  Let  England 
repeal  her  corn  laws,  and  admit  tlie  American  into  free 
competition  with  the  English  farmer,  and  the  price  of 
corn  will  materially  fall.  But  the  effect  of  the  monopoly  to 
the  English  corn  grower  is  precisely  of  an  opposite  ten- 
dency. Such  is  the  result,  also,  of  the  monopoly  to  the 
protected  manufactures  in  this  country. 

Anotlier  formidable  evil  is  predicted  to  arise  from  the 
abolition  of  higli  duties — we  are  to  have  ships  without 
cargoes.  In  order  to  refute  this  disastrous  conjecture, 
we  have  but  to  take  a  survey  of  the  past  in  otir  history; 
it  will  teach  us  that  the  navigating  and  commercial  intertit 
has  increased  with  the  increased  productions  of  the  soil: 
that,  in  proportion  as  commerce  has  been  unshackled,  she 
hassprea<l  her  wings,  visited  tlie  most  distant  regions,  and 
returned  "  with  plenty  to  bless  the  land."  Fear  not,  sir, 
that  your  exports  will  ever  swell  to  a  bulk  too  great  fcr 
the  demand  of  the  world.  Natural  causes,  operating  upon 
production,  will  cause  demand  to  increase  with  the  abun- 
dance of  supply.  I  cannot  venture  further  to  elucidate 
this  proposition  before  this  audience;  but  honorable  Sena- 
tors will  take  up  the  proposition,  and  carry  it  out  to  its 
legitimate  conclusion.  Sir,  if  the  honorable  Senator  h>d 
indulged  in  predictions  such  as  those,  in  1790,  when  cot- 
ton was  first  raised  in  the  United  States,  and  had  thrn 
dwelt  upon  the  enormous  addition  to  our  exports,  made 
by  that  article  alone,  and  had  then  anticipated  a  faihire  of 
demand  for  cotton,  he  would  not  have  been  more  mis- 
taken than  time  would  prove  him  to  be  in  relation  to  the 
future.  The  policy  which  he  advocates,  would,  if  carried 
out,  deprive  you  both  of  ships  and  cargoes.  That  policv 
is  to  make  every  thing  at  home — to  become  independent 
of  foreign  nations.  This  leads  to  the  destruction  of  til 
exports  as  well  as  imports.  And  when  we  are  asked  to 
point  out  the  foreign  markets  for  the  productions  of  the 
soil,  I  ask,  in  return,  that  the  foreign  marketsfbrourmann- 
factured  fabrics  shall  be  pointed  out.  Look  wliitherso- 
ever  you  may,  and  your  great  rival  is  already  in  possession 
of  the  market.  Penetrate  into  tlie  Northern  ocean — go  in 
search  of  new  islands  in  the  Pacific — fly  to  the  uttermost 
regions  of  the  earth,  and  English  enterprise  has  been  there 
before  you;  and  the  English  manufacturer  stands  ready  to 
underbid  you.  The  injurious  effects  of  this  policy  are 
already  felt  upon  our  marine. 

[Mr.  T.  here  read  fi^m  Mr.  Lee's  exposition.  No.  viii, 
page  13 :  "Our  tonnage  in  the  foreigfn  trade,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  existing  system,  in  1817,  was  eight  hun- 
dred and  nine  thousand  seven  hundred  and  twenty-four; 
to  which  add  forty-two  per  cent,  for  the  increase,  and  ve 
have  one  million  one  hundred  and  forty-nine  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eight  as  the  tonnage  which  would  pro- 
bably have  been  returned  on  the  3Ist  December,  1839, 
had  we  continued  to  act  on  the  free  trade  policy.  The 
navigation  we  actually  had  in  the  foreign  trade,  according 
to  the  return  of  31st  December,  1829,  was  only  six  hun- 
dred and  fifty  thousand  one  hundred  and  forty-two  tons;" 
thus  exhibiting  a  falling  off  in  the  foreign  tonnage  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand  five  hundred  and  eighty- 
two  tons.  Sir,  the  advocates  of  this  system  are  con- 
stantly boasting  of  the  addition  made  to  our  coasting  ton- 
nage, since  its  adoption. ,  How  stands  the  fictf  We  had, 
in  1817,  of  enrolled  and  licensed  tonnage,  five  hundred 
and  ninety  thousand  one  hundred  and  eighty -nx;  and,  on 
the  31st  December,  1820,  six  hundred  and  ten  thousand 
six  hundred  and  fifty-four  tons.  "  Thus,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  less  than  nine  millions,  in  1817,  we  had  twentj' 
thousand  four  hundred  and  sixty-eight  tons  less  of  coast- 
ing tonnage  than  we  had  in  1829,  with  a  population  of  up- 
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wirds  of  twelre  inillionsi  thus  exhibiting  an  increase  of 
three  and  a  half  per  cent,  for  thirteen  years  of  tlie  most 
bounteous  harrests  that  a  nation  ever  enjoyed.  The  re- 
tonu  for  1S04,  which  was  thirteen  years  prior  to  the 
anti«onimercial  system,  g^ve  three  hundred  and  sixty. 
nioe  thousand  eirht  hundred  and  seventy-three  as  the 
quantity  of  enrolled  and  licensed  tonnag^e,  against  five 
hiradred  and  seventy-one  thousand  foiir  hundred  andfifty- 
eijfattODS  for  1816;  thus  exhibiting  an  increase,  in  thirteen 
years,  of  two  hundred  and  one  tliousand  five  hundred  and 
eighty^ix  tons,  equal  to  fifty-five  per  cent.,  as  tlie  result 
of  the  free  trade  policy  upon  this  interesting  branch  of 
bonness,  employing',  as  it  does,  directly  and  indirectly,  ten 
timetu  n<any  persons  as  are  benefited  by  the  prohibitory 
tad  taxing  system."]  And  yet,  sir,  we  are  to  be  alarmed 
at  the  idea  of  having  ships  without  cargoes,  and  won  to  tlie 
npport  of  this  system  by  the  prospects  of  home  markets. 
I,  for  one,  regard  this  American  system  as  the  deadly 
uns,  withering  and  blighting  every  thing  that  comes 
within  its  influence. 

1  have  made  good  the  proposition  with  which  I  set  out, 
thit,  by  reason  of  this  policy,  while  we  sell  cheap,  we  are 
mide  to  buy  deart  tliat  all  classes  of  the  community,  ex- 
cept the  favored  class,  are  injuriously  affected  by  it;  tliat 
it  is  peculiarly  destructive  to  the  South,  and  is  to  it  an  un- 
mixed pill  of  bitterness. 

Sir,  i  might  have  saved  myself  the  trouble  of  this  in- 
rcstigation,  if  respect  for  the  honorable  Senator  firom  Ken- 
tucky had  not  impelled  me  to  the  undertaking.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  liad  left  us  no  room  to  doubt 
the  end  and  object  of  this  policy.  His  speech,  delivered 
ia  1834,  and  quoted  by  him  during  this  debate,  lias  strip- 
ped the  subject  of  all  its  disguises.  He  dwells  on  the 
niinous  state  of  the  foreign  trade  to  the  Northern  States; 
^leaks  of  its  unequal  operation  upon  the  Union;  dwells, 
vith  marked  emphasis,  on  the  prosperous  condition  of 
the  South;  shows  that  while  the  Southern  States  export- 
ed, in  1834,  twenty-ox  nullion  three  hundred  and  twenty- 
aeren  thousand  three  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars 
vortta  of  produce,  the'  Eastern,  Middle,  and  Western 
States  exjrarted  but  thirteen  million  five  hundred  and 
forty-seven  thousand  dollars  worth;  and  estimates  their 
consumption  beyond  their  imports  at  eleven  million  and 
eighty-one  thousand  two  hnndred  and  sixty  dollars;  and 
then  proceeds:  "  So  that,  under  the  present  system,  the 
grvn-growing  States,  consisting  of  at  least  two-thirds  of 
Ae  population  of  the  Union,  are  compelled  to  take  of  Eu- 
ropean roanufiurtures  to  the  amount  of  twelve  millions  of 
dollars,  that  six  or  seven  States  may  have  the  privilege  of 
sending  remittances  to  pay  for  those  manufactures,  and 
ielting  their  bills  for  the  same  at  an  extravagant  advance, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  wealth  of  the  g^ain-growing 
States  is  Sowing,  in  a  constant  stream,  to  the  States  pro- 
ducing rice,  cotton,  and  tobacco."  He  then  exclaims: 
"Ho»  long  are  we  to  remain  in  this  state  of  vassalage' 
How  long  can  we  remiun  so?  How-long  will  our  patience 
endure'  How  long  our  means  last?  Till  we  understand  our 
true  interests,  rally  our  numbers,  and  count  our  votes." 
Can  any  man  misunderstand  this  language  ?  Here  is  a  for- 
mal declaration  of  war  against  Southern  agriculture.  Our 
exports  must  be  prohibited;  the  fertility  of  our  soil  and 
our  genial  climate  turned  into  a  curse,  with  the  view  of 
turning  back  tlie  stream  which  flowed  from  the  North,  to 
fertilixe  and  enrich  the  South;  and  twelve  millions,  the 
fesult  of  our  industrv,  are  clutched  at  and  grasped  by  the 
Sorth.  [Mr.  DICKERSON  rose  to  explain.  He  said  he 
W  complained  of  the  system  which  prevailed,  which  en- 
riched the  South  and  impoverished  the  North.  ]  What  sys- 
tem* laid  Mr.  T.  Had  we  come  here  to  invoke  the 
aid  of  Government?  Had  we,  through  it,  levied  exactions 
upon  any  part  of  the  Union  ?  Sir,  we  Rved  under  the  sys- 
tem of  nature;  the  Creator  had  given  us  a  warm  sun,  a 
genial  climate,  and  a  productive  soil;  and  our  system  con- 


nsted  in  turning  these  beneficial  advantages  to  their  pro* 
per  account;  and  now  the  fruits  of  our  labor  are  to  be 
wrested  from  us,  to  enrich  a  less  favored  region.  Italy  is 
ag^n  invaded,  and  Brennus  stands  once  more  in  the  capi- 
tal, demanding  for  our  ransom  so  many  millions  of  dollars 
— tossing,  not  a  sword,  but  an  act  of"^  Congress  into  the 
scale.  I  appeal  to  the  colleague  of  the  honorable  Sena- 
tor, to  say  if  he  will  ratify  this  proceeding.  To  him  I 
would  say — quoting  for  my  authority  the  most  excellent 
of  books,  with  which  he  is  familiar — "thou  shalt  not  covet 
thy  nelgrfabor's  go<xls."  I  appeal  to  the  State  of  Rodney 
and  of  Bayard — tothelandof^Penn  and  of  Franklin  I  would 
also  appeal,  but  I  am  silenced  by  a  unanimous  vote  of  her 
Legislature.  Will  the  States  of  Clinton  and  of  TompUn!^ 
of  Hancock  and  of  Adams — will  New  England  ratify  and 
confirm  this  sentence  of  condemnation  which  has  gone 
forth  against  us?  And  if  they  do,  will  the  West,  deeply 
involved,  as  I  verily  believe,  in  tliis  common  cUrse,  keep 
off  from  the  rescue? 

Afler  this,  let  not  the  name  of  Washing^n  be  invoked 
in  support  of  this  policy.  A  majority  of  the  Senate  have 
resolved  upon  removing  his  venerated  remains  from  their 
resting  place,  to  bury  them  in  the  midnight  gloom  of  some 
subterranean  vault  of  this  huge  edifice.  Let  us  the  rather 
manifest  our  veneration  for  his  memory,  by  following  hi* 
precepts.  Attend  to  his  last  bequest  made  to  his  coun- 
trymen: "Harmony,  and  a  liberal  intercourse  with  all  fo- 
reign nations,  are  recommended  by  humanity,  policy,  and 
interest — that  even  our  commercial  policy  should  hold  an 
equal  and  impartial  hand,  neither  seeking  nor  g^nting 
exclusive  preferences  and  favors — consulting  the  natural 
course  of  things— diffusing  and  diversifying,  by  gentle 
means,  the  streams  of  commerce,  and  forcing  nothing." 
Why  force  any  thing  in  such  a  country  ?  Consult  the  pages 
of  history,  and  tell  me  if  ever  a  nation  had  made  such  rapid 
advances  in  refinement  and  ^I'ealth  as  this,  before  we  re- 
sorted to  political  quackery,  and  administered  sickening 
nostrums  to  force  every  thing.  A  wilderness  reclaimed 
— a  world  filled  and  filling  with  inhabitants — the  arts  and 
sciences  keeping  equal  pace  with  our  advance  in  wealth 
and  prosperity,  all  going  on  happily  and  harmoniously,  and 
the  country  advancing,  with  rapid  strides,  to  the  consum- 
mation of  "its  high  destinies.  Why  then,  Mr.  President, 
force  any  thing? 

I  shall  not  stop  to  pay  any  eulogium  on  Mr.  Gallatin, 
whom  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  seen  fit  to  assail. 
His  vindication  has  been  suflficientiy  urged.  I  will  con- 
tent  myself  with  resting  on  Uie  opinion  expressed  by  Mr. 
Jefferson,  that  the  day  on  which  he  should  quit  the  Trea- 
sunr  Department  would  be  "a  day  of  gloom  to  Ameri- 
ca." Of  Mr.  Sarchet,  it  is,  in  some  measure,  my  duty  to 
speak.  1  was  upon  the  committee  to  which  was  referred 
the  memorial  of  the  blacksmitiis  during  the  last  session; 
and  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  that  I  have  never  seen  a  stran- 
ger with  whom  X  was  more  pleased.  Jt  is  alleged  that  he 
IS  a  Guernsey  man — an  island  lying  between  France  and 
England,  the  inhabitants  of  which  are  famed  for  smug- 
gling. And  what  charge  is  brought  against  him?  Why, 
sir,  the  gp-ievous  one  that  he  has  imported  goods  at  as  low 
a  duty  as  the  law  would  allow,  and  that  he  has  supported 
such  construction  of  the  law  as  would  enable  him  to  ac- 
complish this  object.  Now,  sir,  for  tile  life  of  me,  I  can- 
not discover  moral  taint  in  this.  Every  importer  seeks  to 
pay  as  little  of  duty  as  he  honestly  can;  and  in  this  tiiey 
are  met  by  the  manufacturer,  who  is  always  anxious  that 
the  highest  possible  duty  shall  be  exacted  on  an  article 
coming  into  conflict  with  his  own  fiibrics.  This  is  not  the 
only  charge  which  has,  heretofore,  been  brought  against 
Mr.  Sarchet.  He  was  cliarged,  in  reference  to  his  trade, 
with  having  come  before  Congress  witii  dirty  hands.  [Mr. 
DICKERSON  said  that  this  allegation  was  made  by  Mr. 
Sarchet,  in  his  memorial  to  Congress,  and  not  by  others. 
Mr.  HAYNE,  by  permission  ofMr.  T.,  said  that  the  Senator 
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from  New  Jersey  was  mistaken;  the  charg'e  had  been 
made  by  others,  and  Mr.  Sarchet  introduced  the  expres- 
sion into  the  memorial  by  way  of  offset.]  Sir,  s^d  Mr. 
T.,  his  hands  may  have  been  hardened  and  stained  by  his 
trade,  but  he  brought  along  with  him  an  honest  heart  and 
a  clear  bead;  and  &e  views  which  a  blacksmith  presented 
have  not  been  answered,  and  never  can  be  answered,  sa- 
tisfactorily. 

We  have  also  heard  something  said  of  the  issues  from 
the  Boston  mint.  Let  those  issues  speak  for  tliemselves; 
they  will  pass  current,  because  of  their  intrinsic  value.  Sir, 
these  are  not  the  only  rescripts  against  oppression  and  in- 
justice which  have  issued  from  the  same  mint.  The  time 
was,  when  those  rescripts  were  hailed  from  one  end  of 
this  continent  to  the  other.  And  of  late  years,  there  was 
presented  to  this  House,  from  Boston,  one  of  the  ablest 
arguments  ag^nst  this  American  system  that  this  country 
has  yet  seen.  It  came,  sir,  from  Fanueil  Hall,  an  edifice 
which  should  be  preserved  as  a  monument  of  by-gone 
times,  and  notliing  selfish,  or  merely  sectional,  should  ever 
enter  there.  In  the  names  of  the  great  actors  of  former 
times,  under  the  roof  of  that  very  edifice,  I  invoke  honor- 
able Senators  to  pause,  long  to  pause  ere  they  decide  that 
this  gprinding  system  shall  receive  no  abatement.  Its  op- 
pression, if  that  were  the  only  circumstance,  would  be  as 
nothing  in  comparison  with  the  alienation  of  feeling  which 
it  lias  produced.  What  can  compensate  for  the  loss  of 
that  affection  on  the  part  of  even  a  single  State  in  thb 
Union?  Flatter  not  yourselves  that  tliis  is,  exclusively,  a 
South  Carolina  question.  No,  sir,  it  is  a  Southern  question. 
Every  State  on  the  other  side  of  the  Potomac  feels  alike 
interested  in  it;  nor  labor  under  the  morbid  apprehension 
that  to  grant  relief  can  produce  the  slightest  tendency  to 
disunion.  Do  you  seek  to  give  pei-petuity  to  the  Union, 
practise  not  injustice;  for,  as  certain  as  fate  itself,  they 
who  BOW  injustice  will  reap  iniquity.  I  have  been  reared 
in  a  reverential  affection  for  the  Union.  My  imagination 
has  led  me  to  look  into  the  distant  future,  and  there  to 
contemplate  the  greatness  of  free  America.  I  have  be- 
held her  walking  on  tlic  waves  of  the  mighty  deep,  car- 
rying along  witli  her  tidings  of  great  joy  to  distant  nations. 
1  have  seen  her  overturning  the  strong  places  of  despot- 
ism, and  restoring  to  man  his  long  lost  rights.  Wo,  wo 
betide  that  man  who  shall  sow  the  seeds  of  disunion  among 
us!  Better  for  him  had  he  never  been  born.  If  he  call 
upon  the  mountains  to  hide  him — na}',  if  he  bury  himself 
ill  the  very  centre  of  tlie  earth,  the  indignation  of  man- 
kind will  find  him  out,  and  blast  him  with  its  lightnings. 

Again  1  call  upon  gentlemen  deeply  to  pause.  For  one, 
I  am  ready  to  meet  them  on  liberal  terms;  and,  in  my 
poor  judgment,  it  b  to  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers 
themselves  that  this  question  should  now  be  settled.  Let 
them  remember  the  books  of  the  sybil,  and  profit  by  the 
recollection.  The  South  seeks  to  lay  no  rude  or  violent 
hand  on  existing  establishments,  but  it  has  a  right  to  ex- 
pect an  amelioration  of  its  burdens.  The  proposition  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  yields  nothing  to  her  com- 
plaints. The  taxes  which  he  proposes  to  repeal  have 
never  been  complained  of,  and  have  existed  from  the 
foundation  of  the  Government.  I  hope,  most  sincerely, 
Mr.  President,  that  this  question  will  be  adjusted,  and, 
through  that  adjustment,  peace  and  harmony  be  restored 
to  the  Union. 


MOKUAT,  FCBBUAHI  13. 

CENTENNIAL  COMMEMORATION. 

Mr.  CLAY,  from  the  joint  committee  appointed  on  the 
subject,  made  the  following  report : 

The  joint  committee  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  He- 
prcsentatives  appointed  to  make  arrangements  for  the 
purpose  of  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of  George 
Washington,  have,  according  to  order,  had  the  subject 


under  consideration,  and  now  beg  leave  to  report  to  the 
respective  Houses: 

1.  That  the  committee  have  directed  their  chaimun  to 
propose,  at  a  proper  time,  by  a  joint  resolution,  an  id. 
joumment  of  the  two  Houses  ft-om  the  21»t  to  the  23d  of 
the  current  month,  out  of  respect  to  the  meniorv  of 
George  Washington,  and  in  commemoration  of  the'one 
hundredth  anniversary  of  his  birthday. 

2.  The  committee  were  desirous  that  the  day  should  be 
celebrated  by  an  oration  suitable  to  the  occasion.  Ttie 
distinguished  citizen  who  presides  in  the  Supreme  Conn 
of  the  United  States  appeared  to  the  committee  to  be 
eminently  qualified  to  pronounce  such  an  oration,  and  to 
be  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  service,  from  his  knovn 
friendship  and  intimacy  with  George  Washington.  Ac- 
cordingly, a  letter  was  addressed,  by  the  direction  of  the 
committee,  to  tlie  Chief  Justice,  requesting  him  to  assist 
in  the  ceremonies  of  the  day,  by  delivering  an  appropmtt 
oration;  to  that  letter  he  returned  an  answer.  From  thij 
correspondence  (which  accompanies  the  report)  it  will  be 
seen  that  the  Chief  Justice,  for  reasons  assigned  by  hini, 
declined  the  task. 

3.  The  committee  directed  their  chairman  to  requeit 
the  chaplains  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  to  peitonn 
divine  service  in  the  capitol  on  the  22d  instant;  the  appli- 
cation has  been  made;  and  the  chaplains  have  accordingly 
engaged  to  comply  with  the  request. 

4.  and  lastly.  The  committee  resolved  to  recommrod 
to  Congress  to  adopt  the  necessary  measures  to  carry  into 
effect  the  resolution  which  was  passed  by  Congress  on  Ihe 
24th  day  of  December,  1799,  "for  the  removal  of  the  bodjr 
of  George  Washington,  and  its  interment  in  the  capitol 
at  the  city  of  Washington;  and  that  the  ceremony  be  per- 
formed on  the  22d  instant.  In  pursuance  of  this  recom- 
mendation of  the  committee,  the  chairman  will  respecUveljr 
submit  to  the  two  Jlouses  of  Congress  a  resolutiou  to  cany 
it  into  effect. 

AH  which  is  respectfully  reported. 

H.  CLAY, 
Chairman  of  the  eommittee  of  the  Senatt. 
PHILEMON  THO.MAS, 
Chairman  of  the  commiUee  of  the  House  of  Repre»aitalim. 

WAraiHSTos,  Februarys,  1832. 

SiH:  The  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States  having  appointed  a  joint  committee,  for  the. 
purpose  of  making  arrangements  for  the  celebration  of 
tiie  centennial  birthday  of  George  Washington,  the  un- 
dersigned, chairmen  of  the  commitees  of  the  two  Houses, 
have  heen  directed  by  the  committees  to  request  that  jou 
will,  on  the  22d  instant  deliver  an  oration,  in  coounemota- 
tion  of  the  great  event. 

•«  The  considerations  which  have  prompted  the  commit- 
tees to  direct  their  attention  to  you,  sir,  thus  to  assist  in 
honoring  the  memory  of  the  father  of  his  country,  are  ob- 
vious and  peculiarly  appropriate.  And  the  undersigned 
unite,  to  the  general  wish,  an  expression  of  theirs,  that  it 
may  be  agreeable  to  you  to  comply  with  the  request  which 
they  now  have  the  honor  to  communicate. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect. 
Your  obedient  servants, 
H-  CLAY, 
Oiairman  of  the  commiliee  of  the  Senate. 
PHILEMON  TH041AS, 
Chairman  of  the  committee  of  the  Hotueof  ReprtKniativa. 
The  Hon.  Jobk  Massbali., 

Chief  JtuUce  of  the  Omled  States. 

WxsHiHOTOw,  February  10,  1833. 

GENTtEMSs:  I  have  received  your  letter  expresang 
your  wish,  and  that  of  the  joint  committee  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Representatives,  that  I  would,  on  the  23d 
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iDslant,  the  centennial  birthtUy  of  George  Washington, 
deliver  an  oration  in  commemoration  of  that  great  event. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  describe  the  impreasions  made  on 
me  by  this  Battering  request,  and  the  favorable  opinion  it 
implies.  The  addition  of  my  exertions,  feeble  as  tliey 
miglit  be,  to  those  of  Congress,  "in  lionoringthe  memory 
oflbe  father  of  his  country" — of  the  man  whom  language 
oanot  exalt,  wcnild  be  an  act  on  which  I  sliould  long  re- 
Sect  with  just  pride.  Could  I  undertake  to  deliver  a  pub- 
lic iddrets  on  any  subject,  all  my  feelings  would  impel  me 
to  comply  with  a  request  which  does  me  so  much  honor, 
ud  is  so  grateful  to  ray  heart.  But,  in  addition  to  the 
presare  of  official  duties,  which  occupy  me  entirely,  and 
reader  it  impracticable  for  me  to  devote  so  miicb  time  to 
the  subject  :is  its  intrinsic  importance  and  great  interest 
in  tlw  rstioution  of  all  would  require,  I  ampliysicnlly  un- 
file to  perform  the  task  1  should  assume.  My  voice  has 
become  so  weak  as  to  be  almost  inaudible,  even  in  a  room 
not  unusually  large.  In  the  open  air  it  could  nut  be  heard 
fay  those  nearest  mc:  I  must,  therefore,  decline  the  honor 
proposed. 

My  proibund  acknowledgments  are  due  to  you,  gentle- 
tnen,  and  to  the  joint  committee,  for  the  selection  you 
lave  made  of  the  per^ion  to  perform  this  interesting  ser- 
rict,  iml  I  pray  j'ou  to  receive  my  warm  and  naeere  thanks 
Sir  the  flattering,  may  1  add  friendly,  terms  in  wliich  that 
selection  is  communicated.  * 

VVitli  very  great  respect,  I  lure  the  honor  to  be,  gen- 
demen,  your  obedient  servant, 

*  J.  MARSHALL. 

The  Hon.  Hirbv  Ci*t,  and 

The  Hon.  Puilenox  Thomas. 

The  report  having  been  read,  Mr.  CLAY  moved  that  it 
be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  iuid  tliat  it  would  be  perceived  ttut  the 
committee  bad  directed  their  chairman  to  submit  a  propo- 
stion  for  carrying  into  effect  one  object  of  tlie  report*  in 
pumiance  of  which,  he  now  submitted  a  joint  resolution  fiir 
Unt  purpose.  He  was  aware  that  it  could  not,  by  the  rulea, 
be  acted  upon  to.day  witliout  the  unanimous  consent  of 
tie  Senate.  But  as  it  was  one  tliat  it  was  important  to  be 
cmied  into  efl'ect  immediateiy,  he  hoped  there  would  be 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  any  who  might  dissent  from 
it  to  acting  upon  it  at  once,  as, 'in  case  it  should  pasj,  there 
»ould  be  no  time  to  be  lost  in  making  the  requisite  pre- 
pntioas  for  effecting  the  object;  and  even  if  the  decision 
of  Oie  Senate  should  be  adverse  to  it,  it  would  be  better  for 
tkt decision  to  be  made  without  delav..  He  then  oflered 
the fblloHing  resolutions: 

Boohed  bg  the  Senate  mtd  Uotue  of  Rcpraenlaliva  q/" 
'«  ttiiW  State*  of  jimerica  in  Congrett  anemilfd,  Tliat 
we  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
li<presentativesbe  hereby  authorized  to  make  application 
^Jobn  A.  Wasliington,  of  Mount  Vernon,  for  the  body 
w^Ge«»ge  Wash'uigtoD,  to  be  removed  and  deposited  in 
>«  opitol,  at  Washington  cily,  in  conformity  with  the 
rewlybon  of  Congress  of  the  24th  December,  1799;  and 
™.  if  they  obtain  the  requisite  consent  to  the  removal 
thereof,  they  be  fiu^er  authorized  to  cause  it  to  be  re- 
"woi  and  deposited  in  tlie  capitol  on  the  C2d  day  of 
lebmuj-,  1832.  ' 

nfrt**^  Ihat  the  Preodentoftlie  Senate  and  Speaker 
«  »e  House  of  Representatives  be  also  authorized  to  pre- 
*™*  *e  o"ler  of  sach.  ceremonies  as  tliey  may  deem 
aiuble  to  the  occasion  of  the  interment  of  tiic  body  of 
•^^P  Washington,  in  the  capitol,  on  the  day  above 
mcnuoned,  and  that  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  wUl  at- 
«M  and  assist  in  the  performance  of  those  ceremonies. 

fte  resolutions  were  read  the  first  time,  and,  no  objec- 
"osbeing  made  thereto,  they  were  re«l  a  second  time. 
Ik  a  ^^^^  *''*"  ""d  *•"*  't  would  seem  proper,  and 
""Senate  would  probably  expect,  that  be  should  »y  a 
Voi.  YHL— 24 


few  words  in  relation  to  this  subject.  The  mtuation  in 
which  he  found  himself  placed  in  relation  to  this  subject, 
was  not  one  of  his  own  seeking,  and  was  one  which  he 
was. not  desirous  to  occupy.  Yet  lie  did  not  feel  at  lib- 
erty, when  he  found  liis  name  pkced  on  the  committee^ 
to  decline  the  service  assigned  to  him.  The  fact  would 
be  recollected  by  the  Senate,  that  there  were  otlier  Sena- 
tors who  had  been  placed  on  the  committee  and  declined 
serving,  amongst  them  an  honorable  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, who  had  been  placed  at  the  head  of  tlie  committee. 
Their  resignation  had  left  him  [Mr.  C]  in  his  present 
position.  He  went  on  to  say,  that,  as  tiir  back  as  the 
year  1799,  tliere  Imd  been  an  application  from  Congress, 
made  in  the  most  deliberate  and  solemn  manner,  to  the 
widow  of  General  Wasltington,  requesting  permission  to 
dispose  of  the  remains  of  her  revered  husband  in  a  public 
uiauner.  She  returned  an  answer  giving  consent  tliat 
they  should  be  disposed  of  as  Congress  might  think  pro- 
per. So  the  subject  was  left,  and  has  so  remained  until 
this  day.  Unsuccessful  efforts,  it  is  true,  Iiad  since 
been  made,  chiefly,  if  not  altogether,  in  the  other  House, 
to  cany  into  effect  the  resolution  of  1799;  and  it  was  his 
opinion  that  the  unredeemed  pledge  of  Congress  sliould  be 
fulfiUedi  and  no  time  could  ever  occur,  at  least  during  the 
present  generation,  more  proper  than  the  present  to  re- 
deem tliat  pledge.  I'he  committee,  said  Mr.  C.;do  not 
and  cannot  doubt  that  the  family  uf  General  Washington 
at  Mount  Vernon  will  be  willing  to  yield  their  consent  to 
the  object  of  the  resolution.  He  would  beg  leave  to  state, 
in  addition,  that  tJiosc  who  were  ^trusted  with  the  erec- 
t.uii  of  the  capitol  liad  already  provided  a  vault,  under  the 
centre  of  the  rutundo,  for  tliis  express  purposes;  not  by  au- 
thority, he  believed,  but  upon  tlieir  own  suggestion  and 
sense  of  propriety;  and,  if  there  was  no  objection  in  this  or 
the  other  House,  Uie  committee  u  ould  proceed  to  make,  so 
far  as  devolved  on  them,  the  arrangements  for  the  cere- 
mony. I'heae,  Mr.  C  said,  were  all  the  remarks  tliat  the 
occasion  seemed  to  require  from  him,  and  lie  would  con- 
clude with  expressing  the  hope  that  the  Senate  would  adopt 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  should  be  compelled,  by  a  sense 
of  duty,  and  sacred  respect  for  tlic  memory  of  the  illustri- 
ous man  who  was  tlic  subject  of  the  resolution,  to  oppose 
its  adoption.  If  there  was  any  one  subject  in  the  workT 
over  which  the  wishes  of  the  deceased  should  regulate 
tlic  actions  of  tlie  living,  it  was  that  which  related  to  the 
dispositon  of  tlieir  own  remains.  He  bad  before  him  aji 
expression  of  tlie  last  wishes  of  General  Washington  on 
the  subject;  and,  notwithstanding  what  bad  been  done  by 
Congress,  tliose  wishes  were,  witli  bun,  sacred.  [Here 
Ml-.  K.  read  the  clause  in  the  will  of  General  Wash- 
ington, in  which  he  give*  directions  respecting  the  place 
and  manner  of  his  interment.]  The  will  directed  that, 
as  tlie  old  vault  was  out  of  repair,  a  new  one  should  be 
built,  in  wliich  his  remains,  with  those  of  his  deceased 
relatives,  then  in  tlie  old  vault,  should  be  depoaited; 
and  gave  it  as  his  express  desire,  that  bis  body  might 
be  interred  without  pomp  or  pamle  of  ai^  kind,  and  tliat 
no  funeral  oration  sliould  be  pronounced  over  it 

Mr.  WEBSTKIi  said,  if  he  made  tlie  same  interp-^t^ 
tion  of  the  clause  of  the  wdl  of  General  Waahio'^-on  iiMt 
read  by  the  geiiUeman  from  Georgia,  {Mr.  ^oairrH  1  « 
was  given   to  it  by  that  genUeman.  \,^  m^J^ll^ 

trious  deceased   were  adverse  .     a,  j- 

tempkt..d  by  tlie  ^^^1^^^^'%?"!^'^'^.''°"- 

1.  1  ^.^  ^  '°"''*  ^'^  ^^""^  fron*  th«  clause  quoted;  h 
rflitt;  ^T^-  '^  *°  «"■>  »"'=»'  directions  in  the  will. 
of  distinguiabtd  persons  for  the  disposHion  of  their  rc- 

^n,?f;  ^^  ".'"  «=°"t*''»«*  •  provision  that  the  remaiai 
8bouj.<j  continue  m  the  vault  at  Mount  Vernon,  the  case 
V,  otild  be  altered,  but,  asthe  chiuse  quoted  only  expressed 
the  dewe  th«t  the  fanewl  Aould  be  withont  prnf  or  pa- 
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rade,  he,  [Mr.  W.]  did  not  view  the  subject  in  the  light 
presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia.  On  the  general 
question,  as  to  the  propriety  of  a  reraoval  of  the  body,  every 
one  bad  some  opinion,  not  Ukely  to  be  disturbed  by  that 
»f  others.  Since,  however,  said  Mr.  W.,  the  subject  has 
been  brought  before  us,  and  we  are  called  upon  In  de- 
cide upon  carrying  into  effect  the  resolution  of  1799,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  this  was  the  most  proper  time  to  re- 
deem the  pledge  then  given.  It  is  a  century  nnce  the 
birth  of  General  Washington,  and  we  shall  have  no  op- 
portunity so  appropriate  as  the  present,  of  giving  a  de- 
gree of  impo»ng  solemnity  to  tlie  proceedings.  There  was 
something  also  appropriate  in  this  case,  in  executing  the 
designs  of  the  okl  Congress  in  the  mode  proposed,  with- 
out form  or  parade,  and  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  deceased,  which  met  with  his  hearty  concurrence. 
The  religious  services,  also  proposed,  appeared  peculiarly 
suited  to  the  solemnity  of  the  occasion. 

Mr.  CLAY  caBed  for  the  reading  of  the  letter  of  tlie 
late  Mrs.  Washington  to  Congress,  which,  he  said, 
would  obviate  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia; and  the  Secretary  having  read  the  letter, 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  be  was  of  opinion  that  the  objection 
which  had  been  urged  against  the  removal  of  the  remains 
of  General  Washington,  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia, 
was  entitled  to  consideration.  The  feelings  of  the  relatives 
should  undoubtedly  be  consulted,  and  the  claims  of  Virginia 
to  the  relics  of  her  brighest  ornament  were  also  worthy 
of  respecti  but  it  should  be  remembered  that  he  whose 
remains  were  now  requested  by  Congress,  was  his  coun' 
try's  benefactor;  and  the  question  should  be  considered  in 
this  light.  The  Senate  should  consider  what  would  be 
most  for  the  honor  of  the  country  and  for  their  o»-n  ho- 
nor. It  was  not  so  much  to  honor  the  dead,  as  it  was  to 
show  the  gratitude  of  the  living,  that  the  present  ceremo- 
ny was  proposed.  Sir,  said  Mr.  S.,  I  never  heard  of  the 
construction  which  the  gentleman  has  given  to  the  last 
will  of  General  Washington  at  the  time.  The  opinion  then 
was  that  [the  construction  of  General  Washington's  wish 
should  extend  ohly  to  what  properly  belonged  to  the  fu- 
neral ceremony,  and  not  to  the  honor  that  the  country 
might  afterwards  deem  proper  to  show  his  memory. 
.  Mr.  TAZEWELL  decidedly  opposed  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution.  He  began  by  expressing  his  regret 
that  the  subject  should  have  been  brought  before  the  Se- 
nate in  the  form  in  which  it  was  then  presented.  It  was 
very  obvious,  lie  said,  that  whatsoever  opinions  were  form- 
ed on  that  occasion,  would  be  the  result  of  feeling  rather 
than  of  judgment;  and  he  regretted  that  such  a  body  as 
that  should  be  called  upon  to  act  under  such  circumstances. 
He  would,  however,  endeavor  to  express  his  opinions 
witliout  reference  to  any  of  those  motives  which  the  sub- 
ject would  naturally  call  into  existence.  He  concurred 
entireljr  with  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Foa- 
STTH,]  in  the  opinion  that,  if  there  was  one  subject  as  to 
which  posterity  was  bound  to  respect  the  wishes  of  the 
dead,  there  was  none  more  sacred  than  that  of  the  dispo- 
mtion  of  their  mortal  remains.  The  inquiry  then  became 
one  of  mere  fact,  with  regard  to  the  proper  construction 
to  be  given  to  the  will  of  tiie  gfreat  man  who  was  the  sub- 
ject of  the  resolution.  The  language  quoted  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Georgia  was  plain  and  distinct,  and  admitted 
but  of  a  literal  construction.  Shall  we  then,  said  he,  per- 
plex ourselves  in  endeavoring  to  find  out  a  meaning  not 
plainly  expressed?  No,  nr!  Let  us  endeavor  to  assume, 
so  far  as  is  possible,  the  purity  and  simplicity  ttiat  constituted 
one  of  tlie  most  interesting  traits  in  the  character  of  the 
&ther  of  his  country.  The  Senator  from  Maine  tells  us 
that  this  great  man  never  meant  to  prohibit  his  country 
from  doing  honor  to  his  memory.  Sir,  he  judges  of  him 
as  he  would  of  ordinary  men.  WaAingfton  never  did  any 
act  without  wcigliing  all  its  consequences.  He  knew  he 
was  about  to  die,  and  he  had  the  best  reasons  to  know  the 


sentiments  of  his  countrymen  in  relation  to  his  obsequies 
that  must  soon  be  performed.  What  then  were  hisdirec- 
tions?  "The  old  vault  which  containsUe  bonesofmynew 
and  dear  relatives  is  no  longer  fit  for  the  purpose.  It  is  my 
will  that  a  new  one  be  erected;  and,  when  it  is  erected,  itii 
my  will  not  only  that  my  remains,  but  those  of  my  deceased 
relatives,  in  the  old  vault,  sliallbetheredeposited;that,  is 
we  have  Uved  happily  together  in  this  life,  we  may  renain 
together  in  the  tomb;  and  from  whence  my  spuit  may 
ascend  to  that  heaven  where  I  hope  theirs  have  preceded 
me."  Can  any  man  doubt  that  this  was  the  proper  con- 
struction of  the  clause  quoted  by  the  gentleman  irom 
Georgia'  We  have  been  told  of  the  pledge  giren  by 
Congress,  which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  redeem.  Sir, 
there  are  many  pledges  that  we  are  equally  called  upon 
to  redeem.  The  old  Congress  decreed  that  an  equestnaa 
statue  should  be  placed  in  thecapitol;  and  when,  in  1801, 
the  resolution  was  called  up,  Congress  refused  to  redeem 
that  pledge,  and  for  this  reason — the  memory  of  Washing- 
ton occupied  a  space 'not  only  in  this  country,  butm  the 
world,  which  could  not  be  perpetuated  by  the  tricks  tliat 
belongfed  only  to  objects  of  earthly  pride.  In  the  dayiof 
barbarism  and  ignorance,  when  it  was  not  poanble  to  com- 
municate instruction  to  the  heart  of  man,  except  tlirougk 
his  eye,  statues  were  erected  to  perpetuate  tlie  memoiy 
of  those  who  were  supposed  to  have  been  eminent  for 
their  firtues  or  their  achievements;  but,  since  the  inves- 
tion  of  the  art  of  printing  has  enabled  us  to  carry  to  dis- 
tant generations  the  lesson  taught  by  the  Ufe  of  Wssliiii{- 
ton,  no  statues  are  necessary  to  commemorate  the  virtuea 
tliat  are  recorded  on  more  imperishable  materials.  Why, 
then,  reduce  him  to  the  level  of  ordinary  men,  by  swaid- 
ing  to  him  those  honors  which  have  been  bestowed  alike 
on  the  worthy  and  unworthy.*  This  was  the  reason  which 
induced  die  Congress  of  1801  to  refuse  to  redeem  the 
pledge  given  when  the  equestrian  statue  was  decreed. 
What  is  next  to  be  considered?  Washington  died  on  the 
21st  December,  1799,  and  in  a  very  few  days  the  resolu- 
tion was  introduced  and  adopted — that  resolution  which 
speaks  of  removing  his  remains  from  the  tomb  at  Mount 
Vernon,  and  depositing  them  in  the  capitol  of  tlie  United 
States.  Need  I  suggest  to  tlie  Senate  that  it  was  impos- 
sible, in  the  nature  of  things,  for  tlic  Congress  who  pused 
that  resolution  to  be  informed  of  the  request  contained  i« 
the  will  which  had  just  been  read.  Those  who  adopted 
the  resolution,  were  even  tlien  aware  of  the  imposabihtyof 
carrying  it  into  effect  without  the  consent  of  Mrs.  Wash- 
ington; and  acting  under  the  fervor  of  excited  feelings, 
they  did  that  which  I  hope  never  will  again  be  done  by  a 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  made  this  application  U) 
the  afflicted  widow,  whose  husband  had  died  but  the  day 
before.  He  wished  that  this  application  had  never  been 
made.  The  answer  of  Mrs.  Washington  did  her  p«j 
honor;  but  it  was  not  likely  tliat  she  was  then  acquainted 
with  the  wisltes  of  her  husband ;  for  tlie  appKcation  wasaade 
in  so  short  a  timo  after  his  decease,  that  it  was  not  likely 
that  such  a  widow  would  have  been  prying  into  his  will  to 
become  acquainted  with  its  contents. 

After  some  further  remarks,  Mr.  T.  said  that,  many 
years  after  this  application  of  Congress,  an  application  of 
the  same  nature  had  been  made  by  the  State  of  Virginia  to 
the  late  Judge  Washington,  then  the  proprietor  of  Mou»' 
Vernon;  and  what  was  his  answer?  "It  was  impMso'' 
for  him  to  consent  to  the  removal,  unless  the  remains  of 
one  of  those  dear  relations  accompanied  the  body!"  b '' 
possible,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  the  committee  could  have  know 
of  this?  Are  the  remains  of  the  husband  to  be  renwTed 
from  the  side  of  his  wife?  In  their  lives  they  lived  bsppiV 
together,  and  I  never  will  consent  to  divide  tiiem  in  death. 
But  let  us,  said  Mr.  T.,  look  at  tiiis  matter  as  statesmen, 
and  see  if  it  will  be  wise  and  prudent  to  carry  into  effect 
the  plan  recommended  by  the  committee.  As  a  matter  of 
'feeling,  I  will  i»t  adopt  it;  and  as  a  matter  of  propriety. 
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joa  all  know  the  wishes  on  the  subject  of  the  great  nun 
wtiose  memory  yoa  think  to  honor  by  vain  and  empty  pa- 
rade.    There  was  another  view  of  the  subject     Every 
age  and  clime  produced  %rc3A  men;  and  the  last  great  man, 
io  the  opinion  of  the  age,  is  tiie  greatest.     Sir,  ten  years 
viQ  hardly  pass  by,  and  you  will  find  tliat  some  great  man 
is  also  worthy  of  a  tomb  in  your  splendid  dome;  a  few 
years  more  and  another  great  .maiwwill  be  deemed  woKhy 
of  a  place  by  his  side.     Will  you  make  the  odious  distinc- 
tioa  betweeo  the  elder  Adams,  Thomas  Jefferson,  and 
James  Monroe,  and  decree  to  one  a  national  tomb,  passing 
by  the  othersf    Once  commence,  and  you  will  continue  to 
fill  the  capital  with  all  tlie  cemeteries  it  is  capable  of  hold- 
ing, until  the  bones  of  Washington  will  moulder  by  the 
side  of  some—I  hope  not  worthless  President.  Once  com- 
mence thia  Romish  rite,  and  you  will  canonize  as  many 
patriots  as  there  are  saints  in  the  Romish  calendar,  and 
associate  Washington  with  any  patriot  whom  party  may 
bfindly  elevate.     No  good  could  ever  come  by  cfisturbing 
the  remains  of  the  dead.     Washington  reposed  peacefully 
by  the  side  of  his  relatives,  in  the  family  sepulchre,  and 
his  monument  would  endure  to  the  last  poaterity  in  the 
history  of  his  country.    Mr.  T.  said  he  felt  more  than 
ordinary  on  this  occasion.  Virginia  was  the  country  where 
Waahington  was  born — Virginia  was  his  living  pnce  and 
his  burial  place.     Think  you,  said  he,  that  site  will  con 
sent  to  the  violation  of  the  tomb  of  beij  dearest  child: 
What  riglit  have  you,  if  you  will  uot  imitate  the  simplicity 
and  purity  of  Washington,  to  rob  us  of  his  mortal  remains? 
Will  the  proprietor  of  Uount  Vernon,  think  you,  consent 
to  outrage  the  feelings  of  a  whole  State?     Rely  upon  it, 
be  will  not.     Whether,  sud  Mr.  T.,  we  regard  the  pro- 
ccedii^l^  as  a  matter  of  feeling;  wheUier  we  regard  it  as  a 
matter  of  propriety;  and  whether  we  regard  it  as  a  matter 
of  delicacy,  we  ought  not  to  consent  to  adopt  it.     Mr.  T. 
eoocluded  by  saying  that  he  estimated  highly  the  feelings 
of  thoae  gentlemen  who  were  in  favor  of  the  resolution; 
but,  with  the  op'mions  he  entertained,  be  could  not  concur 
with  them  in  voting  for  its  adoption. 

Mr.  TYLER  rose  simply  to  announce  his  entire  concur- 
rence with  the  sentiments  expressed  by  bis  honorable  col- 
league. He  saw  no  good  likely  to  grow  out  of  tlie  measure 
under  consideration.  He  saw  no  great  and  paramount 
obligmtion  on  Cong^ss  to  carry  the  resolution  of  1799  into 
effect;  and  be  could  not  believe  that,  by  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution,  they  could  elevate  higher  the  fame  uf  the 
great  man  who  was  alike  tlie  object  of  veneration  to  all. 
He  did  not  believe  it  was  necessary,  in  order  to  testify 
their  respect  for  his  memory,  or  gratitude  fur  the  services 
be  had  rendered  Ills  cotmtry.  Why  then  this  procedure? 
Think  you  he  will  rest  more  securely  under  tlie  dome  of 
the  capitol,  than  in  the  family  vault  at  Mount  Vernon? 
Let  the  great  dead  sleep  the  sleep  of  death  in  his  own 
country.  Let  him  contmue  to  repose  by  the  side  of  his 
nearest  and  dearest  relatives.  Bear  not  his  bones  from 
the  tomb  to  be  exhibited  as  a  spectacle  to  a  gaping  crowd, 
and  realize  the  very  consequences  anticipated  by  my 
colleague.  Mr.  T.  said  he  would  not  trespass  further  on 
the  attention  of  the  Senate.  His  only  object  was  to 
express  bis  entire  concurrence  with  the  opinion  of  his 
colleague,  and  his  determination  to  vote  against  the  re- 
solution. 

Mr-  BIBB  said,  if  his  feelings  were  not  counteracted 
by  higher  considerations,  he  should  be  content  to  give  a 
■lent  vote  on  the  resolution)  but  on  that  occasion  he  only 
asked  of  his  countrymen,  as  lovers  of  the  illustrious  sub- 
ject of  the  present  discussion,  to  bear  the  motives  which 
inclined  him  not  only  to  adopt  but  to  be  anxious  for  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution.  He  should  not  reason  on  this 
case  as  reasoning  upon  tlie  life  and  character  of  an  ordi- 
nary man.  It  was  because  Washington  was  the  most  ex- 
traordiBary  of  all  extraordinary  men,  that  he  advocated 
the  coarse  of  proceeding  recommended  by  tlie  committee. 


Mr.  B.  here  read  the  clause  of  General  Washington's 
will,  cited  by  Mr.  Fosstth,  and  the  letter  of  Mrs.  Wash- 
ington to  the  old  Congress,  and  proceeded  to  show  from 
these  documents  tliat  the  views  Uken  by  the  opp<»)ents 
of  the  resolution  were  not  warranted  by  them.  General 
W.  could  not,  at  the  time  of  making  his  will,  have  antici- 
pated the  intentions  of  Congress;  and  Mrs.  Washinpfton, 
who  best  knew  his  feeling  and  opinions  on  aU  subjects, 
saw  no  objection  to  granting  the  request  made  by  the  old 
Congress.  They  ran  no  hazard,  then,  of  trampling  upon 
any  feelings  of  delicacy,  by  redeeming  the  solemn  pledge 
of  Congress.  He  begged  leare  to  expUin  what  be  under- 
stood was  intended  to  be  produced  by  the  resolution.  He 
would  not  say  the  measure  contemplated  was  intended  to 
advance  the  fame  of  General  Washington,  either  in  a  mi- 
litary or  dvil  point  of  view;  but  there  was  sometliing 
more  important  intended,  and  this  was  a  nation's  g^titudc- 
the  gratitude  of  a  republic — ^to  save  which,  he  wasroun^ 
instrumental.  Nay,  mope;  there  was  yet  a  higher  consi- 
deration, and  this  was  to  exhibit  to  the  world  the  bright 
example  of  Washington's  life,  which  bad  been  assigned  to 
history's  brightest  pages,  &c.  Was  there  not  something 
due  to  public  feeling  on  this  occasion?  Would  no  benefits 
result  from  carrying  back  these  feelings  to  the  interesting 
time  which  made  us  a  nation?  It  was  not  for  the  sake  of 
the  illustrious  dead,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  living,  that  he 
was  anxious  for  the  adoption  of  the  resolution;  it  was  for 
the  purpose  of  displaying  in  full  relief  the  virtues  of  the 
great  benefiictor  of  his  country,  that  made  him  anxiously 
wish  for  the  ceremonies  to  be  performed.  Mr.  B.  defend- 
ed the  former  Congress  from  the  charge  of  ha%-ing  acted ' 
inconsiderately  in  making  the  application  to  the  afflicted 
widow.  For  himself,  be  was  satisfied  that,  although  the 
application  was  made  under  the  impulse  of  feeling,  it  was 
not  made  without  consideration.  The  widow  was  in  a 
state  of  deep  affliction;  bat  yet  was  there  no  consoUtion, 
was  there  nothing  left  her  but  despair?  Was  there  no 
power  to  intermingle  with  the  heartrending  throbs  that 
agitated  her  bosom  some  little  spice  <tf  consolation?  And 
what  consoUtion,  he  asked,  was  better  than  this  evidence 
of  the  sympathy  and  respect  of  a  whole  nation.  So  far 
from  there  being  any  indelicacy  in  the  act,  it  was  one  most 
calculated  to  attest  the  extent  of  a  nation's  sorrow  and  i^ 
nation's  gratitude. 

The  committee  spoke  not  of  separating  the  remains  of 
the  husband  from  those  of  the  wife.  Not  a  member  of 
them  even  dreamed  of  it — there  was  not  one  of  them  so 
dead  to  the  inward  feelings  of  the  heart  as  not  to  respect 
the  sacredness  of  the  union.  After  some  further  argu- 
ments in  favor  of  the  resolution  from  Mr.  B.,  at  considera- 
ble length, 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed,  that  when  Alexander  the 
Great  demanded  of  the  Scythians  when  they  would  give 
him  battle,  their  reply  was,  "  when  you  come  to  the  graves 
of  our  fathers."  The  sentiment  was  a  noble  one.  AU 
nations  had  cherished  the  highest  re  vereuce  for  the  tombs 
of  the  dead.  Ought  we  not,  then,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  pay  the 
highest  possible  respect  to  the  memory  of  him  whom  we 
emphatically  called  the  father  of  his  country?  Mr.  H. 
thought  he  saw,  in  this  discuanon,  a  noble  struggle  be- 
tween the  State  of  Virpnia  and  the  United  States.  The 
spectacle  was  a  noble  one,  and  one  worthy  of  the  Ameri- 
can people;  each  striving  for  the  remains  of  that  man  who 
was  "first  in  war,  first  in  peace,  and  first  in  the  hearts  of 
his  countrymen."  There  was  one  sentiment  which  bad 
rather  created  a  shock  to  his  feelings.  It  was  that  the 
consent  of  the  widow  to  the  removal  uf  the  remains  of  her 
husband  had  been  obtained  at  a  time  when  she  was  not 
perfectly  herself.  He  was  inclined  to  think,  that  if  her 
feelings  had  been  the  sole  influence  of  her  conduct,  a 
result  would  luive  been  produced  adverse  to  the  applica- 
tion. Sir,  we  aU  know  how  powerfiil  is  the  feeling  under 
such  circumstances;  how  we  long  to  cast  one  last  iMk,  ere 
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we  conrign  the  remains  of  those  we  love  to  the  silent  tomb. 
It  was  at  such  a  moment  that  the  consent  of  the  widow  was 
asked;  and  we  have  every  reason  to  believe  that  she  was  con- 
vinced of  its  propriety  when  she  granted  the  request.  Mr. 
H.  regretted  the  opposition  of  the  Senators  fi-om  Virginia. 
He  hoped  they  would  yield,  snd  admit  the  chtim  of  the 
United  States  to  be  stronger  than  theirs.  He  would  not 
spealc  of  tlie  great  moral  cfl'ect  to  be  produced  by  the 
adoption  of  the  plan  recommended  by  the  committee. 
We  will  remember  and  strive  to .  imitate  his  virtues,  by 
having  him  placed  before  as.  When  we  look  on  his  re- 
mains, we  shall  reflect  on  his  admonitions,  and  be  called 
back  to  our  duty  when  we  are  wandering  from  the  paths 
of  his  precepts. 

»lr.  FORSYTH  said  that  the  vote  he  should  give  had 
no  relation  to  tlie  character  of  the  deceased;  that  charac- 
ter was  beyond  tl>e  reach  of  any  action  of  Congress.  On 
the  general  question  of  erecting  monaments  to  the  me- 
mory of  the  departed  great,  he  had  one  observation  to 
make.  They  were  marks,  not  of  national  gratitude,  but 
of  pride;  the  grief  has  passed  away,  and  there  remains 
but  the  ostentation  of  it.  Wc  have  a  right  to  be  proud  of 
our  Washington;  and,  when  foreigners  inquire  of  us, 
where  is  his  monument? — our  answer  is,  in  our  hearts. 
Sir,  my  feelings  on  tliis  subject  are  the  result  of  deep,  all- 
pervading,  ovrrwhelmii^  gratitude  to  the  great  bene- 
fiictor  of  our  co<\ntry;  bis  wishes  are  my  law:  1  find  them 
here  recoiled,  and  I  can  act  no  otlierwise  than  in  accord- 
ance with  tlicm.  Honorable  Senators,  however,  seemed 
Xo  think  that  tliose  wishes  were  not  fiiirly  expressed,  and, 
'if  the  deceased  liad  been  aware  of  the  intentions  of  Con- 
gress, his  directions  would  have  been  different.  Sir,  the 
language  is  as  plain  as  it  can  be  made:  the  wish  was 
clearly  expressed,  and  all  its  con.sequences  must  have 
been  m  the  mind  of  tlie  illustrioiu  dead  at  the  time.  It 
has  been  well  said  that  Washington  was  an  extraordinary 
man.  He  thought  not,  he  felt  not,  he  acted  not,  as  ordi- 
nary men;  and  were  he  asked  if  this  wish  was  in  accord- 
ance with  the  whole  tenor  of  his  life,  he  would  say  it  was 
in  perfect  keeping  with  it.  Sir,  he  was  an  extraordinary 
man,  and  the  briglitest  trait  in  his  character  was  its  sim- 
plicity. Though  often  placed,  by  circumstances,  in  oc- 
^Uksions  of  ostentation,  ku  always  shrunk  from  them,  and 
his  greatest  desire  was  to  return  to  the  quiet  of  private 
Kfe.  His  last  act  was  perfectly  consistent  with  every 
previous  act  of  his  life;  he  looked  not  on  this  world, 
but  to  the  one  in  which  he  was  about  to  enter.  Gentle- 
men speak  of  his  thouglits,  of  what  his  directions  might 
have  been  had  he  anticipated  tlie  intentions  of  Congress. 
Sir,  his  last  directions  were:  Make  no  ostentatious  cele- 
bration of  my  obsequies:  suflfcr  no  funeral  oralioiis  to  be 
pronounced  over  my  tomb..  Do  not  these  directions,  then, 
go  to  say:  suffer — no,  I  will  not  say  violation — but  suffer 
no  disturbance  of  the  tomb  where  my  body  takes  its  last 
rest. 

Mr.  DICKEItSON  said  that  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
subject  should  be  discussed,  but  it  could  not  be  avoided 
He  hoped  gentlemen  would  consent  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  until  to-morrow,  that  time  might  be 
given  to  the  members  for  reflection. 

.Mr.  CLAY  said,  tlie  relation  in  which  he  stood  to  the 
committee,  called  upon  him  to  say  a  few  words)  by  way 
of  explanation,  and  they  should  be  but  few.  He  had 
sympathized  with  tlic  feelings  testified  by  the  Senator 
from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Tizswki,!..)  He  had  respected  the 
warmth  and  the  (.-loquence  with  which  that  gentleman  had 
expressed  those  feelings.  He  did  not  wish,  any  more 
than  tliat  gentleman,  to  separate  in  death  those  who  had, 
ditring  lite,  enjoyed  undivided  happiness;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  considered  that,  on  so  delicate  a  subject, 
the  family  of  tlie  deceased  were  much  better  qualified  to 
decide  tlian  himself,  or  even  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Virginia.      When   the   applicatitui  was  made   to  .ludgc 


Washington  for  the  remains  of  his  illustrious  relative,  no 
objection  of  the  kind,  so  eloquently  and  feelingly  let  forth 
by  tlie  Senator  from  Virginia,  had  been  made  by  him. 
Mr.  C.  went  on  to  observe  that  he  fully  eoncurreil  in 
the  sentiments  which  had  been  so  feelingly  and  so  forcibly 
expressed  by  his  honorable  colleague;  and  he  would stttc 
for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  that  the  draughtmun 
of  the  present  resolution  had  consulted  the  records  of  the 
transaction  of  1799,  in  order  that  it  migiit  be  so  wordtti, 
that,  while  national  gratitude  was  testified,  private  feeling 
should  be  respected.     He  thought  that  if  tlie  desire  ex- 
isted to  remove  the  body  of  Mrs.  Washington  with  tlat 
of  her  husband,  that  tlie  presiding  officers  of  the  tvo 
Houses  could  take  the  measures  necessary  to  carry  such 
purpose  into  effect;  and  the  resolution  hadbecnsodniuglit- 
ed  as  to  leave  to  them  this  discretionary  power.    It  had 
been  argued  that  the  clause  of  General  Washington's  «ill, 
which  was  first  read  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  vu 
written  by  the  illustrious  deceased,  with  the  express  inten- 
tion of  preventing  any  such  public  homage  being  pud  to 
his  remains  as  was  now  contemplated.     This  reasoning 
appeared  to  him  [Mr.  C]  extremely  inconclusive;  indeed, 
it  was  contrary  to  all  we  know  of  tlie  severe  simplicity  of 
Washington's  character,  to  suppose  that  the  idea  ever  oc- 
curred to  him  that  the  people  of  the  Uiiitwl  States  woiiH 
interest  themselves  about  the  disposal  of  his  remains.  Mr. 
C.  said  that  one  of  the  principal  reasons,  or  at  least  > 
powerful  one,  which  would  influence  his  vote  upon  this 
question,  was  the  fact  that  the  vault  at  .Mount  Vernon, 
from  its  situation,  within  one  hundred  yards  of  the  Poto- 
mac, was  nightly  exposed  to  be  entered  and  robbed  by 
any  three  persons  disposed  to  commit  the  crime.    It  had 
been  intimated  that  such  an  attempt  was  designed  to  be 
made  by  some  foreigners,  with  a  view  to  carry  the  reirams 
to  Europe,  for  he  knew  not  what  purpose.     Who  could 
wish  the  bones  of  the  fiuher  of  his  country  to  be  venerat- 
ed as  relics,  or  exposed  as  a  sliow  in  foreign  climes'  No! 
This  magnificent  capitol  was  their  proper  sepulchre.    If 
a  member  of  either  House  were  to  die,  a  public  funeral 
would  be  granted — a  marble  monument  would  be  erected 
over  his  grave;  and  can  we,  dare  we,  said  Mr.  C,  refuse 
to  the  founder  of  this  republic  an  honor,  a  token  of  ns 
spect,  which  we  should  grant  to  one  of  our  own  body'  f 
should  be  ashamed  to  go  home  to  my  constituents,  and 
give  them  such  an  account  of  my  stewardship  in  tliis  mat- 
ter.    The  Senate  had  been  told  that  the  State  of  Vii^niJ 
had  prior  claims.     No  man  more  respected  the  claim  of 
that  State  than  himself,  when  he  was  well  assured  that 
they  were  the  claims  of  the  5-tate  in  its  corporate  capacih;. 
No  such  claim  had  been  made;  aiidhe  wasceitunthatilit 
had  been,  Virginia  was  too  generous  not  to  withdraw  thera 
ill  behalf  of  the  common  country  of  the  whole  tnion. 
The  Senator  from  Virginia  had  expressed  an  apprdicn- 
sion  that  other  Presidents  would  be  laid  by  the  side  cf 
Wa.shiBgton — that  other  men  would,  by  our  successors, 
be  as  much  adored  as  we  now  adore  Washington,  and  nu 
disci'imin.itions  would  be  made  between  him  snd  them. 
Mr.  C.  did  not  anticipate  such  result,  :iltliougli  he  knew 
too  well  that  the  last  great  man  was  always  considcnd 
tlie  greatest;   and  the  disposition  of  the  people  ivas  to 
make  idols  of  their  favorites;   but  he  would  himself  dis- 
criminate betweii  Washington  and  any  man  who  had  lived, 
from  Adam  down;  and  he  was  willing  to  trust  to  his  succes- 
sors for  the  continuance  of  that  veneration  of  Washington's 
character  which  would  forever  place  him  incomparably 
higher  in  their  estimation  than  any  other  man  who  had 
as  yet  risen  among  them.     But  should  it  please  die  K\- 
miglity  to  bestow  upon  the  country  tlie  blessing  of  another 
Washing^ton,  he  could  not,  for  one,  wish  that  the  same 
honors  now  proposed  should  be  withheld  from  him-    Mr- 
C.  said  he  had  not  intended,  on  rising,  to  say  thus  much, 
and  he  would  conclude,  by  expressing  the  hope  tliat  the 
Senators  from  Vii-ginia  would  waive  tlieir  objections  to 
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the  Ksolution,  and  tliat  its  adoption  might  meet  with  the 
general  coacurreHce  of  the  Senate. 

The  question  being  put,  the  resolution  was  adopted  by 
the  following  vote : 

TEAS Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson, 

DutUey,  Ewiiig,  Foot,  Frelinghiiysrn,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudun,  Poindexter, 
Sprsgue,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wan^man,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.— 29. 

KAYS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Dalhs,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Hangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Smith,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  White— 15. 


TlTKSDAT,  FeBKPART  14. 

THE  TARIFF. 
Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr.  Clai's 
resolution  respecting  tlie  tariflT. 

Mr.  TVLiGR  again  ruse,  and,  in  a  speech  of  about  an 
hour  and  a  Italf,  concluded  his  argument  against  the  reso- 
lution, [as  given  above.]     He  was  followed  by 

Mr.  KNIUHT,  of  Rhode  bland,  who  addressed  the  -Sen- 
ate as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  It  is  not  my  intention  to  detain  the  Sen- 
ate long  on  a  subject  tliat  has  been  so  fully  investigated 
by  genius,  and  enforced  by  the  power  of  eloqucncej  but 
ooJy  to  state  a  few  f^icts  that  appear  not  to  be  rightly  un- 
tierstood  here. 

Sir,  I  am  no  painter;  I  draw  no  pictures  to  ravish  the 
eye;  neither  do  I  possess  the  gill  of  poetry  or  eloquence 
to  amuse  the  fancy,  enchant  the  ear,  or  beguile  the  under- 
standing; none  of  these  are  mine.  I  am,  sir,  an  unambi- 
tious cultivator  of  the  soil,  disposed  reasonably  and  ra- 
tionally to  encourage  and  promote  the  mechanic  arts  and 
manuiuctures,  and  to  aid  the  whole  industry  and  happi- 
ness of  our  common  country;  more  tlian  this  is  not  my  in- 
tention. And  if  gentlemen  will  leave  the  elevated  region 
of  fiuicy,  and  come  down  and  dwell  in  the  sphere  of  us 
humble  working  men,  I  will  endeavor  to  show  tliat  Eai-1 
Grey  is  not  the  only  distinguished  orator  that  sees  visions;' 
and  tliat  all  the  poverty  and  disti-ess  so  feelingly  depicted 
by  Senators  on  this  floor,  is  not  to  be  attributed  to  tlie 
encouragement  of  the  industry  and  manufactures  of  our 
country. 

Sir,  when  tlie  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttlbii] 
read  tlie  letter  from  bis  friend  who  hadfouml  a  new  mar- 
ket for  liis  corn  at  tlie  Yankee  factory,  I  thought  the  Sena- 
tor  himself,  in  spite  of  his  prejudices,  had  almost  become 
a  proselyte  to  the  true  faith;  and  tliat  he  would  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  better  to  purchase-  our  neces- 
urics  of  life,  and  <*  notioa'>"  of  our  neighbors,  and  pay  fur 
them  in  tlie  productions  of  our  own  soil  and  industry,  than 
run  to  a  foreign  store  and  pay  money  and  the  same  price. 
Ahliuugli  lie  seemed  for  a  while  to  tiilter,  yet  the  spectre 
tarifi*,  urging  him  on,  still  haunted  his  imagination,  and  ap- 
peared more  terrible  to  his  fancy  than  tlie  witch  of  Endor 
to  the  peace  of  the  departed  spirit  of  Samuel. 

Althougn  hb  friend  and  neighbor  had  discovered  that  a 
new  market  for  his  productions  had  been  created  by  the 
encouragement  of  manufactures,  the  honorable  Senator 
did  not  so  understand  it.  He  seemed  to  consider  it  as  a 
mere  chimera  of  his  friend,  and  had  no  existence  in  fact, 
or,  if  it  liad,  was  of  very  limited  extent,  and  too  "  contempt- 
ible" for  consideration.  However  small  or  *'  contempti- 
ble" it  m»y  appear  to  tliat  honorable  Senator,  the  grow- 
ers of  com  will  deem  it  otherwise-  Those  who  grow  corn 
will  turn  to  the  statistics  of  the  country,  and  tliere  see  that 


•  Se»ml  y-emn  «go.  Earl  Grey,  afWra  li-ird  il«y'»  naJy,  raUinfr  •>'' 
vfcs  frt>m  thi- bouk,  was  struck  wiiti  ilieTi,ion  of  a  litad 


He  liiokLri 
tfamad  ihr  ruum  for  ilie  e-tuic,  but  in  vain.  It  waa  conitiilrretl  a  mere 
iUaiMai,  VI  UHS  ^'^™  ^  diaunWred  itale  of  the  st.>ma«h,  bruugllt  on  by 
a  loo  at-dtftltary  lite.  It  ii  «aiil  titat  setleutary  men,  orittrunf^  puwent  of 
laa^mtiaii,  sr«  occmionally  aubjret  to  llie  'am«  diteaie,  and  ttiink 
ifc«7  aee  in  ev*ry  rvil  the  laritf- 


358,181  bushels  of  com,  mostly  sent  irom  North  Carolina 
and  the  ports  of  the  Chesapeake  to  Rhode  Island  alone,  in 
one  year,  is  near  one-half  of  all  the  corn  shipped  from  the 
whole  of  the  United  States  to  all  the  world  bendes,  in- 
cluding the  great  com  markets  so  triumphantly  named  by 
that  Senator,  viz.  Great  Britain,  West  Indies,  and  South 
America.  And  I  assure  you,  sir,  that  Rhode  Island  re- 
ceives but  a  small  proportion  of  the  quantity  shipped  coast- 
wise, to  feed  manu&cturers  and  others  sustained  by  that 
branch  of  industry.  Sir,  the  corn  growers  will  not  consi- 
der the  home  market  "contemptible;"  they  will  not  be- 
lieve it  a  "  delusion,"  when  they  feel  the  noun  substantive 
in  their  pockets.  No,  sir,  they  will  pronounce  the  "de- 
lusion" to  rest  elsewhere. 

Sir,  the  Senator  said,  and  said  truly,  that  for  many  years 
flour  and  corn  had  been  shipped  to  the  East  from  the  gi-ain- 
growing  States-  It  is  tnie  tliey  did  so;  and  what  becamo 
of  it?  Was  it  consumed  there?  No,  sir,  the  greater  part 
was  by  them  carried  to  the  armies  of  Europe :  the  Eastern 
people  were  the  carriers;  and,  as  long  as  they  could  live 
by  that  trade,  they  continued  it:  that  business  having  fail- 
ed by  the  peace  of  Europe,  they  were  compelled  to  turn 
tlieir  attention  to  other  pursuits.  They  sought  out  new 
inventions.  Congress  pointed  the  way,  and  happily  for 
our  country,  our  whole  country,  they  commenced  manu- 
factures. Not  so  fortunate  for  the  individuals  who  em- 
barked in  it;  fur,  like  all  other  pioneei-s,  they  did  not  grow 
rid),  but,  at  much  cost  and  great  labor,  have  cleared  many 
of  the  obstructions  that  obscured  the  patli,  for  the  benefit 
of  those  who  will  succeed  tliem.  Sir,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
many  well  informed  men,  that  the  introduction  of  the  ma- 
nufacture of  cotton  in  the  United  States  has  not  only  be- 
nefited us  in  a  political  view,  by  making  us  independent 
of  other  nations  for  coarse  and  necessary  fiibries,  but  is  of 
great  benefit  to  the  gi-ower  of  cotton;  that  it  has  greatly 
expanded  the  use  and  consumption  of  that  article;  and,  by 
creating  anotlier  market,  and  increasing  the  number  of  pur- 
chasers, competition  has  increased,  and  facilities  been  given 
to  the  producer  in  the  sale  of  his  cotton-  It  is  a  fact,  ad- 
mitted by  every  body,  that  a  ready  and  prompt  sale  of  any 
article  depends  on  tlie  demand  for  it,  and  the  number  of 
purchasers  in  the  market.  If  you  wish  to  sell  your  farm 
or  plantation,  and  there  is  but  one  purchaser,  you  must, 
sell  at  his  price  and  at  his  time;  but  if  there  are  three 
purchasers,  you  will  obtain  a  fair  price,  and  at  your  own 
time.  This  competition  of  purchasers  is  now  manifest  in 
the  cities  of  Charleston,  New  Orleans,  and  other  Southern 
markets,  in  regard  to  cotton.  Go  into  those  markets,  and 
you  there  meet  the  Englishman,  frenchman,  and  Ameri- 
can, competing  with  each  other  in  the  purchase  of  cotton, 
expediting  the  sales,  and  adding  facilities  to  the  trade. 
Can  it  tlien  be  said  Uiat  no  beiiefat  is  derived  to  the  grow< 
er  of  cotton  by  manufacturing  it  in  this  country'  ?  It  seems 
to  me  it  will  not  be  denied. 

Sir,  our  market  is  now  open  to  Great  Britain  for  all  the 
finer  cotton  fabrics,  which  she  will  continue  to  supply  at 
she  always  has  done  not  only  cottons;  but,  every  thinig  ma- 
nufactured by  her.  Notwitiistanding  she  takes  all  the 
cotton  she  needs,  we  still  have  to  pay  her  a  balance  in 
money.  Sir,  the  very  knives  on  our  desks,  stamped  witli 
the  name  of  the  makers,  (Rogers  &  Son,)  and  inscribed  on 
the  blade,  "manufactured  for  the  Congi-ess  of  tlie  United 
States,"  cost  many  bales  of  cotton;  ami  when  we  consider 
the  quantity  and  variety  of  articles  used  and  consumed  by 
us,  and  manufactured  by  her,  we  need  not  be  under  any 
fear  that  Great  Britain  cannot  pay  for  the  cotton  she  pur- 
chases, unless  we  take  coarse  cottons  manufactured  by  her 
also.  No,  sir,  she  will  always  pay-  as  long  as  you  will  sup- 
ply her  with  cotton.  The  premium  now  given  for  bills 
on  London  indicates  no  alarm  on  that  point. 

Sir,  if  all  the  taxes  that  dwell  in  the  imaginations  of  gen- 
tlemen, are  paid  by  the  American  people  in  reality,  I  will 
say  that,  instead  of  our  being  free  from  exactions,  we  are 
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most  cruelly  oppressed.  Although  the  picture  presented 
by  honorable  gentlemen  is  truly  nppalling,  yet,  if  they  are 
right  in  their  premises,  the  one  half  is  not  told.  Sir,  it 
has  been  asserted  here,  that  the  bounty  to  manufacturers 
of  cotton  goods  alone  is  nearly  nine  millions  of  dollars; 
yet  nobody  sees  it,  nobody  feels  it,  and  nobody  knows  it; 
and,  if  it  had  not  been  gravely  stated  on  the  floor  of  Con- 
gress, there  is  not  a  man  in  the  Union,  out  of  Congress, 
would  believe  it.  But,  having  been  asserted  here,  it  has 
become  necessary  to  notice  it. 

Sir,  with  all  the  rhetoric  and  arithmetic  of  honorable 
gentlemen,  they  will  be  much  troubled  to  make  a  plain 
man  understand  that,  when  he  purchases  a  yard  of  cotton 
cloth  for  seven  cents,  he  pays  a  tax  of  eight  cents  into  the 
treasury  of  the  Union,  or  a  like  sum,  in  the  form  of  bounty, 
to  the  manufacturer.  You  may  show  it  by  figfures  and 
prove  it  by  argument;  but,  sir,  he  still  will  doubt,  and  will 
be  apt  to  believe  it  is  only  a  vision  of  those  tliat  assert  it. 

It  is  said  two  hundred  thousand  bales  of  cotton 
were  manufactured  in  the  United  SUtea  the  last  year;  and 
that  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  will  be  manufactured 
the  present  year;  but  take  two  hundred  thousand  as  the 
basis  of  calculation.  Cotton  is  protected  by  a  duty  of  three 
cents  per  poimd;  estimating  it  at  three  hundred  pounds 
per  bale,  the  protection  on  the  two  hundred  thousand  bales 
amounts  to  one  million  eight  hunilred  thousand  dollars. 
Now,  sir,  if  the  reasoning  of  gentlemen  is  correct,  that 
every  thing  protected  by  the  tariff  is  a  tax  on  the  consu- 
mer, then  this  sum  of  one  million  eight  hundred  thousand 
dollars  should  be  set  down  as  taxes  paid  by  the  consumer, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  cotton  grower.  Will  gentlemen  ad- 
mit that  the  grower  of  cotton  receives  one  million  eight 
hundred  tliousand  dollars  botinty  on  every  two  hundred 
bales  of  cotton  grown  by  them?  They  must  admit  it,  upon 
their  own  principle  of  reasoning.  It  will  not  do  to  say 
that  one  duty  set  down  in  the  tariff  is  a  tax  on  the  consu- 
mer, and  that  another,  under  like  circumstances,  in  the 
■ame  tariff,  is  no  tax  at  all.  Sir,  take  the  corn,  flour,  hams, 
and  other  articles  carried  to  the  manufacturing  districts, 
and  consumed  there,  and,  Mtimating  the  protecting  du- 
ties as  a  tax  on 'the  consumer,  it  will  amount  to  a  large 
sum,  and  these  should  all  be  taken  into  the  account  if  gfen- 
tlemen  are  right  in  their  argument.  It  does  seem  to  me 
there  is  great  error  in  the  doctrine  advanced  here;  and 
the  mere  statemment  of  the  fiict  shows  the  fallacy  of  the 
argument  so  strenuously  persisted  in,  and  urged  with  so 
much  eloquence. 

Sir,  intending  to  passoverthispartbf  thesubject  forthe 
present,  I  will  only  say  that  the  consumer  now  receives 
coarse  cottons,  such  as  are  now  made  in  this  country,  and 
such  as  we  are  prepared  to  make,  at  as  low  a  price  as  they 
can  be  imported  at,  free  of  duty,  taking  into  consideration 
the  quality  as  well  as  price,  and  estimating  a  fair  and  just 
profit  for  the  manufacturer.adding  the  freight.commission, 
and  charges  usually  paid  by  those  concerned  in  the  trade. 
But,  before  I  proceed  any  further,  I  will,  for  a  few  mo- 
ments, glance  at  the  navigating  interest  of  the  country, 
and  endeavor  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  the  sale  of  the  last 
ship  in  foreign  trade  in  Charleston,  stated  by  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina. 

We  have  hati  portrayed  a  lamentable  picture  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  commerce  and  navigation  of  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal cities  in  the  Southern  Sutes.  Of  merchants  bank- 
rtipt,  others  driven  from  their  business  to  other  pursuits; 
navigation  destroyed;  ship  yards  depopulated;  and  a  ge- 
neral  depresnon  of  the  whole  countty;  and  all  this  is 
attributed  to  the  tariff.  Yes.  sir,  the  tariff  is  the  fell  de- 
stroy er  that  stalks  over  the  land,  and  blights  the  fairest  pot^ 
tion  of  this  once  happy  country.  Are  these  things  so.' 
Do  not  the  brilliant  and  vivid  imagpnatiuns  of  gentlemen 
overlook  the  true  cause  of  the  decline  of  the  navigating 
interest  in  that  section  of  country '  Can  it  not  be  traced 
to  other  causes  than  this  patient  and  abused  tariff'    Sir, 


turn  to  our  exports,  they  have  increased;  to  our  im- 
ports, they  have  not  diminished:  surely  the  tariff  cuinot 
be  the  cause  why  our  own  navigation  has  not  had  its  tiill 
share  of  the  business  of  our  country. 

Were  we  to  view  the  prosperity  and  the  accumukting 
wealth  of  the  cotton  planter  for  many  years,  could  ve  not 
see  some  of  those  merchants,  hired  by  the  golden  pramiK 
from  their  precarious  and  uncertain  navigation,  to  the 
more  sure  and  productive  employment  of  a  grower  of 
cotton?  Should  we  not  find  some  of  them  voluntsrilj 
participating  in  the  golden  harvest  so  bountifully  showered 
on  that  portion  of  the  agriculture  of  our  country?  I  do 
not  know  the  fact,  but  gentlemen  who  do  know,  by  lool;. 
ing  among  their  friends  and  acquaintance,  may  recognise 
some  who  were  formerly  merchants,  now  planters. 

Sir,  may  we  not  find  another  reason  for  the  decresseof 
our  foreign  tonnage,  were  we  to  consider  that,  during  t)ie 
long  conflict  of  tlie  European  Powers,  we  were  the  ca^ 
riers  not  only  of  our  own  productions,  but  much  of  theirs 
also;  and,  at  the  general  pacification,  when  all  Europe 
resumed  their  proportion  of  the  navigation,  was  it  not  i 
consequence  that  the  redundancy  of  tonnage  which  we 
then  possessed  should  be  lopped  off  and  reduced  to  i  &ir 
proportion  with  the  other  nations  of  the  earth?  Sir,  it 
seenrs  to  me  that  here  we  discover  one  cause  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  tonnage  engaged  in  foreign  trade. 

Sir,  can  we  not  discover  another  cause  for  the  decline 
of  the  tonnage  of  Charleston,  in  the  fact  that  the  grett  city 
of  New  York  presents  such  inducements  and  tacilitietto 
commerce,  that  it  constantly  and  manifestly  taxes  all  the 
other  cities  on  the  Atlantic  to  its  prosperity?  And  is  not 
the  gain  of  that  city  a  partial  loss  to  Charleston? 

Sir,  there  is  another  cause  in  my  mind.  It  has  been  tlie 
policy  of  this  nation  to  permit  the  tonnage  of  other  n>- 
tions  to  share  in  all  the  facilities  of  trade  given  to  our  own, 
inviting  competition  with  the  world  in  carrying  our  pro- 
ductions to  market;  and  such  has  been  the  effect  of  tlui 
competition  between  the  foreigner  and  the  American,  in 
the  reduction  of  freights,  that  no  person  can  compete  with 
the  foreign  tonnage  unless  he  sails  his  own  ship,  and  com- 
mands and  superintends,  in  person,  the  whole  concern. 
Sir,  tlie  tonnage  in  foreigfn  trade  is  gradually  chinginy 
owners;  itis  now  concentrating  into  the  hands  of  the  hardy 
sons  of  Neptune,  who  mount  old  ocean's  wave,  and  do  not 
fatten  on  Tokay,  Burgundy,  or  Champagne.  These  are 
becoming  the  ship  owners  now,  and  these  are  the  men 
who  manfully  contend  for  the  prize  with  foreign  tonnage, 
even  against  domestic  prejudice. 

None  other  can  successfully  compete  with  the  foreign  ton- 
nage but  those  who  work  themselves,  and  practise  the  great- 
est economy  in  everj'  part  of  their  business.  Sir,  it  is  not 
possible  for  a  mercliant,  sitting  in  his  counting  room,  to 
compete  with  the  foreign  tonnage  ha^^ng  the  same  facili- 
ties that  he  has  in  every  part  of  the  business.  No,  sir, 
another  class  of  men  must  do  it,  if  it  is  done,  and  they  are 
now  on  tlie  full  tide  of  experiment,  and  I  hope  and  trust 
they  will  succeed. 

Sir,  m-iy  we  not  find  anotlier  cause  for  the  decline  of 
the  navigation  in  the  late  arrangement  in  regard  to  the 
West  India  trade?  For  the  purpose  of  showing  how  the  na- 
vigation of  the  country  has  been  affected  by  that  arrange- 
ment, I  will  read  an  "extract  of  a  letter,  received  a  few 
days  past,  from  one  of  the  most  experienced  and  intelli- 
gent commercial  houses  in  the  country.  It  was  cotninu- 
nicated  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  price  of  ssK 
in  Turk's  Island  for  several  vears  up  to  November  or  the 
first  of  December  last;  but  the  part  of  the  letter  I  shall 
read,  is  confined' to  the  operations  of  trade,  more  than  the 
price  of  sah.     I  will  read  the  extract: 

"  The  last  voyage  was  undertaken  and  performed  under 
the  recent  arrangement  made  by  Mr.  HcLaoe  with  the 
British  Government,  and  a  cargo  taken  on  board,  of  our 
productions,  deemed  by  ui  sufficient  to  purchase  a  nul 
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ctfgo  of a»lt  often  thoosand  bnshek;  we  were,  however, 
eitrcmely  dinppointed  at  the  result  of  the  voyage.  In- 
iteid  of  the  outward  cargo  bringing  four  or  five  hundred 
doUus  more  than  the  full  cargo  of  salt  would  cost,  it 
brought  only  enough  to  purchase  about  eight  thousand 
bashdf.  Indeed,  if  we  had  not  put  on  board  some  money 
oonelres,  and,tbe  captain  been  enabled  to  borrow  more  of 
ipasMnger,  he  must  have  drawn  on  us  for  a  considerable 
put  of  hiscar{^  or  the  voyage  been  almost  entirely  broken 
m.  Tha  dinstrous  state  of  trade,  as  it  regards  the  sale 
of  our  own  productions,  as  we  are  informed,  grows  out 
of  pceoGar  advantages  in  the  duties  which  the  British 
bottonu,  sailing  from  British  colonial  ports,  enjoy  over 
oun  tnding  to  those  islands.  We  annex  a  statement 
of  the  principal  items  of  our  cargo,  to  show  the  reason 
vhy  the  British  bottom  has  the  advantage  of  ours. 
We  shipped  com,  in  bags  of  two  bushek  each,  cost  $X  55 
Dutjr  st  Turk's  Ishnd,  20  cents  per  bushel,        -  40 


Sold  the  same  at    - 

Loss  per  bag, 

Veihipped  lumber,  which  cost  per  M. 
Dutjr  on  do.  at  T.  I. 


1  95 

1  50 


45 


fl3  25 
6  46 


Logs  b  measure  5  per  cent,  (the  lumber  had 
been  surveyed  here,  and  all  proper  allowances 
made)  on  aal«  f  16,  -  .... 


Sold  the  aame  at 
Lms  per  M.        t 


19  71 


80 

20  51 
16  00 


4  51 


We  shipped  flour,  which  cost  per  barrel    .        •    #6  25 
Doty  on  do.  at  T.  I. 1  00 


7  25 
7  00 

25 


Sold  the  same  at  .        •     .    • 

loss  per  barrel, 

"The  British  bottom,  taking  the  above  ardeles  from  Nova 
So)6a,  would  be  admitted,  as  we  understand,  duty  free, 
oil,  posaesang  the  same  advantages  as  our  own  bottoms 
■  our  own  ports  on  the  return  voyage,  would  make  a 
•Tinj business,  while  ours  would  lose  money." 

Sir,  the  contest  between  this  Government  and  that  of 
Great  Britain  was  not  only  in  regard  to  the  consumption 
«f  Oor  productions,  but  also  who  should  carry  them  to 
""•Aet  The  British  West  Indian  consumed  as  much  of 
oor  Sour,  rice,  and  other  productions,  before  the  arrange. 
nient,  as  he  does  now:  we  carried  them  to  the  other 
i^nds  of  the  West  Indies,  and  from  thence  they  were 
i«ken  to  the  English  islands  by  others;  we  had  as  good  a 
"ttrket  at  the  other  islands  as  we  now  have,  and  had  all 
lie  profits  of  carrying  the  produce  to  market.  Not  so 
Mw— we  let  the  British  ships  carry  our  productions  to  the 
eicloson  of  our  own. 

Sir,  many  of  the  Senators  now  present,  who  were  here 
111830,  will  bear  witness  when  I  say  that,  when  the  bill 
wtWiiing  the  President  to  issue  his  proclamation  on 
opening  the  ports  of  the  West  Indies  was  under  consider- 
ibon,  I  stated  that  it  appeared  to  me  that  we  were 
esgerly  pursuing  that  which  was  not  \Borth  possessing, 
'hen  we  shall  have  obtained  it;  that,  so  far  as  my  con. 
•iituents  were  concerned,  I  had  rather  every  thing  should 
'emain  as  it  then  was,  than  to  change  it  for  .iny  thing  we 
"JwW  get  fiom  Great  Britain.  I  albo  stated  that  the  Bri. 
™  BHnds  received  all  our  productions  by  a  drcuKous 


route,  and,  if  any  extra  cost  was  added,  it  was  not  paid 
by  us;  that  our  citizens  were  concerned  in  trading-houses 
at  the  other  islands,  to  whom  we  shipped  our  goods,  and 
they  sold  them,  and  had  the  profits  and  commission  for 
transacting  the  business;  that  such  was  the  situation  of  the 
British  colonies,  that  British  ships  could  load  in  England, 
come  to  this  country,  here  take  a  cargo  for  the  West  In- 
dies, there  take  a  cargo  of  sugar  or  other  productions, 
and  return  home;  making  three  freights  in  one  voyage. 
At  the  same  time,  our  trade  must,  from  the  nature  of 
things,  be  confined  to  the  direct  trade.  I  have  seen 
nothmg  since  to  alter  the  opiruon  then  expressed,  and  tlie 
letter  just  read  goes  to  confirm  it. 

Sir,  if  we  have  not  largely  increa-sed  the  consumption 
in  the  British  West  Indies  by  the  arrangement,  we  have 
been  great  losers  by  the  bargain.  Whether  the  West 
Indian  eats  more  now  than  he  did  before,  I  do  not  knqw. 
I  believe  they  were  never  in  the  habit  of  stinting  or  allow- 
ancing themselves  in  that  particular.  I  believe  that  much 
of  their  food  was  obtained  from  the  United  States  then  as 
well  as  now. 

Sir,  a  gentleman  of  my  acquuntance,  who  commands  his 
own  ship,  and  has,  for  a  number  of  years,  been  engaged  in 
carrying  cotton  from  Charleston  to  Great  Britun,  toldme  it 
was  a  very  hard  and  laborious  business — ^the  competition 
with  foreigners  was  as  much  as  he  could  stand,  before  the 
late  arrangement;  and,  by  that  arrangement,  it  was  con* 
sidered  facilities  were  given  to  the  British;  and  he  now 
doubted  whether  be  should  be  able  to  continue  in  the 
trade  much  longer.  Sir,  I  know  the  man — he  can  core, 
pete  with  the  British,  if  any  man  can ;  and  when  he  sur- 
renders, I  shall  consider  the  business  as  lost  to  us:  there 
is  a  larger  proportion  of  foreigners  entering  the  port  of 
Charleston  than  any  other.  In  1829,  the  American  ton- 
nage  entered  there  amounted  to  27,696  tons,  and  foreign 
tonnage  to  24,473  tons.  The  proportion  of  forei^  ton- 
nage entering  the  port  of  Savannah  was  about  sixty-six 
per  cent,,  and  other  ports  where  cotton  is  shipped,  in- 
cluding those  of  the  Mississippi,  about  fifty  per  cent., 
compared  with  the  American.  Here,  sir,  we  can  see  one 
gi-eat  cause  of  the  destruction  of  the  navigation  of  South 
Carolina.  Sir,  the  owners  foresaw  the  consequences  that 
would  result  to  the  navigating  interest  by  the  late  arrange- 
ment;  they  knew  they  had  been  driven  from  the  Euro- 
pean  trade  by  the  Europeans  themselves,  and  by  the  skill 
and  enterprise  of  those  who  navigate  their  own  ships,  and 
so  bravely  compete  with  the  world.  Sir,  the  ship  owner 
of  Charleston,  not  able  to  stand  this  competition,  had  no 
other  resource  but  to  sell  his  ship  and  become  a  grower 
of  cotton  or  a  shipper  of  goods,  to  be  carried  by  others 
who  can  afford  freight  at  a  less  price  than  himself. 

Sir,  the  merchants  of  this  country  are  the  most  saga* 
cious  men  of  the  nation;  they  discover  their  own  interest 
as  readily,  and  pursue  it  as  keenly,  as  any  other;  and 
when  they  know  a  particular  trade  is  unprofitable,  they 
abandon  it,  and  pursue  some  other — they  never  stand 
idle;  hence,  the  last  ship  in  foreign  trade  was  sold  under 
the  hammer  to  close  the  concern;  she  has  jjow  changed 
her  character,  and  is  seen  (enrolleil  or  licensed)  bound 
coastwise,  spreading  her  sails  to  the  breeze,  laden  with 
cotton  of  her  native  soil,  not  only  untaxed,  but  protected 
by  the  American  system. 

No,  sir;  so  far  from  the  American  system  being  the 
cause  of  the  decline  of  the  navigation,  it  is  the  means  of 
sustaining  it;  it  is  the  nutriment  it  feeds  on;  the  very 
thing  that  supports  the  steady  increase,  and  unexampled 
coasting  and  inland  commerce  of  our  country — a  tracle  of 
far  greater  value  to  this  nation  than  tiie  foreign.  It  is 
more  extensive  than  a  voyage  across  the  Atlantic:  con>. 
mencing  at  Eastport,  in  Maine,  continuingalongthe  whole 
coast,  indented  by  bays  and  navigable  rivers,  to  the  GuK 
of  Mexico;  thence,  up  the  Mississippi  and  all  its  tributa- 
ries, to  the  lakes;  thence,  extending  by  the  lakes,  rivers. 
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and  canals,  to  the  Atlantic,  terminating  at  tKc  great  com- 
mercial emporium  of  our  country;  employing  a  great 
amount  of  tonnage,  and  daily  increaatng.  Sii*,  tliis  trade 
iu  truly  American;  American  owners,  American  ships, 
and  American  seamen.  The  pecuniary  consiileration  is 
not  the  only  benefit  arising  from  this  trade;  it  makes  the 
whole  people  acquainted;  they  mingle  with  cacli  other; 
they  know  each  otl)er;  it  wears  ofl"  prejudice,  and  con- 
nects every  part  of  the  Union,  and  makes  us  one;  and, 
like  the  motto  on  the  star  spangled  banner,  emphatically 
proclaims — '  *  E  pluribtu  unum. " 

Sir,  the  coasting  vessels  are  constantly  employed  in 
carrying  sugar,  cotton,  rice,  and  molasses,  from  the  South, 
and  lumber,  grain,  flour,  tobacco,  and  coal,  from  the 
>liddle  States,  to  the  Nortli  and  East,  returning  with  cotton 
and  woollen  fabrics,  caps,  hats,  shoes,  and  other  wares,  the 
productions  of  the  citizens  of  our  own  country,  to  pay 
for  the  productions  of  the- South,  consumed  by  the  people 
of  the  North.  The  West,  too,  by  the  aid  of  their  canals 
and  of  the  noblest  rivers  in  the  world,  come  in  for  their 
share  in  the  exchange  of  productions.  Sir,  without  this 
trade,  our  great  navigating  interest  wovild  languish;  al- 
though it  might  not  totally  expire,  it  would  exhibit  a  sickly 
hue;  but,  by  the  fostering  care  of  the  American  system, 
the  lUkvigation  has  increased,  and  will  continue  to  increase 
with  the  extension  of  the  industry,  skill,  and  capital,  of 
the  country. 

To  illustrate  some  of  the  advantages  of  this  trade  to  the 
whole  country,  T  will  state  that  the  small  town  of  Provi- 
dence, in  the  State  from  whence  I  come,  imported  for  its 
consumption  and  the  consumption  of  its  vicinity,  tlie  two 
last  years,  taken  from  the  custom-house  books,  viz. 

Year  1830.      Year  1831. 
Bales  of  coUon,       -  -        45,166  55,707 

Barrels  of  flour,      -  -        68,473  71,369 

Bushekofcom,      -  -      358,181  216,662 

Kye,  -  -  -        16,967  7,772 

Of  tobacco  and  other  productions  of  the  Middle  States, 
and  sugar  and  molasses  from  Louisiaivt,  to  a  large  amount, 
of  which  I  have  no  return,  making  an  aggregate  of  con- 
sumption of  flour  and  grain,  from  North  Carolina,  Vir- 
ginia, and  other  ports  of  the  Chesapeake,  greater  than  all 
the  West  Indies.  These  are  some  of  the  advantages  of 
the  coasting  trade  and  of  the  domestic  industry  of  the 
country,  aided,  supported,  and,  I  might  say,  created,  by 
the  American  system. 

There  was  also  imported  into  other  ports  of  tJic  State 
of  Khodc  Island,  the  last  year,  20,510  bushels  of  corn,  and 
13,165  barrels  of  flour,  in  addition  to  the  amount  import- 
ed into  the  port  of  Providence,  as  before  stated. 

I  do  not  say  the  whole  of  thi»  was  consumed  within  the 
State;  no  doubt  a  part  found  its  way  out,  perhaps  a  small 
quantity  to  titc  West  Indies.  But  .we  may  safely  estimate 
that  the  whole  amount  carried  to  the  port  of  Providence, 
was  consumed  witlun  the  State  of  Rhode  Island. 

Sir,  it  has  been  said  we  arc  great  gormandizers  if 
96,000  persons  eat  71,000  barrels  of  flour  in  a  year:  be 
it  so.  It  is  true  that  it  is  consumed,  and  also  the  grain 
stated  with  it.  Sir,  we  live  by  eating,  but  we  work  at 
tlie  same  time;  and  wlioever  works  must  cat,  is  an  old 
adage.  Sir,  the  people  of  Rhode  Island  arc  a  working 
people;  they  look  well  to  the  ways  of  tlieir  household, 
and  cat  not  the  bread  of  idleness.  Sir,  I  do  not  consider 
this  as  any  virtue  in  U8;*we  would  as  willingly  live  idle  as 
our  neighbor  of  a  more  favored  soil  and  climate,  but  we 
are  compelled  to  work,  or  starve;  our  soil  is  steril,  our 
climate  cold,  and  our  wants  many;  we  must  labor  to  supply 
these  wants;  tliere  is  no  escape  from  it. 

Sir,  I  do  not  intend  to  enter  into  any  argument  to  show 
the  legality  of  a  tariff,  tending  to  encourage  the  domestic 
manufactures  of  the  counti-y;  that  question  has  been  so 
ably  discuwed,  and  the  principle  of  encouragement  acted 


on  by  almost  every  Congress  since  the  adoption  of  th^ 
constitution,  and  so  often  recommended  by  all  the  Pre* 
dents,  from  General  Washington  down  to  the  presc* 
Chief  Magistrate,  that  I  am  saiisficd  in  believing  it  cog 
stitutional.  Mr.  glefferson,  wlio  seems  to  be  the  idolo 
the  day,  not  only  in  his  official  capacity,  recommeudt^ 
the  introduction  of  manufactures,  but  in  his  private  c(i^ 
rcspondcnce  avowed  that  the  time  had  arrived  when  «| 
should  place  the  manufacturer  by  tlie  side  of  the  fartne^ 
and  no  longer  depend  on  foreigners  to  supply  us  with  tin 
comforts  and  necessaries  of  life.  Were  wc  to  look  inli 
the  history  of  tlie  introduction  of  manufactures  in  Ibii 
country,  wc  should  learn  they  were  at  all  times  considerd 
of  great  importance  in  a  national  view;  the  very  first  taril 
adopted  under  the  present  constitution  was,  among  otbei 
things,  avowedly  for  the  encouragement  of  manufacliim 
petitions  were  presented  to  Congress  from  tite  mcchania 
and  manufacturers  of  Baltimore,  and  from  the  tradetiM 
and  manufacturers  of  Boston,  praying  Congress  to  protcd 
them,  and  praying  for  an  imposition  of  such  duties  on  il 
foreign  articles  which  can  be  made  in  America,  as  vril 
give  a  just  and  decided  preference  to  the  labors  of  ot 
country.  These  were  taken  into  consideration  by  Cat 
gress,  and  a  committee  was  ordered  to  bring  in  a  bill  fa 
the  encouragement  and  promotion  of  such  manufactuK( 
as  would  tend  to  render  the  United  States  independent  i| 
other  nations.  And  what  is  desired  now  ^  Nothing  mon 
than  a  continuance  of  the  system  of  encouragement  ml 
protection  to  those  institutions  reared  into  being  by  jmi 
acts,  and  by  the  wisdom  of  those  who  once  occupied  tin 
places  we  now  possess.  This  is  all  that  is  asked— it  a  iI 
that  is  wished  orj^desired. 

Sir,  it  is  said  the  tariff  of  1824  had  two  distinct  fn 
tures,  revenue  and  protection.  It  had  so;  and  as  faril 
we  have  seen  the  result,  it  has  answered  the  expectitia 
of  its  friends;  the  industry  of  the  country  has  been  pni 
moted  in  the  manufacture  of  one  article,  and  the  rereniH 
increased  by  the  consumption  of  another.  The  consump 
tion  of  those  that  increased  the  revenue,  was  not  confiiiW 
wholly  to  one  district,  but  was,  in  some  degree,  generi 
throughout  the  whole  country;  but  the  greatest  incrcw 
of  consumption  is  at  the  manufacturing  establishmenli 
many  are  enabled  to  purcliase  and  consume  articles  p>}' 
ing  duties  who  could  not,  were  they  not  employed  in  il« 
business  of  manufiicture.  Sir,  the  manufactures  of  oui 
country  supply  the  coarse  cottons  as  cheap  as  they  cm  Ix 
furnished  to  us  from  the  workshop  of  any  foreign  countij, 
even  without  a  tariff.  Coarse  cottons  arc  now,  and  bin 
been,  sold  here  at  nx  and  one-fourth  cents  per  ysrd,  anJ 
can  be  had  to  any  amount  from  that  sum  to  seven,  xta 
and  a  lialf,  and  eight  cents  per  yard,  of  a  good  (}uility 
It  is  generally  admitted,  where  prejudice  is  not  tnuniph 
ant,  that  cotton  cloth,  manufactured  in  this  counti?) « 
superior  to  tliat  produced  in  any  other.  It  has  "wre « 
tl>e  raw  material  in  It,  and  of  a  belter  quality,  and  is  sok 
at  about  the  same  price. 

I  know  it  will  be  asked,  why  need  a  tariff  to  protect  oi 
encourage  the  manufacture  of  cotton,  if  we  can  competi 
with  the  world?  The  answer  is,  to  secure  a  market 
Give  a  ready  market  for  our  productions,  and  we  can  won 
cheaper,  and  sell  at  a  less  price,  than  they  can  be  sold  * 
in  a  sluggish  or  dull  market.  It  is  plain  to  tiie  undcrstarai 
ing  of  evciy  body,  that,  if  you  cannot  sell  your  produc 
tions,  but,  for  the  want  of  purchasers,  are  obliged  to  keej 
them  on  hand  one,  two,  or  three  year*,  they  cannot  w 
made  so  cheap  as  when  the  producer  or  riSanufactiireriai 
have  a  quick  and  ready  sale.  If  you  have  no  market  foi 
your  productious,  you  must  stop  producing.  To  turn  ni 
goods  into  money,  or  such  tilings  as  he  needs  to  carry  oi 
his  business,  is  the  great  object  of  the  manufacturer;  ■ 
enables  him  to  pursue  bis  business  at  a  much  less  rate  pel 
cent,  profit,  tlian  if  he  were  obliged  to  keep  them  oii  nan' 
several  montJis  before  he  can  sell  tliem.    They  will  n» 
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gome  to  the  poMession  of  the  consumer  at  any  less  price 
by  t  slow  and  tardy  sale;  but,  to  afford  the  manufacturer 
I  iiing  business,  the  price  will  be  enhanced  in  conse- 
quence of  the  slow  sale.  And  this  is  the  whole  mystery 
irhy  a  tsriff  is  necessary  to  make  the  article  come  to  the 
cmsttiner  at  the  least  possible  price.  By  excluding  the 
foreign  article,  you.  make  a  market  for  the  domestic;  and, 
ij  making  a  market  for  the  domestic,  you  encourage  com- 
petition; and  competition  has,  and  will  reduce  the  price 
to  the  consumer,  to  the  lowest  sum  it  can  be  produced  for 
bene  or  elsewhere.  The  effect  of  the  tariff  on  coarse  cot- 
tons has  given  us  tlie  whole  market  of  our  country;  this 
his  produced  the  competition  among  our  citizens,  and  the 
uticle  has  been  made  and  sold  at  the  lowest  posmble  price 
ittaabe  made  for  in  any  country.  By  the  manufacture  of 
this  uticle,  it  has  enabled  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
lo  coDEome  the  fine  cottons,  alks,  ribbons,  and  other 
ptgivi,  not  made  in  this  country,  and  subject  to  duties; 
hence  the  increase  of  the  revenue:  and  every  article  the 
cmntiy  is  prepared  to  manufacture  can  be  produced  or 
Bade  here,  and  will  be  at  as  low  a  price  as  it  can  be  fur- 
^ihcdto  us  from  any  part  of  the  world.  Such  is  the  ef- 
kct  of  competition,  that  the  consumer  will  always  be  able 
to  obUuD  it  at  the  lowest  price  it  can  be  afforded  at. 

Sir,  it  is  said  that  protection  transmutes  the  duty  into  a 
bounty  to  the  manu&cturer.  This  will  not  apply  to  the  ma- 
Duiactures  of  coarse  cottons.  Protection  to  them  does  not 
tnnsmute  the  duty  to  a  bounty  for  their  benefit,  nor  to  any 
other  branch  of  manufacture,  where  the  market  can  be  sup- 
plied vith  the  domestic  article.  The  whole  experience  of 
tur  country  is  to  the  contrary.  We  know,  by  the  aid  of  the 
liriff,  shoes,  boots,  and  hats  have  lowered  in  price,  and 
the  domestic  coarse  cottons  have  (biven  out  of  the  market 
^  foreign,  and  the  domestic  is  purchased  at  as  low  a 
price  as  the  foreign  can  be  imported  at,  and  lower  than  we 
duuld  have  obtained  the  foreign,  had  not  the  manufacture 
rf  cotton  been  introduced  into  this  country.  If  we  had 
Berer  been  manufacturers,  cotton  fabrics  would  have  corn- 
sanded  the  same  price  here  as  they  now  do  in  South 
America,  and  probably  more;  for  our  market,  as  well  as 
^t,  must  have  been  supplied.  What  would  have  induced 
Great  Britain  to  sell  us  her  goods  at  a  less  price  than  she 
coqM  obtain  for  tbem  in  other  ports  of  the  world?  She 
vould  not  iMve  done  so.  It  is  the  domestic  manufacture 
«ly  that  has  cheapened  the  articles  in  our  market;  and 
break  down  the  domestic  manufacture,  and  cotton  goods 
Tin  inunediately  advance  in  price.  With  these  facts  be- 
fore our  eyes,  and  operating  on  all  our  senses,  we  are 
fnvely  told  here  that  the  wliole  country  is  taxed  to  the 
MDOimt  of  eight  or  nine  millions  of  dollars,  for  the  bene- 
fit of  cotton  manufacturers.  Why  is  it  tiiat  aentlemen 
persist  in  error,  when,  if  they  will  take  the  trouble  to  step 
into  mj  of  the  shops  of  tlus  city,  their  own  senses  will  con- 
rincethem  that  they  are  laboring  under  a  great  and  pal- 
pible  delusion? 

Sir,  the  town  of  Providence  imported,  the  last  year, 
from  the  Southern  States,  55,707  bales  of  cotton;  estimat- 
ing il  at  300  lbs.  per  bale,  it  would  pay  a  duly  of  #i501,363, 
if  imported  from  Brazil,  or  any  foreign  port  Now,  sir, 
Kconhng  to  the  argument  advanced  here,  the  town  of 
Proridence  pays  the  sum  of  #501,363  as  a  bounty  to  the 
pUater  of  cotton.  Is  this  so?  Figures  show  it;  and  what- 
ever can  be  demonstrated  by  figfures,  must  be  true;  so  say 
goiOemen.  But  we  all  know  the  fact  is  not  so;  and  yet 
tlui  statement  is  based  on  the  same  principle  as  the  one 
fad  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  concerning  a 
"iMiiucturing  establishment  in  New  Hampshire;  and  if 
™t  U  true,  this  is  also.  But,  sir,  I  contend  they  are 
«™  errors;  though  1  believe  it  was  admitted  by  that  state- 
nent,  that  the  duty,  thougli  nominally  eight  and  a  quar- 
^cents,  was,  in  fact,  but  three.  This  is  also  an  error, 
"leduty,  under  existing  circunistances,  amounts  to  a 
prohibiUon  of  the  article,  but,  if  it  were  imported,  would 
Vol.  Mil.— 25 


pay  to  the  amount  of  the  duty;  and,  were  it  not  for  the 
domestic  competition,  would  advance  the  price  to  tb« 
consumer,  to  the  amount  of  the  duty.  But  toe  power  of 
competition  has  reduced  the  price  to  the  lowest  sum  it  can 
be  made  for,  here  or  elsewhere;  consequently,  the  duty 
does  not  affect  the  price.  It  is  competition  of  our  own 
manufacturers  that  has  lowered  the  price  of  cotton  cloth, 
in  the  same  way  that  an  increased  production  of  cotton  has 
reduced  the  price  of  that  article. 

Sir,  I  am  willing  to  place  the  whole  question  upon  the 
fact  that  coarse  cottons  are  made  and  sold  her^  as  cheap 
as  they  can  be  imported  for,  of  equal  quality,  and  free 
of  duty,  and  to  put  it  on  that  ground  alone;  and  if  it 
cannot  be  sustained,  let  it  fall.  I  will  not  call  to  my  aid 
other  advantages  to  our  country,  by  showing  an  increas- 
ed consumption  of  agricultural  products,  and  also  the  grett 
consumption  of  the  com  of  North  Carolina,  of  ^our 
and  coal  of  Virginia,  and  the  cotton  and  ricb  of  the  more 
Southern  States,  by  the  encouragement  of  manu&ctures. 
It  is  unnecessary  to  show  that  New  England  alone  con- 
sumes more  of  their  bread  stuffs  than  Great  Britain  and 
her  dependencies,  and  that,  if  you  destroy  manufiustures, 
you  destroy  the  greatest  and  best  market  for  those  pro- 
ductions. No,  sir,  I  will  leave  all  these  considerations  out 
of  the  question,  and  place  it  on  the  cheapness  of  the  arti- 
cle manufactured,  taking  into  consideration  the  quali^  of 
the  article  as  well  as  the  price. 

Sir,  it  will  be  admitted  by  all,  even  by  the  cotton  grow- 
er, that  cloth,  made  of  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  or  other 
cotton  of  our  country,  will  wear  much  longer  than  cloth, 
of  equal  texture,  made  of  the  India  cotton:  we  say  it  will 
endure  one-quarter  more  service,  at  a  moderate  calcula- 
tion, than  the  other,  and,  of  course,  should  bring  one- 
quarter  more  price,  and  then  it  will  be  cheaper  to  the 
consumer  than  that  made  of  the  India  production;  but  it 
is  sold  _at  about  the  same  price.  We  ought  also  to  take 
into  consideration  the  price  of  making  the  garment;  for, 
if  three  shirts,  made  oi  domestic  cotton,  last  as  long  as  four 
made  of  the  foreign,  you  save  the  maldng  of  one  as  well 
as  one-fourth  part  of  the  cloth — and,  with  us,  the  expense 
of  making  is  more  than  tl>e  cost  of  the  cloth'.  The  do- 
mestic article  is  now  selling  at  from  six  and  a  quarter  to 
seven  and  a  half  cents  per  yard,  containing  about  one 
pound  of  cotton  to  four  and  a  half  yards  of  cloth,  and  wiO 
be  less  the  coming  season,  for  much  will  be  sold  at  less 
than  cost  Sir,  it  is  estimated  that  one-fourth  part  of  all 
the  cotton  grown  in  the  United  States  the  last  year  will 
be  manufactured  in  this  country  the  present  year:  and 
such  will  be  the  power  of  competition,  that  the  manufac- 
tured article  must  and  will  fall  in  price,  and  be  lower  in 
the  market  than  it  has  been  in  previous  years.  And  if  it 
can  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  cottons  are  sold  as  low 
here  as  they  can  be  imported  for,  free  of  duty,  I  do  hope 
the  cotton-gfTowing  States  will  not  insist  that  the  duty  on 
coarse  cottons  is  a  tax  on  the  consumer,  nor  attribute  all 
their  depression  to  the  tariff. 

Sir,  I  understood  the  Senator  from  North  Carolina  to 
say  that  this  system  gave  the  manufacturing  States  more 
benefits  than  Great  Britain  received  from  her  colonies, 
and  that  British  cotton  goods  paid  a  duty  of  two  and  a  half 
per  cent,  only  in  Cana£i,  when  tiie  people  of  the  South 
paid  eight  an^  a  quarter  cents  per  yard  to  the  Northern 
manufacturer.  Isthisa  right  view  of  the  subject?  Is  there 
no  distinction  in  the  cases?  Are  the  cases  parallel?  It 
has  already  been  shown  that  the  competition  has  destroy- 
ed the  effect  of  the  tariff  in  regard  to  the  increasing  of 
the  price,  and,  therefore,  the  Southern  States  are  not  tax- 
ed as  high  as  Great  Britain  taxes  her  colonies.  Great 
Britain  receives  two  and  a  half  per  cent,  on  the  cottons 
sent  to  her  colonies,  and  we  sei.d  ours  to  the  Southern 
States  without  any  duty  wluitever.  The  South  pays  no 
more  tax  on  our  fabrics  than  we  pay  on  their  cotton;  they 
have  the  one  free  of  duty,  and  we  the  other.     Wliat  is  the 
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tax  the  colonies  p»y  on  cotton  g^oods  from  other  places 
than  Great  Britain }  Sufficient  to  amount  to  a  prohibition. 
Sir,  we  supply  North  Carolina  with  a  better  article,  free 
of  duty,  than  she  can  obtun  elsewhere  for  the  same  price, 
and  take  her  com  and  other  productions  in  pay;  we  ask 
her  for  no  nSmey.  If  Great  Britain  supplies  her  with 
cottons  at  the  same  price,  she  will  not  take  her  com  or 
lumber,  but  must  have  her  gold;  and  now  we  are  told 
that  the  people  of  North  Carolina  are  taxed  eight  and  a 
quarter  cents  per  yard  for  our  cottons,  and  are  grow- 
ing poorer  and  poorer,  whilst  they  work  harder  and 
harder.  Sir,  let  us  look  at  this  trade  with  North  Carolina; 
let  us  examine  it  thoroughly  and  fidrly;  let  us  go  to  the 
merchants  at  Fayetteville,  Washington,  Wilmington,  and 
other  commercialtowDSof  that  State,  and  inquire  of  them 
how  this  trade  is  carried  on — how  they  pay  for  the  cotton 
goods  they  purchase  from  the  North.  They  will  tell  you 
that  every  vessel,  laden  with  cotton  fabrics,  arriving  at 
their  ports,  lakes  back  lumber,  com,  tar,  turpentme, 
bams,  and  other  productions  of  North  Carolina.  Sir,  ask 
them  if  they  pay  a  tax  of  eight  cents  per  yard,  and  they  will 
not  understand  your  question;  they  will  point  to  their 
goods,  and  say,  the  prices  of  these  were  six,  seven, 
and  eight  cents  per  yard,  therefore,  the  duty  or  tax 
on  them  could  not  be  eight  cent*.  This  would  be  their 
reply. 

Sir,  if  we  now  and  then  get  a  few  hams  firom  Virginia  or 
North  Carolina,  we  consider  them  a  great  luxury;  we  de- 
vour them  when  necessary  for  our  sustenance,  and  do  not 
•top  to  inquire  whether  we  pay  a  duty  of  three  or  more 
cents  per  pound,  although  they  are  set  down  in  the  tariff 
as  a  protected  article- 
Sir,  if  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  will  make  the 
inquiry  of  his  constituents  concerned  in  the  trade  with  the 
Eastern  States,  and  if  they  do  not  inform  him  tliat,  so  far 
from  its  being  a  losing  or  injurious  trade  to  North  Caro- 
lina, but,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  is  otherwise,  then,  sir,  I 
will  not  only  acknowledge  my  error,  but  I  will  unite  with 
him  in  modifying  the  tariff  so  as  to  secure  a  just  and  pro- 
per reciprocity  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country.  I 
will  do  it  now.  To  promote  the  general  welfare  and  in- 
jure none,  is  my  aim;  it  is  all  I  desire,  and  all  I  ask.  Sir, 
I  know  we  are  great  consumers  of  the  productions  of 
North  Carolina;  I  know  it  by  experience;  I  had  occasion 
to  use  many  boards  and  other  timber  of  North  Carolina 
the  season  past.  Sir,  a  paper  now  lies  before  me,  con- 
taining the  official  return  of  all  the  lumber  brought  to  the 
port  of  Providence  the  last  year,  which  shows  a  very  large 
quantity  of  the  hard  pine  of  North  Carolina  in  the  list.  I 
know,  sir,  that  large  quantities  of  com,  tar,  and  other 
productions  of  that  State,  are  brought  to  our  market,  and 
I  do  hope,  sir,  that  this  trade  and  intercourse  among  our 
citizens  will  be  permitted  to  remain;  that  it  will  increase 
and  grow  more  and  more  for  their  mutual  benefit.  For 
all  concerned  know  that  they  pay  no  tax  on  the  cotton 
goods  received  of  us,  and  that  we  pay  no  duty  on  the  pro- 
ductions received  of  them;  that  it  is  a  trade  of  perfect  re- 
ciprocity and  freedom. 

Sir,  this 'thing  called  trade  is  so  interwoven  with  the 
agriculture,  manufactures,  and  navigation  of  the  country, 
that  I  will  not  pretend  to  follow  it  in  all  its  ramifications. 
It  is  enough  to  know  that  each  stimulates  and  promotes  the 
other;  tliat,  by  aiding  and  encouraging  the  one,  you  assist 
the  other;  in  the  same  manner  as  a  North  Carolina  plan- 
ter, when  growing  corn  to  feed  the  manufacturer,  is  wear- 
ing the  cotton  cloth  and  consuming  the  product  of  the  ma- 
nufacturer; and  tlie  manufacturer,  when  making  the  same 
cloth,  is  eating  the  com  of  the  planter.  In  this  way  they 
are  mutually  benefited;  each  a  producer,  and  each  a  con- 
sumer; and  both  consumers  and  both  producers;  no  taxes 
paid  by  either,  nor  any  money  needed  in  the  exchange  of 
their  commodities.  One  receives  a  fair  equivalent  for  his 
grain,  the  other  for  his  cloth;  the  whole  harmomously  go- 


ing on,  and  would  so  continue,  were  it  not  for  some  angu- 
lar and  fatal  delusion,  riveted  on  the  minds  of  intelligoit 
and  honorable  men,  who  pursue  theories,  and  not  the  com. 
mon  and  practical  transactions  of  life. 

Sir,  why  should  we,  by  our  legislation,  destroy  this 
great  branch  of  the  industry  of  our  country  ?  Nursed  into 
being  by  the  Government,  cherished  by  every  adminislm- 
tion,  and  now  in  the  full  tide  of  successful  experiment. 

Sir,  are  gentlemen  desirous  of  hastening  wretchedntis, 
misery,  and  want?  of  ruining  those  now  possessed  ofi 
competency,  and  of  reducing  them  to  poverty?  todrivt 
females  from  useful  and  proper  employment,  and  cliil- 
dren  to  beg  in  the  streets?  and  that,  too,  witliout 
benefiting  any  part  of  the  country.  For  after  our  maiu- 
facturers  are  ruined,  the  prices  will  be  enhanced.  Wt 
shall  have  no  domestic  competitors,  and  must  pay  the 
price  the  foreigner  pleases  to  tax  us  with;  and  forwhit' 
Why,  that  others,  in  a  distant  land,  may  receive  the  bene- 
fits denied  to  our  own  citizens. 

Sir,  I  beseech  genOemen  to  .pause,  to  reflect,  before 
they  take  the  fatal  step  that  will  bring  ruin  and  dismay  on 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  community  in  which  we  live.  I 
do  hope  that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  himself 
will,  on  reflection,  withdraw  his  proposition.  I  will  not 
say  the  original  resolution,  taken  to  the  letter,  is  prcciselj 
as  it  should  be;  perhaps  some  modification  would  be  well, 
keeping  in  view  the  g^eat  principle  of  encouraging  the 
industry  of  the  country,  without  taxing  any  for  the  bene- 
fit of  another.  My  fide  is,  protect  your  own  cltiicns 
from  the  cupidity  and  injurious  actions  of  foreigners,  and 
thereby  promote  the  interest  and  happiness  of  our  ovn 
country. 

Sir,  what  do  we  ask?  Nothing  but  the  privilege  of 
earning  a  living  by  the  sweat  of  the  face.  We  say  to 
Maryland,  Virginia,  and  North  Carolina,  take  our  manu- 
factures at  the  price  others  will  make  tliera  at;  give  m, 
in  exchange,  your  corn,  flour,  hams,  or  bacon,  lumber, 
and  what  else  you  have  to  spare.  We  ask  for  no  money. 
To  the  cotton-growing  States,  send  us  your  cotton  to  spin; 
we  will  pay  ypu  in  cloth  at  a  fair  price — at  a  reduced 
price.  We  will  aid  in  the  increase  of  consumption  of 
your  staple  production,  and  assist  to  keep  a  firm  and 
steady  market  for  it  tliroughout  the  world.  Of  Pennsjl- 
vania,  we  ask,  in  exchange,  coal  and  other  productions  of 
her  soil  and  manufactures;  but,  above  all,  give  us  coal; 
we  could  not  obtain  the  half  we  needed  the  last  year;  in- 
crease your  diligence,  and  grant  us  more  coal.  To  the 
West,  we  say,  send  us  your  productions,  and  take  our  cot- 
ton; we  have  tasted  largely  of  your  pork  and  hams;  send 
us  lead,  copper,  furs,  peltry,  buck  horns  and  skins,  buf- 
falo robA,  (and  a  few  tongues,  if  you  have  them  to  spare,) 
cattle,  hom  tips,  and  hides;  woof,  as  much  as  you  please; 
in  short,  any  thing  you  grow  or  raise,  and  you  shall  ha« 
cotton  shirts,  checks,  and  prints,  quantity  and  pric  '" 
yourheart's  content.  Turn  your  attention  toraisingniM- 
der;  the  g^wth  of  it  is  well  adapted  to  your  soil  and  di- 
mate;  you  will  find  it  a  profitable  culture,  and  it  will 
always  command  a  good  price  in  the  market.  Mucl'» 
now  used,  and  more  is  wanted.  All  that  we  have  u  i"'- 
ported  from  Europe;  I  believe  mostly  from  France  and 
Holland. 

Sir,  we  have  heard  something  of  free  trade,  of  the 
fi-ee  trade  of  Great  Britain.  It  has  been  so  longssserteiji 
that  many  persons  do  verily  believe  that  the  ports  of  »U 
her  possessions  are  open  to  all  the  world,  duty  free;  '^ 
she  takes  beef,  pork,  g^in,  whiskey,  and  flaiir,  for  her 
productions,  at  all  times.  Whatever  we  may  tliink  here 
of  her  free  trade,  the  practical  merchant  and  navrfatOT 
know  it  is  otherwise.  What  was  the  practice  of  Englaiio 
in  the  infancy  of  her  manufactures?  Did  she  ^P'" Jj^' 
market  to  all  the  world,  and  admit,  duty  free,  goods 
similar  to  those  of  her  own  manufacture,  at  a  time  wh^ 
they  were  struggling  for  existence  ?    No,  sir;  she  secureo 
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and  protected  them  against  forei(rn  competition  until  aVie 
excelled  tlie  world  in  the  art  of  manufacturing,  and,  by 
the  lyttem  of  protection,  she  arrired  at  her'preaent  state 
of  perfectioo.  Does  she,  even  now,  exfend  the  system  of 
frMinde'  Does  she  not  tax  all  nlk  stuffs  imported  into 
her  dominions  thirty  per  cent.,  and  cottons  twenty  per 
cent.,  and  to  many  of  her  colonies  to  the  amount  of  pro- 
UbitioD.'  Is  this  free  trade?  Will  she  at  this  time  sell 
ber  best  machinery,  and  permit  it  to  pass  out  of  her  do- 
minions' Sbe  knows  she  excels  in  this,  and,  by  that  ex- 
cellence, she  is  able  to  compete  with  the  world  in  her 
nnnufsctures.  Sir,  we  have,  by  numerous  experiments, 
aiucb  cost,  great  labor,  and  long^  practice,  rivalled  her  in 
a  fev  articles,  under  the  fostering  care  of  the  Govern- 
Dcnt;  >nd  without  that  fostering  care,  we  never  could 
lure  succeeded.  Our  enterprismr  citizens  would  have 
&llen  beneath  the  skill,  capital,  and  cupidity  of  a  foreign 
rinl.  Extend  your  protection  to  otlier  branches  of  in- 
dustry, and  we  shall  experience  similar  results.  What 
bs  been  done  in  the  most  ingenious  and  intricate  branch 
of  nnnufacture,  can  be  accomplished  in  a  more  simple 
ud  less  complicated  form.  Skill,  capital,  and  enterprise 
exist  in  abundance,  and  need  only  the  aid  of  the  Govern- 
ment tu  give  them  life  and  action.  This  has  been  the 
policy  of  Great  Britain,  and  is  her  policy  now,  in  regard 
to  all  manufactures  in  which  she  does  not  excel  so  as  to 
riral  the  worid. 

Sir,  what  is  the  system  of  France?  Bonaparte,  by  pro- 
bibitions  and  premiums,  gave  activKy  to  manufactures; 
tbe  consequence  is,  that,  instead  of  importing  firom  Great 
Britain,  and  becoming  satraidiary  to  her,  she  now  manufiic- 
tures  for  herself.  Although  her  machinery  is  imperfect, 
vbencompared  with  Great  Britain,  yet  France  supplies  her 
o\>n  countrymen  with  the  articles  they  need.  She  im- 
ports cotton  to  Havre,  thence  it  is  conveyed  over  land  to 
Abce,  440  miles,  there  manufactured,  and  sent  in  cara- 
nm  to  Paris,  upwards  of  400  miles.  (A  canal,  part  of 
thewav,  has,  latterly,  I  believe,  been  made.)  Notwith- 
tending  all  these  obstructions  and  inconveniences,  she  still 
believes  it  for  ber  interest  to  manufacture  for  herself,  and 
Vill  continue  to  do  so,  notwithstanding  she  mig^t  pur- 
cbsse  at  a  less  price  of  her  neighbor.  Tlien  why  should 
«  not  pursue  the  same  policy  other  nations  have  deemed 
vile  and  good  for  them?  ^e  we  so  much  wiser  than  our 
contemporaries  as  to  believe  they  do  not  manage  their 
concerns  for  their  best  interest,  aiw  that  a  contrary  policy 
would  be  better  for  us?  Should  we  be  of  that  opinion, 
wemty  find,  perhaps,  when  too  late,  we  have  been  un- 
<ler  atttai  dehuion;  that  the  system  of  encouraging  the 
imhutry  of  our  own  people,  in  preference  to  that  of 
fcreipiers,  is  the  true  American  system,  and  should  not 
be  abandoned. 

Sir,  this  system  has  caused  manr  improvements  in  the 
loechanic  arts  with  us.  Most  of  the  improvements  in 
nachinery  in  England,  as  well  as  in  this  country,  have 
liten  mule  by  mechanics  and  those  who  superintend  its 
ojentions.  Perceiving  faults,  they  have  Invented  means 
of  correcting  them.  Great  improvements  in  the  powet 
loom  have  been  made  in  this  country;  the  adaptation  of  it 
to  the  reaving  of  bed  tick,  the  great  desideratum  with 
"anaficturers,  was  first  successfully  applied  here,  which 
iw  reduced  the  article  to  neariy  the  price  that  was  for- 
"■^ly  given  for  weaving  it.  It  is  now  sold  at  a  less 
ptice  than  it  ever  was  before,  or  ever  could  have  been 
""xi'it  the  aid  of  the  power  loom.  The  rolling  temple, 
•I"""!  a  self-moving  machine,  was  lately  invented  here, 
>nd  is  unknown  in  England.  The  dresser  and  finisher,  a 
luchine  of  great  utility,  and  indispensable  in  a  modem 
"ttory,  and  now  used,  not  only  in  this  country,  but  in 
^>jUnd,  was  invented  and  made  here.  The  cotton  picker, 
>"^  is  of  our  invention,  a  great  labor-saving  machine, 
•J^  performs  the  work  nf  a  hundred  hands.  The  ma- 
"iii>e  for  making  nails,  unrivalled  in  usefulness,  was  also 


invented  in  this  country,  and  has  reduced  the  soticle  of 
naib  more  than  fif\y  per  cent.  , 

Sir,  another  machine,  for  making  hats,  of  great  utility, 
simple  in  its  form,  was  unknown  and  unthought  of  until  the 
ingenuity  and  invention  <rf'  a  practical  mechanic  first  con- 
ceived, matured,  brought  forth,  and  ushered  it  into  tk* 
world  for  the  benefit  of  man.  So  great  is  its  power  and 
efficacy  in  the  saving  of  manual  labor,  that  the  price  of 
the  article  on  which  it  operates  has  been  reduced  fifty  per 
cent.,  and,  in  a  short  time,  when  the  patent  right  sfaall 
cease,  will  still  be  lower.  This  machine  has  also  stolen 
its  way  to  the  British  empire,  and  is  now  sending  forth 
hats  of  English  wool  and  manufacture,  which  are  shipped  to 
this  country  in  an  unfinished  state,  and  sold  here  to  the 
great  injury  of  our  wool  growers  and  manufiuiturers,  and 
in  violation  of  the  patented  riglit  of  the  inventor.  Sir,  if 
the  Government  hsud  not  encouraged,  and  in  some  degree 
protected,  manufiictures,   is  it  probable  that  these  im- 

f)rovements  would  have  been  seen  or  known  bytis.  At 
cast,  they  would  never  have  been  in  use  here.  But,  fortu- 
nately, other  councibi  prevailed;  they  were  encouraged; 
they  were  protected;  and  we  are  reaping  the  benefits  of 
their  wisdom.  Sir,  this  is  an  ago  of  improvement;  we 
see  it  around  us  in  every  form;  and  shall  we  stand  idle, 
shut  our  eyes,  fold  our  hands,  and  not  participate  in  it? 
I  hope  not.  I  trust  not.  But  that  the  work,  so  gloriously 
begun,  will  go  on,  and  tliat  the  time  may  come  when  the 
representatives  of  Virginia,  here  upon  this  floor,  shall  be 
willing  to  confess  that  on  yonder  hills  our  father  feeds 
Ills  flock,  and  that  the  shuttle  and  the  loom  shall  be  heard 
from  the  majestic  Ohio,  along  the  banks  of  the  Shenan- 
doah, even  unto  the  Atlantic. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  expressed  an  intention  of  following  in 
tlie  discussion;  but,  as  the  hour  was  late,  he  moved  that 
the  Senate  take  up,  informally,  the  joint  resoluiaons  just 
received  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  respecting 
the  approaching  removal  of  Washington's  remains. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  before  this  motion  was  put,  begged 
leave  to  make  some  inquiries  of  the  gentlenian  rrom 
Rhode  Island,  who  had  last  addressed  the  Senate,  as  to 
tlie  source  of  some  statistics  referred  to  in  his  remarks. 
He  wished  to  learn  from  what  source  the  information  was 
obtained,  by  the  Senators  from  Rhode  Island  and  Kentucky, 
of  the  amount  and  descriptions  of  products  imported  coast- 
wise into  Providence  from  North  Carolina.  He  could, 
then,  from  the  same  source,  periiaps,  learn  what  products 
were  brought  into  North  Carolina,  from  Rhode  Island. 
There  were  no  papers  before  him  where  such  statistical 
facts  could  be  found. 

Mr.  KNICiHT  referred,  for  the  source  of  this  informa- 
tion, to  a  certificate  in  his  possession,  from  the  collector 
of  the  port  of  Providence. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  tlmt  authentic  mercantile  records  had 
been  kept  in  some  of  the  principal  ports,  which  he  bad 
used  as  authority,  finding  them  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that  the  infbrmabon  be  sought, 
could  not  be  obtained  fixim  these  sources. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
consideration  of  the  following  joint  resolutions  from  the 
House: 

Betohed  by  the  Senate  and  Hbiue  of  Repretentatitia, 
That  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  be  hereby  authorized  to  make  appli- 
cation to  John  A.  Washington  of  Mount  Vernon,  and  to 
George  W.  P.  Custis,  grandson  of  Mrs.  Washington,  for 
the  remains  of  Martha  Washington  to  be  removed  and  de- 
posited in  the  capitol  at  Washington  city,  at  the  same  time 
with  those  of  her  late  consort,  George  Washington,  and> 
if  leave  be  obtained,  to  take  measures  accordingly. 

Rfohed  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Heprttentatitet, 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States,  the  judges  of 
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the  Supreme  Court,  Charles  Carroll,  of  Carrollton,  James 
Madison,  the  Secretaries  qf  State,  of  the  Treasur}-,  of 
War,  and  of  the  Navy,  the  Postmaster  general,  the  At- 
torney General,  and  the  relatives  of  the  fiimily  of  Georee 
Washington,  be  invited  to  attend  at  the  ceremonies  to  be 
pwformed  on  the  22dlof  February  instant,  in  honor  of  the 
memory  of  George  Washington;  andthat  the  Picndent  be 
requested  to  superintend  the  deposite  of  the  remains  of  the 
deceased  in  the  place  which  has  been  selected  for  that 
purpose. 

As  to  the  joint  resolution,  Mr.  CLAY  said  there  could 
be  no  objection,  unless  it  was  to  the  second  name  inserted 
in  it.  He  did  not  think  the  application  should  be  made 
to  any  but  the  resident  proprietor  of  Mount  Vernon,  who 
was  the  representative  of  the  family.  Mr.  Custts  was  only 
connected  with  the  &mily  by  marriage;  and  if  the  appli- 
cation was  made  to  him,  it  should,  for  the  same  reason, 
be  made  to  others^  of  the  same  branch  of  the  family. 
He  moved  to  strike  out  the  name  of  George  W.  P.  Custis. 
Mr.  FORSYTH  remarked  that  the  object  of  the 
resolution  was  to  obtain  the  assent  of  the  tamily  to  the 
proposed  removal,  and  that  Mr.  Custis  was  the  only  living 
male  descendant  of  Mrs.  klartha  Washington. 

Mr.  CLAY  withdrew  his  motion;  and,  afler  some  remarks 
from  Mr.  TAZEWELL  against,  and  by  Mr.  CIAY,  in 
favor  of  the  resolution,  it  was  agreed  to. 

llie  second  resolution,  inviting  Mr.  Madison  and  others 
to  be  present  at  the  commemoration,  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER,  intending,  he  aid,  to  vote  against 
the  resolution,  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ques- 
tion of  ageing  to  the  resolution.  He  would  not  object  to 
the  distribution  of  invitations  by  the  committee,  but  it  was 
a  novel  and  extraordinary  measure  to  is:iue  cards  of  invita- 
tion by  a  joint  resolution  of  Congress. 

Mr.  CLAY  was  of  the  same  opinion  expressed  by  the 
Senator  from  Uia«is»ppi;  but,  as  the  resolution  was  before 
us,  he  hoped  be  would  withdraw  his  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  BIBB  offered  an  amendment,  which  he  regretted 
was  not  offered  by  some  other  person,  as  it  was  his  inten' 
tion  to  vote  against  the  resolution.  There  was  another 
Ex-President  besides  the  one  named  in  the  resolution,  to 
whom  it  was  proper  that  the  invitation  shouldbe  extended; 
and  he  moved  to  insert  the  name  of  J.  Q.  Adams. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  resolution  be  laid 
on  the  table — agreed  to  by  a  v(M«  of  14  to  13. 


WaDirXSDlT,   FXBHCABT  15. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

On  motion  of  ^Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  joint  resolution  from 
the  House,  yesterday  laid  on  the  table,  inviting  certain 
distinguished  persons  to  attend  the  celebration  of  the  32d 
of  February  next,  was  taken  up,  and  read  as  follows: 

Raohed  hy  the  StaaU  and  House  of.  Representatives, 
That  the  Prendent  of  the  United  States,  the  Secretai-ies 
of  Stote,  of  the  Treasury,  of  War,  and  of  the  Navy,  the 
Postmaster  General,  and  the  Attorney  General,  be  invited 
to  attend  at  the  ceremonies  to  be  performed  on  the  22d 
of  February  instant,  in  honor  of  the,  memory  of  George 
Washington;  and  that  the  President  be  requested  to  super- 
intend thedepoute  of  the  remains  of  the  deceased  in  the 
place  which  has  been  selected  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that  the  objection  to  the  resolu- 
tion, made  yesterday,,  was,  that  it  was  improper  for  Con- 
gress to  ^ve  invitations;  he  thought  differently;  but  as  he 
did  not  wish  to  revive  the  question,  he  would  submit  the 
following  substitute: 

Smdned,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Sutes  be 
requested  to  superintend  the  deposite  uf  the  remains  of 
George  Washington,  in  the  place  which  has  been  selected 
for  that  purpose,  on  the  23d  February  instant. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  moved  to  strike  out  all  the  name*  ex- 
cept those  of  Madison  and  Carroll.  He  tliought  the  family 


of  Washington  should  be  invited  by  the  committee.  The 
connexion  of  the  names  of  Madison  and  Carroll  with  the 
history  of  the  country,  distinguished  them  from  all  others 
and  he  tiiought  they  should  be  specially  invited  to  attend 
by  a  resolution  of  Congress.  He  understood  ylsterd«f 
that  the  Senate  objected  to  invitations  by  resolution;  the 
object  of  his  motion  was  to  ascertain  whether  the  Se- 
nate was  willing  to  retiun  the  invitation  to  Mr.  Carroll  uid 
Mr.  Madison. 

Mr.  KING  had  understood  that  the  committee  were 
autthorized  to  invite  the  attendance  of  those  (^ntiemen  ind 
many  others. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  wislied  to  include  in  the  invitatian  the 
name  of  the  ex-President  Adams,  but  be  had  understood  thit 
that  gentleman  had  expressed  upon  the  same  proposition, 
when  made  in  the  other  House,  an  unwillingness  to  accept 
any  mark  of  distinction  from  other  members  of  the  nine 
body  to  which  he  belonged. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said,  if  invitations  were  to  be  giren 
at  all,  be  would  be  perfectly  willing  to  retain  the  nana 
mentioned,  but  he  objected  to  the  form  and  prindpic  of 
the  invitation.  It  should  be  extended,  if  given  at  all,  t> 
the  venerable  Sumpter,  and  to  the  biographer  and  frieDl 
of  Washington,  the  Chief  Justice. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  having  withdrawn  his  motion,  the 
question  recurred  on  Mr.  Fobrttk's  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  the  presiding  officers  of  the 
two  Houses  were  invested  with  the  power  to  make  all  the 
arrangements  proper  for  the  occasion.  The  plan  origi- 
nated in  Congress.  It  was  the  work  of  Congress  fi«n 
the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  in  1799,  to  the  reaolutiaii 
now  adopted  for  carrying  it  into  effect.  It  bad  been 
thought  proper,  therefore,  to  leave  the  arrangements  with 
the'preadingofficersof  the  two  Houses,  as  the  mannermoA 
respectful  to  the  family  and  the  memory  of  the  deceaied. 
The  joint  resolution  reported  from  the  joint  'committee 
had  vested  the  superintendence  of  the  removd  with  the 
presi^ng  officers  of  Congress. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  thought  that  the  proposed  amendineiit 
carried  outthe  original  intention  of  Congress,  whichassigiB 
the  duty  of  the  removal  to  the  Chief  Magistrate.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  would  be  any  incongruity  between  thit 
amendment  and  the  resolution  assigning  the  artangementi 
to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  KING  «ud  there  was  no  incompatibility  between 
the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Geor^  and  the 
resolution  adopted. 

The  amendment  was  then  adopted,  and  the  resolution, 
as  amended,  was  agreed  to. 


COMMERCIAL  STATEMENTS. 
Mr.  HOLMES  rose  to  offers  resolution  calling  for  infor- 
mation, according  to  the  act  of  Congress,  of  1830,  requiring 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  lay  before  Congress,  at 
the  opening  of  the  session,  a  statement  of  the  cooioicrce 
of  the  United  States  with  all  countries.  Mr.  H.  said  that 
as  the  provisions  of  the  act  have  been  made  particulariT 
to  enable  Congress  to  obtain  information  that  would  enable 
them  to  act  understandingly  on  questions  which  auKbt 
arise  relative  to  commerce,  the  importance  of  the  reaolu- 
tion  would  be  seen  at  once.  By  the  act,  the  Secretsiy  was 
requested  to  make  the  return  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
1st  of  December,  at  each  session.  The  returns  were  to 
be  made  quarterly,  near  the  1st  of  September,  Decem- 
ber, March,  and  June.  The  last  year,  this  document,  which 
should  have  come  in  early  in  December,  was  withheld 
until  after  the  close  of  the  session;  and  at  the  Ist  ofMarch 
the  Senate  were  informed  that  the  Secretary  would^otbe 
able  to  make  it  out  during  the  session  of  Congress;  and  it 
was  not  until  eight  weeks  after  the  members  had  returned 
home  that  the  statement  made  its  appearance.  It  was 
very  extraordinary  that  the  statement  was  not  made  out  on 
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the  1st  of  March.  We  know  that  it  was  not  received  until 
eijtit  veeks  after  Congress  adjourned,  and  the  Senate  will 
IK  tbit  it  ii  important  to  ask  the  reason  why  the  statement 
vu  nut  giren  before  the  close  of  the  session,  in  order  to 
ipply  the  proper  remedy,  if  there  was  in  fact  any  reason 
whjr  this  could  not  be  done.  We  are  now  fiur  advanced  in 
tJM  present  session;  the  subject  of  our  commercial  rela- 
tins  vith  the  British  colonies  has  come  up  before  Con- 
jim  under  peculiar  circumstances:  information  has  re- 
peatedly been  souffbt  for  from  the  Executive,  and  yet  this 
docuoKot  is  withheld,  which  all  must  see  to  be  important 
sod  necemry  to  enable  Congress  to  act  understandingly 
upon  thii  question. 

Tbe  document  referred  to  should  have  been  communi- 
citedtothe  Senate  near  the  1st  of  December;  and  more 
ttiu  two  months  have  elapsed  since  the  time  which  the 
Secretwy  is  required  by  the  act  of  Congress  to  preaent 
it,  and  jret  nothing  has  been  seen  or  heard  of  it.     The  re- 
qont  might  be  made,  and  the  returns  given,  all  within 
it  ipice  of  six  days,  and  yet  for  seven  weeks  it  has  not 
been  done,  and  the  duty  has  been  neglected.     He  wished 
ibo  to  know  what  had  become  of  the  answer  to  the  re- 
nkitioosthat  were  long  since  submitted  by  himself  and 
b  colleague  relative  to  the  trade  between  the  United 
States  and  the  British  West  India  colonies,  calling  for  im- 
portant information,  most  of  which  could  have  been  given 
I  laog  before  now.     Some  of  it  might  not  have  been  ob- 
tmcd  at  that  time;  but  can  it  have  been  necessary  to 
ipeod  two  months  in  collecting  it?    In  order  to  know  the 
I  lonnvhy  this  information  had  not  yet  been  received,  and 
I  vbfdocnments  so  important  to  the  Senate  were  withheld, 
[  Hr.  U.  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 
I    Jlewfaei^  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  directed 
I  to  infonn  the  Senate  why  the  statements  of  the  foreign 
!  caoineree  of  the  United  States,  required  by  the  act  of  the 
}  Mtk  Pebreary,  1820,  have  not  been  transmitted  to  Con- 
I  lieas;  and,  if  there  is  any  impediment  to  a  compliance 
silh  the  provisions  of  that  act,  what  legislative  provision 
ii  neceanry  to  remove  it. 

Boohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be"  di- 

i  noted  to  inform  the  Senate  why  he  has  not  reported  in 

awer  to  theu-  resolution  of  22d  December,  1831,  calUng 

fcr  iniiaiiiation  in  regard  to  the  British  colonial  trade;  and 

tlien  the  answer  is  to  be  expected. 

I    These  resolutions  lie  on  the  table  one  day. 

THE  TARIFF. 
The  Senate  reaumed  tlie  resolution  of  Hr.  Cu.t  rels' 

tintotheUrifr. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  rose,  and  sMd  he  was  aware  that  he 
amU  contribute  but  little  of  talent  or  information  upon 
iIk  aibject  now  under  discussion;  and  that  most  of  what 
Ik  ibould  ny  would  be  a  dull,  cold  repetition  of  that  which 
ka>  been  said  by  others.  Nutwitlistandin^  this,  said  Mr. 
6.,  I  hare  no  apology  to  offer  for  consuming  the  time  of 
flKSnate.  Sir,  we  ought  to  consume  time;  we  ought  to 
«««*  long  together,  nor  should  we  ever  separate  until 
diiivhole  matter  is  adjusted.  Our  constituents  expect 
■ti  the  Executive  has  recommended  it;  duty  demands  it; 
•dthe  fault  is  ours  if  it  be  not  accomplished.  When  it  is 
recollected  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  have 
"•He  adversity  of  every  kind,  both  in  peace  and  in  war, 
»ith  courage,  fortitude,  and  perseverance,  shall  we  so  act 
» to  exhibit  to  the  world  tlie  strange  but  melancholy 
V^tacle  of  discords  and  strifes,  arising  out  of  the  very 
■cceaiof  our  Goveriimentand  theprosperity  of  ourcotin- 
%  which  shall  endanger  our  existence  as  a  nation?  We 
*K  at  peace  with  all  nations,  and,  from  present  appear- 
>»««,  are  likely  to  remain  so;  the  public  debt  is  estin- 
pished  for  all  practical  legislative  purposes;  and  at  this 
•"M.  'rtien  gladness  should  pervade  the  land,  and  every 

Aroricin  heart  rejoice,  there  is  more'  discontent  tlian  at 
"*  nest  gloomy  and  distressing  periods  of  our  history. 


Are  the  causes  of  the  complaints  which  we  hear  feigned 
and  unfounded,  or  are  tlyy  regl  ?  and  is  the  hand  of  op- 
pression bearing  heavily  upon  that  portion  of  our  coun- 
trymen who  are  now  urging  their  claims  for  relief?  They 
believe  a  system  of  taxation,  unjust,  unequal,  and  oppres- 
sive in  its  operations,  is  to  be  continued  and  fastened  upon 
them — not  for  the  support  of  the  Government,  which  is 
the  only  legitimate  object  of  taxation,  but  in  order  that  a 
particuhir  class  of  men  may  be  benefited  by  their  labor; 
that  their  prosperity  is  to  be  checked,  and  their  labor 
rendered  unproductive  to  them,  that  capital  vested  in 
manufactories  may  be  rendered  more  profitable  to  the 
owners.  Entertaining  this  opinion,  they  are_  surely  right 
in  requiring  Congress  now  to  take  this  subject  into  con- 
sideration, and  to  grant  relief  so  far  as  they  are  entitled 
to  it.  No  time  can  be  so  proper  as  the  present,  when  we 
are  about  to  establish  a  system  of  finance  suitable  to  a  na- 
tion free  from  debt  and  all  incumbrance.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  is  likewise  the  interest  of  the  manufacturers  that 
this  controversy  should  be  brought  to  a  close.  There  is 
one  kind  of  protection  whjph  they  certainly  need;  that  is, 
some  security  against  frequent  legislative  changes  on  this 
subject  Stability  and  permanency  in  tlie  system  is  of 
more  importance  than  any  protection  you  can  extend  to 
them,  when  that  protection  is  held  by  an  uncertain  and 
precarious  tenure.  In  order  to  pve  this  security,  the 
taxes  upon  the  community  miut  be  reasonable;  if  they  be 
not,  nothing  can  be  more  certain  than  that  a  period  will 
arrive  when  a  change  will  be  effecteil,  and  under  circum- 
stances and  feelings  least  favorable  to  their  interests.  If 
the  community,  or  any  great  portion  of  it,  be  oppressed, 
and  no  (Usposition  be  manifested  by  those  who  profit  by 
that  oppression  to  alleviate  their  sotTerinp,  but  little  re- 
gard will  be  paid  to  their  welfare.  This  is  the  natural 
course  of  things,  and  no  class  of  men  can  claim  an  exemp- 
tion from  it. 

To  the  argun\ent  that  Congress  ought  not  to  reduce 
the  taxes  on  protected  articles,  because  existing  laws 
have  induced  men  to  employ  their  capital  in  these  esta- 
blishments, the  answer  is  a  plain  one.  Every  man  who 
has  thus  invested  his  money,  must  have  looked  to  the  pro- 
bability of  a  reduction  of  taxes  and  imposts  whenever  the 
public  debt  should  be  discharged,  and  the  Government 
should  no  longer  need  the  money  accruing  from  higfh 
duties.  In  addition  to  this,  tliose  upon  whom  this  taxa- 
tion has  operated  with  most  severity,  have,  at  all  times, 
insisted  upon  its  injustice,  and  avowed  their  determination 
never  to  relax  their  efforts  until  they  obtained  redrc's. 
This  argument,  therefore,  loses  much  of  the  force  to 
which  it  would  he  entitled  under  different  circumstances. 
I  cannot,  myself,  consider  the  manufacturers  as  authoriz- 
ed to  claim  a  continuance  of  tlie  present  duties,  on  the 
ground  of  any  pledge,  expressed  or  implied,  given  by  tlie 
Government.  Still  these  establishments  exist,  and  should 
be  regarded  as  a  portion  of  the  public  interest;  and,  of 
course,  the  same  attention  should  be  paid  to  them  as  to 
the  other  great  interests  of  the  country,  in  any  adjustment 
which  may  be  made  upon  the  subject. 

Being  demrous  to  present  an  entire  and  unbroken  view 
of  the  opinions  I  entertain  in  relation  to  the  tariff,  the  Se- 
nate will  indulge  me,  before  I  do  so,  in  disposing  of,  and 
putting  out  of  the  w.iy,  some  remarks  not  bearing  directly 
upon  this  subject,  which  I  regretted  to  hear  advanced  in 
this  discussion.  I  regretted  their  introduction,  not  be- 
cause tiiey  were  not  susceptible  of  a  satisfactory  reply, 
but  because  the  subject  before  us  was  of  magnitude  suffi- 
cient to  require  our  individual  attention,  and  because  I 
was  unwilling  that  party  politics  should  provoke  one 
unkind  feeling  in  tins  debate.  Oth.'^rs,  however,  have 
thought  and  acted  differently,  and  have  thereby  made  it 
the  duty  of  the  friends  of  the  administration  to  meet  their 
assailants  upon  the  ground  they  have  selected.  At  the 
same  time  I  wish  it  to  be  undentood  that  neither  retort 
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nor  recrimination  fonn  any  portion  of  my  design.  I  will 
only  endeavor  to  do  justice  to  those  who  have  no  oppor- 
tunity of  being  beard  or  defenoing  themselves  upon  this 
floor. 

I  understand  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cut] 
as  saying  that,  owing  to  some  cause,  (and  he  left  it  to 
be  inferred,)  most  probably  from  the  equivocal  course 
pursued  by  the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  his  opinion, 
on  the  south  side  of  Mason  and  Uixon's  line,  was  under- 
stood to  be  in  opposition  to  the  tariff,  or  at  least  to  the 
Principle  of  protection;  while,  on  the  north  side  of  that 
ne,  a  different  opinion  is  ascribed  to  him.  A  charge  of 
this  kindl  never  expected  to  hear.  I  didsuppose  the  whole 
American  people  liad  understood  him  in  the  same  way. 
Upon  this,  as  upon  all  other  subjects,  when  occasions  have 
presented  themselves,  he  has  fearlessly  and  independently 
advanced  his  opinions,  regardless  of  the  consequences  to 
himself  He  is  not  one  of  tliose  who  change  tlieir  opi- 
nions from  day  to  day,  as  some  politicians  do,  who  snuff* the 
popular  breeze,  and  obey  its  inspiration.  On  great  poli- 
tical questions  be  forms  his  opinions  upon  reflection,  and 
he  abides  by  tliem  until  his  jungment  instructs  him  that 
he  ought  to  change  them.  Upon  the  subject  now  under 
discussion,  his  opinions  were  made  public  so  early  as  the 
month  of  April,  1824;  and  I  defy  any  man,  in  or  out  of 
the  Senate,  to  show  that  he  lias  ever  written  or  uttered 
one  word  inconsistent  with  the  sentiments  then  expressed. 
I  differ  from  him  in  opinion  upon  tliis  subject;  but  that 
difference  is  no  reason  why  I  riiould  not  place  his  opi 
nions  fairly  before  the  Senate  and  the  nation.  His  letter 
to  Dr.  Coleman,  of  North  Carolina,  of  the  26th  April, 
1824,  contain^a  true  expontion  of  his  sentiments  in  rela- 
tion to  this  subject  Since  that  letter  was  written  and 
published  throughout  the  United  States,  two  presidential 
elections  have  b^en  place;  and  the  result  of  them  we  all 
know.  I  will  now  read  to  the  Senate  an  abstract  from 
that  letter,  containing  all  that  relates  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  G.  then  read  the  following: 

"  Providence  has  filled  our  mountains  and  our  plains 
witli  minerals — with  lead,  iron,  and  copper,  and  given  us 
soil  and  climate  for  the  growing  of  hemp  and  wool.  These 
being  the  g^nd  materials  of  our  national  defence,  they 
ought  to  have  extended  to  them  adequate  and  fair  pro- 
tection—that our  own  manufactories  and  laborers  may  be 
placed  on  a  fair  competition  with  those  of  Europe,  and 
that  we  may  have  within  our  country  a  supply  of  those 
leading  and  important  articles  so  essential  in  war.  Be- 
yond this,  I  look  at  the  tariff*  with  an  eye  to  the  proper 
distribution  of  labor,  and  to  revenue,  and  with  a  view  to 
the  discharge  of  our  national  debt.  I  am  one  of  those  who 
do  not  consider  a  national  debt  a  national  blessing,  but 
rather  a  curse  to  a  republic,  inasmuch  as  it  is  calculated 
to  raise  around  the  administration  a  moneyed  aristocracy 
dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the  country.  This  tariff*,  I 
mean  a  judicious  one,  possesses  more  fanciful  than  real 
dang[er." 

I  now  submit  to  the  Senate,  whether  what  I  have  read 
does  not  contain  a  clear,  explicit,  and  unequivocal  ex 
pression  of  the  opinions  of  the  writer  upon  the  subject 
now  under  consideration;  and  whether  we  cannot  as  dis- 
tinctly understand  the  kind  of  tariff"  which  he  advocates, 
from  the  few  lines  I  have  read,  as  we  can  the  opinions  of 
tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky,  from  his  three  days'  speech 
on  the  same  subject.  The  President  declares  himself  in 
favor  of  the  principle  of  protection;  and  that  protection  in 
the  ni-ticles  mcntione<l,  and  some  otliers;  may  properly 
form  the  primary  considerations  of  a  tariff*.  In  this,  the 
opinions  of  the  President,  and  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clat,]  agree;  nor  can  I  discover  any  diff*erence 
between  them,  except  it  be  in  the  use  of  the  term  "ju- 
dicious," with  wliich  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  seems 
to  find  fault. 

If  in  this  they  difi°er,  I  shoidd  infer  that  the  President 


is  in  favor  of  a  reasonable  and  judiciotis  tariff*,  and  that  tie 
Senator  from  Kentucky  is  in  favor  of  an  unreasonable  and 
injudicious  one.  For  my  dwn  part,  I  think  them  both 
wrong  in  principle.  Revenue,  in  my  judgment,  should  in 
all  cases  be  the  primary  object  in  the  imposition  of  dutiei^ 
and  protection  should  only  be  incidental  and  stiboidinate. 

The  description  given  by  the  Senator  from  Keatudty 
of  the  proceedings  on  the  4th  March,  1829,  and  the  ch>. 
racter  given  to  that  vast  assemblage  of  citizens  collected 
in  this  place,  was  altogether  diff°erent  from  what  I  htd 
supposed.  I  was  not  here,  and,  therefore,  can  only  speik 
from  what  I  have  heard  and  read.  Taking  that  for  mj 
guide,  I  thought  that  the  thousands  and  ten»  of  thousandi 
had  assembled  here  for  gratulation  and  oongratulation, 
and  to  see  that  man  clothed  with  the  robes  of  office  "  whi 
had  filled  the  measure  of  hiscountry's  gflory."  Thatgen- 
tleman  [Mr.  C]  I  know  did  not  participate  in  Uie  genenl 
joy;  but  he  was  neither  intimidated  nor  dispirited;  for, 
although  he  left  the  city,  so  soon  as  he  reached  tlie 
heights  of  Georgetown  he  raised  the  stan^ird  of  opposi- 
tion, and  with  a  loud  voice  called  upon  his  scattered  le. 
gions  to  unite  and  stand  ready  fi)r  the  ensuing  conflici; 
and,  amidst  the  roaring  of  artillery,  he  carried  defiance 
even  to  the  cannon's  mouth,  although  then  under  the  cob. 
trol  of  the  "military  chief^n." 

I  was  pleased  with  the  highly  painted  picture  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  West,  exhibited  by  the  Senator  fiwn 
Kentucky.  I  knew  it  was  a  mere  fancy-piece,  fa  ex- 
ceeding the  reality.  I  should,  however,  have  been  mote 
gratified,  it,  in  putting  down  the  flourishing  cities,  towm, 
and  villages  of  the  West,  he  had  inserted  tlie  city  of  Nidi- 
illc.  It  would  have  been  no  disadvantage  to  the  picture; 
for  we  there  have  some  wealth  and  pro^erity,  likewise— 
mostly  growing,  however,  out  of  agriculture  and  com- 
merce, and  ordinary  mechanical  labor.  We  are  not  much 
indebted  to  manufacturing  establishments.  When  thtl 
Senator  is  infiarmed,  as  I  now  inform  him,  that  he  h»»  in 
that  place  a  number  of  respectable  fiiendo,  I  hope,  in  the 
next  picture  of  the  kind  with  which  we  are  favored,  Nuh- 
\Tille  will  have  a  place;  and  if  the  neighboring  Hennitsge 
should  be  offensive  to  the  eye  of  the  painter  or  his  friends, 
it  can  be  omitted.  Notwithstanding  the  omisBon  of  tli 
flourishing  city,  and  although  I  think  the  whole  descrip- 
tion too  poetical  and  overwrought,  still  I  am  gratified  with 
the  reflection  that  we  now  have  an  assurance  that  neither 
•  war,  pestilence,  famine,  nor  any  other  direful  scourgt 
has  visited  the  country  since  the  4th  March,  1829. 

I  little  expected,  in  a  debate  upon  the  aubiect  of  Ae  !«• 
riff,  to  hear  the  old  and  well  known  cry  of  proscnptwn 
sounded  in  our  ears.  But,  "from  the  abundance  of  the 
heart  the  mouth  will  speak;"  and  this  subject  is  now  r^ 
vived  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  had  s;ipp<»«l 
that  the  resolution  introduced  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Bwfirs,]  was  intended  to  hang  anti-proscriptioii 
speeches  upon;  I  will,  therefore,  not  go  into  that  subject 
An  ample  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  do  so  whenthitf 
resolution  shall  be  taken  up,  unless,  indeed,  the  Sen»t« 
from  Ohio,  upon  reflection,  shall  change  his  opinion,  uw 
permit  his  resolution  to  sleep  the  sleep  of  desth.  Al- 
though I  am  no  advocate,  nor  ever  have  been,  for  turmns 
men  out  of  office  for  a  full  and  firank  eipresaon  "*f^' 
ercise  of  political  opinions,  yet  there  is  one  thing'™'™/ 
of  great  consideration.  The  people  of  the  United  Ststei 
believed  a  change  in  those  who  administered  the  Go^f'J'' 
ment  proper  and  necessary.  Whether  they  decided  n^t 
or  wrong,  I  shall  not  now  inquire;  but  I  subnut  to  tn 
Senate  whether  the  just  expectations  of  the  country  cw 
ever  be  realized  when  the  public  believe  the  h^  °'^  ^ 
form  should  be  applied,  by  a  change  of  the  Chief  M«* 
trate  only.  It  is  true  that,  in  such  a  case,  the  first  oflios 
of  the  Government  is  placed  in  different  hands;  butuu 
the  subordinate  officers  remain,  no  material  ""'"^"Ji 
the  administration  of  the  Government  will  be  e«<e«w> 
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ind  the  Chief  Magistrate  will  find  his  intentions  and  views 
constantly  thwarted  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  his 
opinions-  I  will  state  one  fact,  of  which  the  country  is 
Bot  tpprised,  and  the  evidence  of  which  I  have  before 
UK,  Airnished  from  an  authentic  source.  Here  is  a  list  of 
all  the  clerks  in  the  different  offices  in  this  city,  distin- 
niishing  those  who  belong'  to  the  different  political  par- 
tes; ana  it  appears  that  a  large  majority,  a  very  large  one, 
ttt  on  the  side  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  oppos- 
edtothe  present  administration;  and  although  I  will  not 
publlshtheir  names  and  proclaim  their  political  opinions  to 
the  Senate,  yet,  if  that  gentleman  has  any  desire  to  Icnow 
who  hii  friends  are,  I  will  furnish  him  with  the  informa.- 
tion,  ilthough  I  presume  he  knows  bis  friends  better  than 
Ido. 

Mr.  Gallatin,  yes,  Albert  Gallatin,  has  been  char{^  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  with  possessing  feelings  alien 
to  thit  country,  and  has  been  told  to  go  home  to  his  native 
lud,  and  teach  there  lessons  of  political  economy,  before 
be  undertakes  to  teach  us  upon  these  subjects.     Let  us 
Kevho  this  Mr.  Gallatin  is,  that  has  thus  fallen  under  the 
diipleasure  of  that  honorable  Senator.     He  is  an  older 
dtiien  of  America  than  either  that  Senator  or  myself, 
ihlKHigfa  we  were  both  born  here.     He  was  here  during 
the  war  of  the  revolution;  he  was  here  at  the  adoption  of 
tlie  federal  constitution;  and  in  the  great  political  conflict 
I  ihich  terminated  in  the  expulsion  of  the  elder  Adams 
1  fiom  office,  he  literally  headed  the  van  of  the  republican 
brces.    When  Mr.  Jefferson  came  into  power,  and  cast 
.  ba  eyes  over  tlie  whole  United  States,  for  the  purpose  of 
I  ciilingto  his  aid,  in  the  administration  of  the  Government, 
die  ablest,  wisest,  and  most  patriotic  men,  he  selected  Mr. 
,  Gallatin  as  one  of  his  chief  counsellors.  During  the  eight 
I  Jean  of  his  administration,   Mr.   Galhitin  superintended 
.  ind  conducted  the   financial  department  of  the  Govern 
I  nent    When  Mr.  Madison  came  into  office,  Mr.  Gallatin 
'  cat  continued  in  the  same  station  until  it  became  necessary 
losend  ministers  abroad  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  Great 
Britain,  and  then  Mt.   Gallatin  was  associated  with   that 
booorable  Senator  and   other  distinguished   citizens    to 
I  iriioni  that  high  duty  was  assigned.     Under  Mr.  Monroe's 
■doiniattation,  he  was  our  minister  at  different  periods,  at 
both  the  courts  of  Great  Britain  and  France.     Under  the 
hit  administration,  of  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
[Hr.  Cut]  was  a  distinguished  member,  when  a  delicate 
and  diificult  negotiation  respecting  the  colonial  trade  was 
to  be  opened  with  Great  Britain,  Mr.  Gallatin  was  selected 
u  the  most  suitable  character  to  whom  could  be  entrusted 
tint  responsible  duty;  and  he  carried  with  him  abroad 
iutnictions  prepared  and  ngned  by  that  gentleman  him- 
self-   Farther,  when   an  exposition  and   argument  was 
thooght  necessary  to  be  laid  before  the  arbiter,  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands,  by  the  last  administration,  vindicating 
(wcUhn  to  the  territory  in  dispute  between  the  State  of 
)laine  and  Great  Britain,  Hr.   Gallatin  was  selected  to 
prepareit    This  was  notfinisbed  at  the  late  change  ofthe 
aMuitration;  and,  by  our  present  Chief  Magistrate,  Mr. 
Gallatin  was  requested  to  complete  it. 

lou,  Mr.  President,  remember  that,  in  1811  and  '12, 
tbis  same  Mr.  Gallatin  was  looked  to,  by  the  politicians  of 
tbat  day,  as  a  political  Mentor;  and  that,  next  to  Mr. 
IMaon,  no  man  in  tlie  councils  ofthe  country  contributed 
note  to  the  success  of  the  United  States  in  the  great 
*ugglein  which  they  were  then  engaged.  Sir,  of  what 
offence  has  Mr.  Gallatin  been  guilty  ?  lie  has  ventured  to 
mffer  in  opinion  with  the  honorable  Seiiatpr  from  Ken- 
tucky upon  the  subject  of  a  tariff  of  duties,  and  this  is 
the  snfor  which  he  can  find  no  forpveness.  Others  may 
condemn  him;  I  will,  however,  take  the  liberty  of  consi- 
otfing  him  one  of  the  wisest,  best,  and  most  patriotic 
">«  that  was  ever  engaged  in  the  public  affairs  of  this 
tounliy.  He  has  been  trusted  ofteher  and  longer,  and 
°y  roore  administrations,  in  high  and  important  stations. 


than  any  other  American  statesman,  and  has  always  been 
found  faithful.  Such  is  the  man,  trusted  by  all,  and  always 
found  faithful,  resorted  t(fin  difficult  cases  by  the  Senator 
himself,  devoted  to  his  country,  and  knowmg  no  (^er, 
who,  we  are  now  told,  is  a  "heartless  foreigner,  without 
American  feelings." 

I  will  now  say  a  few  words  upon  the  subject  of  the 
balance  of  trade,  which  is  urged  as  an  argument  against 
enlarging  the  commerce  ofthe  United  States.  The  argu- 
ment is,  that  if  a  nation  exports  less  than  it  imports,  the 
difference  is  a  loss,  and  the  balance  of  trade  is  against 
such  nation.  Upon  these  premises,  it  is  argued  that,  as 
the  importations  into  the  United  States,  taking  several 
years  in  succession,  exceed  the  amount  of  the  exporta- 
tions,  our  foreign  commerce  is  disadvantageous  and  unpro- 
fitable. The  great  error,  in  my  opinion,  in  this  mode  of 
reasoning,  is,  that  the  gfain  or  commercial  profit  is  charged 
as  a  loss.  There  is  nothing  more  true  in  the  commercial 
world,  than  that  tlie  exports  and  imports  of  a  nation  are 
regulated  by  each  other,  and  tbat  commerce  cannot  exist 
and  be  earned  on  by  two  countries  when  this  is  not  the 
case.  In  regular  comm^ce,  each  country  may  be  pro- 
fited and  grow  rich  by  an  interchange  of  commodities, 
and  the  balance  of  trade,  according  to  this  reasoning,  be 
against  both.  1  will  illustrate  this  in  a  way  familiar  to  tlie 
Senator  from  Kentucky  and  thyself.  Suppose  a  citizen 
of  Kentucky  shall  take  his  drove  of  horses,  costing,  at 
home,  two  thousand  dollars,  to  the  State  of  Alabama,  and 
there  exchange  them  for  cotton  worth  three  tliousand 
dollars,  afler  paying  all  expenses,  and  shall  return  to 
Kentucky,  bringing  wiUi  him  his  three  thousand  dollars 
worth  of  cotton.  In  this  case,  Kentucky  has  exported 
two  thousand  dollars  worth  of  her  property,  and  three 
thousand  dollars  worth  of  property  has  been  imported 
into  Kentucky.  Now,  according  to  this  balance  of  trade 
doctrine,  Kentucky  has  lost  one  thousand  dollars,  when, 
in  fact,  she  has  gained  precisely  tbat  amount.  Nor  has 
Alabama  lost  any  thing;  for  the  horses  may  be  worth  in 
Alabama  one-half  more  than  they  are  in  Kentucky.  They 
may  even  be  so  valuable  as  to  command  four  thousand 
dollars  to  the  purchaser  in  Alabama,  so  that  four  thousand 
dollars  worth  of  property  has  been  obtained  for  three. 
Thus  each  State  has  gained  a 'thousand  dollars  worth  of 
property  by  the  exchange,  and  yet  the  balance  of  trade 
is  against  both.  The  same  principle  applies  between  the 
United  States  and  foreign  nations.  If  we  export  to  the 
amount  of  seventy  millions,  and  import  to  the  amount  of 
ninety  millions,  there  is  a  gain  of  twenty  millions,  with 
the  deduction  of  the  whole  cost  of  carriage,  or  producing 
the  interchange  of  the  articles  of  commerce.  A  ship 
may  leave  Boston,  witli  trinkets  worth  two  thousand 
dollars,  may  barter  them  with  the  Indians  on  the  North- 
west coast  fur  furs,  may  exchange  those  in  China  for  silks 
and  teas,  and  return  with  a  cargo  worth  fifiy  thousand 
dollars.  By  this  process,  the  owners  and  the  country  are 
enriched;  and  yet  the  balance  of  trade,  of  which  gentle- 
men talk,  is  largely  against  the  United  States.  Indeed, 
according  to  this  theory,  the  more  profitable  the  voyage, 
the  more  is  the  balance  of  ti-ade  against  us;  and  if  we 
could  obtain  foreign  commodities  for  nothing,  it  would  be 
altogether  against  us.  Yet,  would  not  our  country  be 
enriched  by  presents  of  rich  cargoes  from  abroad?  Would 
any  citizen  ofthe  United  States  think  himself  or  his  coun- 
try made  poor,  if  a  friend  in  England  should  send  him  a 
ship  load  ofthe  most  valuable  British  fabrics  as  a  present? 
Would  he  send  them  back  because  they  caused  this 
balance  of  trade  to  be  against  the  country  or  himself.' 

"Keverse  the  picture.  Send  fifty  thousand  dollars  worth 
otyour  wealth  abroad,  and  exchange  it  for  two  tliousand 
dolUrs  worth  to  be  brought  back.  Here  the  balance  of 
trade  is  largely  in  favor  of  our  country;  but  is  any  body 
enriched  by  it  f  On  the  contrary,  are  not  all  concerned 
ill  such  commerce  made  poor'    If  we  were  to  gfive  away 
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our  produce  and  merdiandise,  "  the  balance  of  trade," 
on  tliis  theory,  would  be  allOKether  in  our  favor. 

The  best  trade  is,  when,  foflgevery  little  you  send  out, 
much  comes  back.  Then  are  our  citizens  and  our  coun- 
try flourishing  and  getting  rich.  The  farmer  will  tell  you 
that  it  is  better  to  get  ten  pounds  of  sugar  for  a  bushel  of 
com  than  five  pounds.  He  always  likes  the  balance  of  trade 
against  him  in  that  way,  and  it  is  just  so  with  the  nation. 

When  gentlemen  say  that  commerce  is  not  encouraging 
American  industr}-,  I  answer  that  the  articles  exported 
are  the  products  of  American  labor;  that  the  ship  is  of 
American  manufacture,  and  made  of  American  timber; 
that  the  sailors  who  navigate  the  vessels  are  Americans, 
and  their  labor  is  American  labor.  The  whole  is  an  Ame- 
rican transaction,  and  encouragement  to  American  industry. 
Foreigners  have  nothing  to  do  with  it,  except  that  tliey 
fumi£  our  citizens  with  favorable  contracts,  by  an  inter- 
ct^mge  of  articles,  the  products  or  manufactures  of  their 
respective  countries,  by  which  the  wealtli  and  prosperity 
of  the  United  States  are  promoted  and  enlarged. 

Mr.  President,  why  is  this  protection  through  the  me- 
dium of  high  duties  claimed  jjy  the  American  manufac- 
turers? Itmust  be  owing  to  one  of  two  causes.  Either  the 
articles  can  be  manufactured  much  cheaper  in  other  coun- 
tries, or  the  American  manufacturera  desire  unreasonable 
profits.  That  many  articles  can  be  made  cheaper  abroad 
than  \a  this  country,  there  is  no  doubt.  I^bor  is  cheaper. 
In  Rusmand  Sweden,  the  wages  of  au  able-bodied  laborer 
are  only  six  or  seven  cents  a  day;  in  Great  Britain,  the 
price  is  very  little  higher.  In  the  latter  country,  with 
a  population  of  one  hundred  and  sixty-five  to  the  mile 
square,  more  people  are  found  ready  to  starve,  and  of 
course  are  willing  to  work  for  a  bare  subsistence,  than  in 
the  United  States,  which  does  not  contain  seven  for  each 
mile  square.  This  inequality  in  the  price  of  the  produc- 
tion of  articles,  arising  from  the  difference  in  the  price  of 
labor,  can  only  be  obviated  in  one  of  two  ways.  You 
must  either  reduce  the  price  of  labor,  by  degrading  the 
[>eople  of  this  country,  so  far  as  to  compel  them  to  labor 
'or  a  bare  subsistence,  or  you  must  tax  the  community  to 
make  up  the  diflTerence  in  favor  of  the  American  manu- 
factures. The  first  mode,  I  hope,  has  no  advocates  here 
or  elsewhere.  The  second  mode  is  unjust  and  oppressive, 
as  I  will  now  endeavor  to  show. 

It  is  unjust.  The  Senate  will  indulge  me  in  illustrating 
this  in  a  plain  way,  which  is  my  habit  of  conducting  argu- 
ments on  all  subjects.  Suppose  ten  men  engaged  in  agri- 
culture, and  you,  by  your  enactments  of  your  laws,  cause 
five  of  them  to  abandon  tliat,  and  adopt  some  other  pur- 
suit— ^manufactures,  if  you  please;  and  you,  at  the  same 
time,  require  that  one-third  of  the  products  of  the  five  re- 
maining agriculturists  shall  be  given  to  them;  all  men 
would  at  once  exclaim,  this  is  plain,  open,  palpable  injus- 
tice. Now,  sir,  where  is  the  difference  between  this  and 
compelling  the  agfriculturists  to  give  one-tl>ird  more  for 
all  the  articles  for  which  they  exchange  the  products  of 
their  farms;  or,  when  you  compel  them  to  give  one-third 
more  in  the  money  for  which  they  have  sold  their  crops, 
and  this  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  have  abandoned  their 
former  pursuits?  For  instance,  a  planter,  in  the  neigh- 
borhood of  Nashville,  where  I  live,  sends  his  three  bales 
of  cotton  to  New  Orleans  to  purchase  or  exchange  for  im- 
ported articles  for  the  consumption  of  his  family.  Now, 
the  Government  takes  no  part  of  his  cotton  front  him,  his 
agent  exchanges  tlie  whole  of  them  for  the  articles  order- 
ed; but,  in  fixing  upon  the  price  of  the  articles  received  in 
exchange,  one-third  is  added  on  account  of  the  duties  im- 
posed>  It  seems  to  my  mind  very  evident  that  one-third 
of  the  man's  cotton  is  gone  as  certainly  and  effectually  as 
if  the  Government  had  taken  it  in  the  first  instance,  and 
then  permitted  him  to  purchase  the  articles  one-third 
cheaper. 

What  is  the  common  practice  which  prevails  in  most 
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parts  of  the  cotton-growing  country?  The  planter  doei 
not  himself  export  his  own  cotton,  but  sells  it  to  his  mer- 
chant in  discharge  of  his  store  account.  Now  the  me^ 
chant  pays  him  for  the  whole  of  his  cotton;  but,  in  the  in 
tides  purchased,  there  is  one-third  charged  on  account  of 
this  tax.  This  is  plain  and  manifest  to  every  one  who  k- 
flects  upon  this  subject.  The  importing  merchant,  when 
be  arrives  with  his  merchandise  at  the  city  of  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Boston,  or  Baltimore,  is  charged  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  forty  or  fifty  per  cent,  as  an  import  dotji 
upon  the  articles  imported  by  him.  He,  of  necessity,  tddi 
that  to  the  price,  and  then  sells  to  the  Western  merchant, 
with  a  profit  added  to  both.  To  the  Western  mercliMt 
the  original  cost,  the  import  duty  or  tax,  and  the  whole- 
sale dealer's  profit,  constitute  the  cost  of  the  article;  ud 
upon  all  these,  added  together,  he  lays  his  profits. 

The  statement  I  am  now  about  to  make  wJl  showioiiM- 
thing  of  the  operation  of  tbe  tariff  upon  the  Western  )»• 
mers  and  mechanics. 

Cost  of  merchandise  in  Europe,  •        -         $100  00' 

Expenses  of  importation,   -        -        -        -  10  00 


Value  at  the  warehouse,    .        -        .        . 
Add  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  fbrty  per  cent.. 

Actual  cost  to  the  importing  merchant, 
Add  impoi-ting  merchant's  profit,  say  ten  per 
cent.,    -         - 

Actual  cost  to  the  Western  merchant. 
Add  Western  merchant's  advance  to  cover 
transportation  and  profits,  25  per  cent., 


110  00 
44  00 

154  00 

15  40 

169  40 

42  35 

{211  75 


Actual  cost  to  the  &rmer  and  mechanic,    - 

Tbe  increase  of  the  price  to  the  farmer  and  mecbuiic 
in  the  Western  country,  in  consequence  of  the  tax,  ii»)' 
be  shown  tlius: 

The  import  tax  itself  is      -        -        -         -  |44  00 

Importing  merchant's  profit  on  it,     .  -        -  4  40 

Increase  to  the  Western  merchant,    -        -  48  40 

Add  to  the  Western  merchant's  profit,       -  ,         12  10 

Making  the  increased  price  to  the  Western 
farmer  and  mechanic,      -        -        -        •  |60  50 

Upon  every  hundred  dollars  worth  of  goods  bought  in 
Europe  and  carried  to  the  West,  our  people  pay  a  t«i,  in 
consequence  of  the  tariff,  of  more  than  sixty  dollars.  This 
tariff  tax  is  higher  on  the  Western  people  than  on  any  other,  i 
because  on  account  of  their  distance  from  the  seaboard, 
and  the  greater  mimber  of  dealers  through  whose  hands 
the  goods  pass:  each  adding  his  profits,  and  the  time  oc- 
cupied in  the  transactions,  making  the  profits  higher,  they' 
are  made  to  pay  a  sort  of  compound  tariff.  In  this  stsfe- 
ment,  a  duty  of  forty  per  cent,  ad  valorem  has  been  assum- 
ed as  the  average  amount  of  duties,  although  it  is  believed 
that  a  higher  rate  of  duty  is  actually  paid  on  most  articlei 
consumed  in  the  Western  country.  Upon  presenting  this 
view  of  the  subject,  no  one  can  fail  to  perceive  that  the 
duty  does  enter  into  the  price  of  the  article  to  tbe  con- 
sumer, which  refutes  at  once  the  fallacious  idea  th»t  high 
duties  have  a  tendency  to  reduce  the  price  of  imported 
articles.  To  say  to  a  plain  minded  man  that  the  owner 
of  an  article  worth  ten  dollars  could  afford  to  sell  itche»p- 
er  by  compelling  him  to  pay  five  dollars  as  a  tax  before 
he  sold  it,  would  be  to  him  a  very  unreasonable  sugp* 
tion.  He  ceuld  not  believe  it;  and  yet  it  would  he  Jus 
as  rational  as  the  arguments  we  hear  upon  tills  subject 
I  admit  that  a  strong  and  ardent  competition  bpt*"" 
domestic  and  foreign  manufactures  will  reduce  articles  to 
the  lowest  price  at  which  they  can  be  produced andbrotign 
into  the  market;  and,  therefore,  I  am  not  in  favor  oftaMg 
out  the  foreign  manufiictures,  which  must  be  the  effect  o 
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htfh  du6es,  and  of  placing  ourselves  wholly  in  the  power 
ofthe  domestic  manufactures.  Bather  than  see  this  state 
of  things,  I  vouU  say  to  all  the  nations  ofthe  earth,  come 
and  trule  vith  us;  bring  us  the  production  of  all  soib  and 
cbnttes,  bring  us  the  articles  produced  by  your  industry, 
ii^tiuu^,  and  skill,  and  receive  in  exchan(^  the  super- 
ibundiace  of  the  products  of  our  country.  Then,  ^r, 
jwi  vould  see  competition;  then  you  would  see  prosper- 
ity return  to  every  portion  ofthe  United  States,  and  more 
cipeciany  to  that  which,  under  the  withering  influence  of 
tks  high  tariJT  system,  has  almost  become  desolate. 

It  is  urged  that  the  prices  of  articles  have  fallen  since 
the  adoption  of  the  tariff  of  1828;  and  this  is  ascribed  to 
the  iitfrodDction  of  the  system.  If  the  gentlemen  could 
afaoT  that  the  price  of  protected  articles  only  had  fallen, 
or  dut  the  fidi  had  been  confined  to  this  country  only,  there 
woold  then  be  some  plausibility  in  wliat  they  say.  But 
the  unprotected  articles  have  fiillen  in  a  still  greater  de- 
gree; and  the  &11  is  co-extensive  with  the  commercial 
world.  We  mustthen  look  to  other  causes  for  the  declen- 
soo  of  prices,  than  our  home  competition.  These  can  be 
bund,  in  the  first  place,  in  the  depreciation  of  our  money. 
Mmey  m  the  United  States  is  now  of  one-third  more 
ralue  than  it  was  a  few  years  since.  The  amount  of  the 
citeuladng  medium  has  been  greatly  reduced,  in  the  re- 
ottblbbmentof  a  sound  currency;  the  price  of  lands  and 
all  other  property  has  fallen  about  one-third;  and  the  same 
eiuses  Thick  have  reduced  their  value,  or  price,  must 
tare  a  sinilar  influence  upon  articles  of  merchandise. 
The  improvement  of  macnincry,  also,  has  contributed 
ITtad^to  dindnish  the  price  of  production  in  manufactur- 
ed iiticles.  Another  cause  which  has  had  great  influence 
upon  this  subject,  is,  that  almost  all  Europe  is  now  in  a 
Me  of  peace,  and,  consequently,  laborers  have  become 
plenty,  and  labor  cheap. 

The  prosperity  of  a  nation  depends  upon  the  wealth  and 
prosperity  of  its  citizens;  and  that  policy,  which  is  calculat- 
ed to  impoverish  the  great  mass  ofthe  community,  must 
<ipei»te  to  the  prejudice  of  the  national  welfiire.  If  an 
iadiridual  is  compelled  to  give  a  hundred  and  fifh'  dol- 
hn'for  articles  which,  without  the  tariff,  he  could  have 
purchased  for  one  hundred  dollars,  he  is  certainly  worth 
!«■  by  6ttf  dollars  than  he  would  have  been  without  this 
lu.  This  operation  is  going  on  continually  throughout 
the  country;  and,  therefore,  I  belie»-e  Southern  Senators 
vhen  they  say  that,  with  the  same  industry,  and  quan- 
tity of  labor  applied  as  formerly,  that  whole  region  of 
«««ntry  is  becoming  poorer  and  poorer  every  day.  Why 
Aould  1  not  believe  them'  Can  I  give  credit  to  the  opi- 
nioas  of  those  who  are  strangers  to  the  condition  of  the 
people  in  that  section  ofthe  United  States,  when  they  tell 
(u  that  the  South  is  in  a  prosperous  and  flourishing  con- 
•lition,  rather  than  to  those  Senators  who  come  from  those 
SWei,  and  have  their  interests  especially  committed  to  their 
durge?  The  Senator  from  Mune,  [Mr.  Houixs,]  who 
tides  so  far  to  the  Northeast  that  bu  State  runs  mto  a 
BfiS*  province,  or  a  British  province  into  it,  which,  lam 
ortsNetosay,  fori  have  not  yet  sufficiently  examined 
wemlgect;  a  Senator  from  Bhode  Island,  [Mr.  Kitioht,] 
•Uledin  arithmetic,  who  can  count  the  profits  upon  his 
•ft^  enda,  that  bis  constituents  are  making  by  una  sys- 
Inasand  a  Senator  from  the  West,  fer  beyond  the  moun- 
•WB,  oo«ne  forward  and  attempt  to  prove  that  those  who 
Wpresent  them  do  not  understand  their  true  interests! 
Ifc  President,  has  the  land  of  Washington,  Henry,  and 
Jenoson;  has  the  land  of  Iredell  and  Davie;  has  the  land 
<»  the  Pinckneys  and  the  Rutledges;  has  the  land  of  the 
Wdwins  and  the  Waltons,  all— all  lost  the  breed  of  noble- 
Ben?  Are  their  pi^tical  descetKknts  the  degenerate  sons 
Wworthy  sires?  We  know,  sir,  that  this  is  not  so;  that,  for 
Qtclligence  and  patriotism,  they  are  not  excelled  by  the 
■*»  or  any  other  clime  or  country.  Already,  we  have 
"•id  the  sentiments  of  South  Carolina  ably  proclaimed 
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upon  this  floor.  She  stands  not  alone;  Nord>  Carolina 
and  Virginia  have  firmly  and  eloquently  declared  the 
same  opinions;  and  Georgia  has  g^ven  certain  and  unerring 
indications  that  she  will  denounce  the  inequality  and  in- 
j  ustice  of  this  system.  When  1  see  such  a  union  of  feeling 
and  sentiment  prevailing  among  those  who  have  the  best 
means  of  judging  of  the  effects  produced  upon  their  con- 
stituents, I  must  be  excused  for  pajdng  but  little  regard 
to  the  theories  and  opinions  of  gentlemen  who  live  remote, 
and  do  not  possess  the  means  of  forming  a  correct  judg- 
ment.  These  gentlemen  could  as  wdl  succeed  in  coa- 
vincing  him  who  is  badly  clad,  and  is  shivering  in  the 
winters  blast,  that  he  was  well  clothed,  and  warm,  and 
comfortable,  or  him,  who  is  perishing  for  want  of  food,  that 
he  suffers  not  from  hunger,  as  to  satisfy  the  people  ofthe 
South  that  this  system  is  not  the  cause  of  their  depression 
and  grievances. 

In  reg^ardto  the  Western  country,  and  every  portion  of 
it,  t  have  always  considered  this  system  injurious.  It  is 
true  the  fertility  of  our  soil  redeems  us  from  that  state 
of  suflering  which  is  felt  in  some  other  parts  of  the  country; 
but  it  checks  and  retards  the  prosperity  and  growth  ofthe 
West  There  is  the  largest  body  of  rich  land,  of  which 
we  have  any  knowledge,  inviting  to  agricultural  pursuits; 
and  you  do  violence  to  nature,  whenever  you  so  regulate 
society  by  your  laws,  as  to  prevent  its  improvement  and 
cultivation.  Bread  stuffs,  horses,  mules,  cattle,  and  hog^ 
have  been  and  can  be  produced  and  reared  in  the  great- 
est abundance.  Now,  the  true  interest  of  the  Western  fiir- 
mcr  lies  in  obtaining  a  g^ood  market  for  these  articles  in 
the  cotton-growing  States;  but  the  policy  which  has  been 
pursued,  has  impoverished  these  States;  uiej'  are  rendered 
unable  to  buy,  and  are  compelled  to  ruse  the  means  of 
their  own  subnstence  at  home,  although  their  siril  and 
climate  are  ill  adapted  to  the  production  and  lainng  of 
them.  The  effect  of  tlus  system  has  been  to  destroy  the 
beef  market  ofthe  Western  country. 

1  should  like  to  know  what  benefit  has  arisen  to  any 
great  cUss  ofthe  community  in  that  section  ofthe  Union. 
It  is  true  the  manufacturers  of  rope  and  cotton  bagging 
have  found  a  readier  market  by  the  high  duty  on  uese 
articles;  but  the  cotton  growers,  com  growers,  andnisera 
of  stock,  have  lost  by  taxation  more  than  the  manufac* 
turers  have  guned;  and  this  is  the  general  effect  of  this 
nrstem.  One  man  is  compelled  to  give  more  for  an  article 
than  he  would  otherwise  do,  that  Uie  fiivorite  of  legpsla- 
tion  may  thereby  obtun  profits.  In  order  to  show  more 
clearly  Uie  inequality  and  injustice  of  the  system,  let  it  be 
rememoered  that  about  two-thirds  of  all  the  exports  of 
the  United  States  conusts  of  articles  grown  or  raised  in  &e 
Southern  States.  How,  then,  does  it  happen  that  New 
England,  the  exports  from  which  are  smaU,  should,  since 
the  introiduction  of  this  system,  have  grown  in  weaUh  and 
prosperity  beyond  all  former  example,  while  that  portion 
ofthe  coimtry  most  favored  in  soil  and  climate,  proiducin|f 
mote  abundant  crops  than  in  former  years,  has  experi- 
enced less  prosperity  than  at  any  formerperiod,  ana  has 
sunk  almost  into  poverty  and  despair?  The  cause,  to  mr 
mind,  is  quite  manifest  Bv  the  operation  of  this  tariff, 
the  products  of  the  labor  of  one  portion  of  the  Union  is 
transferred  to  another.  That  operation  is  effected  in  this 
way;  the  grower  of  articles  for  exportation  is  not  permit' 
ted  to  interchange  them,  how  and  where  he  can,  so  ss  to 
be  most  advantageous  to  himself;  bu^  bv  the  high  duties, 
he  is  compelled  either  to  purchase  his  foreign  articles  at 
the  increased  price  occasioned  by  those  duties,  or  he  must 
purchase  the  articles  fh>m  New  Enriand  at  such  price  as 
the  manufacturers  may  choose  to  affix  to  them;  equal,  at 
least,  to  the  price  of  the  foreign  articles,  with  the  duties 
added  to  it.  This,  sir,  is  the  great  object  of  the  system. 
It  is  to  prevent  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  from 
carrying  on  commerce  and  exchanges  ifl  that  way  which 
may  be  most  profitable  to  them,  and  constrain  theqi  to 
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purchase  all  their  articles  of  convenience  and  necessity 
from  the  capitalists  and  manufacturers  of  the  Eastern 
States,  at  enhanced  prices.  This  constraint  I  consider  in- 
consistent with  the  genius  of  our  Government,  and  as  savor- 
ing strongly  of  tyranny  and  oppression.  It  is  an  encroach- 
ment upon  the  rights  of  the  citizens,  and  should  meet  witli 
no  favor  here.  The  great  principle  of  protection  in  this 
Government  should  be  to  give  to  labor  its  whole  earn- 
ings, and  not  permit  any  portion  of  it  to  be  transferred  to 
ouers.  If  an  individual,  by  his  labor,  earns  a  dollar,  let 
him  have  the  whole  of  it;  and  let  no  law  exist  in  the  sta- 
tute book,  which  will  transfer  one-third  of  it  to  others. 

In  relation  to  Tennessee,  we  have  a  greater  abundance 
of  iron  ore  than  is  to  be  found  in  any  other  part  of  the 
United  States;  and  we  are  manufacturing  it  successfully 
and  profitably.  On  account  of  the  goodness  of  its  quality, 
and  cheapness  of  its  production,  we  are  underselhng  the 
manufacturers  of  iron  in  Pennsylvania,  in  the  city  of  Pitts- 
burg, the  Birmingham  of  the  West;  but  I  cannot  tell  how 
long  we  shall  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  benefit  of  that 
maixet;  for  if  gentlemen  are  so  enamored  with  this  tariff 
system,  as  to  exclude  us  from  foreign  commerce,  I  should 
not  feel  much  astonished  at  seeing  an  effort  made  so  to 
construe  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  as  to  pre- 
vent the  iron  masters  in  Tennessee  from  competing  with 
thePennsylvaniamanufacturersintheir  markets.  Although 
Tennessee  possesses  g^eat  advantages  in  the  article  of  iron, 
and  has  much  capital  employed  in  manufacturing  it,  I  can 
see  DO  justice  or  propriety  in  looking  to  the  interest  of 
these  iron  masters  alone,  reg^dless  of  the  interest  of  the 
rest  of  the  community.  I  cannot  consent  to  favor  them 
at  the  expense  of  every  man  who  uses  a  plough,  a  hoe,  an 
axe,  a  kettle,  or  a  pan.  Therefore  I  will  consent  to  a 
reasonable  reduction  of  the  duty  on  iron,  agreeably  to  the 
principles  of  compromise,  which  I  shall  lay  down  before 
I  take  my  seat;  and,  in  so  doing,  I  have  no  tear  of  injuring 
any  manu&cturer  of  iron  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  hitherto  treated  of  this  subject  as  it  operated 
upon  different  sections  of  the  country.  I  will  now  say 
something  in  relation  to  its  effect  upon  the  people  of  the 
States  most  favored  by  it.  I  do  this  with  diffidence,  be- 
cause my  personid  observation  does  not  enable  me  to  speak 
with  confidence.  When  I  have  spoken  of  the  prosperity 
of  New  England,  I  only  mean  she  is  prosperous,  when 
compared  with  other  portions  of  the  Union.  Hy  opinion 
is,  that  no  State,  taking  the  whole  population  together, 
has  been  benefited  by  this  system.  It  is  advantageitous  to 
the  capitalists  who  own  the  manufactories,  and  it  may  af- 
ford a  better  market  to  those  who  Uve  in  the  immediate 
neighborhood  of  them,  and  produce  articles  consumed  by 
the  laborers  employed  in  them;  but  to  all  others  living  in 
the  neighborhood,  the  price  of  provisions  is  rendered 
dearer;  and  even  to  the  laborers  themselves,  wlio  have  fa- 
milies, the  price  of  the  means  of  supporting  them  is  en- 
hanced, and  a  portion  of  their  wages  in  this  way  lost  to 
them.  In  addition  to  this,  the  price  of  all  articles  of  cloth- 
ing is  advanced;  because  the  manufacturer  will  not  sell  at 
a  lower  rate  than  will  barely  enable  him  to  keep  out  the 
competition  of  the  foreign  aiticles  of  the  same  kind.  This 
is  the  effect  in  the  vicinity  of  these  establishments;  but  as 
soon  as  you  go  beyond  the  immediate  neighborhood,  the 
evils  are  unmixed  with  good.  All  the  disadvantages  of 
the  higher  priced  articles  are  felt  without  any  correspond- 
ing benefit.  Notwithstanding  the  boasted  advantages  of 
this  system  to  New  England,  we  hear,  as  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  denominates  it,  "a  still,  small 
voice"  raised  in  opposition.  Yes,  sir,  we  have  heard  the 
still,  small  voice  of  justice,  and  truth,  and  patriotism,  from 
the  granite  State,  proclaiming  the  injustice  and  impolicy 
of  the  system.  The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 
Hill]  has  frankly  told  us  that  he  has  a  large  interest  in  a 
cotton  manufactory,  and  that  he  neither  needs  nor  desires 
the  protection  of  high  duties.     Sir,  I  rejoice  that  we  liave 


one  manufacturer  upon  this  floor,  who  comes  forward  and 
says  he  does  not  wish  the  interest  of  the  country  sacri- 
ficed for  private  emolument  and  gain;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
there  are  many  others  who  would  do  the  same,  if  thev  hud 
seats  here.  I  thank  that  honorable  Senator  for  tlie  infor- 
mation lie  has  imparted  to  liis  country  upon  this  subject. 
He  has  shown  tliat  the  agricultural  State  of  Vermont 
lias,  within  the  last  ten  years,  gained  20,000  in  population 
upon  the  manufacturing  State  of  New  HamfMhirc;  ttut 
agriculture  has  decreased;  that  there  is  now  more  cleared 
lands  than  hands  for  its  cultivation;  that  the  price  of 
land  has  fallen,  and  the  whole  agricultural  capital  been 
much  depressed  in  value.  He  has  also  told  us  of  that  sft- 
tern  of  smuggling  which  is  so  successfully  carried  on  be- 
tween the  British  provinces  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  President,  according  to  the  last  annual  report 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  now  pay  in  taxes  on  imported  articles  twenty- 
six  million  hve  hundred  thousand  dollars.  This  i>  tiie 
sum  which  will  be  paid  into  the  treasury  for  the  pre- 
sent year,  from  that  source  of  revenue.  From  other 
source^  that  is,  the  sale  of  public  lands,  bank  dividend^ 
and  incidental  receipts,  four  million  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  amounting,  in  the  whole,  to  tliirty  million  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars.  I  know  of  no  reason,  I  lure 
beard  none  assigned,  which  would  authorize  an  opinion 
that  there  will  be  a  diminution  of  revenue,  provided  the 
duties  remain  at  the  present  rates.  I  admit  that,  upon  the 
item  of  incidental  recepts,  no  great  reliance  in  makinr  tn 
estimate  for  the  future  ought  to  be  placed.  Theieiore, 
sb-ike  off  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  firom  this  iteD, 
and  only  retain  ten  thousand  dollars,  which  will,  no  doubl^ 
be  collectable  from  olddebtsfor  many  years  to  come.  You 
will  then  hare  a  revenue  of  upwards  of  thirty  millions. 
The  estimated  expenditure  of  the  Government  (exclusive 
of  the  public  debt^  is  thirteen  million  three  hundred  and 
sixty-five  thousand  two  hundred  and  two  dollars.  Deduct 
from  this  sum  three  millions  of  revenue  from  the  public 
lands,  four  hundred  and  ninety-six  thousand  doUais,  the 
dividends  of  tjie  bank  stock,  and  the  ten  thousand  dollars 
for  incidental  Veceiuts,  and  you  need  only  the  sum  of  nine 
miUion  eight  hundred  and  sixty-five  thousand  two  hun- 
dred dollars,  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the  Government 
This  is  the  sum  Government  needs;  nor  is  one  dollar  more 
necessary  for  its  support.  There  would,  then,  remain 
sixteen  million  six  hundred  and  thirty-four  thousand  KTen 
hundred  and  ninety-eight  dollars,  over  and  above  all  die 
demands  of  the  Government.  Another  thing  is  certain, 
that,  upon  a  reduction  of  duties,  the  imports  will  be  in- 
creased; and  in  this  way'a  larger  sum  will  be  produced, 
than  any  estimate  founded  upon  the  present  amount  of  im- 
portations. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  now  present  the  question  ftiily- 
Shall  the  people  of  the  United  States  be  taxed  upwards  of 
sixteen  and  a  half  milhons  of  dollars  annually  upon  im- 
ported articles,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  domestic 
manufacturers  to  tax  them  in  the  same  degree  upon  all  the 
articles  manufactured  and  sold  by  them?  This  is  the  very 
object  the  manufacturers  have  in  view,  in  pressing  this 
subject  on  Congress.  Their  language  to  us  is  plainly  this: 
wc  want  to  make  your  constituents,  one  and  all,  fiy  us  a 
higher  price  for  all  the  articles  we  manufacture:  this  we 
cannot  do,  so  long  as  they  are  permitted  to  buy  the  same 
kind  of  articles  made  in  foreign  countries;  therefore,  we 
insist  that  you,  by  taxation  on  foreign  articles,  shall  so  in- 
crease the  price,  that  your  constituents  will  be  constrained 
to  buy  of  us  at  prices  which  will  enrich  us.  Disguise  this 
matter  as  they  may,  this  is  the  true  cause  of  all  that  anxieQr 
and  solicitude  which  they  have  manifested  from  the  com- 
mencement of  this  system.  For  myself,  I  am  unwilling 
to  indulge  them  at  the  expense  of  those  whose  interests 
are  in  part  confided  to  my  care.  I  will  here  remark  that 
if  the  duty  on  protected  imported  articles  shall  amount 
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to  twentj  millions  of  dollars,  *nd  the  imported  article 
ihall  constitute  one-half  of  the  amount  consumed  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  other  half  shall  be  supplied  from 
the  domestic  nunufiu;tories,  the  people  of  the  United 
States  will  be  taxed  to  the  amount  of  forty  millions:  of 
which,  the  one  half  ariring  from  the  duty  on  foreign  im- 
ported articles  gt)es  into  the  treasury,  and  is  of  some  pub- 
lie  benefit;  the  otiier  half  goes  into  tjie  hand  of  the  domes- 
tic manufacturers,  and  is  of  no  further  advantage,  than  as 
it  increases  the  wealth  of  a  few  of  the  capitalists  of  the 
countiy. 

Gendcmen  say  that  most  of  the  protected  articles  can 
be  nianu&ctured  as  cheap  in  this  as  in  foreign  countries. 
If  this  be  so,  they  need  no  protection.  The  cost  of  trans- 
portation and  a  reasonable  revenue  duty  will  give  the  do- 
mestic articles  a  g^eat  advantage  in  our  market  over  the 
imported  articles,  and  therefore  tliis  tax  on  the  community 
is  vbolly  unnecessary,  so  &r  as  relates  to  such  articles. 
It  is  stated  by  the  advocates  of  the  tariff  that  certain  cot- 
ton goods  manufiictured  in  the  United  States  are  exported 
to  forei^  countries,  and  are  there  competing  successfully 
with  articles  of  the  same  kind  manufactured  abroad.  Will 
gentlemen  be  so  good  as  to  tell  me  how  it  happens  that 
the  Americans  can  compete  successfully  with  the  British 
fikric  in  another  country,  and  cannot  do  so  in  this,  when 
the  price  of  transportation  and  a  revemie  duty  shall  be 
placed  upon  the  British  article?  Sir,  we  cannot  be  mis- 
t»ke«  upon  this  subject.  These  articles  cai)  be  manufac- 
tured here  as  cheap  as  elsewhere^  this  is  proved  by  their 
exportation  and  sale  in  foreign  countries.  But  the  reten- 
tion of  the  duty  enables  the  domestic  manu&cturers  to 
keep  oat  of  our  markets  the  foreign  articles  which  might 
compete  with  theirs,  and  tliereby  enables  them  to  secure  a 
monopoly,  and  place  a  higher  price  upon  the  domestic 
rauiufiictures-  The  tariff  of  1828  b  the  law  now  in 
force,  and  it  is  surely  the  most  unfortunate  law  I  have  ever 
te»d  or  heard  of;  I  have  never  heard  it  commended  by 
•ay  one,  in  or  out  of  the  Senate.  No  one  owns  it,  or  ac- 
knovledges  its  paternity;  or  admits  he  had  any  agency  in 
■Mking  it  It  is  thrown  upon  the  wide  world  without  a 
6iend  or  patron.  All  admit  that  its  passage  was  attended 
with  circumstances  unfavorable  to  a  liiir  and  equal  adjust- 
ment of  a  system  of  taxation.  Yet  this  law  constitutes 
the  sured  ground  on  which  the  unhallowed  foot  of  legis- 
lation is  not  to  be  permitted  to  tread.  We  are  told  not  to 
tooch  it  lest  the  whole  system  should  be  endangered.  Sir,  I 
tiave  no  desire  to  touch  it,  from  what  I  learned  from  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Webstib,]  two  years 
»So,  in  the  debate  on  this  subject;  I  wish  the  tariff  law  of 
1828  to  be  among  forgotten  things.  My  wish  is  now  to 
•ee  a  bill  presented  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  contain- 
ing » list  of  the  articles  imported;  then  upon  each  article, 
•epaiately,  we  can  determine  what  reduction  can  be  made, 
without  endangering  the  manufacturing  interests.  I  am 
prepared  to  show  what  reduction  can  be  made  upon  cot- 
•OM,  woollens,  sugar,  iron,  and  salt;  but  I  forbear  to  pre- 
•ent  them  to  the  Senate  at  this  time,  believing  that  this 
<*i  better  be  done,  and  with  more  effect,  when  the  bill 
ipon  this  subject  is  under  discussion,  and  each  article  is 
•^oiwdered  separately.  If  nearly  ten  millions  of  dollars, 
needed  for  revenue,  fairly  and  justly  apportioned  upon  all 
""ported  articles,  (exclusive  of  those  now  free  of  duty,) 
wdthe  cost  of  transportation  of  foreign  articles,  will  not  af- 
ford sufficient  protection,  I  fear  we  are  fbrcing  this  system 
beyond  the  age  and  condition  of  this  country.  My  prin- 
ciple of  protection  would  go  thus  far  and  no  farther,  ex- 
cept up<Mi  the  ground  of  compromise.  Tax  the  people 
to  the  fiill  amount  of  the  exigencies  of  the  Government, 
•Jid  apportion  that  sum  upon  imported  articles,  and  espe- 
tally  on  those  which  come  in  competition  with  articles 
which  are  manu&ctured,  and  which  it  b  of  national  import- 
Mce  should  be  manufactured  in  this  country.  I  cannot 
Wieve  the  people  of  the  United  States  wUI,  for  any  great 


length  of  time,  submit  to  high  taxation,  merely  fbr  Ae 
purpose  of  protecting  manufactures.  No  man,  not  in- 
terested in  these  establishments,  will  consent  that  a  large 
portion  of  his  earnings  shall  be  applied  to  the  profit  of  any 
class  of  our  citizens,  when  the  public  exigencies  do  not 
require  it.  The  wise  course  for  every  Government  to 
pursue,  is  to  look  to  its  true  condition,  and,  by  consulting 
all  its  interests,  attempt  to  cherish  those  einployments 
only  in  which  capital  and  labor  will  find  a  sufficient  re- 
ward. Our  nation  is  young;  our  land  is  fertile?  with  us, 
a  laborer  can  earn  his  fifty  cents  a  day;  in  old  countries, 
the  laborer  can  earn  only  from  six  to  ten  cents  a  day. 
Although  I  have  no  wish  to  favor  the  poor  of  other  coun- 
tries at  the  expense  of  this,  so  long  as  we  can  obtain  the 
profits  of  their  labor,  and  do  them  no  injury  by  doing  so, 
and  at  the  same  time  do  nothing  to  the  prejudice  of  the 
laborers  of  our  own  country,  I  can  see  nothing  objec- 
tionable in  it.  On  the  contrary,  if  we  can  obtain  theip 
labor  at  so  low  a  price,  we  can  derive  considerable  profit 
from  it,  and  the  laborers  of  the  United  States  can  follow 
pursuits  more  advantageous  to  themselves,  and  profitable 
to  the  country. 

The  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  proposes 
to  abolish  the  duties  entirely  on  all  articles  of  a  kind  not 
manufactured  in  the  United  States,  except  silks  and  wines; 
and  to  reduce  them  on  these  articles.  So  long  as  duties 
are  paid  on  imported  articles,  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
revenue,  I  cannot  consent  to  this  proposition.  The  true 
principle  of  taxation  is  to  impose  it  on  those  who  are  best 
able  to  bear  it.  The  resolution  on  your  table  proposes  • 
total  abandonment  of  this  principle.  The  articles  to  be 
released  from  taxation  are  luxuries  used  almost  exclusive- 
ly by  the  rich,  while  the  burdens  are  left  with  all  their 
weight  upon  the  poorer  portion  of  the  community.  This 
would  be  no  alleviation  of  the  evils  complained  of;  and  I  will 
not  unite  in  holding  out  to  the  poor  man  the  delusive  hope 
that  he  is  to  be  able  to  clothe  his  family  in  silks,  and  regale 
himself  on  wine  every  day;  while  all  the  articles  of  dress 
he  purchases,  his  salt,  his  sugar,  his  plough,  his  axe,  and 
his  hoe,  and  all  other  utensils  with  which  he  earns  his  dailjr 
bread,  are  ao  taxed  as  to  render  him  unable  to  raise  his 
family.  No,  sir,  give  him  his  necessaries  of  life  untaxed, 
or  taxed  lightly;  let  his  labor  have  its  ftill  reward,  and  he 
will  then  increase  in  his  means,  and  in  time  be  able  to 
indulge  in  luxuries  if  he  shall  please  to  do  so. 

The  object  of  the  capitalists  engaged  in  manufsctures, 
in  consepting  to  take  off  the  duties  on  articles  they  do  not 
make  in  their  establishments,  cannot  be  mistaken.  It  is 
to  concentrate  the  whole  taxation  of  the  country  upon 
those  foreign  articles  which  come  in  competition  witii 
theirs.  The  operation  of  such  a  system  will  be  doubly  in 
favor  of  the  rich  capitalists.  It  will  enable  them  to  ob- 
tain all  foreign  luxuries  free  of  taxation,  aad  at  the  same 
time  to  lax  the  poor  as  well  as  every  other  class  of  citi- 
zens, through  the  necessaries  of  life  consumed  by  them, 
for  the  augmentation  of  their  profits.  These  men  are  ft 
privileged  order  in  our  country.  They  have  formed,  and 
seek  to  perpetuate,  a  kind  of  partnerBhip|with  the  Govern- 
ment in  taxing  tiie  people;  and  the  present  struggle  is  to 
abolish,  or  much  reduce,  every  tax  in  which  they  have  not 
some  shore  of  the  proceeds.  They  conspire  to  raise  the 
price  of  all  necessaries  of  life,  giving  part  of  the  increase 
to  the  Government,  and  taking  part  to  themselves. 

Alteram  have  heard  as  to  the  management  of  these  es- 
tablishments, I  abi  still  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  they  are 
not  calculated  to  improve  the  moral  and  political  condi- 
tion of  the  country.  I  am  gratified  to  learn  that  g^eat 
care  is  taken  of  the  morals  of  those  who  are  placed  in 
some  of  the  manufiictories;  and  that  moral  and  religious 
instruction  is  imparted  to  them.  Notwithstanding  this, 
home  is  the  proper  place  for  the  tender  female.  Advice, 
admonition,  and  genUe  reproof  from  a  mother's  tongue, 
will  link  deeper  into  the  heart  of  the  daughter,  than  all 
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the  lectures  that  can  be  delivered  by  strangers.  As  to 
their  political  effect  upon  the  country,  I  can  entertain  no 
doubt.  The  men  employed  in  them  have  abandoned  all 
other  pursuits;  by  continuing  in  this  business,  tbey  render 
themselves  unfit  for  all  other  employments,  and  they  hold 
their  livelihood  at  the  pleasure  of  their  employers,  and 
must  vote  according  to  their  will;  they  become  mere  de- 
pendents, and  lose  that  spirit  which  should  be  possessed 
oy  every  American  citizen.  We  have  seen,  in  other 
countries,  riots  and  disturbances  produced  by  this  class  of 
the  community,  when  their  wages  were  reduced  so  low  as 
to  be  insufficient  for  their  sustenance.  Instead  of  men 
cooped  up  in  manufactories,  and  subject  to  taskmasters, 
what  kind  of  citizens  ate  we  able  to  have  ?  We  can  make 
freeholders  of  them.  Beduce  the  price  of  the  public 
lands;  put  it  in  the  power  of  each  laborer  to  procure  his 
forty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres.  When 
seated  upon  that,  he  feels  his  independence,  and  he 
knows  he  is  at  home.  These  are  the  men  who  constitute 
a  State,  and  make  it  prosperous,  great,  and  glorious. 
They  feel  an  attachment  to  their  country;  and  when  its 
rights  are  invaded,  they  will  fly  to  its  standard.  Sir,  I 
have  seen  this  tried.  When  our  country  was  invaded, 
during  the  late  war,  the  men  of  the  mountains  descend- 
ed like  torrents,  and  the  men  of 'the  valleys  came  up; 
and  there  was  no  controversy  who  should  go  to  the  field 
of  danger,  but  who  should  be  forced  to  remain  at  home. 
In  regud  to  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  suffrage,  should 
any  man  attempt  to  influence  one  of  tliem  by  affect- 
ing a  superiority  over  him,  he  would  certainly  find  tiimself 
insulted,  and  he  would  be  most  fortunate  if  he  escaped 
at  that. 

Let  us  now  see,  Mr.  President,  what  effects  have  been 
produced  by  this  system  of  taxation  upon  the  other  great 
mterests  of  the  country.  In  1817,  when  it  commenced, 
the  tonnage  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  foreign 
commerce  was  809,724  tons.  In  1839,  it  was  650,142 
tons,  a  decrease  of  159,582  tons.  In  1817,  there  were 
519,186  tons  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade.  In  1829, 
there  were  610,654  tons,  to  which  should  be  added 
something  for  the  improved  manner  of  constructing  ves- 
sels. From  this,  it  appears,  that,  taking  tlie  whole  tonnage 
of  the  United  States  that  is  engaged  in  foreign  commerce, 
and  also  that  engaged  in  the  coasting  trade,  the  navi^tion 
of  the  country  has  decreased  under  the  influence  of  this  sys- 
tem, which  gentlemen  say  has  imparted  its  benefits  to  every 
other  interest  of  the  country.  What  influence  has  it  pro- 
duced upon  commerce?  Prior  to  the  embargo  of  1807, 
with  a  population  of  only  six  millions  of  inhabitants,  our 
exports  amounted  to  about  eighty-four  million  five  hun- 
dred and  sixty-four  thousand  five  hundred  and  thirteen 
dollars.  In  1817,  it  amounted  to  eighty-seven  million  six 
hundred  and  fifty-one  thousand  five  hundred  aqd  sixty-nine 
dollars.  In  1830,  it  amounted  only  to  tlie  sum  of  seventy- 
three  million  eight  hundred  and  forty  thousand  five  hun- 
dred and  eight  dollars.  In  the  intermediate  years,  it  will 
be  seen  by  the  annual  reports  from  the  treasury,  there  has 
been  an  almost  regular  diminution  of  the  exports  and  im- 
ports of  the  country.  In  answer  to  the  argument  that  the 
demand  for  our  products  cannot  be  enlarged,  I  answer, 
that  if  we  use  more  of  their  articles,  other  nations  can 
and  will  consume  more  of  ours,  and  this  will  be  beneficial 
to  botli  parties,  because  each  will  receive  in  exchange  a 
{rreater  value  tlian  at  present.  They  will  receive  our 
agricultural  products  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  they  can  now 
purchase  or  can  produce  tlie  same  articles,  and  we  shall 
receive  their  manufactures  at  a  lower  price  tlian  we  now 
pay  for  them.  From  the  foregoing  statement  of  our  navi- 
gation and  commerce,  it  appeal's  these  great  pillars  of  our 
prosperity  have  not  been  strengthened,  but  weakened,  by 
this  Bj-stem  of  restrictions;  and  when  it  is  remembered 
that  our  naval  power  and  glory,  and  cur  ability  to  defend 
our  shores  against  invasion,  sre  intimately  connected  with 


the  navigation  of  the  country,  we  ought  not  rashly  to  pro- 
mote measures  calculated  to  destroy  it.  The  agriculture 
of  Uie  country  is  closely  connected  with  its  commerce; 
and  that  which  is  calculated  to  depress  the  one,  has  an  in- 
jurious influence  upon  the  other. 

Still  it  is  said  that  this  nation  is  increasing  in  wealth  and 
power.  I  admit  it.  It  is  young  and  vigorous,  and  will  gs 
on  in  despite  of  the  most  blundering  Tegidation  that  can 
be  pursued.  Politicians  iday  adopt  the  most  absurd  theo- 
ries; in  the  madness  of  their  legislation,  they  maj'  heap 
Pelion  on  Ossa,  and  Ossa  on  Pelion,  and  the  country  viil 
still  go  on,  checked  and  retarded  in  its  prosperity,  but 
not  destroyed;  such  is  the  vigor,  energy,  and  enterprise 
of  our  citizens,  and  the  fertility  of  our  soil.  But  when 
we  look  at  our  navigation  and  commerce,  cannot  cverjr 
man  discern  the  impolicy  of  the  measures  we  have  pur- 
sued? With  a  population  increasing  at  the  rate  of  three 
per  cent,  per  annum,  the  annual  increase  of  which,  at  this 
time,  amounts  to  four  hundred  thousand,  having  more 
than  doubled  itself  since  the  year  1807,  our  navigation 
and  commerce  have  actually  dechned.  I  hear  it  ofien  re- 
peated, that  the  Southern  States  have  introduced  thistjrs- 
tern,  and  this  is  urged  as  a  reason  why  we  should  notreUi 
it.  This  is  denied  by  them.  For  ray  own  part,  I  have  never 
tiiought  it  material  to  ascertain  how  that  &ct  was.  If  the 
system  be  a  {^d  one,  we  ought  to  retain  it,  come  from 
where  it  may;  if  it  be  a  bad  one,  we  ought  to  get  rid  of 
it,  whether  it  were  introduced  by  the  North,  Soodi, 
East,  or  West. 

It  a  sometimes  urged  that  the  protecting  system  ought 
not  to  be  abandoned,  because  New  England,  now  most 
interested  in  its  preservation,  was  originally  opposed  to  its 
introduction.  It  is  creditable  to  the  statesmen  of  that 
section  of  the  republic,  that  they  saw  and  opposed  the  in- 
justice and  impoucy  of  the  system  to  which  Southern  and 
Western  men  were  measurably  bUnd.  It  is  not  disreputa- 
ble that  they  have  availed  themselves  of  our  errors  to 
gather  riches  at  our  expense.  But  when  they  embarked 
in  these  speculations,  they  had  good  i-eason  to  believelhat 
experience  would  teach  tlie  rest  of  the  Union  the  wisdom 
which  they  had  leai'ned,  and  that  the  existence  of  the  sys- 
tem would  only  be  commensurate  with  the  blindness  wfaicb 
gave  it  birth.  We  now  see  and  feel  its  evils.  Their 
weight  is  intolerable,  and  we  must  have  relief.  They 
cannot  expect  us  to  travel  onward  in  the  path  of  ruin,  with 
our  eyes  open.  We  have  suffered  for  our  blindness;  and 
if  they  shall  suffer  a  little  for  departing,  in  their  practice, 
from  the  justice  and  beauty  of  their  theory,  they  will  hare 
no  great  cause  to  complain. 

I  have  now,  Mr.  Preddent,  finished  what  I  intended  to 
say  upon  the  injustice,  inequality,  and  oppressiveness  of 
this  system  of  taxation,  and  have  also  pointed  out  the  inju- 
rious effects  which  it  has  produced,  in  my  opinion,  upon 
the  general  welfare  of  the  nation.  I  will  now  state  the 
terms  upon  which  I  would  be  willing,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, to  see  this  matter  adjusted.  I  know  lainin 
a  minority;  but  I  appeal  witii  confidence  to  the  justice  of 
those  with  whom  I  differ.  They  say  they  only  want  a  fair 
competition  witli  foreign  articles;  let  them  have  it  'I  SJ" 
willing  to  meet  them  upon  that  ground;  and  I  propose  the 
following  rule  by  which  to  place  them  in  that  situation- 
Let  US  ascertain  what  articles  can  be  manufiiclured  in  tl"* 
country  successfully;  then  ascertain  the  original  price  of 
similar  articles  in  foreign  countries;  add  to  that  price  the 
cost  of  transportation  to  our  seaport  towns.  New  Vork, 
Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  or  Boston;  then  ascertain  tlie 
cost  of  the  domestic  article  of  the  same  kind  and  quality; 
then  add  so  much  upon  the  foreign  article,  by  way  of  duty, 
as  will  place  it  upon  an  equality.  We  wiU  then  have  a 
fair  competition,  and  low  prices.  All  beyond  this  is  mo- 
nopoly in  favor  of  domestic  manufactures,  and  injustice  to 
the  community.  I  cannot,  myself,  see  how  those  who"." 
H»  Uiat  all  they  desire  is  to  prevent  the  destruction  of  tlien 
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stiblijhineDta,  can  object  to  this  mode  of  settling  this 
xotroTcn^.  Adopt  this  rule,  and  abolish  the  credit  sys- 
en  in  oar  import  revenue,  and  our  nunufacturers  will 
are  all  the  protection  which  they  profess  to  ask;  without 
Bring  a  monopoly  of  our  markets,  they  would  yet  enjoy 
idruitages  which  would  enable  them  to  carry  on  a  success- 
ill  competition  with  articles  of  foreign  production;  and  an 
kdjustmciit,  upon  the  principle  I  have  named,  would 
pa&j  reduce  the  taxation  which  is  now  oppresnng^  the 
Dosuwimty. 

But  if  tttis  be  not  acceptable,  I,  as  one  of  those  oppos- 
id  to  thii  s)-9tem,  will  agree  to  any  moderate  periodical 
tductioa  which  will  give  the  manufacturers  time  to  ac- 
nmmodite  themselves  to  the  altered  circumstances,  and. 
It  the  nme  time,  present  a  sure  prospect  of  ultimate  j  us- 
lice  to  tbe  balance  of  the  community.  As  much  as  the 
Soutb  ind  Southwest  are  conscious  of  being  oppi-essed 
ty  this  STStem,  their  patriotism  would  induce  them  to  suf- 
ter  gulch  longer,  if  they  could  have  a  gradual  amelioration 
if  their  burdens,  and  a  prospect  of  final  relief. 

I  vould  not  confine  my  views  of  relief  to  the  tariff  laws 
uduarely.  I  would  extend  them  to  a  class  of  citizens 
pulicalarly  entitled  to  pubUc  consideration.  I  mean  the 
lurchisers  of  public  lands.  While  removing  oppression 
ins  others,  I  would  reduce  the  price  of  the  pubhc  lands. 
I  tould  put  it  in  the  power  of  every  industrious  man  to 
kcone  a  freeholder.  He  should  have  his  forty,  eighty, 
p  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  at  a  low  rate.  It  he  would 
iiade  on  it  a  reasonable  time,  say  five  years,  I  should  not 
tbjeet  to  bis  having  it  without  paying  any  thing.  This 
knio^of  day  laborers  and  tenants  mto  independent  free- 
Uden,  is  a  kind  of  legislative  manufacturing  I  am  wil- 
bg  to  encourage;  and  when  those  gentlemen  engage  in 
ht,  I  will  not  lag  behind;  but  I  know  who  will—those 
Ao  viah  to  retain  their  present  political  power,  and  are 
piviUing  to  see  the  sceptre  depart  firom  them. 

Before  I  proceed  to  the  discussion  of  the  constitutional 
fustioa  which  has  been  introduced  into  this  debate,  1 
Mlaj  &  word  or  two  to  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
jbuiis.]  He  says  that,  twenty  years  ago,  he  was  an  ad- 
kiote  for  the  constitutional  power  of  the  General  Govern- 
pttti  ud  now  he  finds  liimself  on  tlie  same  ground.  I 
(onpaUilate  the  gentleman  upon  his  return;  that,  afler 
^xKlcring  about  through  time  and  space  for  so  long  a 
^nod,  he  has  at  last  found  himself  within  the  orbit  of 
it  coiutitutioa.  From  the  best  observations  I  have  been 
ii>k  to  take  since  he  last  became  visible  at  this  place,  I 
Mi  think,  in  his  next  transit,  he  will  approximate  very 
K»r  to  State  rights.  Whether  this  will  be  owingto  their 
PJ*w  of  attraction,  or  to  the  propelling  power  of  the  King 
n  the  Netherlands,  or  to  both  causes  combined,  I  will 
w  undertake  to  determine. 

^  the  existing  tariff  laws  constitutional?  It  is  my 
<|p™«i  that  they  are.  I  advance  it  with  some  diffidence, 
''WMie  I  know  there  are  many  learned  men,  both  in  and 
W  of  this  Senate,  whose  views  upon  this  subject  are  in 
urectoppoaition  to  mine.  I  can  discover  but  little  practical 
f^  mt  can  arise  from  a  discussion  of  this  subject;  but 
Bit  has  been  introduced,  and  my  mind  is  satisfied  upon  it, 
'  Ma  hare  no  objection  to  declaring  the  opinions  I  enter- 
tiiii.  I  shall  dehver  no  philologicaldissertations  upon  the 
•"jtct,  as  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  done;  but  attempt 
•"ihow  to  the  Senate  that  this  power  exists,  not  only  by 
'irtue  of  the  constitution,  but  from  necessity.  The 
P'W'r  to  regulate  commerce  and  impose  duties  on  im- 
Portwl  foreign  articles,  is  pven  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
•*«  expressly  by  the  constitution;  and  it  has  at  all  times 
Men  conadered  as  an  attribute  of  sovereignty  possessed 
^erery  State  or  nation.  All  nations  have  exercised  it; 
■■n  had  thb  confederacy  never  been  formed,  each  State, 
"  '  soTereign,  independent  Government,  would  have 

J*"  »t  liberty  to  exercise  it  without  any  restraint,  and 

~  ">r  purpose  it  might  judge  proper.     The  States  dis- 


b 


covered  that  this  was  one  of  the  powers  which  thej 
could  not  exercise  separately  to  advantage;  and  this  was 
one  of  the  strongest  reasons  which  operated  to  produce 
the  Federal  Government.  It  was  foreseen  that,  if  each 
State  retained  this  power,  it  would  be  exercised  variously, 
and  constant  jealousies  and  collisions  would  arise  among 
them;  and  foreign  nations,  avaiUng  themselves  of  this 
state  of  things,  would  succeed  in  destroying  their  inde- 
pendence. It  was  then  agreed  in  convention  that  this 
power  of  regulating  commerce  and  imposing  duties 
whatever  it  might  be,  should  be  surrendered  by  the  States 
to  the  General  Government.  This  surrender  or  transfer 
was  made  without  restriction  or  limitation.  It  certainly 
was  not  designed  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution  thi^ 
the  State  Governments  and  the  Federal  Government  to- 
gether should  possess  less  power  upon  this  subject  than 
me  States  then  possessed,  and  would  have  continued  to 

Sossess,  had  each  State  remained  separate  and  distinct, 
'nless,  then,  it  can  be  shown  that,  m  the  transfer  of  this 
power,  (which  at  one  period  unquestionably  belonged  to 
the  States,)  some  diminution  was  produced,  it  is  a  &ir 
conclusion  to  say  that  it  properly  belongs  to  this  Govern- 
ment, for  all  the  purposes  and  objects  for  which  nations 
have  been  in  the  habit  of  using  it.  It  must  be  admitted 
that  no  portion  of  thb  power  remains  with  the  several 
States,  because  they  are  expressly  prohibited  from  impos- 
ing duties.  What,  then,  has  become  of  it,  if  it  does  not 
appertain  to  the  General  Government? 

I  will  here  remark,  that,  prior  to  and  at  the  adoption  of 
the  federal  constitution,  this  power  had  been  exercised  by 
Great  Britain,  France,  Spain,  and  all  other  nations  with 
whom  we  had  intercourse;  all  of  which  was  known  to  the 
framers  of  the  constitution.  We  are,  therefore,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  not  at  liberty  to  suppose  that  it  was  intended 
by  them  that  less  power  should  be  possessed  by  that  Go- 
vernment to  which  they  confided  this  subject,  than  was 
possessed  and  exercised  by  those  nations  with  whom  we 
had  commercial  intercourse.  This  power  is  indispensable; 
and  without  its  existence  in  the  Federal  Government, 
there  is  no  power  in  this  country  by  which  the  regulations 
of  foreign  nations,  injurious  to  our  commerce,  canbe  coun- 
teracted. From  1789  down  to  the  present  moment,  it 
has  been  exercised,  and,  until  a  few  years  past,  has  never 
been  questioned.  It  seems  to  me  that  gentlemen  fall  into 
an  error,  by  mistaking  the  abuse  of  a  constitutional  power 
for  evidence  of  its  unconstitutionality.  The  States  have 
no  power  to  declare  war;  the  war-making  power  is  trans- 
ferred by  the  constitution  to  the  General  Government;  if 
Congress  shall  wantonly  and  unnecessarily  declare  war,  it 
cannot  be  said  that  the  act  is  unconstitutional,  or  that  Con- 
gress has  transcended  its  authority.  They  have  abused 
a  power  committed  to  them;  Congress  has  acted  upon  a 
subject  confided  to  it  by  the  constitution;  and  for  the  im- 
proper exercise  of  its  discretion,  the  members  are  re- 
sponsible to  the  people,  who  can  apply  the  proper 
corrective  by  the  exercise  of  tlie  elective  franchise.  Fur- 
tlier,  a  law  must  be  constitutional  or  not,  when  made;  the 
makers  of  it  violate  that  instrument  in  the  enactment  of 
the  law,  if  it  be  violated  at  all;  hence  the  law  is  inopera- 
tive and  void  (torn  its  origin,  on  account  of  its  repugnance 
to  the  constitution,  which  is  the  supreme  law  of  the  land. 
But,  in  regard  to  the  tariff  laws,  it  b  admitted  they  are 
constitutions  as  long  as  the  money  is  needed  to  pay  the 
public  debt,  or  to  supply  the  exigencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  is  insisted  that  they  become  unconstitutional 
when  the  debt  is  pud,  or  the  revenue  arising  from  them 
is  no  longer  neeaed.  According  to  this  argument.  Con- 
gress may  not  violate  the  constitution  when  a  law  is  passed, 
but  circumstances  occurring  afterwards  make  it  unconsti- 
tutional. This  would  be  an  unsafe  and  dangerous  ground 
on  which  to  place  the  power  of  Congress,  because  they 
could  prevent  the  law  from  becoming  unconstitutional,  by 
indulging  in  extravagant  expenditures,  and  creating  a  ne- 
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cesstty  for  all  the  money  arising  from  imposts.  The  truth 
is,  the  motives  of  the  Legislature  hare  nothing  to  do  with 
tiie  constitutionality  of  a  Taw.  The  true  mode  to  test  that 
question,  is,  to  compare  its  provisions  with  the  constitu- 
tion; and  if  no  repugnance  to  that  instrument  can  \ic  dis- 
covered in  the  law,  it  is  constitutional,  whatever  were  the 
motives  of  the  legislators,  and  it  must  stand  until  repealed 
by  the  same  power  which  enacted  it.  The  motives  of  men 
are  so  various,  and  the  causes  which  influence  their  judg- 
ments and  actions  so  different,  that  no  safe  rule  founded 
upon  them  can  be  established,  by  which  to  determine  upon 
the  constitutionality  or  unconstitutionality  of  laws.  One 
member  of  Congress  may  vote  for  a  particular  import 
duty,  with  a  view  solely  to  revenue}  anotlier,  with  a  view 
to  protection;  and  if  the  constitutionality  of  the  duty  de- 
pends on  the  motive  of  the  Legislature,  it  is  constitutional 
and  unconstitutional  at  the  same  time.*  Because  our  con- 
stitution is  an  excellent  one,  gentlemen  appear  to  tliink 
that  no  oppression  or  injustice  can  be  practised  without  a 
violation  of  it.  They  seem  to  forget  tliat  no  set  of  men 
can  be  clothed  with  the  authority  to  d6  good,  witliout 
possessing  the  power  to  do  evil.  Congress  is  clothed  with 
powers  to  reinler  mucli  beneficial  service  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States;  but  it  also  possesses  the  power  to  adopt 
measures  highly  injurious  to  tlie  community;  and  it  is  to 
prevent  or  correct  this,  that  the  responsibiUty  of  members 
to  their  constituents  b  provided,  and  hence  the  frequen- 
cy of  elections.  Suppose  Congress  should,  regardless  of 
the  public  interest,  proceed,  by  the  imposition  of  internal 
taxes,  to  raise  large  sums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of 
doubling  the  military  fortifications  of  the  country,  and  to 
increase  the  navy  to  double  its  present  force  in  two  years, 
This  would  be  very  indiscreet  legislation,  and  the  mem 
bers  who  voted  for  it  would  certainly  not  be  returned  to 
the  next  Congress;  but  still  they  would  not  justly  incur 
the  citarge  of  violating  the  constitution.  The  true  rule 
to  be  observed,  in  deciding  upon  the  autliority  of  Con- 
gress to  pass  a  law,  is,  to  inquire,  has  Congress  the  power 
to  act  on  this  subject?  Is  it  one  of  those  confided  to  it  by 
the  constitution?  If  so.  Congress  may  constitutionally 
act;  but  in  that  action  they  may  greatly  abuse  their  con- 
stitutional powers. 

That  the  subject  of  duties  is  one  within  the  powers  of 
the  General  Government,  is  made  still  more  apparent  to 
me  by  the  consideration  that  the  amount  of  duties  is  the 
principal  subject  of  all  commercial  treaties  between  this 
and  foreign  Governments.  We  have,  but  a  few  days 
since,  ratified  a  treaty  with  the  French  Government,  in 
which  duties  on  imported  merchandise  formed  an  import- 
ant article.  If  it  shall  ever  be  determined  tliat  the  re- 
gulation of  a  tariff  is  not  under  the  control  of  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  the  power  to  make  commercial  treaties 
will  be  impaired.  Although  I  disapprove  and  condemn 
the  tariff  laws  as  inflicting  g^eat  injustice  upon  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  community;  and  although  I  am  willing  to  join 
with  those  who  differ  with  me  upon  the  last  point  discuss- 
ed, in  the  reduction  of  duties  and  public  burdens,  I  can- 
not unite  with  them  in  pronouncing  these  laws  unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  submitted  to  the  Senate  the  views 
I  entertain  upon  the  great  questions  involved  in  this  de- 
bate. My  conviction  is  that  the  present  tariff  laws  are 
unjust,  unequal,  and  oppressive;  still  I  am  of  the  opinion 
Congress  had  the  power  to  enact  them.  I  have  also  stated 
the  principle  upon  which  we  ought  to  meet  and  adjust  a 
subject  which  is  now  agitating  and  (Ustracting  the  whole 
country.  I  entreat  the  Senate  to  consider  that  our  Go- 
vernment is  not  only  a  great  political  but  moral  structure, 
and  whatever  alienates  the  affections  of  any  portion  of  its 
citizens,  weakens  its  strength.  Although  all  feel  and  ac- 
knowledge their  attachment  to  the  Union,  we  cannot  tell 
what  may  be  the  effect  of  injustice  and  oppression  long 
continued.     Should  they  who  complain  even  be  mistaken 


in  a  great  degree  as  to  the  causes  of  their  grievances,  the] 
should  be  indulged  in  a  relaxation  of  this  system;  theyM 
asking  nothing  of  the  Government  only  to  be  let  alciii& 
The  very  nature  of  this  controversy  entires  them  to  h\wi, 
The  manufacturers  have  obtained  the  interference  of  Com 
gress  in  their  behalf.  In  every  case  of  this  kind,  whert 
there  is  doubt  whether  the  action  of  the  Govemmeiitj 
when  employed  in  behalf  of  a  portion  of  its  citizeiu,  idi| 
be  injurious  to  others,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govtrmnenj 
not  to  act,  or,  should  it  have  acted,  to  retrace  its  stcp^ 
placing  all  its  citizens  upon  an  equal  footing,  and  lettiM 
them  rely  upon  their  own  industiy  and  enterprise,  ralh^ 
than  on  governmental  aid  for  their  wealth  and  pro«peritj. 
If  those  who  advocate  the  manufacturing  interests  on  thi^ 
floor,  shall  decline  to  accede  to  the  terms  of  compromij^ 
I  have  suggested,  will  it  not  be  apparent  to  all  the  wmM 
that  a  fiur  and  reasonable  protection  is  not  all  that  is  desireii; 
but  that  extravagant  profits  is  their  object,  and  that,  toi^ 
at  the  expense  of  justice  Tand  right?  That  spirit,  if  it 
exists,  will  not  long  be  indulged  by  a  high-minded,  jiul 
people.  The  reaction  which  always,  sooner  or  Uter, 
takes  place  against  injustice,  will  shake  the  whole  pro- 
tecting system  to  its  foundation ;  and  they  may  in  vain  asl 
that  compromise  which  they  now  reject.  I  ask  SeniUwj 
if  they  will  not  yield  something,  in  order  that  strifes  int: 
contentions  may  cease,  and  good  will  and  brotherly  lore 
prevail  throughout  this  great  American  fiunily.  Sir,  in- 
auspicious and  unfavorable  as  appearances  are,  I  villsiil 
indulge  the  hope  that  the  same  spirit  of  concession,  amit)^ 
and  concord,  which  presided  in  the  councils  of  ourfathat 
when  they  framed  and  adopted  our  constitution,  may  lik^ 
wise  influence  our  deliberations,  that  it  may  descend  and 
abide  with  those  who  are  to  fill  our  places,  in  all  futiM 
times,  so  that  this  Government  and  this  Union  may  be  per. 
petual. 

TucBSDjLT,  Febbuabi  16. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  laid  on  the  table  a  proportion  fron 
Richard  Peters,  reporter  of  the  Supreme  Court,  to  pub- 
lish an  edition  of  the  laws,  treaties,  &c.  of  the  United 
States,  with  certain  commentaries  and  judicial  decisioiB; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  yesterday  by  Hr. 
Holmes,  came  up  for  consideration: 

Seaolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  why  the  statements  of  the 
foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  required  by  the 
act  of  the  10th  of  February,  1820,  have  not  been  trans- 
mitted to  Congress;  and,  if  there  is  any  impediment  to  t 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  that  act,  what  legislt 
tive  provision  is  necessary  to  remove  it. 

Besolved,  That  the  Secretanr  of  the  Treasury  be  di- 
rected to  inform  the  Senate  why  he  has  not  reported  an 
answer  to  their  resolution  of  the  23d  of  December,  1831, 
calling  for  information  in  regard  to  the  British  colonial 
trade;  and  when  the  answer  is  to  be  expected. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  went  into  a  particular  statement  of  the 
periods  at  which  the  report  referred  to  had  been  receiTcd 
in  former  years,  to  show  that  no  unusual  delay  had  <*" 
curred  in  sending  it  in  at  the  present  session;  tha^  th«- 
fore,  the  resolution  was  uncalled  for,  and  its  impii™ 
censure  undeserved;  and,  moreover,  the  document  »«i 
prepared  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  not  the  Secre- 
tary, it  bemg  merely  transinitted  through  the  hands  of  tw 
latter. 

A  considerable  debate  foUowed.  Mr.  HOLMES  and 
Mr.  WEBSTER  repUed  to  Mr.  Fobstth,  and  adrocated 
the  resolution,  on  the  ground  that  the  original  purpose  « 
the  act  of  Congress  requiring  this  important  report  to  be 
laid  before  the  two  Rouses  at  the  commencement  of  every 
session,  was  defeated  by  the  delay,  as  it  left  Congress  no 
time  to  profit  by  the  information  it  communicated— inior- 
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Htion  which  was  of  great  importance  to  the  public,  and 
ns  looked  for  with  interest  every  year;  that  no  blame 
ni  imputed  to  the  Secretary  for  tlie  delay;  but,  as  the 
til  exnted,  it  was  proper  Congreu  should  know  where 
:  Ujr,  tbat  it  mi^t  be  remedied.  Last  year  the  report 
id  not  reach  the  members  before  September;  and  if  it 
re  not  received  m  time  every  seaaion  to  allow  such 
siihtire  action  as  the  information  mig^t  suggpest,  it  was 

f  DO  UK. 

Ur.  FOBSYTH  moved  to  lay  the  first  resolution  on  the 
Mti  which  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative,  as  fol- 
m: 

YE.VS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
>iidley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Han 
^m,  Hbtcy,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Troup,  White, 
FiftiiH.-19. 

NAVS.— Meisrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Ewingc,  Foot,  Fre- 
Mhajrwn,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss, 
jgbbiiu,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
tanlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 19. 

Tbc  yeas  and  na^s  being  equally  divided,  the  Chair  de- 
idol  the  question  in  the  negative. 

The  question  then  was  taken  on  laying  the  second  re- 
iblion  on  the  table,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative 
grttie  following  vote: 

TEAS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Dallas, 
fckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Freling- 
brsen,  Grandy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
iBcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
WmiKin,  Silsbee,  Smith,Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Web- 
kr,  White,  Wilkins.— 32. 

SAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Holmes,  Buggies,  Seymour, 
huvell. — 5. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  stud  he  had  found  some  inconveni- 
sce  from  the  want  of  the  commercial  statement  referred 
lis  the  resolution,  and  he  had  in  consequence  inquire<I, 
ipetson,  at  the  Treasury  Department  when  they  might 
e  upected  to  be  sent  to  Congress.  The  answer  he  re- 
ISred  w«s,  that  the  returns  of  the  collectors  of  the  great 
Mmcrcial  ports  of  Boston,  New  York,  and  Phihulelphia, 
Ml  not  yet  been  made;  that  theae  migfbt  be  expected  in 
>fev  days,  when  the  statements  would  be  immediately 
"pwed.  Mr.  D.  said  that,  being  convinced  from  this 
wWatioB  that  die  inquiry  was  unnecessary,  he  should 
<ite  against  the  resolution. 

*■•  CHAMBERS  was  certainly  under  a  very  gjreat  rais- 
fci  or  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  had  given  the 
ny  reiiotts  why  the  resolution  ought  to  be  adopted.  That 
imleman  had  been  informed  at  the  department  that  it 
>»  because  the  collectors  of  three  great  ports  had  not 
Mt  their  returns,  that  the  annnal  statement  was  not  fur- 
^"wl  to  Cong^ss.  Now,  said  Mr.  C,  we  want  to  know 
M  CMae  of  this  delay,  that  we  may  apply  the  remedy  by 
^Mtion.  He  was  surprised  that  the  inquiry  should  meet 
nui  uiy  opposition. 

^-  TAKEWEIX  sud  he  had  voted  agunst  Uyingboth 
■'''il'itions  on  the  table,  and  he  had  done  so  in  case  of 
•fay  cin  made  by  a  Senator  on  one  of  the  departments 
*  wrannation.  The  very  argument  of  the  gentleman 
".New  Jersey  [Mr.  Dickebsox]  was  the  one  he  re- 


y 


I  lupport  of  the  resolution.     The  gentleman  tells 


y*  that  he  wants  the  information  to  be  contained  in  the 
initttl  itatement,  and  he  cannot  get  it  because  the  collec- 
™  have  not  made  their  returns.  The  gentleman  from 
Jw  Jcney  was  satisfied,  and  he  would  be  satisfied  also, 
■•  w  hid  the  same  information.  In  voting  for  the  Inquiry, 
*  Md  anticipated  that  some  good  and  sufficient  reasons 
^Wbe  given  for  the  apparent  non-compliance  with  the 
^on»  of  the  law.  He  had  not  the  least  doubt,  from 
""practice  often  years  past,  there  were  difficulties  in  the 
"y;  and  it  was  for  this  reason  that  he  wanted  to  know, 
^"one  official,  tuigible  shape,  what  they  were,  in  order 
''^^ettmedy  might  be  applied.     The  fiscal  year  ended 


on  the  30th  of  September,  and  the  returns  were  to  be 
made  up  to  that  time.  Now,  if  this  were  the  reason  why 
the  statement  could  not  be  fumislied  to  Congress  in  time, 
the  law  might  designate  a  more  convenient  period  for  th« 
close  of  the  year.  Whatever  the  difficulties  mig^t  be,  it 
was  necessary  to  see  and  know  them  before  they  could  be 
surmounted. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  thought  that  the  gentleman  from  Maine 
had  rendered  a  considenible  service  to  his  country  by  ori> 
ginating  this  call.  Every  gentleman  who  would  turn  his 
attention  to  the  subject  would  see  that  tlie  delays  in  the 
transmission  of  the  statement  defeated  the  objects  of  tlie 
law.  He  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  find  fault  witli  the  de- 
partment. A  difficulty  existed,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
what  it  was.  The  fact  was,  tbat  the  session  of  Congress 
was  nearly  over  before  the  commercial  information  on 
which  it  was  intended  they  should  rely  was  received;  and 
this  difficulty  was  increased  in  the  short  sesmon;  for  the 
members  had  all  returned  to  their  homes  before  the  state- 
ment was  received  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  So 
far,  then,  as  the  law  was  designed  to  assist  the  legislation  of 
Congress,  its  benefits,  were,  in  a  great  measure,  lost. 
The  reasons  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  were  in  favor 
rather  than  against  the  adoption  of  the  resolution.  He 
had  stated,  he  thought,  that  the  subject  was  before  the 
other  House;  and  if  so,  said  Mr.  W.,  it  must  come  here, 
and  we  ought  to  have  the  information  required  by  the  re- 
solution to  enable  us  to  act  on  it. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr. 
FORSYTH,  and  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  question  was  taken,  and  tjie  resolution  was  adopted. 

WASHINGTON'S  REMAINS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  the  fol- 
lowing correspondence: 

Washisotow,  Febnutry  14,  1832. 
Sik:  The  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  have 
passed  a  joint  resolution  to  celebrate  the  centennial  birth- 
day of  George  Washington,  authorizing  the  President  of 
the  Senate  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  make  application  to  you  for  his  remains,  to  be  re- 
moved and  deposited  in  the  capitol,  at  Washington,  in  con- 
formity with  the  resolution  of  Congress,  of  the  24th  of 
December,  1799. 

They  have  passed  another  joint  resolution,  authorizing 
us  to  make  application  to  you,  and  to  Mr.  George  Wash- 
ington Park  Custis,  for  the  remains  of  Martlia  Washingf- 
ton  to  be  removed  and  deposited  at  the  same  time  wiu 
those  of  her  late  consort,  George  Washington. 

We  herewith  enclose  copies  of  these  resolutions;  and,  in 
the  discharge  of  the  duty  imposed  on  us,  have  to  request 
that  you  vrould  give  as  early  an  answer  to  this  application 
as  may  be  practicable. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  your  obe- 
dient servants, 

JOHN  C.  CALHOUN, 
PnaiderUofthe  Smote  and  Fiee  Pmident 

of  the  United  States. 
ANDREW  STEVENSON, 
Speaker  of  the  Houte  of  Reprexentaiives. 
Mr.  J.  A.  Wasbjkotoh^,  . 

Mount  Vernon. 

HocKT  VsAKOir,  February  15,  1832. 
T\i  the  honorable  the  Pretidentofthe  Senate  and  Speaker  of 
the  Houte  of  RepreeenUUivei: 
Osimunii :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your 
letter,  and  the  resolutions  of  Congress  to  carry  into  com- 
plete effect  that  which  was  adopted  in  December,  1799, 
for  the  removal  of  the  remains  of  General  Washington  to 
the  seat  of  Government. 
I  have  received,  with  profound  sensibility,  the  expres- 
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rion  of  the  desire  of  Congress,  representing  the  whole  na- 
tion, to  have  the  custody  and  care  of  the  remains  of  my 
revered  relatives;  and  the  struggle  which  it  has  produced 
in  my  mind  between  a  sense  of  duty  to  the  highest  autho- 
rities of  my  country,  and  private  feelings,  has  been  greatly 
embarrassing.  But  when  I  recollect  that  his  will,  in  re- 
spect to  the  disposition  of  his  remains,  has  been  recently 
carried  into  full  effect,  and  that  they  now  repose  in  per- 
fect tranquillity,  surrounded  by  those  of  other  endeared 
members  of  the  family,  I  hope  Congress  will  do  justice  to 
the  motives  which  seem  to  me  require  that  I  should  not 
consent  to  their  separation. 

I  pray  you,  (gentlemen,  to  communicate  these  sentiments 
and  feelings  to  Congress,  with  the  grateful  acknowledg- 
ments of  me  whole  of  the  relatives  of  my  grand  uncle  for 
the  distinguished  honor  which  was  intended  to  his  memo- 
ry, and  to  accept  for  yourselves  assurances  of  my  grati- 
tude ftnd  esteem. 

JOHN  A.  WASHINGTON. 

Abumstok  Hovsi,  T\itiday  night, 

Febnuary  U,  1832. 

GxxTLiiiix:  The  letter  you  have  done  me  the  honor 
to  write  me,  requesting  my  consent  to  the  removal  of  the 
remains  of  my  venenu>le  grand  parents  from  their  pre- 
sent resting  place  to  the  capitol,  I  have  this  moment  re- 
ceived. 

I  give  my  most  hearty  consent  to  the  removal  of  the  re- 
muns,  after  the  manner  requested,  and  congratulate  the 
Government  upon  the  approaching  consummation  of  a 
gr$at  act  of  national  gratitude. 

I  hare  the  honor  to  be,  with  perfect  respect,  gentle- 
men, your  most  obedient  servant, 

GEORGE  WASHINGTON  P.  CUSTIS. 
To  the  honorable  J.  C.  Calhovh,  Fiee  Prendmt,  &c.  and 

Akokiw  Stkvsksov,  Speaker  of  the  House  ofBipreien- 

tativet. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  Cliy's  resolution  relative  to  the  tariff  was  then 
taken  up,  and  Mr.  GRUNDY  concluded  his  remarks  in 
opposition  to  the  resolution.  [Reported  entire,  with  the 
remarks  of  the  first  day.] 

Mr.  EWING  stated  his  intention  of  addresmng  the  Sen- 
ate on  the  subject  to-morrow,  and  moved  an  adjournment. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

FaiDAT,  FXBBDABT  17. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  bill  from  the  House  for  the  apportionment  of  re- 
presentatives among  the  several  States  according  to  liie 
fifth  census,  was  read  the  second  time;  when 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  refer  it  to  a  select  committee 
of  seven  members. 

Mr.  HAYNE  observed  that  the  practice  of  referring  sub- 
jects to  select  committees  had  been  found  of^en  inconve- 
nient. There  were  particular  cases,  he  admitted,  in  which 
refbrence  to  select  committees  was  necessary,  but  this  he 
did  not  consider  one  of  them.  In  general,  he  thought,  a 
reference  to  one  of  the  standing  committees  was  prefera- 
ble.    He  would  name  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  never  had,  before,  moved  the 
reference  of  any  subject  to  a  select  committee;  but  as 
there  was  no  standing  cominittee  of  the  Senate  to  which 
the  subject  could  be  appropriately  referred,  and  connder- 
ing  the  interests  of  the  various  sections  of  tiie  country  in- 
volved, he  thought  a  select  committee  necessary.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  a  right  to  have  the 
question  taken  first  with  regard  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary.  He  should  vote  against  it,  with  the  hope  that 
his  own  motion  would  finally  prevul. 

Ailer  some  remarks  on  the  subject  by  Messrs.  CHAM- 


BERS, 8ILS3EE,  POINDEXTBR,  and  BUCRNER,  in 
fiivor  of  a  select  committee;  and  Mr.  GRUNDY  against  H, 

The  question  on  a  reference  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  was  decided  in  the  negative — -yeas  30,  nijrs  22. 

The  question  was  next  taken  on  a  reference  to  a  neltct 
committee,  and  carried  without  a  division,  and  a  commit. 
tee  of  seven,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  ordered. 

The  following  members  were  appcnnted  by  ballot  to 
compose  the  committee,  viz. 

Messrs.  Wibstib,  Bockxxb,  Hxm,  Mabct,  Tinos, 
Dallas,  and  Fobsttb. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  conftderation  of  Mr. 
Clat'b  resolution  on  the  tariff. 

Mr.  EWENG,  of  Ohio,  rose  in  support  of  the  resiriution. 
He  sud  he  was  deeply  impressed  with  the  raagiutodeud 
importance  of  the  subject  under  consideration.  Aware, 
too,  that  it  had  received  an  extended  and  most  able  dit- 
cussion,  by  men  of  wisdom,  experience,  and  eloqoence, 
I  can,  tiierefore,  said  Mr.  E.,  scarcely  hope  to  elicit  ujr 
new  truth,  or  present,  in  a  new  or  more  striking  fight, 
any  known  fact  or  argument  which  bears  upon  this  much 
controverted  question.  Still,  sir,  I  have  tnoogfat  it  doe 
to  myself,  and  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  put 
to  represent,  that  I  express  on  this  floor  the  views  vbich 
I  entertain  on  a  subject  in  which  that  State  has,  also,  in 
common  with  the  wnole  extended  West,  a  deep  and  aO- 
pervading  interest, 

I  regret  that  gentlemen,  opponents  of  the  protectin{> 
system,  have  thrown  into  Uie  ddacussion  much  matter  oft 
political  character,  wholly  foreign  from  the  question,  uid 
naturally  tending  to  distract  the  mind,  and  withdraw  the 
attention  from  its  calm  Aid  dehberate  investi|atiaii,  tnd 
especially  that  harsh  epithets  and  high  denunciation  h»»e 
been,  in  part,  substituted  for  reason  and  argument.  Gen- 
tiemen,  who  oppose  the  resolution  offered  by  my  honoia- 
ble  friend  from  Kentucky,  assume,  as  a  starting  pant,  <s 
premises  from  which  they  draw  largely  for  their  conclu- 
sions, that  the  tariff  is  odious;  and  reasons  are  offered, 
elaborate  and  ingenious,  to  prove  that,  in  its  operation,  it 
is  oppressive  and  unjust. 

The  6rst  predicate,  that  the  tariff  is  odious,  (to  thoie 
who  hate  it,)  is  a  proposition  tiiat  I  am  not  at  all  dispoied 
to  controvert,  viewed,  as  it  has  been,  by  gentiemen,  in  « 
hostile  and  adverse  spirit;  with  minds  predisposed  to  «e 
in  it  every  thing  of  evil  and  nothing  good,  it  is  not  »t  m 
surprising,  whatever  may  be  its  operation,  that  it  should 
still  be  to  them  abhorred  and  hated.  Nor  is  it  Strang* 
that  a  share  of  the  odium,  thus  thought  due  to  tiie  object, 
should  attach  also  to  those  by  whom  it  was  created  and  » 
sustiuned;  and  such  seems  to  be  the  result.  The  policjoi 
the  friends  of  the  tariff  is,  by  honcnble  gentlemen,  pro- 
nounced a  cold  and  hearUess  pohcy;  the  contest  '"**'?' 
those  who  would  prostrate,  and  those  who  would  su^un 
it,  is  said  to  be  the  struggle  of  patriotism  on  tiie  otc  Boe, 
and  avarice  on  the  other.  And  all  tiiat  is  hateful,  «no 
all  that  is  hated,  in  tiiis  system,  ii,  by  the  honorable  Sen^ 
tor  horn  Tennessee,  [Mr.  GBcwnT,]  attributed  to,  andean 
upon.  New  England.  .     j. 

Sir,  I  stimd  not  here  to  defend  New  England  agMMt™* 
or  any  other  charge.     She  has,  on  this  floor,  reP"^"' 
tives  of  her  own,  much  more  competent  than  •  *"    ^  ^ 
justice.    Nevertheless,  it  is,  even  to  me,  a  subject  ol  ^ 
rious  and  somewhat  interesting  inquiry,  for  what  P*'"  . 
cause  she  is  now  so  deeply  implicated  by  the  "?!,°JjL 
gentleman  in  this  high  political  crime.    IfthetanfiW" 
evil,  abhorred  and  hateful,  it  would  be  natural  to  mppi^J 
that  those  by  whom  it  was  first  fastened  upon  "*  '^'^^ 
bear  the  weight  of  the  odium  which  it  involves.    And  » 
it  New  EngUnd  tiiat  did  this?    The  honorable  Senatarow 
ah-eady  told  us  that  New  England  opposed  the  ''f"' 
1824)  and,  sir,  she  did  present  an  almost  undivided  iwni 
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igainat  it.  Her  capital  was  vetted  in  other  employment 
t£ui  tbit  of  manu&ctures;  her  enterprise  directed  to  other 
punuitXf  and  a  dispoadon  to  sudden  change  forms  no  part 
of  tbe  cbancter  of  her  people.  She,  therefore,  opposed 
it,  because  she  believed  it  injurious  to  her  interests;  stout- 
ly and  firmly  opposed  it;  but  it  became  a  law.  The  di- 
rectioBOf  her  capital  was  then  gradually  changed,  so  as  to 
idtpt  itself  to  the  legislation  of^he  countrpr;  and  Uie  tariff 
of  1834,  which  Ae  Dad  dreaded  as  an  evil,  proved  to  be 
t  Uesuig.  Lurge  sums  of  mpney  were  invested  in  manu- 
kturing  establishments,  vested  in  £tith  of  the  legislation 
of  our  country;  and  are  the  people  of  New  England  to  be 
cbarnd  with  the  whole  odium  of  this  law,  wheijever  rt 
my  DC  odious,  merely  because  they  saw  fit  to  make  tbe 
belt  of  that  which  they  could  not  avoid?  As  to  the  tariff 
of  1838,  it  belongs  to  no  one;  and  (he  very  features  which 
lie  axat  objectionable,  and  most  objected  to,  by  the  ene- 
mies of  the  ^stem,  were  introduced  by  themselves,  for 
tbe  puipose,  as  it  is  said,  of  rendering  it  obnoxious. 

But  the  geotleman  from  Tennessee  complains  that  New 
Ei^riand  is  flooriahing,  becoming  rich,  by  reason  of  this 
tanff,  and  significantly  inquires,  whether  this  is  done  &ir- 
ly?  Now,  admit  the  &ct — admit  that  her  wealth  is  accu- 
mltting  by  reason  of  this  very  tariff— does  it  afford  any 
gmuid  whatever  for  the  charge  of  fraud,  or  artifice,  in- 
lisuated  against  her?  The  tarm"  Was  passed  without  her 
toncuireoce,  and  against  her  will,  and  no  means  were  left 
to  avoid  it.  Her  people,  therefore,  did  what,  in  that  situ- 
ation, they  must  do,  apply  their  labor  and  capital  to  the 
ciiitjng  state  of  things;  they  becatne  manufiu:turers;  and 
tbe  Senator  ii-om  Tennessee,  in  his  candor,  admits  that 
CTcn  they  are  entitled  to  something  at  our  hands;  that  they 
ibould  be  secured  from  the  injurious  effects  of  frequent 
legiaUtive  changes;  but  that  they  should  not  be  permitted 
to  grow  rich  at  tbe  expense  of  their  neighbors.  Now,  the 
offence  of  New  England  is,  that,  under  the  operation  of  a 
tariff,  forced  upon  her  by  other  sections  of  the  Union,  she 
still  goes  on  increanng  in  wealth  and  prosperity;  and,  sir, 
ilo  what  we  will,  legislate  as  we  may,  she  will  still  go  on 
and  prosper.  The  germ  of  prosperity  is  inherent  in  the 
habits  and  genius  of  this  people;  we  may  check  and  retard 
its  development,  but  we  cannot,  if  we  would,  destroy  it 
Tbe  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Ur.  HavNa]  has  di- 
vined the  true  cause  of  their  steady  and  unceasing  advance- 
ment; they  are  active,  industrious,  and  persevering;  pru- 
dent and  careful,  both  in  great  and  little  things;  and  this 
cbatacteristic  not  confined  to  any  class  or  age;  it  pervades 
lb«  whole  people;  descends  from  generation  to  generation, 
from  father  to  son,  from  mother  to  daughter,  so  as  to  form 
>  prominent  trait  in  their  national  character:  they  are  an 
mduattious  people,  ingenious  and  inventive  in  all  the  use- 
ful arts,  careful  and  prudent  in  all  the  concerns  of  life. 
Tbese  »re  the  leading  causes  of  the  advancement  of  New 
Eagiand;  and  they  are  sufficient  to  produce  the  effect  with- 
out resorting  to  the  suspicion  of  fraud,  or  artifice,  or  tricks 
played  uflf  upon  other  portions  of  the  Union. 

But,  in  his  appropriation  of  the  odium  of  the  tariff,  is  it 
»ot  a  little  surprising  that  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
Awld  cast  it  all— yes,  all,  upon  New  England— New  Eng- 
W,  who  had  opposed  it — struggled  against  it — and,  at 
tat,  when  resistance  became  hopeless,  reluctantly  yielded 
to  Its  operation.  Where,  in  the  estimation  of  tlie  honora- 
ble gentleman,  is  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania, 
»nd  the  Western  States?— they  who  arrayed  their  united 
length  in  iu  Javor,  and,  in  truth,  gave  us  the  tariff  of 
1824.  Where,  especially,  is  Pennsylvania — she  who,  in 
tact,  committed  all  the  political  sins  now  charged  upon 
new  England?  The  honorable  Senator  has  passed  her 
OTer  in  perfect  silence,  without  one  word  of  reproof— she 
wo  tinned  most  deeply,  if  to  support  a  protecting  tariff 
Be  a  crime.  But,  perliaps,  Pennsylvania  has,  in  the  esti- 
nalionof  the  honorable  Senator,  some  redeeming  quality 
-It  must  be  so;  und  yet  I  find  myself  at  a  loss  to  discover 
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it.  All  those  evil  principles  for  which  he  has  so  heavily 
denounced  New  England,  exist  in  full  force  in  Pennsylva- 
nia. She  is  as  extensively  embarked  in  manufitcturea,  per- 
haps more  extensively— she  is  as  rich  as  New  England,  if 
not  richer— she  hss  equal  industry;  equal  frugality;  a  bet- 
ter soil;  a  milder  climate;  more  mineral  treasure;  and  is 
growing  rich  under  our  present  system,  as  &st,  or  faster. 
Why  is  it,  then,  that  New  England  is  borne  down  by_  the 
weight  of  his  denunciation,  and  Pennsylvania  permitted 
to  pass  almost  without  reproach?  But,  sir,  though  Penn- 
sylvania has  escaped  the  odium  cast  by  the  honorable  Se- 
nator on  some  other  tariff  States,  ]>ai4icularly  New  Eng^ 
Und,  she  is  not,  it  seems,  in  the  opinion  of  that  g^entleman, 
free  from  the  moral  and  political  contamination  conse- 
quent upon  the  introduction  of  manufiu^turing  establish- 
ments. In  his  estimation,  it  would  seem  that  the  laborer 
in  a  manu&ctory  cannot  have  the  soul  and  spirit  of  a  free- 
roan;  that  he  is  borne  down  with  op[«ession — shrinking 
from  the  frown,  and  trembling  beneath  the  lash  of  the  task- 
master. The  benevolent  feehngs  of  that  g^tleman  will, 
I  have  no  doubt,  be  gratified  with  the  ascurance  that,  in 
all  this,  he  is  entireHr  deceived.  He,  doubtless,  had  in 
his  mind  what  he  has  heard  of,  but,  perhaps,  never  seen — 
a  troop  of  slaves,  toiling  beneath  tne  lath  of  tbe  driver, 
and  shrinking  from  its  stroke.  But  this  picture  does  not 
at  all  suit  the  condition  of  the  free  laborer  of  the  Middle 
or  Western  States.  Among  diem,  farmers  or  manu&ctu- 
rers,  it  is  all  the  same.  They  are,  in  every  sense  of  the 
word,  freemen;  and  the  laborer  is  as  free  as  his  employer, 
and  knows  his  rights  as  well.  There  is  no  degradation  in 
the  condition  of  any  man,  unless  he  be  degraded  by  crime. 
The  honorable  Senator  may,  therefore,  rest  easy  upon  thi« 
subject.  There  is  no  more  danger  that  the  spirit  of  liber- 
ty is  expiring  in  Pennsylvania  or  Ohio,  than  that  morals 
are  becoming  extinct  in  New  England. 

But  the  honorable  Senate  has  sung  us  a  mournful  pali- 
node over  our  decaying  navigation  interest— our  foreign 
navigation,  as  he  says,  diminishing;  our  coasting  naviga- 
tion increasing,  but  not  in  proportion  to  the  increase  of 
population.  Ag^n  have  I  occanon  to  admire  the  philan- 
thropy of  the  honorable  'Senator  from  Tennessee— his 
deep  and  intense  feeling  for  the  misfortunes  of  a  section 
of  the  Union  the  most  remote  from  that  which  he  repre- 
sents— misfortunes,  too,  which  gentlemen  who  come  from 
the  suffering  districts,  who  represent  the  principal  mari- 
time States,  themselves  have  never  known  or  felt.  But 
I  leave  this  matter  for  the  present,  and  proceed  to  the  di»- 
cuision  of  my  main  subjtet — the  general  <^eration  of  the 
tariff  upon  our  country,  and  especially  upon  its  agricul- 
tural interests. 

A  flourishing  agricultural  population  is  the  very  baaia 
of  the  prosperity  of  a  nation—especially  of  our  republic, 
extended  and  fertile  as  are  its  fields;  wide  and  varied 
as  are  its  climes;  and  it  is  with  a  view  to  the  advance- 
ment of  that  interest — especially  of  the  interest  of  the 
Western  farmer— that  I  give  to  the  protecting  qrstem  my 
decided  and  unqualified  support.  Bom  and  reared  in  that 
section  'of  the  country  which,  heretofore,  has  been,  and 
still  is,  almost  exclunvely  agricultural;  standing  in  a  ntu- 
ation  in  which  the  affairs  of  the  husbandman,  whether 
prosperous  or  adverse,  have  been  familiar  to  my  observa- 
tion; I  know  their  wants,  I  understand  their  interests,  and 
shall  endeavor  to  speak  tiieir  language. 

Shortly  after  the  adoption  of  the  federal  constitution, 
before  the  country  had  fully  recovered  from  the  shock 
occasioned  by  the 'desolating  war  of  the  revolution,  tbe 
troubles  in  Eiurope,  g[rowing  out  of  the  French  revolijtion, 
commenced,  and  in  their  progress,  and  in  their  consequen- 
ces, iixim  that  period  down  to  the  year  1818,  except  while 
suspended  by  the  embargo,  or  checked  by  the  war  with 
England,  gave  to  oor  ap^ricultural  products  a  foreign  mar- 
ket, and  to  our  navigating  interest  an  advantage  over  that 
of  other  nations,  wholly  unexampled  in  tlie  annals  of  man- 
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kind.  Dorinj;  this  period,  our  afp-icultunl  interest  pros- 
pered to  a  degree  truly  astom8hin|r;  it  added  to  its  other 
advantages  the  introduction  of  a  new  staple,  that  of  cot- 
ton, which  flourished  best  on  the  Southern  lands  least 
adapted  to  the  growth  pf  grain,  or  to  grazing.  This  ex- 
tended itself  rapidly,  and  the  demands  of  the  market  being 
for  a  long  time  beyond  the  supply  produced,  it  became  a 
source  of  immense  and  rapidly  mcreasing  wealth.  Within 
this  period  of  time,  the  settlements  of  the  Western  coun- 
try, from  small  beginnings,  advanced  with  amazing  rapi- 
dity. Crowds  of  emigrants,  constantly  pressing  into  that 
country,  formed  themselves  a  market  for  nearly  all  the  sur- 
plus produce  of  the  more  early  inhabitants;  and  whatever 
remained  beyond  this,  found  a  ready  market  in  New  Or- 
leans, both  before  and  after  its  ceswon  to  the  United  States. 
The  agricultural  interest  in  the  West  also  gained  ra- 
ther than  lost  by  the  late  war  with  England,  and  suffered 
little  from  the  suspension  of  foreign  commerce  which  it 
occasioned.  That  portion  of  the  country  was,  for  a  long 
time,  the  theatre  of  war,  and  the  large  supplies  required 
for  our  troops  were  furnished  by  her  already  ezhaustless 
granaries!  while  the  Atlantic  cities,  and  the  manufactories 
of  the  Bairt,  received  their  supplies  of  live  stock  from  tlie 
drovers  of  the  West,  and  of  corn  and  flour  from  the  grain- 
growing  portions  of  the  older  States.  But,  after  the  gene- 
ral peace  which  followed  the  final  overthrow  of  Napoleon, 
when  the  mighty  armies  which  bad  devastated  Europe 
were  disbanded,  and  the  soldiers  which  composed  them 
returned  each  to  his  village  or  hamlet,  to  repair  with  his 
labor  what  be  had  wasted  by  his  arms;  when  a  few  years 
of  quiet,  peaceful  industry  had  restored  the  energy  of  ex- 
hausted nations,  the  scene  with  us  was  changed.  The 
fields  of  Europe,  now  cultivated  in  peace,  produced  an 
abundant  supply  for  all  her  inhabitants,  and  consequently 
the  products  of  our  grain-growing  region,  the  Middle  and 
Western  States,  could  find  no  market  there.  England, 
after  the  peace,  continued  to  purchase  largely  of  us,  and, 
in  return,  flooded  our  country  with  her  manufactured  ar- 
ticles, until  our  Eastern  manufacturers  were  prostrated 
and  ruined  by  her  overwhelming  competition.  In  1820, 
"21,  and  '22,  the  amount  of  our  grun  admitted  into  her 
ports  became  less  and  less  considerable,  and,  in  1823, 
her  ports  were  closed  against  .this  portion  of  our  pro- 
ducts. 

In  the  mean  time,  causes  were  in  operation  at  home, 
tending  to  the  total  prostration  of  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest. Our  manufactures  were  annihilated;  our  home  mar- 
ket was  thus  cut  off;  the  foreign  ports  were,  in  effect, 
closed  against  us;  the  market  which  our  armies  had  af- 
forded the  Western  farmer,  during  the  war,  had  ceased; 
that  army  disbanded,  the  soldiers  became  farmers,  and 
added  their  quota  to  the  vast  amount  of  our  surplus 
agricultural  praducts;  the  only  market  that  remained  open 
to  us  was  a  small  portion  of  the  Eastern  and  Southern 
States,  the  West  India  isUnds,  and,  to  a  limited  extent, 
the  coast  of  South  America;  consequently,  our  produce 
was  freighted  upon  tlie  waters,  and  sent  downwards  to 
Mew  Orleans;  but  the  supply  exceeded  the  demand  twice 
told;  the  market  was  glutted;  the  price  went  down  almost 
to  nothing;  and  many  a  mercantile  enterprise  there  has 
involved  even  more  than  a  total  loss.  I  well  recollect  an 
inatance,  in  which,  after  the  sale  of  boat  and  cargo,  and 
placing  the  proceeds  to  the  credit  of  the  freighter,  the 
balance  against  him,  as  claimed  by  the  commission  mer- 
chant, was  something  more  than  four  hundred  dollars. 
This,  however,  was  an  extreme  case;  but,  generally,  from 
about  the  year  1821  to  1825,  the  export  trwde  was  ruinous 
to  all  who  engaged  in  it.  The  truth  is,  no  foreign  mar- 
ket whatever,  beyond  the  very  narrow  limits  which  I  have 
specified,  did  exist;  and  it  was  worse  than  idle  to  force 
our  products,  especially  agricultural  products,  upon 
any  people,  beyond  the  amount  which  their  necessities 
require.    They  are  articles  which  administer  to  neither 


the  pride  or  passions  of  men;  so  far  as  the  necessities  of 
a  people  require,  they  must,  if  posnble,  procure  them; 
beyond  thb  point  they  will  not,  however  cheaply  diey 
may  be  obtained.  It  is,  therefore,  idle  and  chimerical  to 
say  that,  "if  you  increase  production,  there  will  be  mouths 
to  consume  it."  Time  may  furnish  them;  centuries  hence 
they  may  arise  by  millions,  and  gather  fitst  upon  the  foot- 
steps of  production;  but  where  were  the  mouths  to  con- 
sume the  accumulated  products  of  the  West  in  1823,  "24, 
and '25?  In  our  own  coai)jtry  we  had  them  not;  every 
market  in  America  was  filled  to  repletion;  the  ports  of 
the  British  ides  were  closed  against  us.  The  North  of 
Europe  grows  com  to  an  extent  far  beyond  the  wants  of 
the  country,  and,  at  the  time  of  which  I  am  speaking, 
felt,  and  as  extensively  as  we,  the  pressure  consequent 
upon  over-production;  and  the  markets  upon  the  Baltic 
and  the  NArth  Sea  were  supplied  by  the  com  of  Poland, 
from  the  ports  of  Dantzic  and  Konigsburg;  south vtrd, 
the  products  of  the  fertile  countries  upon  the  Buiubt, 
the  Dnieper,  and  the  shores  of  the  Euxine,  meet  us  attk 
Straits  of  Gibraltar,  and  shut  us  out  of  the  Mediterranein. 

In  short,  every  portion  of  the  world  was  searched  bjr 
our  intelligent  merchants,  and  all  combined  did  not  fur- 
nish a  maA:et  adequate  to  our  surplus  productions.  Eto; 
farmer  in  Ohio  long  knew  and  felt  tlie  pressure  consequent 
upon  this  state  of  things.  Year  af\er  year  their  sticlu 
ot  wheat  stood  unthrashed,  scarcelv  worth  the  manual 
labor  of  separating  the  grain  from  tlie  straw;  so  low  vis 
it  reduced,  in  comparison  with  manufikctured  articleii,  that 
I  have  known  forty  bushels  of  wheat  given  for  a  pair  of 
boots.  Such  was  the  state  of  things  in  the  Western  couo- 
trv,  prior  to,  and  at  the  time  of,  the  revision  of  the  tarKT 
in  1824. 

About  the  same  time,  unleu  I  am  much  deceived,  like 
causes  produced  similar  effects,  though  to  a  less  extent, 
on  the  cotton-planting  interest  in  the  South.  The  honor- 
able Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina  [Mr.  Hathk]  has  said 
that  "  cotton  is  an  article,  the  production  of  which  cannot 
be  overdone-"  Sir,  the  gentleman  is  mistaken;  do  but 
consider  how  many  portions  of  tlie  earth  produce  the  w 
tide  to  tiie  full  measure  of  the  wants  of  its  inhabitants, 
and  even  beyond  them;  take  into  view,  also,  the  cajacily 
of  several  of  those  countries,  especially  our  own,  for  in- 
creased, nay,  almost  unlimited,  production,  and  compaR 
this  with  the  capacity  of  the  inhabitants  of  those  cou>i- 
tries,  to  which  our  cotton,  or  the  fabric  produced  from  K, 
can  find  access  to  purchase  and  consume;  he  will  find, 
unless  I  am  much  deceived,  tliat,  of  all  articles,  (tobaccOi 
perhaps,  excepted,)  cotton  is  one,  the  production  of  whicb 
is  most  likely  to  be  overdone. 

The  whole  of  our  present  export  is  loosely  estimated  at 
one  million  of  bales;  most  of  this  is  sold  in  England,  and 
forms  the  principal  supply  for  the  British  manulacturcs- 
Now  that  nation,  with  its  dependencies,  a  most  extensive 
consumer,  is,  in  the  first  place,  abundantiy  supplied  with 
the  manufactured  article;  and,  moreover,  laskyouiftheit 
is  a  spot  on  the  habitable  globe,  where  her  manufiuJtured 
articles  can  find  a  market,  that  it  has  not  already  penetrated, 
and  supplied  to  the  full  extent  of  the  demand.  What 
portion  of  the  earth  is  there,  where  civilized  or  even 
savage  man  is  to  be  found,  who  has  any  thing  to  give  la 
exchange  for  their  fabrics,  which  luis  not  been  dreadjr 
sought  out  and  furnished,  even  to  repletion?  Europe. 
America,  the  islands  of  the  Pacific  and  Southern 
Oceans,  Arabia,  Hindostan,  the  further  India,  ""^  "'fj 
China  itself,  are  visited  by  her  merchants,  and  flooded 
with  her  fabrics;  the  price  of  which  has  been  long  snM 
reduced  below  that  of  every  other  article  used  for  cloth- 
ing, so  that  the  coat  has  not,  for  many  years  pas^  P"*' 
vented  any  people,  even  the  poorest,  from  purchasjng  to 
the  e-xtent  of  their  wants,  or  at  least  to  the  extent  of  their 
commodities  which  would  be  received  in  exchange- 

The  amount  of  our  exporU  of  cotton  has  been  alreaiiy 
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stated  »t  one  nullion  of  bales;  our  home  consumption  in«y 
amoant  perhaps  to  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  bales; 
making,  in  the  ag^^regate,  one  million  two  hundred  and  fifty 
thoaand  bales,  as  the  whole  product  of  the  United  States 
— tbe  areraje  pro<)uct  of  a  little  more  than  one  million  of 
acres  of  land.  There  is,  in  the  cotton  region  of  the 
United  States,  more  than  twenty  millions  of  acres  of  land 
adapted  to  the  production  of  this  staple,  besides  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  Texas,  which  is  settling  with  our  peo- 
ple, and  becoming  our  rival  in  Utis  product.  If  the  de- 
mand fir  cotton  had  been  unlimited,  and  if  the  fall  of  price, 
consequent  upon  over-production,  did  not,  in  its  turn,  re- 
act upon,  and  check  production  itself,  in  afew  more  years 
the  production  of  that  article  would  increase  more  than 
tenfold.  Such  is  the  natural  course  of  things.  The 
great  extent  of  new  and  fertile  lands,  constantly  exposed 
10  sale  at  the  lowest  price;  the  ease  with  which  a  great 
portion  of  them  is  brought  into  cultivation,  and  the  abun- 
dant crops  which  they  yield,  with  the  energy  and  enter- 
prine  of  the  migrating  portion  of  our  people,  would  yield 
a  ratt,  incalcttbble  amount  of  this  product,  for  which  this 
earth  may  be  searched  in  vain  to  find  a  market.  That 
the  lall  in  the  price  of  cotton,  the  leading  cause  of  all  the 
distress  complatined  of  in  South  Carolina,  is  owing  to  over- 
production, and  not  to  the  tariff  of  1834,  is  evident  fi^m 
some  further  facts.  In  1818,  our  whole  exports  of  cotton 
amounted  to  ninety -two  millions  of  pounds,  and  produced 
ttirty-four  cents  per  pound.  In  1823,  the  amount  of  the 
eiport  liad  augmented  to  one  hundred  and  seventy-three 
milEons  of  pounds,  and  the  price  had  fiiUen  to  eleven 
cents.  Now,  a  part  of  this  astonishing  reduction  in  the 
price  of  tlie  article  in  so  short  a  time,  is,  ladmit,  accounted 
Ibr  by  the  rise  in  the  price  of  money  equivalent  to  nearly 
one-thinl;  deduct  this,  which  every  one  will  admit  a  liberal 
allowance,  and  the  fitll  in  price,  consequent  upon  over- 
production, or,  what  is  the  same  Uiing,  the  producer  of 
the  nw  material  furnishing  it  fiister  than  it  could  be 
wrought  up  by  the  manufiicturer,  is  more  than  one^lf  in 
fire  years;  as,  in  the  case  of  gnun,  the  consequence,  or 
at  least  the  tendency,  of  this  over-production,  and  the 
ghiUing  of  the  foreign  markets,  has  been  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  the  article  to  the  minimum  at  which  it 
coold  be  produced.  Indeed,  the  effect  of  an  excessive 
aipply  of  any  article  of  commerce  is  much  greater  than 
»e  wouM  be  at  6rst  led  to  believe;  the  smaller  quantity, 
which  falls  short  of  the  demand,  generally  producing  more 
<iian  die  larger  quantity,^  which  exceeds  it.  As,  for  in- 
stance, the  exports  of  cotton  from  the  United  States,  in 
1818,  vhi(^  amounted  to  ninety-two  millions  of  pounds 
veijlit,  an  amount,  I  conclude,  less  than  the  market 
required,  brouglit  thirty-one  millions  of  dollars.  The 
MWint  exported  in  18^  was  two  hundred  and  ninety- 
loor  milltons  of  pounds — an  amount  greater  tlian  could 
Radily  find  a  market,  and  brought  but  twenty-nine  mil- 
lions of  doOars.  And  this,  in  truth,  rests  upon  a  plain 
ud  common  principle  of  barter;  we  see  it  in  all  the  opera- 
tiont  of  life.  Wood,  for  example,  became  scarce  in  this 
city,  in  consequence  of  the  early  closing  of  the  naviga- 
tion, and  immediately  rose  to  an  enormous  price.  Now, 
xippose  this  cky  to  require  one  tliouaand  cords  of  wood 
per  week,  during  the  winter  months;  as  long  as  that  quan- 
%  continued  to  be  regularly  offered  in  the  market,  the 
"Hen  and  the  buyers  would  be  upon  afooting  of  equality, 
"id  the  article  would  command  a  fair  price.  Suppose, 
*t»n,  the  supply  to  &II  short  one  hundred  cords  per  week, 
fie  wants  of  the  city  continuing  at  one  thousand  cords, 
uid  the  supply  being  but  nine  hundred;  in  this  case,  the 
sellen  would  have  the  advantage  of  the  purchasers,  and 
»ould  fix  their  own  price;  the  nine  hundred  cords  would 
<dl  fbr  more  than  one  thousand:  and  suppose,  the  wants 
of  the  city  refhaining  the  same,  that  the  regular  supply 
<^}A  amount  to  one  thousand  one  hundred  cords  per 
veek,  which  would  be  a  weekly  excess  of  one  hundred 


cords  of  the  supply  over  the  demand;  the  market  becomes 
glutted,  the  producers  anxious  to  sell;  the  consumers, 
careless  about  purchaang,  necessarily  bring  down  the 
price,  and  the  one  thousand  and  one  hundred  cords  week- 
ly furnished  to  the  city,  being  beyond  their  wants,  bring 
a  much  less  sum  in  the  aggregate  to  the  country  which 
furnishes  it,  than  would  nine  hundred  cords,  an  amount 
below  their  wants.  The  same  principle  applies  to  com- 
merce every  where,  whether  it  be  on  a  great  or  a  limited 
scale;  it  is  to  that,  a  law  as  constant  and  controlling  in  its 
operation  as  the  law  of  gravitation  to  the  motions  of  the 
heavenly  bodies. 

Then,  sir,  at  the  period  of  which  I  am  speaking,  1823, 
"23,  and  '34,  which  I  refer  to  as  the  season  of  the  greatest 
agricultural  depression,  especially  in  ^  the  West,  we  bad 
supplied,  and  were  supplying,  every  country  upon  the  globe 
with  our  products,  to  the  extent  they  would  receive,  and 
even  beyond  it.  We  had  glutted  every  market,  and,  by 
the  excess  of  the  supply  which  we  furmshed,  we  lessened 
the  aggregate  sum  which  we  received  in  return.  This 
was  the  case  with  every  article  of  our  products,  whether 
of  the  forest  or  the  field:  every  thing  wluch  we  had  to 
export,  or  which  our  labor  would  produce,  and  whidi 
could  be  made  the  subject  of  exchange,  was  sent  abroad, 
and  exchanged  for  foreign  manu&ctured  articles.  And, 
in  every  instance,  our  excess  in  production,  and  excessive 
exportation,  on  the  principle  already  expluned,  lessened 
the  amount  of  the  foreign  article,  which  we  were  able  to 
pay  for  and  receive  in  exchange.  In  this  state  of  things, 
it  is  evident  that  increased  agricuknral  production  could 
not  add  to,  but  rather  tend  to  diminish,  the  aggregate  of 
national  wealth.  The  simple  products  of  the  earui  can- 
not be  hoarded  and  made  a  lasting  treasure;  the  wants  of 
the  present,  and  a  small  excess  to  meet  the  contingency  of 
a  failing  crop  in  any  coming  year,  is  all  that  is  ever,  <^ 
choice,  amassed;  the  readue  is  disposed  of  fur  such  price 
as  it  will  command,  and  the  increase  of  quantity,  as  I  have 
shown,  would  necessarily  diminish  tiiat  price. 

In  this  state  of  things,  with  a  large  amount  of  labor  and 
capital,  which  were  worse  than  cast  away  if  applied  to 
agricultural  pursuits,  it  was  clearly  the  policy  of  the  na- 
tion, if  that  object  were  within  the  compass  of  its  powers, 
to  direct  the  excess  of  tliat  labor  and  capital  to  manufi^- 
turing.  Suppose  the  surplus  which  could  be  withdrawn 
from  agriculture,  without  diminishing  the  value  of  our  ex- 
ports of  its  products,  to  be  one  hundred  tiiouaand  men  and 
one  hundred  millions  of  dollars— and  the  supposition  is 
doubtless  much  below  the  actual  amount;  suppose  these 
men  and  this  capital  be  directed  to  the  manu&cture  of 
iron,  and  produce,  yearly,  the  value  of  ten  millions  (rf'd<d- 
lars,  which,  being  an  article  of  necesaty,  we  must  other- 
wise have  imported  from  Europe;  is  it  not  obvious,  at  a 
single  glance,  that,  although  this  money  and  labor  may  not 
be  employed  as  profitably  to  the  individuals  themselves, 
as  while  it  was  applied  to  agriculture,  the  whole  of  its 
product — this  ten  millions  per  annum,  is  so  much  coital 
annually  created  in  our  country  by  the  direction  tinii 
given  its  industry?  Most  clearly  so;  as  every  other  in- 
terest yields  the  same,  or  even  a  better  product  to  the  , 
nation  than  before,  we  receive  for  our  cotton,  tobacco, 
rice,  and  flour,  exported  to  foreign  nations^  as  much,  at 
least,  as  if  the  capital  and  labor,  above  supposed,  had  con- 
tinued in  agriculture;  and,  instead  of  importing  iron  to  the 
value  of  ten  millions  of  dollars,  as  we  should  otherwise 
have  done,  our  merchants  return  with  its  value  in  other 
articles  of  necessity  or  comfort.  But  this  ten  millions  of 
annua]  wealth,  created  by  the  establishment  of  these 
manufactories,  is  not  confined  to  them  alone;  it  distributes 
itself  through  all  pcH^ons  of  the  communi^,  by  various 
iotercbanges:  butTof  this  hereafter. 

It  is  dilfacult  to  reason  closely  on  a  subject  so  extensive, 
and  involving  such  various  relations.  I  like  the  familiar 
case  put  by  Uie  gcntieman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Gurx. 
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DT,]  and  will  adopt  a  similar  one,  which  is  easy  of  com- 
prebenrion,  and  will  serve  to  illustrate  the  views  which  I 
nave  advanced.  Suppose  a  farmer  placed  upon  his  farm 
with  ten  sons,  all  sturdy  lads,  able  to  bear  a  tiand  at  any 
business  he  may  choose  to  set  them  about;  and  suppose 
that  he  can  raise  on  his  farm,  with  the  labor  of  eight  of 
them,  as  much  produce  of  every  kind  as  he  can  sell  at  all 
the  markets  to  which  he  has  access:  now,  with  the  money 
which  he  gets  for  his  produce  he  must  pay  his  shoemaker 
and  his  bucksmith,  besides  purchasing  such  other  arti- 
cles as  his  family  stands  in  need  of.  In  this  case,  would 
he  not  find  it  for  the  common  interest  of  his  fiunily  to 
make  one  of  his  boys  a  blacksmith,  and  the  other  a  shoe- 
maker, andleave  the  other  eight  to  carry  on  the  farm?  It 
would  be  a  clear  saving  to  the  family  of  aU  that  the  two 
boys  would  earn  at  their  trades — and  it  is  a  principle  of 
domestic  economy  which  one  of  our  Ohio  farmers  would 
easily  understand  and  readily  apply.  The  same  is  the 
case  with  the  nation,  but  on  a  more  extended  scale;  and, 
what  the  fiither  would  do  for  his  family,  the  Government 
should  do  for  the  nation — not  directly,  for  that  could  not 
be  done  without  an  interference  with  private  right;  but 
indirectly,  by  addressing  itself  to  private  interest. 

The  state  of  things  which  I  have  dwelt  upon  somewhot 
at  large,  wastliatof  our  whole  country  in  1823-'4.  It  was 
in  the  situation  of  the  farmer,  with  his  ten  boys,  who  could 
find  employment  but  for  eight;  and  such,  more  especially, 
was  the  situation  of  the  Middle  and  Western  States.  The 
low  state  to  which  our  farnung  interest  was  reduced;  the 
low  price  to  which  our  fine  lands  and  the  products  of  our 
lands  had  sunk,  produced  unexampled  pecuniary  distress, 
and  called  aloud  for  relief.  Our  statesmen  were  not  slow 
in  discovering  the  cause  of  the  evil,  and  in  applying  the 
iremedy;  hence  their  united  support  of  the  tariff  of  1824 
—the  merit  of  wliich  I  claim  for  them — for  the  Middle 
and  Westera  States;  and  will  not  apce  that  it  shall  be 
transferred,  a*  a  subject  of  either  praise  or  blame,  to  New 
England. 

The  effects  anticipated  irom  the  tariff  were  such  as 
have,  in  fact,  followed  it;  and  which,  it  is  fiiir  to  say,  re- 
sulted fW>m  it  Men  and  capital  were  transferred  from 
agriculture  to  manufactures.  In  those  sections  of  the 
Union,  as  New  England,  in  which  the  land  is  poor  and  un- 
productive, and  which  abounds  in  capital,  and  is  thickly 
peopled,  their  manufactures,  which  had  once  been  pros- 
trated by  a  ruinous  competition,  revived,  and  new  ones 
were,  to  a  vast  extent,  established.  The  competition  of 
their  labor  and  their  capital  was  withdrawn  from  the  farm- 
ing interest,  and  that  section  of  the  Union,  instead  of  con- 
tributing her  mite,  as  before,  to  crowd  and  glut  the  mar- 
ket of  we  large  Atlantic  cities  with  the  products  of  agri- 
culture, herself,  thereafter  furnished  the  best  atid  most 
certain  market  for  the  rich  products  of  the  West 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  sud  that  this  inter- 
ference of  Government,  in  giving  a  direction  to  private 
capital  and  individual  industry,  is  oppression — it  is  injus- 
tice. I  am  now  viewing  this  subject  in  its  bearing  on  the 
nation  generally,  u  a  national  subject,  without  special 
reference  to  its  operation  on  any  particular  sections  of  the 
Union;  and,  in  that  view,  I  shall  reply  to  his  objection. 
He  admits  that  the  constitution  has  vested  the  power  in 
Congress  to  pass  tariff  laws,  with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  manufacture*— in  short,  to  pass  the  very  law  which  he 
•tigmatises  as  oppresave,  .and  for  the  very  purpose  for 
winch  it  was  passed.  Now,  if  it  be  within  the  constitu- 
tional powers  of  Congress,  and  be  for  the  general  good — 
the  promotion  of  the  prosperity  of  the  whole — I  cannot, 
fin*  myself,  conceive  on  what  sound  principle  it  can  be 
called  oppressive.  Indeed,  it  carries  with  it  none  of  those 
features  which,  though  salutary,  are  often  odious,  as  ope- 
rating to  restrain  the  exercise  of  individual  will — the  free- 
dom of  individual  action.  The  tariff  does  not  even  this; 
but,  by  a  regulation,  which  I  trust  I  have  shown  to  be  for 


the  good  of  the  whole,  it  holds  out  inducements  to  indifi- 
duals  to  so  direct  their  labor  and  devote  their  capiul  u 
that  it  shall  advance  the  interest  of  the  individual,  and,  at 
tlie  same  time,  redound  to  the  general  good.  So  fu  froa 
being  oppressive,  it  is  one  of  tiie  best  attributes  or  prii. 
crples  of  action  of  a  wise,  patriotic,  and  paternal  Go* em- 
ment.  No  one  is  constrained  to  leave  his  agricultuni 
pursuits,  and  become  a  manufacturer.  Agriculture  is itill 
open  before  him,  with  increased  advantages.  Manure. 
turing  interest  invites  him,  with  even  better  prospects; 
and  it  is  this,  the  hand  of  beneficeace — the  hand  of  Go- 
vernment— which  is  extended  to  save  the  sinking  hopei  of 
its  citizens,  that  the  honorable  Senator  stigmatizes  m 
the  hand  of  oppression.  It  wiU  be  seen  that  the  hypo- 
thesis on  whicn  I  proceed — and  one  which  is  abuodintljr 
supported  by  facts — is,  that  we  still  export,  of  all  our 
agricultural  products,  to  the  full  extent  of  the  demuids 
for  them  in  foreign  countries;  that  we  are,  thereibre,  >ble 
to  pay  for  and  Import  from  abroad  the  products  of  foreign 
countries,  to  as  great  an  extent  as  we  could  do  if  our 
whole  population  were  confined,  to  agriculture;  and  ttiat 
all  the  products  of  our  home  manufitctures  are  so  nxiclt 
clear  yearly  addition  to  the  aggregate  of  our  natioiBl 
wealth. 

But  it  is  urged  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolint 
[Mr.  Havitz]  that,  as  the  American  tariff  checks  the  im- 
portation of  British  goods  into  the  United  States,  it  there- 
by lessens  the  ability  of  the  British  manufacturer  to  piy 
for  our  commodities,  and  reduces  the  amount  of  our  ra« 
material  (cotton)  which  is  purchased  in  England:  for 
which  loss,  our  substituted  home  market  is,  as  he  says,  no 
sufficient  equivalent.  But  that  I  may  not  misinterpret  the 
honorable  Senator,  I  take  the  liberty  to  quote  kit  ova 
language,  from  page  eleven  of  his  printed  speech: 

"  Now  suppose,  to  make  this  matter  too  plain  for  catil 
•  or  dispute,  that  we  exported  to  Great  Britain  one  hun- 
'  dred  thousand  bales  of  cotton,  worth  (at  thirty  dolUn 

<  a  bale)  three  millions  of  dollars,  and  that  we  rcceired, 
'  in  exchange,  three  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  British 
'  cotton  gpoods;  how  much  of  our  cotton  would  it  take  to 
'manufacture  these  goods?  Why,  just  twenty-6ve  tboa- 
■  sand  bales;  while  the  remaining  seventy-five  thousand 

<  bales  would  be  disposed  of  on  the  continent  But,  tup- 
'  pose  the  importation  of  these  goods  to  be  prohibited, 
'  and  that  they  should  be  made  at  home,  what  portioo  of 
'  this  cotton  would  find  a  home  market?    Only  twent}- 

<  five  thousand  bales;  and  the  remaining  sevei^-nve  thou- 

<  sand  bales  must  be  left  upon  our  hands." 

I  will  admit,  for  the  present,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  the  manufiu:ture  of  the  twenty-five  thousand  ImIu 
of  cotton  in  the  United  States  into  cotton  goods,  worth 
three  millions  of  dollars,  prevents  the  importation  of  just 
that  amount  of  cotton  goods  from  England;  and  that  it 
would,  consequently,  diminish  tiie  sales  of  the  British  on- 
nufiu:turer  to  precisely  that  amount.  He  would,  there- 
fore, want  twenty-five  thousand  bales  of  raw  cotton  less, 
to  make  the  fabric  to  supply  bis  remaining  customers, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  purchase  just  so  much  the  less 
of  the  raw  material.  If,  then,  the  United  States  were  the 
only  country  in  the  world  that  sent  raw  cotton  to  Great 
Britain,  the  home  market  for  the  twenty-five  thousand 
bales  would  be  purely  a  substituted  market,  without  idd- 
ing  any  thing  to  the  aggregate  demand.  But,  when  it  is 
considered  that  a  large  amount  of  the  cotton  of  which  the 
coarser  fabrics  ai-e  made  is  grown  in  other  countries,  >s 
Brazil,  Egypt,  Greece,  and  Uindostan;  and  as  our  domes- 
tic fabric  substitutes,  principally,  those  of  the  coarser 
kind,  formerly  imported  from  England,  the  Amcrion 
cotton,  it  will  be  obvious,  does,  to  this  extent,  displace 
tlie  cheaper  and  poorer  article  of  Brazil,  Egypt,  &c.,and 
makes,  almost  to  the  extent  of  the  amount  manu&ctured,  s 
new  rather  than  a  substituted  market  for  our  raw  material. 

But  the  seventy-five  thousand  bales,  the  vahie  of  ahich 
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baa  been  already  realized  in  the  United  States  by  the  ma- 
mfiK^turiB^  of  the  twenty^five  thousand,  and  which,  the 
gentleman  mya,  Mual  remain  on  our  hands  because  we 
w9i  net  pnrcbase  Britirit  cotton  goods,  is  certunly  wanted 
by  the  British  manufacturer,  of  which  to  make  the  fabric 
to  aapply  his  customer  on  the  continent;  and,  on  his  hy- 
pothesis, this  seventy-fire  thousand  bales  of  raw  cotton, 
worth  two  millioB  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousaad  dollars, 
win  oake  cotton  ek>th  which  the  manufacturer  can  sell 
fcr  lune  millions  of  dollars.  If  he  do  not  purchase,  he 
oontot  manufacture  or  sell;  and  will  be  give  up  his  mar- 
ket on  the  continent,  and  relbse  to  manuftcture  for  Eu- 
rope, because  we  will  not  permit  him  to  do  so  far  us.' 
The  gentleman  is  widely  mistaken  in  his  calculation  of 
oonseqoenees.  Tht  British  will  maniifiicture  to  the  full 
supply  of  all  who  will  pnrchase  their  fabrics,  and  they 
will  parchaae  the  raw  material  of  those  who  sell  the  best 
article  at  the  cheapest  rate,  to  the  Aill  extent  of  the  wants 
of  their  mami&ctnrers,  and  this,  too,  without  inquirinf? 
what  nation  takes,  or  refuses  to  take,  their  cotton  ftbrics 
in  exchange.  The  argument  proceeds  upon  a  false  hy- 
piMheaas;  it  supposes  Great  Bntain  to  be  a  poor  nation, 
which  has  little  to  oflTer  us  in  exchange  for  what  she  pur- 
chases, and  that  she  boys  of  us  all  she  can  pay  for,  rather 
than  all  she  wants.  The  very  reverse  is  the  fact.  Eng- 
land is  rich;  and  we,  with  all  o«ir  prosperity,  are  compa- 
ratively poor.  There  is  more  than  wealth  enough  amass- 
ed upon  that  single  island  to  buy  the  fee  simple  of  the 
whole  continent  of  America.  She,  therefore,  buys  of  us 
all  that  she  wants,  and  we  buy  of  her  all  that  we  can  pay 
for;  and  the  amount  of  our  purchases  is  but  little  dimi- 
nidied  by  the  establishment  of  manu&ctories  at  home,  and 
the  exchiaion  of  many  of  their  articles  firom  our  market. 
They  still  have  enough  which  we  wish  to  purchase,  to 
cooHMiod  all  our  means  of  payment;  but,  by  furnisliing 
oortelres  with  articles  of  necessity,  we  rise,  in  our  im- 
portations from  abroad,  to  those  of  comfort  and  conveni- 
ence, and  perhaps  of  liixurv.  Hence  the  balance  of  trade, 
heretofore,  has  been,  and  still  is,  and,  do  what  we  can, 
win  long  continue  to  be,  against  us,  and  in  &vor  of  Eng- 
land. I  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  that  this 
balance  of  trade,  of  which  so  much  has  been  said  and 
written,  cannot  be  very  accurately  ascertained  from  the 
custom-house  books;  but  there  is  one  criterion  which  is 
uncrringi— -the  rate  of  exchange  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. Bills  upon  England  sell  at  a  premium  equivalent 
to  the  expense  and  risk  of  transporting  specie.  I  am 
aware  that  our  exchange  tables  do  not  state  this  differ- 
ence correctly;  their  error  arises  from  a  wrong  mode  of 
reducing  dollars  to  shillings  and  pence;  but  correct  this 
error,  and  the  difference  of  exchange  is  still  large  enough 
to  indicate  a  clear  balance  of  the  direct  trade  between  us 
and  England  in  &vor  of  that  country.  We  make  it  up, 
it  is  true,  by  a  fiivorable  balance  in  our  trade  with  other 
ooontriea — for  no  nation  can,  for  a  long  time,  buy  more 
than  she  pays  for;  but,  so  long  as  this  balance  continues 
inher  &vor,  and  against  us,  there  is  no  danger  that  she 
will  not  be  able  to  purchase  all  of  our  raw  material  which 
it  may  be  for  her  interest  to  consume.  One  thing  struck 
me  as  singularly  inconsistent  in  some  of  our  anti-tariff  po- 
Gtieiana.  It  will  be  recollected  that  one  reason  urged  for 
the  tariff  of  1824  was,  that  England  shut  her  ports  against 
oar  bread  stuffs,  and,  by  excluding  the  only  exchangeable 
articles  of  the  Middle  a|id  Western  States,  put  it  out  of  their 
power  to  purchase  her  commodities,  except  by  a  constant 
drain  of  Uie  precious  metals.  The  tariff*  was,  therefore, 
proposed  as  a  measure  of  retaliation,  or,  rather,  of  self- 
preservation  ftom  the  ruinous  eflfects  of  the  British  com- 
roercial  system.  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that  the 
measure  would  be  impolitic  and  niinous;  that,  if  other  na- 
tions restrained  their  commerce,  it  was  no  reason  why  we 
should  fetter  ours;  and  that  the  laws  of  foreign  nations, 
whatever  they  might  be,  could  form  no  proper  ground  for 


legislation  on  our  part.  But  now  our  tarifl*,  which  ex- 
cludes some  articles  of  British  goods,  in  favor  of  the  home 
manufiuitnred  article,  operates  so  oppressively  upon  Eng- 
land, that  it  not  only  justifies,  but  must  produce,  retalia- 
tory measures  on  her  part.  "If"  (said the  honorable 
Senator  from  Sooth  Carolina)  "  you  exclude  British  goods 

<  from  our  markets,  you  in  effect  exclude  our  cotton  from 

<  their  markets.  It  is  in  vain  to  tell  us  that  England  must 
'  have  our  cotton.  You  may  force  her  to  do  without  it. 
'  Even  now  she  suppHes  herself,  to  a  great  extent,  from 
«  other  cmintries— from  her  East  India  possessions,  Egypt, 
■  Brazil,  and  elsewhere;  and  you  will  make  it  her  interest, 
•  in  the  end,  to  give  up  the  American  trade  entirely." 

Now,  this  does  not  seem  to  me  exactly  sound  and  consist- 
ent reasoning.  When  British  legislation  operates  hardly 
upon  our  own  country,  we  are  asked  to  submit  to  it  with 
patience,  for  it  is  folly  to  retaliate;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
when  our  legulation,  in  like  manner,  touches,  or  seems  to 
touch.  Old  England,  retaliation  on  her  part  is  just  and 
necessary,  and  we  make  it  our  interest  to  give  up  our 
trade  altogether.  But,  sir,  these  fears  are  chimerical. 
There  is  no  danger  of  a  present  or  future  inability,  on  the 
part  of  England,  to  buy  all  that  we  have  to  sell,  provided 
she  wishes  to  purchase,  without  turning  the  balance  of 
trade  against  her  and  in  our  favor;  she  has  done  it  hereto- 
fore, down  to  the  present  moment,  and  I  venture  the  pre- 
diction that  she  will  continue  to  do  so  for  the  coming  age; 
and  while  this  can  be  done,  she  will  adopt  no  measures  to 
cut  off  or  embarrass  the  commerce  between  the  two 
nations — I  mean  that  commerce  only  which  does  not  in- 
terfere with  the  home  industry  of  England — for  that  indus- 
try it  has  always  been  her  policy  to  protect  and  foster, 
and  by  its  protection  she  has  accumulated  wealth  beyond 
human  conception.  I  take  it,  then,  as  an  established 
position,  that  the  protecting  system,  and  the  consequent 
establishment  of  manufiustures,  has  not  reduced,  in  any 
respect,  or  in  a  single  particular,  except  as  before  con- 
ceded, the  foreign  market  for  our  domestic  products. 

Gentlemen  say  that  the  tariff  has  check«l  the  cotton- 
growing  interest;  compelled  the  people  of  the  old  States 
of  the  South  tQ  abandon,  in  part,  the  production  of  their 
staple,  and  turn  to  the  cultivation  of  grain  and  the  grow- 
ing of  live  stock,  a  portion  of  their  land;  and  thereby  cut 
oft"  from  the  West  a  valuable  market,  which  they  once 
furnished  for  its  products.  Now  this  is,  I  conceive,  attri- 
buting to  the  tariff  effects  which  it  has  had  no  agency 
whatever  in  producing.  I  have  already  shown  that  the 
falLin  the  price  of  cotton,  priorto  1824,  was  owing  chiefly 
to  over-production;  that  is  a  mischief,  however,  which  na- 
turally tends  to  correct  itself.  When,  in  consequence  of 
over-production,  the  price"  of  cotton  became  low,  it  could 
no  longer  be  pr.iduced,  except  on  thejbetter  quality  of 
lands;  consequently,  a  part  of  the  lands  of  North  and 
South  Carolina,  not  well  adapted  to  the  cvilture  of  cotton, 
but  which  had  been  forced  into  the  service  by  excessively 
high  prices,  has  been  turned  to  pasture  or  the  growth  of 
grain.  Tliis  tends  to  diminish  their  demand  for  Western 
produce,  as  they  become,  to  some  extent,  their  own  pro- 
ducers of  the  articles  of  which  they  were  formerly  the 
purchasers;  and,  with  or  without  the  tariff,  the  same  thing 
would  have  taken  place. 

But  the  tariff  has,  in  fact,  limited  the  production  of  cot- 
ton, and  thereby  helped  to  sustain  the  price,  which  must 
otherwise  have  sunk  much  below  its  present  minimum;  it 
effected  this  by  creating  and  fostering  a  new  interest,  that 
of  the  sugar  planter,  who  occupies  the  soil  and  climate 
which  is  best  adapted  to  the  growth  of  cotton,  and  which 
would  otherwise  have  been  confined  to  its  culture.  There 
are  now  not  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  acres  of  the 
richest  of  our  Southern  lands  appropriated  to  the  culture 
of  the  cane,  which,  in  cotton,  would  have  pro<luced  an 
average  of  one  hundred  thousand  bales  per  annum;  this 
would  have  been  thrown  in  upon  the  market,  in  addition 
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to  the  excess  with  which  it  b»s  been  constantly  surchu^ed, 
or  it  would  have  driven  out  of  its  cultivation  a  quantity  of 
less  productive  land,  in  the  older  sections  of  the  country, 
capable  of  yielding  Uie  same  annual  amount,  probably  not 
less  than  two  hundred  thousand  acres  of  the  Carolina 
lands.  This  section  of  the  Union  then  has  been  specially 
benefited  in  its  export  trade  by  the  protecting  system:  no 
part  of  the  Union  has  thereby  suffered  any  loss  or  injury 
in  that  particular;  but,  as  1  heretofore  remarked,  the  na- 
tion, as  a  whole,  is  able  to  pay,  by  an  exchange  of  our 
•  products  with  foreign  nations;  and  import,  of  their  nianu- 
lactured  articles,  as  much  as  .we  could  have  done  without 
oor  Q'stem  of  protection.  The  products  of  our  manufac- 
tures are,  therefore,  so  much  additional  wealth  created 
and  brought  into  being  by  the  protective  system.  If  I  am 
correct  in  the  view  of  the  subject  which  1  have  taken,  our 
foreign  commerce,  and  our  tonnage  employed  in  com- 
merce with-  foreign  countries,  ought  not  to  have  diminish- 
ed without  some  other  cause  to  account  for  such  diminution : 
for  it  is  not  the  nature  of  this  system,  if  its  parts  be  pro- 
perly adjusted,  and  if  it  operate  upon  our  national  pros- 
perity, as  it  would  seem  to  me  it  must — it  is  not  the  na- 
ture of  thb  system  to  cause  a  diminution  of  our  foreign 
commerce  or  navigation;  and  its  tendency  is  greatly  to 
increase  the  coasting  trade;  and  facts  ^ill,  on  examination, 
be  found  accordant  to  this  position. 

The  wars  in  Europe,  to  which  I  have  already  adverted, 
gave  us,  it  will  be  recollected,  for  a  long  series  of  ^ears, 
the  carrying  trade  ,for  almost  half  the  world.  Durmg  its 
continuance,  and  prior  to  tlie  embargo,  our  tonnage,  em- 
ployed in  foreign  commerce,  increased  with  unexampled 
rapidity,  and,  in  1806  and  in  1807,  it  rose  to*  an  amount 
considerably  beyond  what  it  has  reached  at  any  subse- 
quent period.  But  this  forms  no  fair  ground  of  comparison : 
extraordinary  causes  conspired  to  produce  extraordiiuiry 
eifects.  On  the  other  hand,  during  our  last  war,  in  1814, 
our  tonnage  employed  in  foreign  commerce  was  reduced 
to  one-fifleenth  pari  of  its  present  amount;  but  this,  too, 
being  produced  by  a  cause,  temporary  in  its  nature,  and 
unconnected  with  the  advancement  or  decline  of  the  I'e- 
sources  of  the  natian,  may  be  cast  out  of  the  account. 
But,  from  1816  down  to  1824,  our  tonnage  employed  in 
foreign  commerce  remained  nearly  stationary,  with,  how- 
ever, some  sliglit  diminution;  but,  from  1824,  the  date  of 
the  first  obnoxious  tariif,  to  the  present  time,  the  tables 
show  a  considerable  increase — ^there  is  clearly  no  falling 
off  in  consequence  of  the  tai-iff;  our  tonnage  employed  in 
the  coasting  trade  has,  in  the  mean  time,  nearly  doubled, 
and  its  efiicient  value  much  more  than  doubled,  indicatiiig 
an  increased  uiterchange  of  commodities  between  the  dit^ 
ferent  sections  of  the  Union,  much  beyond  tlie  propor- 
tionate increase  of  population.  Add  to  this  the  increased 
&cilities  of  transportation,  occasioned  by  improvements 
which  have  been  made  in  the  communication  between  dif- 
ferent points  upon  our  rivers  and  bays,  and  the  use  of 
steam  navigation  to  a  vast  extent,  which  has  all  arisen 
ance  1816;  one  ton  of  which,  in  the  transport  trade,  is 
equivalent  to  perhaps  four  tons  of  common  sail  vessels.  If 
we  also  take  into  view  the  steamboat  navigation  between 
Fittsbiu-g,  Cincinnati,  Louisville,  and  New  Orleans,  wliich 
is,  in  effect,  the  coasting  trade  of  more  than  tliree  millions 
of  our  population,  tlie  result  will  show  an  increase,  in  a 
duplicate  ratio  to  tliat  of  our  population,  altogether  indi' 
cative  of  a  prosperous  and  flourishing  domestic  commerce. 
This  increase,  since  the  tariff  of  1824,  has  been  in  a  much 
greater  ratio  tlian  that  in  the  same  number  of  years  imme- 
diately preceding  it;  since  that  time,  too,  there  has  been 
a  steady  advance  (with  some  variation,  occanoned  by  the 
cotton  speculations  in  1825)  ui  the  cash  value  of  our  ex- 
ports and  imports,  neither  increasing  in  a  less  ratio  than 
they  did  prior  to  that  year. 

I  think  it  clear,  then,  that  none  of  the  great  interests 
of  our  country  has  produced  less  of  actual  wealth,  than  it 


would  have  done  witliout  the  tariff;  that  all  the  wants 
of  our  people  have  been  supplied  from  agriculture,  sofiir 
as  it,  idone,  can  administer  to  the  wants  of  man,  leaving 
an  excess  of  product  as  large  as  could  be  advantage- 
ously disposed  of  abroad;  that  our  comniercial  and  nari- 
gating  interests  have  been  sust^ned,  or,  rather,  advancedj 
and  that,  therefore,  all  the  products  of  our  manu&ctories, 
of  what  nature  soever,  and  made  at  whatever  cost,  wbicb 
are  occanoned  by  the  tariff,  are  so  much  actual  wealdi 
created  by  them,  and  given  to  the  nation.  It  will  be  ob- 
vious, at  once,  that,  in  the  view  of  the  subject  here  pre- 
sented, the  cost  of  production  b  wholly  immaterial,  in  a 
national  point  of  rie^— the  quantity  and  value  of  tlie  ar- 
ticle produced  is  alone  important;  for  that  is  the  aggre- 
gate amount,  by  which  the  national  wealth  has  been 
augmented.  Let  us  take  the  case  heretofore  supposed, 
of  one  hundred  thousand  men,  and  one  hundred  milliom 
of  capital,  which  could  be  withdrawn  from  agriculture, 
without  diminishing  the  value  of  its  products.  It  vouM 
certainly  be  wiser,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  that  they 
should  be  withdrawn  from  that  employment,  and  directed 
to  something  in  which  their  labor  could  be  producdve, 
even  though  it  produced  but  little.  Admit  that  capital 
would  produce  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  and  that  the  la- 
borers could  earn  one  hundred  dollars  each,  if  emplbyed 
in  agriculture,  and  tliat  the  same,  if  directed  to  manufac- 
turing, would  produce  but  three  per  cent,  on  the  capital, 
and  fifty  dolUrs  a  year  to  the  laborer,  still  it  would  be  fii 
the  benefit  of  the  nation,  that  the  hundred  thousand  men 
and  the  hundred  millions  of  dollars  should  be  applied  to 
manufactories;  for,  while  tlie  laborers  and  capitalists  were 
individually  realizing  more  profit,  by  agriculture,  they 
were  yielding  nothing  to  the  aggregate  of  national  wealth. 
On  the  other  hand,  while  they  individually  make  much 
less  profit  by  manufacturing,  they  are  constantly  adding 
the  whole  product  of  their  labor  to  the  wealth  of  the  na- 
tion. The  men  and  capital,  which  still  remained  emptoj- 
ed  in  agriculture,  would  make  as  much  wages  and  nrofe 
as  all  made  when  all  wei-e  engaged  in  it;  they  would,  of 
course,  divide  among  them  the  ten  millions  of  dollan 
which  would  have  been  earned  by  the  hundred  thousand 
laborers,  and  the  six  millions,  which  would  be  the  profit 
on  the  hundred  millions  of  capital.  It  would,  then,  be 
the  interest  of  the  remaining  agriculturists,  if  they  could 
not  otherwise  induce  this  part  which  I  have  named  to  en- 
gage in  manu&cturing,  to  give  tliem,  as  a  bounty,  ten  of 
the  sixteen  millions,  which  would  be  saved  to  them  by 
getting  clear  of  this  excess  of  Ubor  and  capital.  Nor, 
this  is  supposing  a  strong  case  against  the  protecting  g* 
tem;  it  supposes  it  to  bring  the  home  raanumctured  arnde 
at  more  than  twice  tlie  cost  of  the  imported,  and  yet  w 
national  interest  is,  even  on  that  hypothesis,  dearly  «* 
vanced  by  protection.  Take  Uie  case  of  the  Great  FaW 
factory,  rererred  to  by  the  honorable  Senator  fi-om  Soutt 
Carolina;  concede  ag<unst  it  all  that  is  alleged,  wide  asn 
is  from  the  fact,  and  test  its  utility  by  the  principles  which 
I  trust  I  liave  established,  and  it  will  be  found  to  be  a  case 
of  national  benefit,  rather  than  a  burden.  790  boys,  men 
and  females,  produce  6,000,000  yards  of  cotton  cloth  from 
1,250,000  pounds  of  cotton.  The  cloth,  at  a  moderate 
estimate,  would  be  worth  eight  cents  per  yard  •♦'"SJ' 
equal  to  -  -  -  .  -    $*80,0UU 

Deduct  the  price  of  cotton,  at  10  cents,         -      125,«w 

355,000 


180,00* 


Deduct  3  cents  per  yard  for  increase  of  price 
by  reason  of  the  tariff,        .  .  - 

Leavesiir^ 
As  a  clear  augmentation  of  national  w«alth — that  much 
more  made  to  the  nation,  by  employing  these  790  ubor- 
ers  in  this  factory,  than  if  they  had  been  employed  m 
agricultural  labor.    1  have  tlius"  far  reasoned  on  the  wp- 
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position  that  the  tariff  does  ntiae  the  price  of  the  protect- 
ed article,  and  that  to  the  fiill  extent  inasted  on  b^  the 
oppoocnts  of  the  protecting  system.  In  this  point  of 
new  I  haire  endeavored  to  show,  and  I  trust  successfully, 
tiiat  it  ia  a  reneral  benefit,  and  adds  to  the  aggregate  of 
national  wealth,  vidioiil  regard  to  the  high  or  low  prices 
vhich  H  iiMLj  affix  to  the  protected  article.  If,  however, 
the  prices  of  the  protected  articles  were  greatly  or  per- 
manently enhanced,  and  if  they  were  produced  in  one 
section  of  the  Union  to  tike  ezdiiaon  of  another,  I  am  fVee 
to  admit  that  its  operation  would  be  unequal;  might  be 
oppreniTe  upon  some  pcntions  of  the  Union,  while  it 
tended  to  the  emolument  of  the  Union  as  a  whole.  If, 
however,  after  a  reasonable  time  has  transpired  for  capi- 
tal and  labor  to  asanme  its  direction  and  produce  its  effect, 
the  protected  article  is  produced  as  cheap,  or  cheaper, 
than  it  could  be  sold,  had  we  never  resorted  to  protection, 
no  section  of  the  country  is  injuretl,  while  the  prosperity 
of  each  and  every  part  of  it  is  advanced.  It  is  said  that 
the  only  rational  object  of  a  protecting  duty  is  to  ruse  the 
price  of  the  protected  article  for  the  benefit  of  the  pro- 
ducer; that  it  is  its  natural  and  necessary  tendency;  and  if 
it  do  not  have  that  effect)  it  is  a  dead  letter,  and  that  ma- 
nuftctnrea  would  flourish  as  well  without  it  as  with  it. 

Plausible  aa  these  propositions  are,  and  specious  as  is  the 
reaaoning'  by  which  they  are  supported,  they  are  never- 
thdeas  unaouod  in  theory,  and  unsustained  by  experience. 

It  is  not  the  rational  object  of  the  protecting  system, 
even  in  the  first  instance,  during  the  infancy  of  our  manu- 
&cture9,  to  raise  the  price  of  the  article,  but  to  secure  to 
the  doniestic  product  the  command  of  the  market.  Sup- 
pose, air,  that  the  regular  annual  demand  for  a  g^ven  art!- 
de.  c^oarae  cottons,  for  example,  were  five  millions  of 
dollars  per  annum  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  and  sup- 
pose that  amount  regularly  imported  from  England,  and 
sold  at  ten  cents  per  yard{  suppose  that  the  same  article 
can  be  manufiictured  in  Philadelphia,  profitably,  at  ten 
cents  per  yard,  is  it  yet  certain  that  a  manufiu:turer  could 
wwtain  himself  against  the  foreign  competition,  without 
the  protection  of  Government?  In  my  estimation,  it  is 
perfectly  certain  that  he  could  not.  In  the  first  place,  the 
fbteign  manu&cturer  and  the  importer  have  possesion  of 
the  marked  and  cannot  be  driven  from  it  unless  they  are 
undersold.  The  domestic  manufiicturcr  must,  therefore, 
put  down  his  goods  below  the  selling  price,  in  order  to 
obtain  the  market  from  his  rival,  and  sell  below  the  price 
at  which  a  fiur  profit  could  be  realized.  But  the  foreign 
raaottCscturer  and  the  importer,  whose  business  it  is  to 
supply  this  market,  will  not  yield  it  at  once  to  any  rival; 
they,  to  keep  possession  of  the  market,  put  down  the 
article  also,  and  thus  competition  lowers  it,  until  one  or 
the  other  is  ruined:  and  I  need  not  tell  you  on  which  that 
nun  must  fall.  Between  capitalists,  when  they  contend 
on  equal  grounds,  as  between  every  other  species  of 
power,  wielded  with  the  same  energy,  directed  by  like 
intellect,  the  stronger  most  overthrow  the  weaker.  The 
same  contest  would  arise  in  the  attempt  to  sustain  our  ma- 
nufactures (when  established)  without  protection,  in  the 
hux  of  foreign  competition.  The  imported  article  would 
constantly  divide  the  market  with  the  domestic;  it  would 
subject  our  manu&cturcs  to  the  fluctuations  in  price  con- 
sequent upon  the  occasional  over-production  of  the  foreign 
Citoic;  and  as  prompt  sales  are  necessary  to  enable  small 
capitalists  to  carry  onbunness  with  success,  it_ would  put  it 
out  of  the  power  of  our  domestic  manufacturers  to  pro- 
duce and  sell  the  &bric  as  low  as  they  could  do,  if  foreign 
competition  were  restrained  or  removed.  Every  one  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  tfie  application  of  capital,  is  aware 
of  the  importance  of  a  frequent  and  certain  return  of  the 
fimd  vested  with  its  profit;  if  it  be  regularly  turned  once 


delay,  or  of  loss,  the  capitalist  will  not  take  the  risk  un- 
less the  profits  are  likely  to  be  excessive:  so  that  our 
manufacturers,  when  pressed  by  foreign  competition, 
subjected  to  delay,  and  exposed  to  loss,  cannot  pjx>dace 
as  cheaply  as  they  can  when  secured  from  this  inconveni- 
ence and  risk.  And  although  they  may  produce  and  sell 
even  cheaper  than  the  article  woidd  have  been  sold,  had 
they  never  engaged  in  the  business,  yet  they  may  not  be 
able  to  go  down  with  the  article  to  the  price  to  which  it 
must  sink  in  consequence  of  the  competition  which  they 
have  caused. 

Upon  the  well  settled  principle,  that  the  relative  pro- 
portions of  demand  and  supply  nx,  or  modify,  the  price  Of 
all  articles,  however  produced,  the  increased  produetion 
consequent  on  the  extennve  establishment  of  manufac- 
tures in  the  United  States,  must  necessarily  reduce  the 
price  of  the  mannfiictured  article  in  the  markets  of  the 
world;  and,  should  we  admit  the  free  importation  of  fo- 
reign manufactured  articles,  this  state  of  things,  if  it  could 
exist,  would  more  especially  reduce  them  in  our  own 
country. 

This  competition  would  operate  most  unfortunately 
upon  our  manufacturers,  in  another  particular.  We  all 
know  tlie  immense  extent  to  which  cotton  fabrics,  for  ex- 
ample, are  produced  in  England.  There  are,  in  the  first 
place,  their  own  home  market,  that  of  their  colonies  and 
dependencies,  which  they  supply  without  competition; 
there  are  also  a  few  other  markets,  which  they  almost  en- 
tirely command.  Now,  over-production,  or  an  exccsiave 
supply,  owing  to  any  temporary  cause,  puts  down  the 
price,  as  I  have  heretofore  shown;  and  the  excess  in  quan- 
tity, if  exposed  in  tljc  market,  and,  owing  to  any  exigency, 
of  trade,  requiring  prompt  sale,  reduces  the  value  of  the 
agfgregate  supply,  so  as  to  be  more  than  lost  in  the  gene- 
ral mass.  If,  then,  there  be  an  excess  of  production  at 
any  titne,  which  must  be  disposed  of,  on  whatever  market 
it  may  be  crowded,  its  immediate  effect  is  to  sink  the  value 
of  all  the  stock  of  the  same  material  in  the  same  market, 
to,  or  nearly  to,  the  price  at  which  that  may  be  put,  in 
order  to  force  a  sale;  or  it  compels  other  dealers  to  keep 
up  their  stock,  and  wait  for  a  better  state  of  things,  and 
thus  interrupts  and  disturbs  the  regular  and  steady  busi- 
ness of  the  place.  Now,  in  case  of  over-production,  or 
a  sudden  press  to  dispose,  to  a  large  amount,  and  immedi- 
ately, of  any  manufiictured  article  by  the  British  manufac- 
turer, it  would,  by  the  policy  of  trade,  be  thrown,  not 
upon  a  market  which  they  regularly  and  wholly  supplied, 
but  on  those  which  were  principally  supplied  by  other 
producers.  Thus,  all  the  depression  and  irregularity  con- 
sequent upon  over-production  by  the  British  manunictur- 
ers,  would  be  cast  upon  ours,  ir  they  were  left  witliout 
protection,  and  their  ruin  and  destruction  would  be  the 
inevitable  consequence.  Our  manufacturers  have  not  suf- 
ficient capital  to  stand  the  shock  of  this  competition.  If 
they  have  quick,  certain,  and  steady  sales,  they  can  ma- 
nufacture many  of  our  protected  articles  as  lo»,  or  lower, 
than  the  same  can  be  imported  from  England;  but  they 
cannot  endure,  and  they  oug^it  not  to  be  forced  to  with- 
stand, the  vicissitudes  of  fortune  which  the  British  manu- 
facturer and  the  British  laborer  are  heir  to,  and  which 
would  be  cast,  with  increased  effect,  on  our  shores,  if  they 
were  not  gftiarded  and  protected  by  the  legislation  of  our 
countrj-.  These,  sir,  are  the  reasons  why  the  friends  of 
the  protecting  system  will  not  consent  to  destroy  the  pro- 
tection on  articles  which  can  be,  and  which  are,  produced 
cheaper  now  than  they  would  have  been  imported,  had  we 
never  given  it  this  protection.  To  the  q^uestion,  put  with 
so  much  emphasis — if  the  domestic  articles  do,  in  fact, 
sell  as  low  as  the  foreign,  why  keep  on  the  protecting 
duty  ?    I  answer,  by  the  inquiry,  why  take  it  off?    Vou 


a  year,  eight  or  ten  per  cent,  is  a  fcir  profit  upon  it  at  -certainly  gain  notliing  by  removing  it,  and  I  have  shown 

each  operation;  if  three  times  in  a  year,  three  or  four  'you  that  you  may  lose  nmch. 

per  cent,   b  equally  good;  but  if  there  be  hazard  of  |     1  trust,  sir,  I  have  sufficiently  shown  that,  when  pro- 
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teetion  is  essential  to  sostain  our  domestic  manu&ctures, 
it  is  not  a  necessary  consequence  of  that  protection  to 
enhance  the  price  of  the  protected  article.  It  may»  or 
inay  not.  produce  that  effect,  according  to  circumstances; 
and  the  fact  can  be  tested  only  by  experience.  Let  us  try 
it  by  that  touchstone.  The  friends  of  the  policy  contend 
that  the  system  of  protection  has  reduced  the  prices  of 
protected  articles  below  what  they  would  have  fallen  to 
without  this  protection.  Their  opponents  deny  it.  The 
proof,  already  adduced,  and  reiterated,  is  certainly  very 
strong — ^to  my  mind,  conclusive — in  favor  of  the  affirma- 
tive of  the  position.  But  it  is  not  at  all  necessary  to  go 
tiius  far;  the  friends  of  the  system  need  not  show  that  the 
tariff  has  reduced,  it  is  sufficient  that  it  has  not  enhanced 
the  price  of  the  protected  article.  On  those  who  attack 
the  system  as  an  evil  thing,  it  is  incumbent  to  sliow  that 
it  is  productive  of  some  evil;  it  is  not  enough  that  they 
deny  it  one  or  another  of  the  good  effects  which  its  friends 
have  claimed  for  it.  I  have  already  shown  that  no  single 
evil  has  resulted,  or  can  result,  from  this  system,  unless  it 
increase  the  price  of  protected  articles.  And  it  seems 
to  me  admitted,  by  even  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
rolina, that  it  lias  not  had  this  effect.  To  this  point,  I  read 
from  pages  24  and  25  of  his  printed  speech :  "  But  where 
is  the  evidence  to  be  found  that  the  tariflT  has  produced 
any  reduction  whatever  in  the  price  of  the  protected  arti- 
cles? b  there  any  other  foundation  for  the  assertion  than 
this,  that  the  prices  of  cottons,  woollens,  and  iron,  have 
actually  fallen  since  1824?  But  all  other  articles  have 
likewise  fallen,  protected  and  unprotected.  Real  and 
personal  estate,  cotton,  floor,  and  tobacco,  all,  all  have 
gone  down;  and  most  of  them  in  a  greater  degree  than 
woollens,  cotton,  and  iron.  Has  the  tariff  done  all  this? 
What  say  the  gentlemen  ?  I  have  here  a  price  current 
containing  the  prices  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  articles,  in 
1816  and  1831,  from  which  it  appears  that  there  \)»»  been 
a  universal  reduction  in  the  price  of  articles  of  every  de- 
scription; and  that  those  admitted  duty  free  have  been  re- 
duced, at  least,  in  an  equal  ratio  with-those  paying  duties." 

Now,  sir,  admit  the  gentleman  to  be  correct,  and  it  is  alll 
need  ask  as  a  friend  and  advocate  of  the  protecting  system. 
If  the  protected  articles  [those  paying  heavy  duties]  have 
held  their  relative  situations  in  price,  with  those  paying  no 
duties,  it  is  evident  that  the  duty  has  not  enhanced  the 
price  of  the  protected  articles,  and  does  not,  therefore, 
operate  as  a  burden  on  any  portion  of  the  people;  and  all 
tliat  is  said  about  oppression  and  injustice,  and  burdening 
the  many  for  the  benefit  of  a  few,  is  but  idle  declamation. 
But  the  honorable  Senator,  a  little  further  on,  hazards  the 
conjecture,  that,  if  his  tables  of  prices  current  were  care- 
fully examined,  it  would  show  that  there  has  been  a  less 
reduction  in  the  protected  articles  than  in  the  others.  On 
this  conjecture,  sir,  bangs  his  whole  case.  If  it  be  not 
well  founded,  supported  by  facts,  neither  the  South,  nor 
any  other  portion  of  the  Union,  can  have  the  least  cause  of 
complaint  against  this  system;  and  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  contrast  is  not  very  striking  in  favor  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  or,  in  the  hands  of  the  honorable  Senator,  it 
would  not  have  been  permitted  to  rest  in  mere  conjecture. 
It  cannot  be  sufficient  to  spread  ruin  and  desolation  over 
any  portion  of  our  land.  Other  tubles,  however,  not  per- 
liaps  of  those  identical  years,  show  a  dllFerent  general  re- 
sult. A  striking  contrast  in  tlie  reduction  of  the  prices  of 
protected,  as  against  the  unprotected  article,  and  those 
which  have  been  the  most  sedulously  guarded  by  protec- 
tion, amounting  even  to  prohibition,  have  fallen  most. 

The  price  of  articles  which  were  formerly  supplied  us 
by  Great  Britain,  and  which  we  now  manufacture  for 
ourselves,  or  which,  in  other  words,  are  wholly,  or  in 
part,  excluded  by  our  tariff,  have,  doubtless,  fallen  some- 
what in  price  in  England,  in  consequence  of  our  system. 
The  honorable  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina  [Mr.  Hatri] 
seems  to  consider  that  as  one  of  its  tendencies;  and  it  is 


through  this  medium  of  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the 
manuuctured  article,  that  the  duty  is  to  operate  u  a  tu 
upon  the  exporter.  Admitting  the  g^ntlemaa  to  be  c» 
rect  in  his  position  (in  which  1  am  Iwppy  to  eownt  vilh 
him)  that  the  tendency  of  our  protecting  system  is  tote- 
duce  the  price  of  the  protected  article  in  the  Britisli  nuv 
ket,  it  can  do  it  on  no  other  principle  than  that  of  inCKued 
competition,  or  lessening  the  demand,  while  the  mf^ 
continues  the  same. 

If  this  be  the  mode  of  operation,  it  will  be  evident,  oo 
a  Uttle  reflection,  that  it  will  act  not  alone  on  the  pratectnl, 
but  on  the  unprotected  articles  also,  and  tendto  agenenl 
reduction  of  the  price  in  all. 

We  have,  for  example,  directed  the  labor  of  one  Ins- 
dred  thousand  individuals  to  the  msnufaoturing  of  niodiy 
articles,  say,  for  instance,  woollens  and  cottorn.  Thee 
do  not  merely  come  into  competition  with,  but  they  aiper- 
sede  the  market  for  the  product  of  one  hundred  thainuid 
Britisli  laborers  in  the  same  business.  These  branches  of 
business  will  be  at  once  overdone  to  that  extent,  and  coo- 
soquently  become  depressed.  Capital  and  labor  will  be, 
therefore,  withdrawn  from  them,  and  vested  in  other 
branches,  to  which  the  mischief  has  not  extended;  conM- 
quently,  there  would  soon  follow  an  adjustment  tsddi). 
tribution  of  the  surplus  labor  and  capital  among  the  vnims 
branches  of  manuCicturea,  and  the  over-production  dis- 
tributed through  all.  Every  thing  would  be  more  or  ku 
affected  by  it,  and  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  manu&c- 
tured  articles,  generally,  would  be  the  consequence.  I 
am,  however,  inclined  to  think  that  gentlemen  much  orer- 
rate  the  value  of  our  market  to  England,  and  theefied 
of  our  legislation  upon  her.  But,  if  it  operate  pensa- 
nently  to  depress  the  price  of  the  protected  articte,  it 
would,  in  the  way  I  have  mentioned,  have  a  more  genenl 
and  extended  operation.  In  Enghuid,  business  of  ^  lundi 
is  pushed  to  the  greatest  possible  extent.  Every  coid 
is  drawn  to  its  utmost  tension;  so  that,  touch  but  one,  ud 
it  instantly  vibrates  through  the  whole  connected  nttcm. 

Much  pains  are  taken  by  gentlemen  to  accgunt  for  the 
reduction  of  prices,  especi^ly  upon  protected  articlei 
The  Senator  n-om  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttlbb]  attributes  it  tot 
diminution  in  the  amount  of  the  circulating  mediiim,  ud 
the  consequent  rise  in  the  value  of  money.  But  the  caoie 
which  be  refers  to  had  produced  its  full  effect,  andcetsed 
to  operate,  long  before  1824.  Money  was  as  scarce,  ntv, 
much  scarcer,  in  the  United  States,  and  dearer,  too,  if 
labor  be,  as  I  believe  it  is  conceded  to  be,  the  true  cril^ 
rion  of  value,  than  it  has  been  at  any  subsequent  period. 
Banks  had,  long  before  that  time,  resumed  the  pj-menl 
of  specie,  and  all  the  necessaries  of  Ufe,  manufactuitd 
articles  excepted,  had  sunk  to  the  very  lowest  point  of 
depression.  Raw  cotton,  too,  had  gone  down,  but  not 
yet  to  its  minimum,  for  it  had  not  then  fairly  overwhelmed 
the  market  with  its  abundance. 

But  let  us  not  wander  in  search  of  causes  which  lie  it 
our  doors;  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  cotton  fiibncs, 
for  instance,  is  occasioned  partly  by  the  excessive  produc- 
tion of  the  raw  material,  which  has  reduced  that  material 
to  its  present  low  price,  to  home  competition,  and  the 
steadiness  of  demand  and  supply,  enabling  the  msnu&c- 
turer  to  produce  the  fabric  to  the  best  possible  advantage, 
and  sell  it  on  the  lowest  terms:  add  to  this  some  improve- 
ments in  machinery,  and  much  in  the  conduct  and  nun- 
agement  of  the  establishments  themselves,  and  you  hsn 
the  aggregate  of  the  causes  which  have  produced  thii 
extraordinary  effect;  and  surely  it  is  no  unpleasing  occur- 
rence to  those  who  have  supported  this  system  through 
every  vicissitude,  and  staked  their  fcme  upon  its  result, 
that  benefits  have  flowed  in  upon  the  country,  connected 
with  its  operation,  which  even  its  enemies  can  trace  to  no 
other  adequate  cause. 

But  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hiis'l 
tells  us,  and  the  same  idea  has  been  again  and  again  reile- 
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nted  by  fuentlenien,  that,  whaterer  may  be  the  effect  of 
this  ifita  upon  other  portioni  of  the  Union,  to  the 
Soutk— especialljr  the  elder  portions  of  the  Southern 
Slata— it  i*  ereiy  thin|f  that  it  abhorred  and  pernicious — 
•  bl^ht,  a  mildew,  a  withering  curse.  Sir,  epithet  and 
denunciation  prove  nothing,  except  the  wannth  of  those 
vbo  otter  them.  If  injury  has  been  inflicted  upon  tliat 
sectioa  of  the  Union  by  the  tariff,  the  mode  of  operating 
that  injury  can  surely  be  pointed  out.  It  can  affect  it  by 
none  but  visible  and  sensible  means,  and  must,  as  I  con- 
ceire,  be  confined  to  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  staple 
of  the  country,  limiting  the  extent  of  the  demand  at  home 
or  ibrotd,  or  enhancing  tlie  price  of  the  commodities 
pnrehMcd  by  the  people. 

Ihiresbeady  shown  that  the  price  of  the  staple  (raw  cot- 
(os)  'b,  is  some  measure,  sustained  by  the  tariff — so  hi, 
atkist,  ts  it  baa  conrerted  cotton  lands  to  the  culture  of 
n^,  and  thereby  limited  the  excess  of  production 
vhich  would  otherwise  necessarily  have  sunk  the  article 
twx  below  its  present  price.  1  have,  also,  heretofore 
diowa  that  the  British  manufiicturer  is  able  to  purchase 
of  m  all  that  he  wishes  to  purchase,  without  looking  to 
IS  for  the  means  of  payment.  That  it  is  for  his  interest 
t»  purchase  to  the  full  extent  of  his  market  for  the  manu- 
bctated  article;  that,  therefore,  the  extent  of  the  market 
far  the  raw  material,  at  home  and  iJ>road,  is  equal  to 
»h»t  it  would  have  been  without  the  tariff.  This  riew  of 
the  case  is  strengthened  by  the  fikct  that,  since  1824,  the 
qnaoti^  of  cotton  sold  lias  increased  in  a  ratio  equal  to 
that  of  fwmer  years,  and  the  price  has  not  sunk  in  as 
great  a  ratio.  I  have  sliown,  too,  so  fiir  as  hegatiTe  can 
be  ahown,  that  the  price  of  protected  articles  has  not  en- 
huced  in  consequence  of  the  protection.  And  no  coun- 
ter eridence  whatever  has  been  brought  forward  to 
prore  that  a  single  article  has  risen  higher,  or  fallen  less, 
u  conequence  of  protection,  except,  indeed,  the  finest 
"ooUen  fidirics,  articles  of  luxury,  in  which  we  have  not 
ret  been  able  to  compete  with  the  British  raanoftcturers. 

The  Sesator  from  South  Candina  has  said  that  the  tariff, 
bfcnhaacingthe  price  of  the  manufactured  article,  tends 
lo  diaiaish  its  consumption  among  the  poorer  classes; 
Uunlinuting  the  extent  of  the  demand,  and  compelling 
lint  the  laerchant,  then  the  manufacturer,  then  the  pro- 
dacer,  to  come  down  to  the  lowest  price  at  which  each 
OB  carry  on  his  operations,  and  thus  casting  a  part  of  the 
•Kifdens  of  protection  upon  the  producer,  as  such,  over 
*i  above  his  share  o(  the  burden  as  consumer.  How- 
"»  trae  this  might  be,  in  a  poanble  state  of  things,  the 
»oy  reverse  of  it  is  known  to  be  the  fact  with  respect  to 
Ik  cotton  fid>ric.  If  the  tariff  has,  in  fact,  compelled 
the  Britirii  manufacturer  to  work  cheaper,  and  the  ma- 
tliMt  to  receive  lest  proiitt,  effects  which,  by  the  gentle- 
"Mi'a  own  hypothesM,  mutt  be  produced  before  any  of 
tlie  burden  can  fall  on  the  producer  of  the  raw  material, 
»thcy  both  ttand  between  him  and  the  consumer — if  the 
''*'«l>ant  and  nunufitctorer  are  compelled  to  take  less 
P^fit,  the  price  of  the  article  is,  at  once,  reduced  tocon- 
*™«nin  all  pat«tof  the  world,  except  the  United  SUtes; 
un  the  price  being  reduced,  it  is  brought  into  more  gene- 
nl  use  amoag  Uie  poorer  classes,  and  its  sale  becomes 
"jl^K  extensive  in  nineteen^wentieths  of  the  markets  of 
the  vorld.  I  do  not  say  that  the  gentleman's  position  is 
^""td;  but,  if  it  be  so,  this  is  the  first  consequence  that 
"**>  from  it.  And,  sir,  with  regard  to  the  consumption  of 
cettoB  fabrics  in  the  United  SUtet,  which  the  gentleman 
*">»  to  suppoie  is,  or  may  be,  duninished  by  the  protect- 
"*  ^item,  his  whole  theory  .is  bmlt  wpon  a  supposed 
*S*eBtation  in  price,  the  very  reverse  of  which  we 
""im  to  exist.  Increased  consumption,  too,  the  natural 
'""•equence  of  a  diminished  price,  and  more  ability  to 
VoKtoK,  u  obvious  to  the  most  careless  observer,  espe- 
l*«llyintheWest  No«peeSal  injury  has,  therefore,  re- 
■uted  to  the  SoMh  by  this  •yeration  of  the  tsrW. 
Vol.  VIIL— 28 


But,  to  show  that  the  producer  pays  the  duty  on  the  im- 
ported  article,  a  case  is  put,  well  calculated  to  puzzle,  but 
really  involving  a  mere  sophism.  I  refiw  to  the  case  of 
the  bale  of  woollens  which  the  gentleman  from  Soudi 
Carolina  has  supposed  is  received  directly  in  exchange 
for  cottons  exported  by  the  Southern  planter,  and  which 
is  stopped  at  the  custom-house,  and  forty  of  the  hundred 
pieces  which  it  contains  taken  out  as  a  tax  to  the  Govern- 
ment. [P.  17,  printed  speech.]  Now,  as  to  the  sup* 
position  that  the  bale  of  woollens  is  imported  for  the 
consumption  of  the  planter,  I  Itave  nothing  to  object 
against  it,  in  the  view  of  tlie  subject  that  I  am  now  taking. 
He  does  pay  tlie  duty,  not  in  his  capacity  of  producer  at 
exporter,  but  in  the  capacity  of  importer  and  consumer; 
and,  analyze  the  transaction,  separate  it  into  its  four  natu- 
ral elements,  which  have,  by  the  honorable  Senator,  been 
unnaturally  combined,  and  it  will  be  obvious.  Let  the 
Southern  planter  export  his  crop, lay  it  down  in  the  Liver- 
pool market,  and  sell  it  for  the  best  'price  he  can  in 
cash.  This,  indeed,  is  always  done:  for  there  is  'no  such 
thing  as  barter  there,  except  througli  the  medium  of  mo- 
ney, or  bills,  which  are,  for  all  effective  purposes,  money. 
Now,  he  sells  his  cotton  for  just  the  same  price,  whether 
he  intends  to  bring  home  broadcloths  or  money.  Here 
the  transaction  of  the  producer  and  the  exporter  ceases; 
the  cotton  planter  has  for  his  crop  cash,  which  he  may 
bring  home  with  him,  or,  what  is  still  better,  leave  on  de- 
posite  with  his  English  banker;  his  bills  on  that  banker, 
he  se]ls  to  the  Philadelphia  or  New  York  merchant  at  a 
premium,  and  he  has  his  cash  at  home,  to  be  disposed 
of  at  pleasure.  The  Ohio  farmer  sends  pork  and  beef  to 
New  Orleans,  which  is  shipped  to  Charleston:  or  the  Ken- 
tucky drover  takes  his  horses,  mules,  and  live  stock, 
through  the  Saluda  gap,  and  they  are  sold  to  the  planter. 
The  planter  pays  with  the  cash  which  he  has  brought 
home,  or  by  a  draft  on  his  banker  in  New  York,  and  the 
exactions  at  the  custom-bouse  do  not,  thus  fiir,  affect  the 
transaction  in  the  remotest  degree.  The  New  York  mer- 
chant who  has  bought  the  draf^  on  England,  pays  it  out 
for  British  goods,  and  brings  them  home;  he  pays  the 
duty.  Now,  if  the  cotton  planter  purchases  one  half 
these  goods,  and  the  Ohio  farmer  the  other  half,  at  the 
same  price,  is  it  not  obvious  that  each  pays  his  equal  share 
of  the  duty?  No  refinement,  no  sophistry,  however  inge- 
nious, can  change  the  true  character  of  the  transaction. 
The  consumer,  and  not  the  producer,  pays  the  tax,  and 
the  several  sections  of  the  tJnion  pay  it  in  proportion  to 
the  amount  they  consume.  As  respects  the  importer  and 
consumer,  if  the  protected  article  is  pennanenfly  enhanc- 
ed in  value  by  the  duty  laid  on  it  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tection, it  is  thus  far  a  burden,  and  its  proprie^  and  policy 
must  be  tested  by  comparing  and  balancing,  as  nearly  as 
may  be,  its  evils  with  its  benefits.  But  if  the  price  of 
the  protected  article  be  not  enhanced,  no  burden  what- 
ever is  borne,  except  what  u  necessary  to  sustain  the 
revenue  of  the  country,  and  no  advantage  is  given  by  it  to 
one  class  of  our  citizens  over  another. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  fhim  South  CaroUna  [Mr. 
Hathe]  has  told  you,  that,  while  other  sections  of  the 
Union  are  flourishing,  increasing  in  population,  and  rising 
in  wealth,  the  condition  of  the  South,  that  of  his  own  State 
especially,  underthe  operation  of  this  system,  unotmerelv 
one  of  unexampled  dppresnon,  but  of  great  and  all.pervaa- 
ing  distress;  their  once  busy  and  populous  cities  crumbling 
into  ruin,  their  fields  abandoned,  theu-  hospitable  man- 
rions  deserted,  and  the  husbandman,  with  a  heavy  and 
despairing  heart,  tearing  himself  from  the  scenes  of  bit 
childhood  and  the  bones  of  his  ancestors,  to  seek,  in  the 
wilderness,  exemption  from  the  oppression  with  wluch 
this  policy  has  overwhelmed  Irim. 

Is  this  fiuicy,  or  is  it  &ct>  I  am  incfined  to  think  the 
picture  greatly  overdrawn;  atthough  the  glowing  elo- 
quence, ttie  rich  and  fervid  imagimtioa,  and  the  deep 
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and  impueioned  tone  of  ktXmn  in  wUch  it  is  shadowed 
forth,  tend  to  give  it  a  welcome  entrance  into  the  mind, 
before  it  has  passed  the  ordeid  of  tlie  judgment.  But, 
in  determining  upon  fcct,  ample  ereiy^day  fact,  I  would 
prefer  the  conclusions  of  a  less  powerful  and  a  leas  excit- 
ed intellect.  There  is  too  much  of  poetrjr  in  the  descrip- 
tion; it  fordbly  reminds  one  of  the  beautiful  and  eloquent 
Knes  rf  Doctor  Goldamth,  in  which  he  describes,  with  so 
much  apparent  truth  and  real  feeling,  the  deserted  fields 
and  desolate  habitations  of  the  industrious  peasantry  of 
England,  driven  from  their  humble  but  lu^py  homes,  to 
seek  shelter  from  oppression  in  the  sohtary  woods  of 
nvage  America— 

<*  Wbrn  wild  Aliain*  apmda  iu  (wampi  arooDd, 
"  And  Niagara  lUini  wiu  tbunderinK  aoiind — " 

And  it  is  said,  I  know  not  how  correctly,  that  our  poet 
lived  and  died  strong  in  the  conviction  of  the  general  cor- 
rectness of  the  picture  which  he  drew  of  the  progressive 
decay  and  desolation  of  his  country.  But,  sir,  England 
was,  m  fact,  increasing  in  popuUoion,  and  so  also  is  South 
Carolina.  The  last  census  shows  a  small  increase  in 
the  free  population  of  the  State,  and  a  Urge  increase  of 
the  slaves.  The  fields  also  must  be  cultivated  as  hereto- 
fore, for  they  yield  an  increased  export  product;  and  we 
are  told  that  they  now  raise  a  much  larger  proportion 
than  formerly  of  gnun  and  live  stock  for  their  own  con- 
sumption. Though  by  no  means  di^osed  to  admit  that 
Souu  Carolina  is  plunged  as  deeply  into  the  abyss  of  mise- 
ry and  deapmr,  as  has  been  here  depicted,  yet  I  doubt 
not  that  she  prospersless  than  formerly,  and  less  also  than 
most  other  sections  of  the  Union:  but  for  tliis  there  are 
abundant  causes,  independent  of  the  tariff. 

The  Southern  planter  does  not,  like  tlie  hardy  fanner 
of  the  North  ana  West,  lay  his  own  hand  to  the  plough; 
he  neither  holds  nor  drives;  the  culture  of  the  fields  is 
left  to  the  overseer  and  the  slaves,  and  their  cultivation  is 
without  skill  and  without  care.  Year  after  year,  the  same 
fields  are  subjected  to  the  same  crop,  and  the  same  un- 
ceasing and  unchanging  tillage,  without  any  means  being 
used  to  renew  or  reinvigorate  the  soil.  The  fields  are 
soon  worn  down  by  excessive  cultivation,  and  cease  to 
yieUf  as  heretofore,  an  abundant  harvest.  Extennve 
enugration  is  also,  without  doubt,  one  of  the  causes  which 
operates  to  check  the  prosperity  of  the  older  portions  of 
the  Southern  States;  but  this  emigration  is  induced  by 
causes^  and  instigated  by  feelings,  very  different  from 
those  to  which  this  gentleman  has  ascribed  it.  It  is  not 
want,  or  misery,  or  oppression,  that  induces  it;  the  emi- 
grant curies  neither  his  country  nor  bis  lot;  and  his  jour- 
neying is  undertaken  and  executed  with  feelings  the  re- 
verse of  anguish  and  despair.  Sir,  it  is  the  rich  and  fertile 
lands  of  the  West,  of  wliich  he  may  become  the  proprietor 
almost  for  nothing; — a  charming  country  in  reality,  fresh, 
and  rich,  and  fair,  almost  beyond  example,  but  to  which 
the  iffiag^aation  does  not  fall  to  add  new  beauties,  an4 
color  even  with  ideal  and  unreal  charms — it  is  tins  which 
operates  upon  the  hopes,  and  elates  the  spirits,  of  the 
yo«ng  and  ardent  sons  of  the  South  and  East,  and  leads 
them  to  part  from  their  fair  fields  and  h^>py  homes  on 
the  Atlantic  shore,  for  fairer  fields  and  happier  homes  in 
the  hr  distant  West.  Hence,  or,  the  giant  stride  with 
which  our  population  has  borne  its  march  westward,  the 
"  lion's  boand"  with  which  we  have  sprung  into  the  forest. 

But  this  spirit  of  emign^tion,  year  by  year,  drains  from 
the  seaboard  of  South  Carolina  her  most  hardy,  vigorous, 
and  enterprising  peculation.  Cotton,  the  object  of  their 
eulture,  can  be  raised  cheaper  and  more  abundantly  on  the 
new  and  rich  lands  of  Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  and  the  Territories  of  Florida  ajid  Arkansas; 
and,  nnlike  the  cumbrous  article  of  gnun  and  its  products, 
can  be  transported  from  the  interiwata  small  p^  centum 
•n  its  market  value. 


I  take  leave  to  refer  also  to  another  cause,  named  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  which  bai, 
with  the  foregoing,  a  combined  operation.  The  repeal 
of  the  laws  of  primogeniture— the  equal  distribution  of 
the  real  estate  among  all  the  children,  sons  and  daugfatoi 
alike— however  favorable  to  the  wealth  and  prosperity  of 
the  people  in  other  sections  of  the  Union,  does,  owing 
to  the  peculiar  ntnation  and  habits  of  the  Soudi,  setioaaly 
affect  their  condition.  Judgjng  from  the  statistical  tsbles 
which  show  the  comparative  increase  of  popuhtion  in 
different  sections  of  the  Union,  and  comparing  that  of 
South  Carolina  with  otiiers,  I  am  led  to  the  conduaoa 
that  one-fourth  part  of  the  free  born  of  that  State,  whieli 
reach  the  years  of  maturity,  emigrate ;  and,  by  the  esistiig 
Uws,  they  carry  with  them,  to  their  jaew  homes,  not  merely 
their  share  of  tbe  personal  estate  of  the  fsmily  from  which 
they  are  descended,  but  also  of  the  land  and  slaves,  which 
form  the  substratum  of  the  wealth  of  the  country.  Tbui, 
year  after  year,  is  there  a  regular  and  contbiual  drsio  of 
the  best  and  most  efficient  population  of  the  State,  lai 
their  wealth  also — even  their  real  property  pays  an  anouil 
rent,  ifl  may  so  call  it,  to  her  emigration.  ButthisisnotsU. 
The  great  increase  of  the  slaves  over  that  of  the  free  popu- 
lation, shows  that  the  cmig^nts  do  not  generally  take  with 
them  their  proportion  of  £ves,but  that  they  remain  at  here- 
tofore, m  some  oteasore  regardant  to  the  soil.  They  ha« 
risen  now  to  more  than  one-half  the  population  of  that 
State,  and  are  fiut  g^ning  upon  the  whites  in  the  ratio  of 
increase;  tliey,  indeed,  compose  almost  tbe  whole  hbor 
ing  population  of  the  country;  they  labor  without  judg- 
ment, for  their  intellecta  are  not  cultivated-— without 
energy,  for  they  labor  without  motive;  hence,  the  aeq»- 
ntion  of  wealth  from  labor,  iU  great  and  oiJy  real  biaa, 
must  be  small  in  a  countiy  situated  hke  this,  comptied 
with  what  it  is,  where  every  man,  with  his  own  hand,  c»l- 
tivates  his  own  fitrm,  or  watches  over  its  improve»eiit; 
where  all  are  laborers,  and  all  intelligent,  iadustrioua,  ud 
persevering— carefiil  of  the  pi«ieBt,  and  provkteotoftbe 
futore. 

Sir,  the  curse  of  slavery,  and  not  the  tariff,  is  m  tram 
the  withering  curse  which  blights  the  fiur  hopes  of  tiu» 
fair  and  otherwise  happy  and  favored  land.  It  is  nst  w 
much  the  drain  upon  her  population,  for  in  this  other  «no 
prosperous  States  share  her  lot;  but  it  is,  tijat,  whikfte 
sound  and  wholesome  portion  of  the  population  flows  oft- 
the  bold  and  enterprising  freeman— the  slave  rem«B8  fixed 
to  the  soil,  yearly  consuming  more  and  more  of  itsjmduct^ 
and  yearly  displacing  and  sending  into  exile  (if  enugiatios 
be  eule)  more  of  the  free  bom  of  the  land-  1  need  not 
follow  out  the  picture  in  anticipation  of  its  conseqo»««»> 
the  subject  is  one  of  deep  regret  and  gloomy  forebodiBg- 
But  one  thing  more  will  1  take  occasion  here  to  remu*. 
In  many  sections  of  the  Unipn,  and  in  foreign  cotmtim, 
too,  pubhc  opinion  has  g^atly  erred  as  to  the  8**f  . 
feeling  and  conduct  of  the  individual  masters  towanb  tbe« 
slaves.  So  far  as  I  have  observed,  (and  my  obseryatMO 
has  been  somewhat  extensive,  especially  in  ^''P'"*^ 
Kentucky,)  there  is  nothing  in  it  to  ^ock  humanity.  On 
the  contrary,  the  feehngs  of  the  masters  towards  tnrt» 
appear  to  be  those  of  kindness  and  affection.  A^d  "'H 
evJ,  cast  upon  our  Southern  brethren,  not  by  their  own 
acts,  or  of  their  own  choice,  hut  by  the  cupidity  of  »  »- 
reign  nation  while  we  remained  her  colomes,  is  one  '* 
which  they  are  entitled  to  any  thing  rather  than  reprosca 
and  censure.  And  it  is  an  evil  which,  in  tbe  pro** 
stale  of  public  feeling,  the  Le|^ture  of  the  Unios  »» 
not,  in  the  more  Southern  sections  of  our  couatiy,  w^J 
remove  or  mitigate.  Philanthropy  mdulges  yvix** 
this  kind,  at  present,  in  vain. 

Another  mode  in  which  the  same  cause  "Pf"*"!^ 
juriously  to  that  section  of  the  Vnion,  is,  that  it  '^^ 
their  capacity  for  commercial  enterprise.  A  ""P^^J— 
is  unfit  ibr  a  ship  carpenter  or  a  sailor;  and,  m  a  coonny 
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•bare  there  'a  no  Uborinj^  cUm,  except  alare*,  ships  can- 
sot  be  bailt,  or  mumed,  to  the  same  •druttage,  u  in  the 
Esitsni  and  Middle  States,  where  laborers  are  freemen, 
skI  possess  intelligence  and  enterprise  for  erery  under- 
tsJoBf,  hoverer  aedaous^  or  bowerer  varied.  The  navi- 
pliaf  interest,  therefore,  independently  of  the  tariff. 
Bust  centre  elsewhere  than  in  the  Southern  States.  And 
imOf,  die  well  known  and  familiar  habits  of  the  Southern 
pe*[de — free,  liberal,  uncaleuktinr— livings  to  the  full  ex- 
tent of  their  mean*,  however  ample,  and  trusting^  to  their 
hod  and  slare*  as  a  perpetual  supply,  and,  beyond  that, 
iapravident  of  th«  fiititte.  Time  brings  with  it  an  in- 
attae  of  population,  but  not  of  wealth;  and  the  decay 
»dexfasuMion  of  their  soil,  and  the  fall  In  the  price  of 
Aicir  staple,  prodvces  a  depression  which  is  severely  felt, 
but  vbich  is  unfortunately  attributed  to  that  which,  of  all 
liaafp,  is  most  remote  horn  its  real  cause. 

Need  I  add  another  to  this  long  and  mournful  list  of 
antes  for  the  calamities  under  which  our  Southern  bre- 
Ikren  suffer,  and  of  which  they  complain  >  I  hare  explained 
Ae  causes  of  the  alleged  decay  of  theb  navigating  inte- 
nsL  Why  is  their  commerce  (as  the  honorable  Senator 
*js  it  is)  transferred  into  the  bands  of  the  merchants  of 
Philadelphia  and  New  York,  and  carried  on  by  their  capi- 
tal? I  have  ah-eady  spoken  of  the  habiU  of  the  Northern 
tad  Middle  States — the  steady  eye  which  they  have  to 
the  fiitnre — their  disposition  to  accumulate  and  embody 
capital,  and  their  skill  to  direct  it  to  every  prosperous 
enterprise.  They  have  the  ships — they  have  the  seamen— 
they  have  habiU  of  life  and  a  turn  of  mind  fitted  to  mer- 
OBtUe  pursuits — and  they  have  capital;  with  or  without 
» tariff,  the  commerce  of  the  South  must  have  fidlen  into 
their  hands. 

These  causes  combined,  operate  on  the  city  of  Charles- 
ton, the  decay  of  which  has  been  so  eloquently  and  feel- 
ingly depicted  by  the  {(entieman  from  Soutb^arolinai  and 
twagh  disposed  to  think  his  coloring  somewhat  too  dark, 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  doubt  the  general  correctness  of  the 
Bd  picture  which  he  has  drawn — that  there  has  been  a 
peat  and  marked  decay  in  the  Wealth,  the  business,  an<L 
*e  prosperity  of  that  city.  But,  sir,  independenUy  of 
those  causes  which  I  have  named,  and  which  operate 
>lilce  upon  the  older  portions  of  South  Catolina,  there  is 
me  other,  which  tends  to  depress  the  busine^  of  Charles- 
ton  akme.  There  have  sprung  up  in  the  interior?a  range 
•ipopuloas  and  flourishing  towms,  Columbia,  Augusta, 
and  Camden,  which,  within  a  few  past  years,  have  been 
fgixily  growing  in  commercia]  importance,  and  have  cut 
off  ataaost  who%  the  interior  trade  from  Charleston,  mak- 
og  that  city  a  mere  place  of  transit,  or  rather  of  shipment. 

Sir,  thMe  causes  which  I  have  detailed—and  I  ap- 
M  to  Southern  gentlemen  for  their  correctness  and 
<»«th— have  openited  with  combined  eflfect,  for  years, 
"fx*  the  destinies  of  this  people;  and  are  they  not  suffi- 
^eoti  though  checked  and  opposed  as  thqr  may  be  by 
*e  riches  of  nature  which  an  all-bountifiU  Providence 
««»<cattered.over  the  land — are  they  not  suflicient  to 
pnduce  «U  the  depression  and  all  the  misery  which  is 
""■ly  mpposed  to  spring  from  the  protecting  system? 

I  eaiuMt,  therefore,  on  the  moat  full  and  careful  consi- 
''*'*>>pn  which  I  have  been  able  to  give  this  subject,  eon- 
Vtvith  gentlemen  in  the  opinion  that  the  protecting 
'JU'eni  operates  oppressively  |on  the  Southern  or  any 
owcr  section  of  the  Union.  In  the  West,  so  fiu- as  expe- 
^^  can  test  its  efficacy,  it  has  produced.  Mid  is  pro- 
^■"%i  all  the  good  which  its  friends  and  supporters 
nave  ever  predicted.  From  the  state  of  ruinoua  depres- 
*<>n  to  which  agricultural  interests  had  sunk,  in  1834— «n 
f"  vhich  our  Western  fiumers  will  long  beiir  in  remem- 
^ce— they  have  gradually  risen,  under  the  fostering 
"jBtteace  of  this  system,  connected  and  consorted  witn 
'**'  of  our  internal  improvement,  until  they  have  reached 
» point  of  prosperity,  which,  tliou{^  not  rich,  or  tower- 


ing, is  sufficient  to  spread  comfiwt  aad  ^adaeas  over  our 
happy  land. 

Sir,  entertaining  these  views  of  the  tendency  and  effects 
of  the  protecting  system,  I  yield  to  it  my  hearty,  and  shall 
give  it  my  decided  support  I  do  not,  by  any  means, 
hold  that  our  present  system  is  perfect;  there  are,  doubt- 
less^ in  some  of  its  leading  principles,  and  many  of  its  de- 
tails, much  that  may  be  miodified,  amended,  and  improvedi 
and  I  am  willing,  too,  to  sacrifice  somethiaif  upon  thA 
altar  of  conciliation  and  peace;  but  I  will  not  ronocnt  to 
surrender  the  principle  of  protection,  or  so  to  mould  its 
details,  as  to  prostrate  and  ruin  the  interests  which  it  ha* 
reared  and  cherished. 

[A  portion  of  the  above  was  delivered  on  the  succeeding 
sitting  day,  but  the  speech  is  given  here  entire.] 

The  Senate  a(\ioamed  to  Monday. 

HoxDAT,  FxaavASX  30. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  consideration  of  Ur. 
Cut's  resolution, 

Mr.  EWING  concluded  his  remarks  commenced  yes- 
terday, (as  given  above.) 

Mr.  MIIXER,  of  South  Carolina,  then  expressed  a  de- 
sire to  address  the  Senate,  and  moved  a  postponement  of 
the  subject  till  to-morrow;  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  communicated  a  letter  from 
the  SecretaiT  of  the  Treasury,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Houibs's 
resolution  calling  for  the  reasons  of  the  delay  in  the  trans- 
mission of  the  annual  commercial  statements.  [The  Se- 
cretary recommends  that  the  collectors,  hereafter,  be  ^- 
rected,  under  proper  penalty,  to  make  their  returns 
monthly  instead  of  quarterly.]  The  report  was  ordered 
to  be  printed,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 


TVXSDAT,  FsaavABTSl. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  renimed  the  connderation  of  the  resohitioa 
submitted  by  Mr.  Ci.it,  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  thereto  by  Mr.  Haths. 

Mr.  M1LX.ER,  of  South  Carolina,  rose,  and  addressed 
the  Senate  as  foUows:  He  said,  if  be  were  to  consult  his 
own  convenience.  Or  sense  of  propriety,  he  would  reit 
the  defence  of  the  case  proposed  now  to  be  advocated 
with  the  able  and  eloquent  arguments  wlwdi  had  been 
made  by  those  who  bad  preceded  him  in  this  debate;  but 
when  it  is  recollected,  nid  Mr.  M.,  that  the  portioa  of 
the  Union  from  which  I  come  feels  a  deep  solicitude,  (ii^ 
deed,  if  I  mutake  not,  the  whole  country  is  agitated  by 
tiib  question,)  when  it  is  recollected  that  those  wboni  f 
represent  are  an  agricultural  pe<q>le,  relying  on  their  qwn 
industry  and  their  own  ferma  for  their  support,  not  driv- 
ing any  benefit  from  this  protective  lyitem;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  exclusive  subjects  and  victims  thereof,  I  trust 
the  Senate  will  bear  with  me  while  I  present  some  cob- 
aderations,  which,  in  my  opinion,  ought  to  influence  ita 
Judgment  in  detenniniiig  this  matter.  I  know  too  wd^  said 
Mr.  M.,  what  is  due  to  myself  and  the  representative  prin- 
ciples of  our  Government,  to  question  the  poriQr  or  the 
motives  of  those  who  differ  from  me.  I  admit  that  other* 
may  pursue  the  interest  of  their  constitaents,  and  their 
own,  Isgitiniatel^  on  this  floor.  It  will  not,  I  presume^  be 
denied  to  me  to  insist  on  mine.  Without  repudiating  the 
selfish  principle  which  has  so  much  influence  in  our  con- 
duct, the  views  I  propose  to  present  will  be  rather  to  (^e 
a  benevolent  and  social  direction  to  it«  to  insist  that  jua- 
tice,  even-handed  justice,  ia  the  basis  of  all  our  oivil 
rights;  and  that,  however  inconvenient  it  may  l>e  for  the 
moment  to  submit  thereto,  society  cannot,  ought  not,  to 
exist,  where  justice  and  equal  rights  are  excluded  from 
the  laws  by  which  it  is  governed. 
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If  it  could  b«  shown  thftt  the  present  tariff  laws  were 
unjust,  unequal,  and  unconstitutional,  I  should  feel  de- 
gnided  by  admittin;^  as  an  equal  that  man  who,  conceding 
tlus,  would  still  nuuntain  the  propriety  of  their  continu- 
ance. I  can  readily  imagine  that  those  who  affirm  the 
right  to  impose  this  system,  reason  themselves  into  the 
beEef  that  there  is  no  impropriety  in  doing  so.  For  my 
part,  I  feel  a  settled  connction  tlut  these  laws  are  uncon- 
stitutional, unjust,  and  unequal,  and  that  they  ought  to  be 
modified  so  as  to  produce  a  revenue  only  demanded  for  the 
constitutional  uses  of  the  Government,  and  that  this  revenue 
should  be  raised  on  such  articles  as  will  subject  the  whole 
people  of  this  nation  to  an  equal  portion  of  its  payment. 

The  character  of  this  body,  its  origin,  history,  and  final 
purposes,  will  constrain  all  to  admit  that  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment is  not  one  having  unlimited  power;  we  are  as- 
sembled here  the  representatives  of  States  having  separate 
laws,  customs,  and  interests:  and  in  this  body  the  State  of 
Delaware  is  felt  as  much  as  the  Slate  of  New  York.  Tlie 
argument  on  the  other  side  proceeds  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Federal  Government  is  unlimited.  It  is  true  that 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  admit,  in  his  first  address 
on  this  subject,  that  we  had  no  power  to  lay  a  tax,  and 
then  disburse  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  States.  I  was  grati- 
fied to  hear  the  question  asked  by  him,  "  where  is  tlie 
constitutional  power  to  distribute  the  surplus  revenue?" 
If,  says  he,  "  the  same  persons  who  pay  in  receive  back, 
then  this  tax  is  useless  and  expensive,  since  much  is  lost 
in  its  collection  and  disbursement.  If  the  same  people  do 
not  get  back,  who  pay  in,  then  there  is  injustice;  inasmuch 
as  you  tax  those  who  do  not  enjoy  the  benefit,  to  pve  it 
to  those  who  do."  I  thank  the  gentleman  for  tiiia  conclu- 
sive argument  against  tlie  constitutional  right  to  raise, 
through  Congress,  a  revenue  to  be  distributed  among  tlie 
States.  May  not  tiie  same  thing  be  said  of  tlie  tax  levied 
for  the  protection  of  manufactures.'  If  the  same  person 
pays  the  tax  who  received  the  protection,  then  you  gain 
nothing  by  the  circuit,  but  lose  the  expense  of  collect- 
ing; but  if  those  pay  tlie  tax  who  do  not  share  in  the  pro 
tection,  then  the  injustice  is  as  gre.it  as  in  the  other  case. 
But  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  the  same  breath  in 
which  he  denounced  tlie  divisnon  of  the  surplus  revenue, 
went  on  to  insist  that  internal  improvement  should  be 
carried  on,  in  the  Western  country,  by  the  application  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  public  lands  to  such  purposes 
there,  by  entirely  abandoning  the  constitutional  objection 
to  the  power  of  distribution.  Sir,  is  not  the  public  land 
public  property  >  Is  not  the  fund  derived  therefrom  pub- 
lic revenue?  When  it  comes  into  the  treasury,  is  it  not  a 
portion  of  the  common  property?  How  comes  it  to  pass 
that  you  cannot  divide  this  among  all  the  States,  bufthat  the 
Western  States  can  constitutionally  apply  the  whole  of  it 
to  their  use?  If  tln^e  millions  are  derived  from  the  sales 
of  public  lands,  are  the^  not  so  much  in  relief  of  the  taxes 
of  the  country?  But  will  the  gentleman  put  an  ear-mark 
on  this  money,  and  say,  because  it  came  from  the  West,  it 
must  go  back  to  the  West,  in  contradiction  to  the  very 
principles  which  he  has  laid  down?  It  was  said  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  the  resolutions  presented  by 
him  avoided  the  debatable  ground;  that  they  offered  a 
■  basis  for  the  adjustment  of  the  tariff,  in  which  we  miglit 
all  agree.  I  differ  entirely  with  the  gentleman,  in  my 
opinion  of  the  state  of  tiie  controversy.  I  understood  him, 
on  a  former  occasion,  to  say  he  regarded  agriculture  as  the 
primary  intereA.  In  this  1  agree  with  him;  manufactures 
cannot,  for  many  years  to  come,  approximate,  in  point  of 
national  importance,  to  ag^culture. 

The  real  question  then  is,  shall  the  great  primary  inte- 
rest of  the  country  be  sacrificed  to  a  secondary  one  ?"  Shall 
those  who  till  the  groimd  be  made  tributary  to  those  who 
handle  the  shuttle?  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive  how  it 
would,  for  a  moment,  be  supposed  that  the  proposition  to 
reduce  the  duties  on  what  are  called  unprotected  articles, 


would  or  could  be  roeVaa  middle  ground.  It  is  a  notori 
ous  fact,  tliat  the  gfreatest  national  interest — the  very  basi 
of  our  commerce,  is  worn  down  sa>  ntuch  by  the  pressor 
of  this  system,  as  to  endanger  its  existence.  Ever  sine 
the  principle  of  protection  has  been  ayowed,  we  enters 
our  protest  against  it;  we  will  never  consent  to  recognii 
it  as  the  legitimate  offspring  of  the  constitutional  poa-ei 
of  Congress.  Our  utmost  economy  and  industry  Iist 
scarcely  saved  us  from  ruin;  we  can  forego  the  kixorit 
of  life — we  can  omit  to  buy  tropica]  fHiits,  European  o 
Asiatic  finery;  but  we  cannot  do  without  salt,  iron,  an 
woollen  and  cotton  cloth;  these  are  articles  without  whici 
the  planter  and  farmer  cannot  live;  and  these  are  the  ar 
tides  which  it  is  proposed  to  raise  your  entire  rerenui 
from.  So  far  from  the  proposition  on  the  other  side  be 
ing'a  compromise,  it  is  adding  a  new  and  offensive  featan 
to  the  tariff;  it  is  relieving  the  whole  nation  from  tan 
tion,  and  saddling  it  on  the  agfricuHural  part  alone;  it  ii 
relieving  the  wealthy  monopolist,  and  compelling  the 
middling  and  poorer  class  to  bear  the  burden.  It  is  essen- 
tially at  war  with  the  republican  form  of  our  Oovernincnt. 
It  will  make  the  poor  poorer,  and  the  rich  richer;  >nd 
finally  build  up  an  aristocracy  here,  as  hateful  and  odious 
as  tiie  nobility  in  Greitt  Britain. 

Standing  here,  as  I  do,  representing  a  portion  of  the 
people  who  have  a  right  to  examine  tlie  motives  which 
influence  your  legislation,  and  pronounce  on  them,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  affirm  that  the  constitution  does  not  autho- 
rize you  to  impose  a  tax  which  is  partial,  and  intended  so 
to  operate  on  different  interests.     Your  taxes  must  be  uni- 
form.    Any  plan  or  device,  by  which  portions  of  this  re- 
public shall  escape  taxation,  and  other  portions  be  nude 
to  pay  it,  is  unconstitutional.     I  do  not  speak  as  a  judge, 
but  as  one  representing  the  people,  the  primary  source  of 
all  power,  when  I  declare  the  principle  assumed  in  these 
resolutions  is  at  war  with  the  genius  of  liberty,  as  well  a> 
the  letter  of  the  constitution.    As  a  principal,  looking  at 
the  veiled  purposes  of  the  agent,  I  have  a  right  to  pro- 
nounce on  the  act,  and  condemn  it.     Such  a  lav  has  no 
more  force  than  the  cords  by  which  the  hands  of  Sampson 
were  bound  by  a  deceitful  mid  treacherous  mistress.    Sir, 
I  regard  this  as  a  question  of  property — a  controvcn^ 
about  meum  and  taunt.     It  has  been  said  by  all  those  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  that  the  constitutional  ques- 
tion has  been  waived.     The  Senator  from  Pennsrhtnis 
[Mr.  WiLKiMs]  seemed   to  suppose  we  could  come  to 
terms  on  this  matter,  since  my  colleague  had  not  pused 
the  constitutional  difficulty.     1  do  not  know  whether  lie 
continues  in  tiie  same  temper  since  he  has  received  (he 
resolutions  of  the  Pennsylvania  Legislature.     The  Sens- 
tors  from  Kentucky,  from  New  Hampshire,  Maine,  and 
Tennessee,  whether  for  or  against  the  system,  have  main- 
tained the  constitutional  power  of  Congress.    I  owe  it  to 
those  I  represent,  that  no  misapprehennon  of  their  opinioBi 
should  arise  on  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    So  far  from  surrendering  this  position,  they  never 
were  more  thoroughly  satisfied  than  now,  that  the  poirer 
to  enforce  this  system,  as  a  substantive  power,  cither  finan- 
cial or  commercial  in  its  nature,  does  not  exist.    This  >> 
considered  a  setUed  point  with  us;  Virginia  has  so  decideaj 
North  Carolina  has  on  this  floor,  by  her  able  Senator, 
avowed  it;  South  Carolina  has  repeatedly  so  Jecidedf 
Georgia  hsis  maintained  the  same,  in  the  luminous  and  un- 
answerable report  of  her  Legislature;  Alabama  and  M* 
sissippi  have  done  the  same,  and  it  is  thought  Tennessee  w 
of  the  same  opinion.     We  hear  the  whole  of  the  cirttoa- 
growing  States,  expressing,  by  their  bigliest  public  nine- 
tionaries,  that  this  law  is  unconstitutional.    The  gentle- 
men on  the  pther  side  ought  to  be  admonished  tliat  upon 
this  subject  the  highest  auUiority  has  already  spoken;  Uiey 
ought  to  regard  it  as  a  settled  question  with  those  S".'^ 
not  now  debatable;  and  this  fact  ought  to  be  well  wc*"' 
cd  in  the  argument  of  this  subject.     (Here  Mr.  M-  "»" 
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titncts  (ram  the  proceeding^  of  the  Virginia  Legidntnre, 
ud  Soutii  Carolina  and  Geoi^  Legislatures,  expresiing 
tbdr  opinion  on  the  constitutional  question.]  The  Sena- 
ton  bam  Kentucky  and  From  Mune  bave  both  travelled 
out  of  the  obserrations  of  my  colleague,  and  have  (iutened 
on  the  expression,  that  the  unconstitutionality  of  the  tariff 
WIS  atill  insisted  on  to  pronounce  philippics  against  South 
Cindina  and  nulliftcation.  Now,  it  will  be  recollected 
tint  this  subject  was  not  introduced  into  this  debate  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina;  nor  is  it  considered  as  ne- 
ceswily  a  proper  topic  for  debate  here;  but  the  honor- 
ible  Senators  cannot  expect  to  assail  doctrinef  alleged 
by  them  to  be  peculiar  to  South  Carolina,  without  finding 
them  sustained  here  as  well  as  elsewhere.  I  shall  there- 
fore, in  reply  to  the  Senators  fi^>m  Kentucky  and  Maine, 
nuintain,  first,  that  the  tariff,  for  protection,  is  not  consti- 
tutional; and,  in  the  second  place,  that  the  States,  by  their 
reserred  rights,  may  declare  them  so.  The  power  to  en- 
force the  protecting  duties  is  derived  from  two  clauses  in 
the  constitution. 

Pint,  under  the  revenue  clause:  and,  secondly,  under 
the  clause  regulating  commerce. 

I  will  consider  these  separately;  and  here  let  me  re- 
matt  that  the  constitutionahty  of  any  tax  must  be  a  ques- 
tion of  degree,  rather  than  principle:  or,  more  properly 
speakii^,  the  principle  must  depend  upon  the  degree.  In 
our  Stale  Legislatures,  where  the  taxing  power  is  suppos 
nl  to  be  indefinite,  it  may,  by  being  pushed  too  fiir,  be 
come  unconstitutional.  A  State  law,  imposing  ninety-nine 
cents  tax  upon  every  dollar  of  the  capital  of  an  individual, 
without  some  overwhelming  necessity,  would  be  resisted, 
and  the  United  States'  court  would  be  resorted  to,  to  check 
the  State  Government  against  such  an  act  of  confiscation. 
But  in  the  Federal  Government,  which  is  one  of  limited 
character,  it  must  always  be  able  to  show  a  warrant  in  the 
charter  for  what  it  does;  the  extent  of  a  tax  must  neces- 
nrily  determine  the  right  to  impose  it;  hence  the  motive 
becomes  important,  and,  strictly  speaking,  ought  always 
to  appear.  As  Uie  opinions  of  Hr.  Hamilton  have  often 
been  adverted  to  on  this  subject,  let  us  see  what  he 
Bfs  on  the  extent  to  which  the  impost  taxes  may  be  ear- 
ned. In  page 77  oftbe Federalist,  he  says  "It  is,  therefore, 
erident  that  one  National  Government  would  be  able,  at 
muchless  expense,  to  extend  the  duties  on  imports  beyond 
a)nipaiifon,fiirther  than  would  be  practicable  to  the  States, 
•eparately,  or  to  any  partial  confederacies;  hitherto,  I  be- 
tete  it  may  be  safely  asserted  that  these  duties  have  not, 
00  an  average,  exceeded  in  anyone  State  three  per  cent. 
In  Fnnce,  they  are  estimated  at  fifteen  per  cent,  and  the 
proportion  is  i^l  greater  in  Great  Britain;  there  seems  to 
be  nothing  to  hinder  their  being  increased  in  this  country 
toat  least  treble  their  present  amount." 

It  has  not  been  pretended,  in  this  debate,  that  to  pro- 
vide for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare,  en- 
larges the  taxing  power  beyond  the  objects  especially 
entnisted  to  the  care  of  Congress.  But  it  is  said  it  is  a 
necesnry  incident  to  the  revenue  power  to  protect  do- 
"lestic  manufactures;  and  a  reference  has  been  made  to 
the  address  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention,  as  conceding 
"lis  right 

Before  I  proceed  to  consider  this  as  an  incidental  power, 
Itt  me  listen  it  down  as  a  substantive  one.  The  amiment  of 
"le  Virginia  resolutions,  on  this  question,  as  wellas  the  ar- 
rnnent  in  the  Pederafist,  both  attributed  to  Mr.  Madison,  is 
» conclusive,  that  the  boldest  advocates  for  construction 
seem  to  abandon  the  idea  of  resorting  to  those  general 
phitscs,  "  common  defence  and  general  welfare,"  as  con- 
fcning  any  substantive  power.  What,  then,  have  you  the 
Jiglrt  to  impose  a  tax  for  >  Nothing,  but  to  effect  some  ob- 
J<rt,  which  the  Govemment  may  desire  money  to  consum- 
JJ**,  under  the  express  provisions  of  the  constitution, 
"•ere  is  no  power  to  spend  money  in  the  protection  of 
■aaufartures;  and  hence  yoo  have  not  the  right  to  impose  a 


tax  for  that  object.  I  now  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
this  incidental  power.  It  is  said  that  the  first  act  of  Con- 
gress, Uying  duties,  maintained  the  protecting  principle, 
as  it  is  established  by  the  reciting  clause,  or  preamble.  1^ 
adverting  to  the  debate  on  ttiis  bill,  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
was  throughout  considered  as  a  financial  measure;  there 
was  great  opposition  to  this  mode  of  taxation,  and  the  in- 
troduction into  the  act  of  this  preamble  was  to  increase  its 
patronage,  by  inducing  those  opposed  to  it,  as  a  species  of 
taxation,  to  look  to  the  effect  of  the  law,  rather  than  the 
cause  of  it.  As  it  was,  in  point  of  &ct,  a  revenue  measure, 
it  could  do  no  harm  to  introduce  one  of  its  incidents  into 
the  preamble;  for  it  was  unquestionably  true  that  it  afford- 
ed protection  to  the  precise  extent  that  it  levied  a  tax  on 
importation.  This  incidental  power  is  claimed  both  under 
the  revenue  and  commercial  clause.  I  will  illustrate  my 
position  by  some  examples,  and  the  argument  may  be  con-  . 
ndered  as  applicable  to  each.  It  has  been  affirmed  by  the 
Senators  from  Maine  and  Tennessee,  that  you  cann<4  ex- 
amine the  motive  to  the  law.  lliis  1  deny,  and  maintain 
that  no  law,  enacted  by  the  Federal  Government,  is  valid, 
unless  supported  by  a  constitutional  motive. 

The  regulation  of  the  affairs  of  the  household  is  vested 
in  the  head  of  the  fiunily.  A  parent  has  the  right,  for  a 
lawful  purpose,  to  chastise  his  child,  to  improve  his  tem- 
per and  manners)  the  power  to  enforce  such  regulations 
is  given  to  advance  tite  interest  and  welfare  of  the  child; 
the  legahty  of  the  act  may,  or  rather  must,  depend  upon 
the  motive.  If  a  parent  were  to  punish,  under  this  inde- 
finite power,  a  ch'dd,  because  he  did  not  steal,  or  commit 
a  crime,  the  legality  of  that  punishment  migitt  be  ques< 
tioned  in  any  court,  and  the  parent  made  answerable 
therefor.  The  same  of  a  roaster,  and  his  sUve,  or  ap- 
prentice; under.the  general  rig^t  to  regulate  the  labor  of 
such,  noincideotal,  unlawful  purpose  can  he  consummated. 
We  are  too  apt,  in  considering  this  question,  to  resolve 
the  incident  into  the  principal.  It  cannot  be  denied  but 
many  original,  substantive  powers  may  be  so  executed  a* 
to  effect  incidental  benefits.  We  must,  however,  never 
lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  mere  incidental  power  can- 
not be  lawfully  converted  into  the  principal  one. 

Among  other  illustrations  of  this  question,  I  will  relate  a 
story  of  a  gfentlemau  who  once  went  to  reclaim  a  female 
iunatic  from  a  singular  habit,  which  she  had  adopted,  of 
sleeping  among  cowa.  In  a  clear  moonlight  nig^t,  he 
wrapped  himself  up  in  a  sheet,  andadvancM  towards  the 
unfortunate  ladyi  bis  purpose,  the  surrounding  objects, 
the  wild  countenance  of  the  maniac,  were  by  no  means 
calculated  to  give  his  judgment  the  entire  ascendancy  over 
his  imagpination;  and,  after  strolling  about  the  unfortunate 
girl,  she  at  last  saw  him,  and  without  alarm  she  said,  Ah! 
a  white  devil!  and,  looking  at  his  shadow,  and  a  black  devil 
too!  With  this  he  cast  a  hasty  glance  over  his  shoulders, 
saw  his  shadow,  became  panie  struck,  and  moved  off; 
when  she  cried,  "run,  bUck  devil;  catch  white  devil!" 
and  the  poor  frightened  ghost  was  riut  down  by  his  own 
shadow.  The  advocates  of  the  tariff  seize  with  more  than 
insane  quickness  the  incidental  protection  afforded  by 
legitimate  revenue,  to  run  down  the  principal,  thereby 
making  the  sludow  conquer  the  substance. 

Ag^n,  sir,  I  will  state  a  case,  furnishing  my  opinion  of 
the  incidental  and  pinncipal  power  of  Govemment  on  tliis 
subject.  Suppose  the  commissioners  of  roads  called  on 
to  by  out  a  new  road,  and,  in  doing  so,  they  come  to  a 
swamp,  which  requires  an  embankment  to  be  thrown  up; 
and  while  they  are  deliberating  where  they  shall  locate  the 
road,  a  person  who  has  a  mill  seat  comes  forward  and  says, 
it  does  not  concern  the  public  where  this  road  is  laid 
down;  I  have  a  valuable  mill  seat  which  will  be  service- 
able to  the  neighborluiod;  1  suggest  the  propriety  of  lo- 
cating the  road,  so  that  the  embankment  may  be  con- 
verted into  my  mill  dam,  and  thereby  the  labor  saved  to 
me  of  making  Uiis  dam.  It  being  a  matter  of  indifference 
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to  the  commissioners  where  the  road  is  laid  out,  this  con- 
cession is  made  to  the  individual;  he  avails  himself  of  this 
public  act,  the  main  inducement  to  which  is  the  comple- 
tion of  the  highway,  and  he  incidentally  is  benefited  to  the 
whole  extent  of  the  labor  bestowed  on  the  embankment. 
Thus  the  public  executes  its  original  substantive  purpose, 
and  the  individual  takes  the  incidental  benefit  But  let 
me  ask,  with  what  grace  would  this  same  individual  de- 
mand of  the  commissioners  of  the  road  to  set  about  and 
erect  a  mill  dam  for  him  where  no  road  was  intended,  or 
demanded  by  the  public?  And  yet  this  would  not  be  more 
proposterous  than  the  manufacturers  now  insisting  that 
because  protection  to  the  extent  of  the  revenue  has  here- 
tofore been  extended,  that,  tlierefore,  now  they  must  have 
protection  when  revenue  is  not  wanting. 

Latterly  tlie  advocates  of  the  protecting  system,  finding 
the  revenue  power  not  sufficiently  strong  to  buUd  their 
hopes  upon,  have  resorted  to  the  clause  in  which  the  right 
to  regulate  foreign  commerce  among  the  States  is  con- 
founded. Let  me  examine  this  view  of  the  subject  for  a 
moment.  Neither  the  history  of  the  times,  the  contempo- 
raneous commentaries,  nor  the  proper  import  of  these 
words,  can  be  relied  on  as  sustaining  this  construction. 
The  object  in  conferring  on  the  Federal  Government  the 
power  to  regulate  commerce,  was  to  improve,  facilitate, 
and  add  new  life  thereto.  Under  the  old  confederation, 
foreign  nations  refused  to  form  commercial  arrangements, 
because  we  presented  a  broken  surface  and  a  mutilated 
front;  each  State  adopting  its  own  commerdal  code.  One 
of  the  main  inducements  to  the  cluinge  of  the  confedera- 
tion, was  to  enable  the  Federal  Government  to  act  as  an 
entire  nation  in  its  foreign  intercourse.  Hence  it  is  said, 
in  the  commentary  submitted  to  the  American  people  in  the 
Federalist: "  The  powers  delegated  to  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment are  few  and  defined.  Those  which  remain  with  State 
Governments  are  numerous  and  indefinite.  The  former 
will  be  exercised  principally  in  external  objects,  as  war, 
peace,  negotiation,  and  foreign  commerce;  with  which 
last,  the  power  of  taxation  will,  fur  the  most  part,  be  con- 
nected. The  powers  reserved  to  the  several  States  will 
extend  to  all  the  objects  which,  in  tlie  ordiiuu-y  course  of 
affairs,  concern  the  lives,  liberties,  and  property  of  the 
people;  and  the  internal  order,  improvement,  and  pros- 
perity of  the  State.  The  operations  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment will  be  most  extensive  and  important  in  time 
of  war  and  danger;  those  of  State  Governments  in  time  of 
peace  and  security.  The  administration  of  private  justice 
between  the  citizens  of  the  same  State,  the  supervision  of 
agriculture  and  other  concerns  of  a  similar  nature;  all 
those  tilings,  in  short,  which  .are  proper  to  be  provided 
for  by  local  legislation,  can  never  be  denrable  cases  of  a 
general  jurisdiction.  It  is  therefore  improbable  that  there 
should  exist,  a  disposition  in  the  federal  councils  to  usurp 
the  powers  with  which  they  are  connected." 
I  The  pretension  of  regulating  commerce  so  as  to  pro- 
tect domestic  manufactures,  is  not  avowed  here,  nor  can  it 
be  shown  that  it  ever  was  alleged  as  an  inducement  to 
the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Government,  other  than  as 
incidental  to  the  taxing  power. 

'I'here.«re  but  two  ways  to  regulate  commerce;  (he 
one  is  by  treaty,  the  other  by  legi&tion. 

Could  any  thing  be  more  absurd  or  offensive  to  the 
moral  sense  of  this  nation,  than  a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
nation,  stipulating  a  cessation  of  all  commerce  between 
the  two?  The  assumption  of  such  basis  for  a  treaty, 
would  be  treated  with  public  indignation,  and  the  people 
of  both  nations  would  soon  revise  s^ch  a  treaty.  I  defy 
the  production  of  any  case,  in  which  our  Government  has, 
under  the  power  of  regulating  commerce,  proposed  to 
cripple  ifby  treaty;  to  advance,  enlarge,  and  improve  it, 
is  the  great  object  of  our  commercial  treaties.  The  idea 
of  negotiating  witli  foreign  Powers,  to  destroy  commerce, 
is  so  ridiculous  and  absurd  that  no  one  will  pretend  tiiat 


the  treaty-making  power  can  be  resorted  to  for  the  pro- 
tection of  domestic  industry. 

But  it  is  said  we  can  do  this  by  legislation.     With  apro- 
per  motive,  I  admit  we  can  legislate  a  regulation  of  com, 
merce  into  existence,  not  to  protect  manufactures,  but  to 
countervail  foreign  restrictions.     It  was  lawful  and  consti- 
tutional for  our  Government  to  interdict  the  direct  trade 
between  tliis  country  and  the  British  West  Indies;  and  how 
so?  Not  to  increasethe  price  of  sugar  and  molasses,  or  to 
reduce  the  price  of  lumber  and  naval  stores;  but  to  restore 
the  reciprocal  and  equal  terms,  the  commerce  between 
the  British  and  American  possessions.      It  would  be  no 
more  coittitutional  to  prohibit  foreign  commerce  with  a 
view  to  domestic  protection,  than  to   make  treaties  to 
abolish  commerce.     The  power  was  not  confided  for  such 
purposes,  andwhensousedisfraudulentandvoid.  Butitit 
said  the  British  Government  refused  to  receive  our  bre»d 
stuffs;  and  therefore  we  can  refuse  to  receive  her  manu- 
factures.   Thb  is  not  the  true  motive.     The  British  com 
laws  were  in  force  long  since.     It  never  was  contended, 
upon  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  that  the  ezisteiice 
of  the  com   laws  in  England   would  give  an  iodefinile 
right  to  trammel  our  commerce  with  that  nation;  nor  is  it 
pretended  your  prohibitory  laws  are  enacted,  bona  jidt, 
with  a  view  to  retaliate  on  the  British  com  laws.    This 
was  an  afterthought,  resorted  to  to  give  color  to  legislation; 
adopted  avowedly  to  effect  what  was  denied  to  the  Gen^ 
ral  Government  by  the  convention.     The  power  to  regu- 
late commerce  with  forei^  nations,  and  among  the  States, 
is  given,  using  the  term  regulate,  as  common  to  both.    I 
will  ask,  can  Congress  prohibit  Tennessee  iron  from  being 
sold  ui  PitUburg,  under  the  power  to  regulate  commerce 
among  the  SUtes?  Or  would  the  power  to  prohibit  Western 
trade  in  live  stock  be  entertained  by  Congress,  to  foster 
the  farming  interest  of  the  South?    One  of  the  model 
proposed  by  Col.  Hamilton,  in  his  famous  report  on  msna- 
factures,  to  encourage  them,  was  to  prohibit  the  exporta- 
tion of  the  raw  material.     Would  any  one  on  this  floor 
avow  the  right  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of  cotton,  in  (ff- 
der  to  lessen  the  price  to  the  manufacturer?     Or  would 
any  one  be  countenanced  in  the  proposition  to  tax  domes, 
tic  manufactures  at  the  North,  and  to  enable  Uie  South 
to  engage  with  success  in  that  branch  of  industry  ?   Nevei^ 
iheless,  all  these  consequences  will  fairly  result  from  Uie 
assertion  of  the  power  to  regukte  commerce,  so  as  to  de- 
stroy it,  and  establish  one  branch  of  industry  on  the  ruins 
of  another.     But  it  ia  aud,  if  Congress  has  not  tins  power, 
it  is  extinct;  because  Uie  States  have  suiTendered  it    The 
States,  may  have  surrendered  this  power  witiiout  conler- 
ring  it  on  Congress.    There  are  some  things  which  cannot 
be  done  either  by  the  Federal  Government  or  the  Sta  » 
••  The  powers  not  delegated  to  Uie  United  States  by  tne 
constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  lesen- 
ed  to  the  States  respectively,  or  to  the  people."    TJiusjP; 
poses  there  may  be  some  powers  neither  granted  f 
United  States,  nor  retiuned  by  the  States,  which  may  »" 
remain  with  the  people.     Buthas  the  constitution  no'Pj^ 
vided  for  this  very  case,  by  conferring   on  the  .'**''^ 
States  tiiie  right  to  lay  taxes  and  impost  duties,  with  ^ 
consent  of  Congress?    If  this  power  was  not  conferrcd  tv 
this  precise  purpose,  it  is  clearly  a  nugatoi-y  one.    »  * 
evidently  intended  to  enable  such  States  as  wished  to  pre- 
lect her  citizens  against  foreign  competition,  to  do    . 
wiUi  Uie  consent  of  Congress,  and  at  Uie  expense  ol  uiok 
on  whom  the  tax  would  operate. 


The  genUeman  from  New  Jersey  supposes 


he  has  found 


an  "extinguisher"  for  Uiis  argument,  when  ^"1?*'^ 
the  State  tax  is  to  go  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  Sttra- 
Upon  mature  reflection,  I  think  he  wdl  not  find  this  so  cie^ 
It  is  admitted  that  Uie  tax  imposed  to  proUct  ao»^ 
manufactures,  is  paid  as  a  bounty  to  them;  and  me  <l 
tion  i?,  who  ought  to  bear  this  tax— those  who  impo^ 
those  who  resist  it?    If  it  be  so  important  to  a  state 
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■nttct  H*  own  iaditftrjr,  let  the  citizens  of  *ach  *  State 
Uuee  tbe  profit  and  loH  of  this  matter;  "  qui  arnUt  amt- 
moim,  itbit  tentire  metmmoium;"'  and  he  will  be  a  lit- 
tle cttefid  how  fiu:  he  taxei.  But  when  a  tax  is  laid  by 
ttoe  who  fcceiTe  the  benefit,  and  do  not  pay  it,  what 
lOBOMibili^  hare  you  afainst  unjoat  extortion  and  exac- 
fioB?  Ur.  liadisoo,  in  h»  letter  to  Mr.  Cabell,  states  his 
igraiige  that  this  coostniction  should  be  given  to  tte  clause 
nsdscoaaideraiiQn.  He  reasons,  to  show  Aat  this  clause 
ntoooafer  the  tight  on  the  States  to  provide  for  the 
aecotioB  of  their  inspection  laws.  This  would  not  have 
been  the  object,  since  the  right  to  pass  such  laws,  widtout 
Ike  ctMcot  of  Congress,  is  conceaed  by  the  rery  clause. 
"NoStsteshaU,  withoutthecoosentof  Congress,  lay  any 
impMl,  «r  duties  on  inqMrta  or  exports,  except  what  may 
be  ibnhitely  necessary  for  executing  its  inspection  laws. " 
Nov  what  is  absoltttely  necessary  for  executing  the  in- 
ipectioB  laws,  may  be  enacted  without  the  consent  of  Coa 
gns,  snd  cleariy  does  not  go  into  die  United  States'  trea- 
sDT,  nice  the  very  exception  confers  both  the  power  and 
te'ue  of  the  money.  Other  and  more  snbstuitial  taxes 
were  in  contemplation,  when  it  was  considered  proper  to 
reraiire  the  consent  of  Congress  to  permit  their  passage, 
advhen  those  who  paid  t^  taxes  are  required  to  forego 
(ke  benefit  of  them.  In  transferring  the  impinl  duti«i, 
bid,  with  the  consent  of  Congress,  by  the  State  Gorem- 
Bcnt,  from  the  State  treasury  to  the  United  States'  tresr 
my,  some  indireot  object  was  to  be  effected,  else,  in  con- 
cedhig  tbis  power  to  the  States,  the  nett  proceeds  would 
Mtbwe  been  abstracted  from  those  who  imposed  the  duty. 
I,  thereiore,  conclude  the  reasons  assigned  by  Mr.  Madison 
ve  not  ooocluaiTe. 

This  eboac  not  only  ftiralsbes  inherent  evidence  of  the 
(larposes  intended  to  be  effected,  but  we  have  the  opinion 
efoneof  the  ablest  delegates  to  the  convention,  that  this 
VIS  the  intention — I  mean  Lather  Martin.  He  ssys:  "By 
timauDe  section,  every  State  is  prohibited  from  laying  im- 
pMti,  or  duties  on  imports  or  exports,  without  the  permis- 
aon  of  the  General  Government  It  was  urged  that,  as 
ilmoat  all  louTces  of  taxation  were  (^ven  to  Congress,  it 
vniU  be  but  reaaooable  to  leave  the  States  the  power  of 
hcingiDg  money  into  their  treasuries  by  laying  a  duty  on 
etporti,  if  they  should  think  proper,  which  might  be  so 
Iptisnottomjure  or  disoourage  industry,  and  yet  might 
be  productive  of  considerable  revenue;  also,  that  there 
VgA  be  cases  in  which  it  would  be  proper,  for  the  pnir- 
poe  of  encooragiBg  manufactures,  to  lay  duties  to  prohibit 
the  exportation;  and  even,  in  addition  to  the  duties  laid  by 
Congtta  on  imports,  for  the  sake  of  revenue,  to  lay  aduty 
tsdiieliarge  the  importation  of  partionlar  articles  in  a  State, 
Is  cable  the  maaufitfturer  there  to  supphr  us  on  as  good 
ttnuss  they  could  be  obtained  from  a  foreign  market 
Hsrever,  the  moat  we  could  obtain  was  that  this  power 
>>{te  be  exerdsed  by  the  States,  with,  and  only  with,  the 
nownt  of  Congress,  and  subject  to  its  control ;  and  so 
"BOOS  were  they  to  seise  on  every  shilling  of  our  money 
f«  the  General  Government,  that  they  inasted  that  the  little 
tvmat  that  might  thus  arise  should  not  be  appropriated 
to  tbe  use  of  the  respective  States  «^ere  it  was  collected, 
but  dieald  be  paid  into  the  treasury  of  the  United  States; 
"A  accardin(^y  it  is  so  determined. " 

We  have  here  the  history  of  this  clause,  by  Mr.  Msrtin, 
''■'cctly  after  the  convention,  shewing  the  praint  debated, 
"id  the  point  decided  made  to  his  State;  not  founded  on 
'^  glimmering  recollection  of  years,  but  contemporane- 
°ndy  witii  the  adoptian  of  the  constitution.  Wlwn  you 
1^  St  the  words  of  this  clawe,  and  the  account  given  by 
Mr-  Martin, who  can  doubt  what  it  was  intended  to  effect' 
it  never  entered  the  mind  of  this  great  statesman  and  hw- 
Ter  that  the  power  to  reg^ulate  commerce  could  be  con- 
■Incd  ao  as  to  protect  mamifitdures.    This  idea  seems  to 

'  He  «k»  nevirct  the  kMMr,««(ltt  «■  fST  *ke  <■>. 


hate  originated  even  with  Mr.  Madison  at  a  period  subse- 
quent to  the  Virginia  resolutions;  for  we  find  him  going 
out  of  the  question  then  before  him,  to  reprobate  Mr. 
Hamilton's  report,  made  on  the  5th  December,  1791 — the 
report  referred  to  so  often  in  this  debate.  In  the  fiunous 
report  ofhis,  which  was  made  by  him  in  1799,  he  says:  "To 
these  indications  might  be  added,  without  looking  further, 
the  official  report  on  manufactures  by  the  late  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  the  report  of  the  committee  of  Con-  » 
g^ress  in  January,  1797,  on  the  protection  of  agriculture. 
In  the  first  of  these  it  is  expressly  contended  to  belong  to 
the  discretion  of  the  National  Leg^islature  to  pronounce 
upon  the  objects  which  concern  the  general  welfiu'e,  and 
for  whichgUnder  that  description,  an  appropriation  of  mo- 
ney is  requisite  and  proper.  And  there  seems  to  be  no 
room  for  a  doubt,  that  whatever  concerns  the  general  inte-  ' 
restsof  leamingiofag^riculture,  of  inanufiu:tures,and  of  com- 
merce, is  within  the  sphere  of  the  national  councils  as  far 
as  regards  an  application  of  money.  The  latter  report,"  sajrs 
Mr.  Madison,  "assumes  the  same  latitude  of  power  in  the 
national  councils,  and  applies  it  to  the  encouragement  of 
agriculture,  by  means  of  a  society  to  be  established  at  the 
seat  of  Government  Although  neither  of  these  .reports 
may  have  received  the  sanction  of  a  law  canying  it  into 
effect,  yet,  on  the  other  hand,  the  extraordinary  doctrine 
contained  in  both  has  passed  without  the  slightest  positive 
mark  of  disapprobation,  from  the  authority  to  which  it 
was  addressed." 

Can  it  be  doubted,  if  the  reports  here  animadverted  on 
had  based  themselves  upon  tiie  right  to  reguUte  commerce, 
the  same  anathema  would  not  have  been  pronounced^  The 
idea  had  not  tlien  occurred  either  to  Mr.  Hanfikon  or  Mr. 
Madison,  to  fasten  on  the  clause  to  re^hte  commerce,  to 
build  up  home  industry;  if  so,  why  this  dispute  about  the 
financial  power,  if  it  fiiirly  belonged  to  the  Government 
under  any  clause?  Why  reprobate  the  mere  assertion  of 
the  abstract  power  as  a  usurpation  ? 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  quoted  an  act  of  the 
Legislature  of  South  Carolina,  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  es- 
tablishing-manufikctures.  This  is  in  conformity  with  the 
very  theory  which  is  here  contended  for.  Let  the  States 
protect  their  own  manufactures.  South  Carolina  is  not 
opposed  to  manufactures;  she  is  only  opposed  to  taxing  the 
people  in  one  State  to  protect  the  manufactures  of  another, 
against  their  will,  and  without  a  lawftil  reason  to  do  so. 
Sir,  we  are  not  opposed  to  manufiictures  nor  internal  im- 
provement, when  carried  into  effect  by  State  authorities. 
We  have  spent  liberally  our  funds  for  internal  improve- 
ment We  have  not  asked  the  Federal  Government  to  aid 
our  manufiuitures,  nor  help  us  to  make  our  roads.  Our 
opposition  is  to  the  consolidation  of  all  power  in  the  Fede- 
ral Government,  by  which  the  union  ofthe  States  will  be 
destroyed,and  our  free  institutions  yield  to  a  Government 
more  vigorous,  more  energetic.  Nothing  but  a  despotism 
can  make  the  legishtion  ofthe  central  Government  acqui- 
esced in,  when  it  interferes  with  the  every-day  transac- 
tions of  life  of  a  people  who  live  in  this  \-ast  continent.  It 
is  this  which  Mr.  Jefferson  considers  worse  than  a  dis- 
union. And  yet  the  rapid  strides  made  by  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment to  consolidation  and  despotism  create  no  alarm. 
Extreme  powers  are  pressed  without  the  least  concern  as 
to  results,  and  the  warning  voices  of  Washington  and  Jef- 
ferson are  treated  as  the  idle  vrind.  Sir,  the  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  will  search  in  vain  in  the  history  of  the 
times,  or  the  journal  ofthe  convention,  for  the  powernow 
claimed.  If  this  power  had  been  avowed  and  muntained 
as  conferred  by  the  constitution,  this  Government  would 
not  have  been  formed.  The  agricultural  States  would 
not  have  become  parties  to  the  compact,  knowing  that 
their  right  would  be  so  affected.  This  matter  does  not 
depend  upon  inference  or  application.  By  referring  to  the 

1  journal  of  the  convention,  it  will  be  seen  this  power  was 
expressly  denied. 
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«  To  establish  public  institutions,  rewards  and  immuni- 
ties for  tiie  promotion  of  agriculture,  commerce,  trades, 
and  mandfaetures,"  were  proposed  and  rejected.  I  have 
not  seen,  either  in  the  journal,  debates,  or  commentaries, 
by  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  Jay,  one  sinele  expression  fa- 
voring the  idea  th^t  this  power  was  conlerred,  except  as 
a  mere'  incident  to  revenue.  [Here  Mr.  M.  referred  to 
the  opinions  of  Messrs.  Jefferson,  Hamilton,  Madison,  &c., 
to  show  that  this  power  was  not  supposed  to  be  conferred.] 
The  whole  argument  upon  the  adoption  of  the  first  tarin 
turned  upon  the  measure  as  a  financial  one,  and  the  naked 
question  of  protection,  as  a  constitutional  rig^t,  is  no- 
where to  be  found,aIthou^  it  may  often  have  been  advert- 
ed to  as  an  incident  to  the  substantive  power  of  revenue. 
In  that  point  of  view,  it  is  not  now  resisted.  The  argument 
might  be  rested  on  this  single  interrogation:  would  the 
advocates  of  this  system  venture  to  lay  a  direct  tax  on  the 
nation,  either  as  a  commercial  or  financial  arrangement, 
and  give  the  product  to  the  manufacturers  to  enable  them 
to  keep  up  their  establishments^  If  they  would  not  ven- 
ture to  do  so  directly,  by  what  authority  can  .they  do  so 
indirectly?  Sir,  the  people  of  South  Carolina  believe 
these  laws  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  they  believe  further 
that  they  have  the  right  to  declare  them  so.  In  this  they 
may  err.  But  we  have  it  from  the  eloquent  apostle,  the 
great  champion  of  christian  faith,  that  "Those  who  know 
not  the  law,  yet  do  the  things  contained  in  the  law,  their 
consciences  shall  be  a  law  unto  them."  TheSenate  ought 
to  keep  in  mind  this  fact,  that  such  is  the  opinion,  the 
honest  and  fearless  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
at  least  one  of  the  States.  That  they  have  not  heretofore 
carried  out  their  opinions,  is  owing  to  their  unwillingness 
to  put  themselves  appareiriJy  in  opposition  to  what  should 
be  the  constituted  authority  of  the  nation,  its  legislative 
enactments.  Sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  travelled 
out  of  this  debate  to  reprimand  South  Carolina  for  her  po- 
litical faith,  and  has  g^van  in  his  experience  in  this  matter. 
I  have  understood  the  Senator  from  Maine  to  be  a  profess- 
ed follower  of  Mr.  Jeflerson,  a  republican  in  principle, 
and  a  fi-iend  to  the  States  in  practice.  However,  do  his 
sentiments  on  this  subject  comport  with  such  suppomtions? 
He  informs  us  that  he  has  always  been  the  consistent  ad- 
vocate of  the  supremacy  of  Congress:  tliat  the  States 
sometimes  have  put  on  airs,  but  they  have  always  been 
wrong,  and  that  South  Carolina  is  particularly  reprehen- 
sible for  the  opinions  put  forth  by  her.  I  do  not  envy  the 
gentleman  the  complaisance  he  derives,  by  the  reference 
to  his  consistency  and  supposed  orthodoxy. 

The  doctrine  of  divine  right,  and  pasave  obedience,  has 
no  charms  for  me.  If  I  thought  as  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  I  would  not  avow — I  would  conceal  it.  His  senti- 
ments accord  with  the  prerogative  party — the  Govern- 
ment part^.  I  speak  not  in  the  sense  in  which  the  terms 
are  used  in  this  country — not  in  the  odious  association 
connected  witl»  our  revolutionary  history — but  as  the 
terms  are  used  in  England,  when  I  say  the  sentiments  of 
the  Senator  from  Maine  would  locate  him  with  the  tory 
party.  In  every  free  country,  having  the  claim  to  consti- 
tutional liberty,  mankind  will  divide  into  those  who  take 
sides  with  the  power,  and  those  who  take  sides  with  the 
people..  The  old  English  whig  is  not  the  less  a  fnend  of 
his  country,  and  the  enemy  of  anarchy  and  revolution,  be- 
cause he  resists  the  power  of  the  crown,  and  maintains 
the  constitutional  rights  of  the  people.  The  principles  of 
South  Carolina  are  the  whig  principles — the  principles 
which  dethroned  the  Stuarts,  and  achieved  our  revoluUon. 
They  are  the  principles  which  brought  Mr.  Jefferson  into 
]>ower,  and  upon  which  the  maintenance  of  our  constitu- 
ti(inal  liberty  rests.  Our  jcreed  may  be  summed  up  in 
this — the  declaration  of  our  right  to  resist  encroachment 
and  usurpation,  and  the  determination  to  use  the  reserved 
rights  of  the  people  against  the  assumed  power  of  the 
Goremment.    The  avowal  of  these  opimons  calls  forth 


the  arnmadverson  and  reprehension  of  the  Senators  frain 
Kentucky  and  Maine.  Let  me  tell  the  Senators  that  then 
is  nothing  in  the  qualities  of  these  sentiments,  neither  ii 
the  sources  whence  they  sprang,  the  effects  they  hue 
produced,  nor  their  moral  influence  upon  civil  society, 
which  is  calculated  to  bring  a  blush  upon  the  cheek  ol 
those  who  avow  them.  We  believe  the  people  did  nol 
invest  this  Government  with  absolute  and  supreme  power; 
that  some  rights  were  reserved  to  the  people  of  the  Statesj 
as  States;  and  that  the  people  of  the  States  must,  fram  nc. 
cesNty,  he  the  guardian  of  their  rigiits.  It  is  idle  totdl 
me  I  have  ri^ts  which  I  have  no  means  to  enforce.  It  is 
a  mere  illusion  to  tell  me  that  the  States  have  rights,  u 
opposed  to  the  Federal  Government,  and  that  those  rights 
are  to  be  protected  by  the  Federal  Government.  It  is  com- 
mitting the  lamb  to  the  wolf.  There  is  no  difference  be- 
tween a  right  which  does  not  exist,  and  a  right  which  can. 
not  be  enforced.  I  place  no  value  on  an  imperfect  rij^t: 
a  private  title  to  lands,  where  the  statute  of  frauds  uin 
force,  is  no  title  at  all.  It  is  a  solemn  mockery  to  tell  tlie 
States  that  they  have  certain  rights  reserved,  but  they  can 
be  ascertained  only  by  subtracting  them  from  those  which 
the  Federal  Government  may  choose,  without  control  or 
restraint,  to  exercise.  I  can  illustrate  my  opinions  at 
this  subject  with  no  more  force  than  by  relating  a  familiir 
and  friendly  conversation  with  one  of  my  constituents  on 
the  disputed  powers  of  the  two  Governments.  He  toU 
me  he  was  opposed  to  the  doctrine  of  nulhiication,  but 
asked  my  opmion  upon  the  matter;  whereupon,  I  got  out 
of  my  sulky,  and  marked  on  the  ground  a  square,  and 
said  to  him,  "  Now,  these  lines  contain  the  whole  ofiroiir 
land;  you  sell  half  to  me,  with  the  usual  covenants;  1  take 
possession,  and  very  soon  begin  to  trespass  bevond  what 
you  sold  mei  you  protest  against  this,  and  ask  by  what 
authority  I  pass  the  Une;  to  which  I  reply,  it  is  true  the 
bounds^  expressed  in  the  premises  of  your  deed  has  been 
passed  by  me,  but  there  is  a  clause — the  habendnm,  which 
says  I  am  to  have  and  to  hold  the  land,  together  with  all 
rights,  appurtenances,  &c.  thereunto  incident,  or  any. 
wise  appertaining.  Now,  one  of  these  incidental  righta 
is  just  to  take  as  much  of  your  reserved  land  as  suits ny 
convenience,  or  my  interest.  To  this  you  reply,  this  a  not 
a  fair  construction  of  the  deed.  Very  well,  we  will  go  to 
law;  but  who  is  to  decide.'  When  I  gravely  tell  yon,  my 
servant,  my  faithful,  intelligfent  servant  is  to  decKle;  h^ 
and  he  ordy,  shall  decide  this  matter — would  not  your 
indignation  rise  at  the  avowid  of  such  unparalleled  injus- 
tice and  effrontery?" 

With  this  illustration  I  left  my  friend  to  his  reflections, 
and  the  next  time  I  saw  him  he  infimned  me  he  was  now  for 
nullification;  he  saw,  very  clearly,  that  the  States  had  no 
rights,  unless  they  had  seme  way  of  protecting  them. 

Would  any  man  in  his  senses  make  a  bargain  such  as  is 
here  described,  and  confer  on  the  person  interested  the 
right  to  appoint,  pay,  and  dismiss  the  person  who  a  to 
decide  on  it.'  This  is  the  pretennon  set  up  by  tlie  G*"*- 
ral  Government,  to  construe  ito  own  charter,  and  take 
what  it  pleases,  and,  in  case  of  resistance,  to  refer  ft< 
matter  to  ito  creatures,  liable  to  be  operated  on  by  in- 
creased salaries,  or  the  judgment  uifluenced  by  additional 
selected  incumbents.  Instead  of  creating  a  batch  of  new 
peers,  you  can  create  a  batch  of  manutacturing  judges- 
If  we  become  a  party  to  a  compact  containing  such  pro- 
visions, we  are  bound  to  subnut;  but  it  must  be  very  clear 
language  which  would  satisfy  a  rational  mind  ^^ 
intelligent  people  would  so  compromise  their  "S"'*; 
Against  such  a  conclusion  we  have  the  great  nsmea  ot 
Washington,  JefferK>n,  Madison,  Hamilton,  f'f^ 
Roane,  and  McKean,  backed  by  the  great  body  of  the 
democratic  party.  ^. 

Sir,  I  have  said  we  have  these  great  ■""''"•  .''Jfr!. 
common  sense,  the  fair  construction  of  the  ^S'  .  ■ ' 
guage,  and  our  Anglo-Saxon  notions  of  liberty,  to  wsw 
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tM.    Genertl  Wsihington,  in  bis  farewell  addreas,  makes 
tbe  following  observation: 

"It  is  important,  likewise,  that  the  habits  of  thinking, 
m  a  free  couBtry,  diould  inspire  caution  in  those  entrusted 
with  it*  admiMStration,  to  confine  themselves  within  their 
respective  constitutional  spheres,  avoiding,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  powers  of  one  department,  to  encroach  upon 
aaother.  The  spirit  of  encroachment  tends  to  consoli- 
date tbe  powers  of  all  the  departments  in  one.  Mid  thus  to 
create,  whatever  the  form  of  government^  a  real  despot- 
im.  A  just  estimate  of  that  love  of  power,  and  prone- 
nesi  to  abuse  it,  which  predominates  in  the  human  heart, 
is  »Scient  to  satisfy  us  of  the  truth  of  this  position.  The 
neceaity  of  reciprocal  <diecks  in  the  exercise  of  political 
poinr,  by  dividing  and  distributing  it  into  different  de- 
poaitaries,  and  constitutin|r  each  the  guardian  of  the 
public  weal  against  invasion  by  the  others,  has  been 
e*iaoed  by  experiments,  ancient  and  modem:  some  of 
(kem  in  our  own  country,  and  under  our  eyes.  To  pre- 
serve them  must  be  as  necessary  as  to  institute  them.  If, 
is  tbs  opinion  of  tbe  people,  the  distribution  or  modifica- 
tioa  of  the  constitutional  powers  be,  in  any  particular, 
wrong,  let  it  be  corrected  by  an  amendment  in  the  way 
which  the  constitution  designates.  But  let  there  be  no 
cliange  by  usurpation:  for  though  this,  in  one  instance, 
may  be  the  instrument  of  good,  it  is  Uie  customary  wea- 
fmt  by  which  free  Governments  are  destroyed.  The 
precedent  must  always  greatly  overbalance,  in  permanent 
evil,  uij  partial  or  transient  benefit  which  the  use  can, 
atuytuae,  yield." 

What  is  the  meaning  of  the  necessity  of  reciprocal 
<^^txk.t '»  the  exercise  of  political  power,  by  dividing  and 
(fislributing  into  different  depositories,  and  constituting 
escti  the  guardian  of  die  public  weal  against  the  invason 
of  the  other,  unless  it  means  that  the  States  who  have  po- 
utol  tights,  as  opposed  to  federal  rights,  must  be  the 
guardian  of  them  ?  Tbe  fiither  of  his  eounti^  has  caution- 
ed (gainst  consolidating  all  power  into  the  hands  of  the 
Fedeiri  Government,  and  its  tendency  to  despotism.  He 
hss  not  only  pointed  out  the  danger,  but  suggested  the 
'^''dy — tbe  constituting  each  power  the  guardian  of  the 
public  weal  against  invasion  by  the  other. 
.  ^'  "f  "I"*'  ^'^  Colonel  Hamilton — not  in  the  convcn- 
tiwi,  insisting  what  the  constitution  should  be,  nor  in  the 
Treasury  Department,  carrying  out  his  high-toned  princi- 
ples, but  in  ha  addreas  to  the  people  of  the  States,  per- 
vading them  to  adopt  the  constitution,  and  giving  a  com- 
menUty  which  has  always  been  considered  almost  as 
tjuxiiiig  as  the  text.  He  maintjuns,  in  various  numbers, 
we  powers  and  righU  of  the  States,  as  will  be  seen  by 
reference  to  his  writings  in  the  Federalist. 

"If »  number  of  political  societies  enter  into  a  larger 
poutical  society,  the  laws  which  the  latter  may  enact,  pur- 
soiit  to  the  powers  entrusted  to  it  by  its  constitution, 
iMst  necessarily  be  supreme  over  those  societies,  and  the 
'™J'*i»ls  of  whom  tliey  are  composed.  But  it  will  not 
™l«w  fitim  this  doctrine  that  acts  of  the  larger  society, 
»™li  are  not  pursuant  to  its  constitutional  power,  But 
"•"eh  are  invasions  of  the  readuary  authorities  of  the 
a»«Uer  societies,  will  become  the  supreme  law  of  the 
Mi  These  will  be  merely  aoU  of  usurpation,  and  will 
««me  to  be  twated  as  such."  Such  a  law,  he  says 
*g»«.  "  would  not  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  but 
a  usurpation  of  power  not  granted  by  the  constitution." 

"It  may  safely  be  received  as  an  axiom  in  our  political 
9*eia,  th«t  the  State  Government  will,  in  all  possible 
<«>bagencies,  afford  complete  security  ag^ainst  invasions 
« the  public  liberty  by  the  national  authority.  Projects 
of  usurpation  cannot  be  masked  under  pretence  so  likely 
to  escape  the  penetration  of  select  bodies  of  men  as  of  the 
people  at  large." 

"Power  being  dmost  always  the  rival  of  power,  the 
wnenl  Government  will,  at  all  times,  stand  ready  to 
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check  the  usurpations  of  tbe  State  Government;  and  these 
will  have  the  same  dispomtion  towards  tbe  General  Go- 
vernment. Tha  people,  by  throwing  themselves  into 
either  scale,  will  make  it  preponderate.  If  their  rights 
are  invaded  by  either,  they  can  make  use  of  the  other  as 
the  instrument  of  redress.  How  wise  will  it  be  in  them, 
by  cherishing  the  Union,  to  preserve  for  themselves  an 
advantage  which  can  never  be  too  hi^ly  prized." 

"  In  the  compound  republic  of  America,  the  power  sur- 
rendered by  the  people  is  first  divided  between  two  dis- 
tinct Governments,  and  then  the  power  allotted  to  each 
subdivided  among  distinct  and  separate  departments. 
Hence  a  double  security  arises  to  the  rights  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  different  Governments  will  control  each  other, 
at  tbe  same  time  that  each  will  be  controlled  by  the  peo- 
ple." 

"  It  is  well  known  that,  in  the  Roman  republic,  the  le- 
gislative authority,  in  the  last  resort,  resided  for  ages  in 
two  different  political  bodies — not  as  branches  of  the  same 
legislature,  but  as  distinct  and  independent  legislatures, 
irt  each  of  which  an  opposite  interest  prevailed — in  one 
the  Patrician,  in  the  other  tbe  Plebian.  Many  arguments 
might  have  Jieen  adduced  to  prove  the  unfitness  of  two 
such  seemingly  contradictory  authorities,  each  having 
power  to  annul  or  repeal  the  acts  of  the  other.  But  a 
man  would  have  been  regarded  as  frantic  who  should  have 
attempted,  at  Rome,  to  disprove  their  existence.  And 
yet  these  two  legislatures  existed  for  ag^s,  and  the  Ro- 
man republic  attained  to  the  pinnacle  of  human  p«atness." 

Mr.  Jefferson,  in  the  Kentucky  resolutions,  nuuntains 
the  doctrine  we  contend  for,  in  terms  not  to  be  mistaken: 
he  who  runs  may  read  it.  The  following  sentiments  from 
the  pen  of  that  great  man  cover  the  whole  j^roond: 

"  Tbe  several  States  composing  the  United  State*  of 
America  are  not  united  on  the  principle  of  uniiimted  «lb- 
Diission  to  the  General  Government;  but  that  by  c(Rn|>act, 
under  the  style  and  title  of  a  constitution  for  the  United 
States,  and  of  amendments  tliereto,  they  constituted  a  Ge- 
neral Government  for  special  purposes;  delegated  to  that 
Government  certain  definite  powers,  reserving,  each  State 
to  itself,  the  residuary  mass  of  right  to  tbeir  own  self- 
gfovernment^  and  that,  whensoever  the  General  Govern- 
ment assumes  undelegated  powers,  its  acts  are  unauthori- 
tative, void,  and  of  no  force;  that  to  this  compact  each 
State  acceded,  as  a  State,  and  as  an  integral  party,  its 
co-States  forming  to  itself  the  other  party;  that  tibe  Go- 
vernment, created  by  this  compact,  was  not  made  the  ex- 
clusive or  final  judg^  of  the  extent  of  the  powen  dde- 
gated  to  itself— since  that  would  have  made  its  diseretton, 
and  not  the  constitution,  the  measure  of  its  power;  but 
that,  as  in  all  cases  of  compacts  among  parties  having  no 
common  judge,  each  party  has  an  equal  right  to  judge 
for  itself,  as  well  of  infractions  as  of  the  mode  and  measure 
of  redress." 

In  tlie  Virgmia  resolutions,  from  tbe  pen  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son, we  find  the  following  position  maintained: 

"  It  appears  to  your  committee  to  be  a  pbon  principle, 
founded  m  common  sense,  illustrated  by  common  prac- 
tice, and  essential  to  the  nature  of  compacts,  that,  where 
resort  can  be  had  to  no  tribun^  superior  to  tbe  authority 
of  the  parties,  the  parties  themsdres  must  be  the  rightful 
judges  in  the  last  resort,  whether  the  bargain  has  been 
pursued  or  violated. 

"The  constitution  of  the  United  States  wa*  fonwed  by 
the  sanction  of  the  States,  g^ven  by  each  in  its  forere^ 
capacity.  It  adds  to  the  sUbiliQr  and  dignity,  as  well  as 
to  the  authority  of  tbe  constitution,  that  it  rests  on  this  le- 
gitimate and  solid  foundation.  Tbe  States^  then,  being  the 
parties  of  the  constitutional  compact,  and  in  their  sove- 
reign capacity,  it  f(dlow8,of  necesnty,  that  there  can  be  no 
tribunal  above  their  authority,  to  decide,  in  tite  last  reswt, 
whether  the  compact  is  made  by  them  or  violated,  and  con- 
sequently that,  as  parties  to  it,  they  must  thenwdre*  de- 
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cide,  in  the  last  resort,  such  questions  as  may  be  of  suffi- 
cient magnitude  to  require  their  interposition." 

I  refer  to  this  report  for  its  own  intrinsic  and  unanswer- 
able reasoninc^;  not  because  it  is  the  opinion  of  Madison, 
but  because  me  principles  contained  in  that  report  were 
adopted  and  recognised  by  the  democratic  republican 
party.  This  great  civilian  was  at  that  time  in  the  prime  of 
life,  surrounded  by  patriots,  and  sustained  by  pure  princi- 
ples. That  bis  opinions,  before  or  afler  this  time,  should 
vary  from  this  report,  matters  nothing.  The  question  is, 
when  was  he  right?  In  the  convention,  when  be  avowed 
the  States  "  were  only  corporations,  having  the  power  to 
make  laws,  and  those  effectual  only,  if  they  are  not  contra- 
dictory to  tlie  :  general  confederation — when  he  avowed 
the  States  ought  to  be  placed  under  the  control  of  the 
General  Government,  at  least  as  much  so  as  they  were  un- 
der tlie  King  and  British  Parliament  ?  In  his  letter  to  the 
North  American  Review,  when  he  maintained  the  supre- 
macy of  the  federal  judiciary'  o/,  in  1799,  when  he  wrote 
his  masterly  commentary  on  tlie  principles  of  our  Govern- 
ment— ^to  be  found  in  the  State  paper  from  which  the 
above  is  an  extract? 

Sir,  we  rest  upon  the  great  names  to  which  I  have  refer- 
red.' Are  these  authorities  to  be  contemned  ?  and  is  South 
Carolina  put  under  the  ban,  whilst  she  follows  truth  and 
correct  principles,  illustrated  and  enforced  by  the  illustri- 
ous patnote  of  1776—1798? 

Let  us  advert  to  the  constitution  itself,  and  see  how  far 
its  plain  import  will  sustain  the  doctrine  that  the  rights 
of  the  States  are  alone  to  be  determined  by  the  federal 
judiciary. 

"The  judicial  power  shall  extend  to  all  cases  in  law  and 
equity,  arising  under  the  constitution,  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  treaties,  made,  or  which  shall  be 
made,  under  their  authority,"  sic. 

"In  all  cases  affecting  ambassadors,  other  public  mi- 
nisters, and  consuls,  and  those  in  which  a  State  shall  be  a 
party,  the  Supreme  Court  shall  have  original  jurisdiction, 
both  as  to  law  and  fact,  with  such  exceptions  and  under 
such  regulations  as  the  Congress  shall  make." 

There  is  no  mention  made  of  appeals  from  State  courts 
here.  Under  the  terms  "  such  regulations  as  Congress 
shall  make,"  are  the  States  chained  down. 

In  partitioning  out'the  federal  powers  between  the  ex- 
ecutive, legislative,  and  judicial  departments,  no  one 
should  suppose  that  the  States  can  be  considered  as  ad- 
verted to.  The  President  is  to  have  certain  powers,  Con- 
gress to  have  certain  powers,  and  the  judges  to  exercise 
certain  powers — all  obviously  federal  in  their  nature.  The 
President  is  not  to  see  a  State  law  executed;  Congress  is  not 
to  legislate  for  the  States;  and  why  is  it, that,  under  general 
phrases,  used  with  reference  to  the  partition  of  the  federal 
powers,  it  is  assumed  that  the  Supreme  Court  is  to  revise 
and  execute  judgments  of  the  State  courts?  If  the  State 
courts  bad  been  within  tlie  scope  of  the  meaning  of  inferior 
courts,  subject  to  the  appellate  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court,  whv  declare  that  they  should  be  bound  by  tlie  con- 
stitatioQ,  laws,  statutes,  in  a  distinct  and  separate  clause? 

We  are  told  by  the  Chi^f  Justice,  in  his  life  of  Washing- 
ton, that-the  federal  constitution  was  committed,  after  its 
adoption,  to  the  federal  party;  and,  it  seems,  what  it  lack- 
ed of  energy,  they  determined  to  acquire  by  legislation. 

The  judiciary  act  sprang  into  existence,  embodying 
principles  which  were  repudiated  in  the  convention,  and 
which,  to  a  certain  extent,  have  never  been  acquiesced  in, 
notwidistandingthe  ingenious  devices  resorted  to,  by  con- 
struction, to  subvert  the  authority  of  the  States. 

Without  denying  the  authority  of  the  judiciary  act, 
there  b  still  a  redeeming  spirit  in  the  constitution,  which 
rises  above  all  artifice,  and  bids  de6ance  to  every  scheme 
of  federal  subjugation.  So  long  as  the  trial  by  jury  shall 
be  preserved,  it  is  impossible  to  enslave  the  people  of  this 
commonwealth;  and  when  it  is  recollected  that  your  taws 


cannot  be  enforced  without  the  aid  of  juries,  whose  inte- 
rests and  prejudices  will  be  interposed  to  save  their  coun- 
trymen, federal  lenslation  and  federal  judges  are  impo- 
tent'and  powerless.  Tor  purposes  of  tyranny  and  oppresMon. 

It  is  true,  upon  a  late  occasion,  in  open  defiance  of  the 
principles  of  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  the  right  of  the 
trial  by  jury  has  been  violated,  and  the  liberty  of  her  citi- 
zens invaded  by  a  course  of  reasoning  as  arbitrary  and  des- 
potic as  ever  signalized  the  judgments  of  the  courts  during 
the  rdgn  of  tlie  Stuarts.  Such  infractions  upon  the  con- 
stitution cannot  be  successfully  repeated ;  and  if  they  should 
be,  the  State  authorities  have  complete  power  to  counter- 
act them;  and  we  have  no  right  to  presume  such  authority 
will  not  be  called  forth  in  vindication  of  this  palladium  of 
civil  liberty.  There  is  no  usurpation  against  which  I  would 
bring  tlie  reserved  rights  of  a  State  into  action  in  its  mo^ 
efficient  form,  sooner  than  in  maintaining  the  trial  by  jury. 

There  is  scarcely  any  law  in  which  1  woukl  not  acqui- 
esce, when  enforced  by  neighbors  and  friends — by  thoK 
having  similar  rights  and  sim'dar  feelings.  This  is  our  last 
peaceable  refuge — the  sanctuary  which  is  not  to  be  vio- 
lated without  State  authority  interposing  to  punish  the 
sacrilege. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  has  referred  to  Olmstead'scase 
in  Pennsylvania,  to  prove  the  folly  of  a  State  attempting 
to  resist  the  federal  authority;  and  has  humorously  spoken 
of  Gen.  Bright.  This  is  an  authority  on  our  side,  rather 
tiian  otlierwise;  it  shows  what  were  the  opinions  of  those 
truly  democratic  statesmen  Mid  patriots,  Snyder,  McKcin, 
and  Tilghman.  Can  any  doubt^  but  the  commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  would  have  prevailed  in  that  controversy, 
but  for  the  decision  of  her  own  chief  justice  against  her? 
And  although  he  decided  the  point  then  in  issue  against 
the  State,  he  still  maintained  the  right  of  the  State  judges 
to  protect  her  citizens  against  usurped  authority  by  the 
Federal  Government.  Olmstead's  case  no  more  proves 
the  want  of  power  in  the  State  autliorities  to  protect  her 
citizens'  rights,  than  tiie  case  of  Tassels  and  Cohen  proves 
the  want  of  authority  of  the  United  States'  court  to  protect 
dieir  citizens  against  State  usurpation. 

In  the  case  of  Olmstead,  Chief  Justice  Tilghman  main- 
tiuned  the  jurisdiction  of  tiie  State  court,  but  refused  to 
act  in  that  specific  instance.  In  the  case  of  Tassels  and 
Cohen,  the  Supreme  Court  did  precisely  the  same;  they 
considered  prudence  the  better  part  of  valor.  The  Fede- 
ral  Government  ought  to  be  cautious  how  it  tries  its 
strength.  The  Popes,  in  the  proudest  days  of  their  power, 
chose  to  govern  rather  by  fear  than  force.  Let  the  Se- 
nate remember,  Bonaparte  lost  his  throne  by  his  inarch  to 
Moscow.  The  Federal  Government  relies  more  on  its 
moral  than  physical  force  to  sustain  itself.  The  people 
owe  allegiance  to  two  separate  Governments,  and  may,  on 
a  conflict  of  authority,  elect  which  they  will  obey.  A 
judge  has  no  power,  without  the  poaat  comitaitu-  Fede- 
ral laws  cannot  be  enforced,  but  by  the  people  of  the 
States.  Tlie  laws  of  Congress,  and  the  laws  of  the  State, 
operate  upon  the  same  territory,  and  depend  on  one  peo- 
ple'for  their  execution;-where  they  conflict,  they  may  be 
considered  as  two  overseers  on  the  same  plantation,  giving 
contrary  orders;  the  slaves  may  elect  which  to  obey;  ana 
if  confusion  arises,  the  master  must  come  forward  and  ad- 
just the  difficulty,  control  the  overseers,  lay  down  the  rule 
and  enforce  it.  So  must  the  whole  people  of  the  United 
States,  who  are  the  only  master,  in  case  confusion  arises 
between  the  State  and  federal  jurisdiction,  come  forward' 
It  was  thus  they  did  in  the  case  of  Chisholm  against  the 
State  of  Georgia,  when  Georgia  refused  to  submit  to  the 
Supreme  Court  It  is  unwise  and  impolitic  for  this  &>• 
vcrnment  to  put  tiie  skill  of  the  Sute  Governments  to  the 
test,  in  eluding  and  baffling  its  laws.  If  a  SUte  Legisl»- 
ture  were  to  make  the  collection  of  duties  beyond  »  cer- 
tain extent  penal,  say  petit  larceny,  how  would  )ou  »« 
your  officer  from  the  consequences  incident  to  such  legis- 
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UtioD?  The  State  judges  woald  try,  the  juries  convict, 
and  the  sheriff  inflict  forthwith  the  punishment;  and  of 
wh»t  avail  would  your  writ  of  error  or  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion be,  8itpposin|;  it  to  exist,  which  is  not  conceded?  If 
you  persist  m  this  reckless  disregard  of  public  opinion, 
your  authority  in  certain  sections  of  the  Union  will  be  con- 
temned, scouted,  scoffed  at,  and  become  a  reproach  and 
aby-word.  Listen  to  what  that  able  and  enlightened  ju- 
rist. Chief  Justice  Parsons,  laid  down  upon  this  subject. 

"  An  act  of  usurpation  is  not  obligatory — it  is  not  law; 
any  man  may  be  justified  in  his  resistance  to  it:  let  him 
be  consdered  as  a  criminal  by  the  General  Government, 
yet  bis  own  fcUow-catizens  alone  can  convict  him — ihey 
lie  his  jury;  and  if  they  pronounce  him  innocent,  not  all 
the  powers  of  Congress  can  hurt  him — and  innocent  they 
certainly  will  pronounce  him,  if  the  supposed  law  which 
lie  rtasted  was  an  act  of  usurpation." 

Sir,  one-half  of  the  States  of  this  Union  have  avowed, 
and  acted  on  the  principle,  that  the  States  have  rights, 
and  the  means  of  enforcing  them.  Massachusetts,  Maine, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Connecticut,  Ohio, 
Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Alabama,  and  Kentuc- 
ky. And  the  Senator  from  Maine  is  entirely  mistaken 
in  supposing  they  have  always  been  vanquished  in  the 
controversy.  Sometimes  the  Federal  Government  has 
prevailed,  sometimes  the  States,  but  generally  good  sense 
and  mutual  forbearance  have  adjusted  the  controversy. 

Considering  the  situation  of  Maine  at  this  time,  the 
opinions  expressed  as  well  as  by  that  State  as  by  Massa- 
chusetts on  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  I 
think  the  Senator  from  Maine  maintains  bis  consistency 
rather  at  the  expense  of  public  opinion,  and  the  local  in- 
terest of  his  constituents;  and  there  is  but  one  ground  upon 
which  I  can  justify  his  course.  If,  by  loyalty  to  the  Fede- 
ral Government,  he  can  get  it  to  interpose  to  protect  the 
rights  of  Elaine,  it  will  be  better  than  to  let  Maine,  single 
handed,  struggle  for  them. 

The  Senator  from  Maine  thinks,  because  he  stood  up 
for  the  Federal  Government,  against  State  authority,  du- 
ring the  late  war,  that  he  has  a  right  now  to  take  to  him- 
sell  the  same  credit  for  standing  forth  its  champion  in  pro- 
found peace.  He  tells  us  the  times  have  changed,  and 
we  have  changed  with  them.  I  contend  that  it  was  per- 
fectly right  in  the  gentleman  to  sustain  the  Government 
of  the  Union  during  the  war;  and  equally  right  now  to 
sustain  the  Government  of  the  States. 

Under  different  circumstances  different  rules  of  conduct 
are  perfectly  defensible,  and  the  gentleman  might  maintain 
bit  consistency  of  action  at  the  expense  of  becoming  ridicu- 
lous. When  be  b  in  deep  water,  we  should  expec^m  to 
use  the  swimming  motion;  when  on  land,  we  should  expect 
bim  to  stand  up  and  walk.     I  have  seen  it  stated  of  a  gen- 
tleman who  fell  overboard  in  a  river,  that  he  Was  so  alarm- 
ed at  the  thoughts  of  drowning,  he  continued,  after  he 
w«s  safe  on  shore,  to  swim.     During  the  war,  we  were 
ttniggling  in  deep  water,  and  it  was  all  right  for  the  honor- 
^  Senator  to  swim  then;  but  now  he  is  upon  the  terra 
fama,  let  him  escape  from  the  river;  let  him  stand  erect 
upon  Maine  and  State  rights.     But  it  is  said,  if  the  Gene- 
i»l  Government  has  not  the  power  against  all  opposition 
to  support  itself,  our  Union  is  a  rope  of  sand.     This  is  a 
mere  fallacy;  the   Government  rests,  at  last,  upon  the 
Sutes,  and  is  founded  on  the  supposition  that  the  people 
"ill,  for  their  own  interest,  sustain  it.     Cannot  the  States, 
by  refuang  to  act,  dissolve  the  Government'    May  they 
notrefiise  to  elect  Senators,  electors,  and  members  to  the 
other  House  ?    Does  this  make  the  Government  a  rope  of 
•wd?    The  question  is,  will  the  people  do  what  is  oppos- 
ed to^heir  own  interest?     Have  they  not  Intelligence  and 
forecast  enough  to  govern  themselves?    This  is  presumed 
•>.v  the  theory  of  our  Government.     Is  there  any  danger 
that  the  weaker  power  will  resist  the  stronger  one,  unless 
it  is  clearly  right?    But  it  is  said  that  both  parties  have  a 


right  to  put  their  construction  on  the  extent  of  their 
powers;  that  the  Federal  Government  will  always  construe 
for  itself,  and  enforce  by  its  authority  its  own  construction. 
Of  course,  this  must  necessarily  belong  to  the  Federal 
Government.  The  question,  then,  would  resolve  itself 
into  this — would  a  small  man  pernut  a  larger  one  quietly 
to  take  a  position  on  his  toes,  and  reftise  to  push  him  on, 
merely  because  the  larger  one  might  resent  and  punish 
him  for  doing  what  he  had  the  most  unquestionable  right 
to  do?  And  here  let  me  remark  on  the  specific  differ- 
ence between  South  Carolina  and  GeorgiA  nullification. 
[n  the  case  just  referred  to,  the  Georgian  would  knock 
down  the  trespasser  without  notice,  and  the  South  Caro- 
linian would  say,  my  friend,  stand  off  my  toes,  or  I  will 
push  you  off;  none  but  the  coward  will  submit  to  the  in- 
vasion of  his  personal  rights.  No  one  ought  to  act  on 
the  supposition  of  danger  resulting  from  what  be  baa  ft 
rig^t  to  dq. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  but,  in  conceding  to  Congress 
tlie  power  to  levy  taxes,  the  objects  upon  which  the 
taxes  are  to  operate  must  be  selected  by  that  body.  In 
selecting,  however,  the  articles  for  taxation,  the  constitu- 
tion again  takes  care  that  injustice  shall  not  be  done.  The 
taxes  must  be  uniform;  any  design  to  violate  this  rule 
would  be  unconstitutional.  In  fiict,  the  constitution  was 
intended  to  secure  life,  liberty,  and  property;  andnoleg^ 
lative  device  can  be  resorted  to,  to  pierce  the  pano]>ly 
which  that  instrument  throws  over  the  rights  and  liberties 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  It  is  an  entire  protection, 
even  the  heel  cannot  be  wounded;  and  when  it  shall  cease 
to  subserve  his  purpose,  our  Government  henceforth  will 
degfenerate  into  a  despotism — an  irresponsible  despotism. 

Upon  the  expediency  and  policy  of  this  system  the  free 
trade  reports,  memorials,  and  arguments  of  those  who 
have  preceded  me,  will  save  me  the  trouble  of  going 
much  in  detail  at  this  time.  It  has  been  said  that  the  home 
market  has  been  improved  for  agricultural  products, 
through  the  agency  of  this  system.  I  have  no  doubt 
the  free  trade  policy  would  greatly  increase  the  demand 
for  most  of  the  agricultural  products.  And  to  sustain 
this  position,  I  quote  the  following  judicious  observations: 

"  ne  Free  Trade  System. — Some  idea  of  its  advantages 
over  the  restrictive,  may  be  slen  by  comparing  the  amount 
imported,  when  the  duties  were  one  hundred  cents  per 
gallon  on  Madeira  wine,  with  the  Same  when  the  duty 
was  reduced  to  fifty  cents. 
By  the  first,  the  customs  received,  as  per  Mr. 

Ingham's  report  ...  f9T,000 

By  the  second,  as  per  Mr.  McLAne'a  report  96,000 

Difference,     #2,000 


After  deducting  charge  of  collecting,  -  $1,900 

"For  this  nineteen  hundred  dollars  less  at  the  custom- 
house, the  country  derive  a  benefit  of  about  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars  per  annum  for  there  being  imported 
nearly  double  the  quantity  of  wine;  the  exports,  whether 
in  tiie  shape  of  codfish,  flour,  orrice,  would  betiiatmuch 
greater  to  pay  for  it,  beudes  the  advantages  the  naviga- 
tion secured  by  carrying  so  much  more;  and  people  in 
moderate  circumstances  can  afford  to  drink  a  glass  of  good 
wine  instead  of  deleterious  trash." 

The  Senator  from  Rhoile  Island  has  gone  into  a  cal- 
culation to  show  that,  upon  the  supposition  that  the 
duty  increases  the  price  of  the  article,  the  cotton-plant- 
ing States  derive  an  enormous  increase  of  their  pro- 
fits by  the  tax  of  three  cents  per  pound  on  cotton;  and, 
by  establishing  this  acknowledged  absurdity,  supposes  he 
will  escape  from  the  argument,  so  far  as  regards  the  duty 
on  cotton  goods.  The  fiiir  way  to  test  this  matter  is  to 
repeal  the  duty  on  both.  I  pledge  myself,  if  the  Senator 
will  vote  to  repeal  the  duty  on  manufactured  cotton  goods, 
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I  will  vote  to  repeal  the  duties  on  raw  cotton.  It  is  not 
pretended  that  the  tax  operates  as  an  increase  of  the  price 
of  the  domestic  article,  to  the  whole  amount  of  the  tax  in 
every  instance.  But  we  are  told  the  duties  reduce  the  prices 
of  the  article,  and  that,  in  progress  of  time,  we  shall  be  sup- 
plied with  the  domestic  fabric  at  prices  below  the  foreign 
article.  This  does  not  seem  lilceiy  to  be  the  result,  as  ap- 
pears from  the  following  letter,  written  by  an  intelligent 
merchant  of  Columbia,  South  Carolina,  from  New  York: 

Ntw-  YosK,  September,  1831. 
DsAB  Sib:  I  have  forwarded  you  some  New  York  pa- 
pers, and  now  discharge  what  I  feel  to  be  a  duty,  in  stating 
to  you  the  state  of  this  market;  this  I  could  do  with  some 
accuracy,  by  saying  at  once  that  there  is  an  advance  of 
twenty  per  cent,  in  all  descriptions  of  staple  goods,  such 
as  are  indispensable  to  planters.  I  will,  however,  go  more 
into  details.  Since  September,  1830, 
Nails  have  advanced    1  ct.  per  lb.  20  per  ct. 

Bar  lead        "  li      "  25     •' 

Bale  roping  "  3         "  40     " 

Anvils  and  vices  2  to  3 "  26    '« 

White  lead  (25  kegs)  31  cts.  per  keg  124  " 
Hardware  has  advanced  in  price  fbom  ten  to  twenty  per 
cent.  All  descriptions  of  domestic  goods,  such  as  brown 
and  bleached  homespuns,  striped  homespuns,  checks, 
ticklings,  neg^o  clothing,  &c.,  have  advanced  twenty  per 
cent,  in  twelve  monthsj  and  cotton  yams  twenty-five  per 
cent.  Dulil  blankets  and  coarse  woollens,  about  twenty 
per  cent." 

Every  planter  in  the  Southern  country  knows  that  these 
articles  have  increased  in  price.  The  continued  assertion, 
by  the  manufacturers,  that  the  higher  the  duty,  the 
cheaper  the  article,  is  just  about  as  true  as  the  proposi- 
tion that,  by  putting  a  ush  into  a  tub  of  water,  the. weight 
is  not  thereby  increased;  and  the  latter  would  be  quite  as 
■usceptible  of  proof  by  learned  dissertations  on  hydrosta- 
tics, as  the  other  is  by  pretenders  to  political  and  statistical 
infidlibility.  One  thing  we  all  know,  ttut  something  can- 
not come  out  of  nothing;  that  we  pay,  now,  nearly 
thirty  milions  in  taxes,  drawn  from  imports.  If  the  duties 
are  taken  off  articles  not  manufactured  in  the  United 
States,  one  of  two  things  must  happen,  either  that  the  fo- 
reign,article,  burdened  with  the  duty,  will  be  consumed, 
or  tbatit  will  be  excluded  by  the  domestic  article.  If  con- 
sumed, it  proves  that  the  tax  increases  the  price;  if  not 
consumed,  where  will  you  get  your  revenue?  If  domestic 
fabrics  fidl  below  the  price  of  the  foreign  article,  then  the 
tax  will  prohibit  the  foreign  article,  and  we  shall  have  no 
revenue.  Sir,  this  will  not  be  the  result;  the  foreign 
article  will  still  be  imported,  consumed,  and  the  people 
taxed. 

It  will  be  recollected  that,  two  years  «nce,  a  company 
was  incorporated  in  South  Carolina  to  make  a  railroad 
from  Charleston  to  Hamburg;  and  they  applied  to  Congress 
to  asnst  them.  While  the  result  of  tliis  application  and 
the  extent  of  their  means  remained  uncertain,  an  intelli- 
gent capitalist  told  me  that,  if  the  scheme  failed,  the  com- 
pany would  realize,  in  the  purchase  of  manufactured  iron, 
which  pays  a  less  duty  than  the  raw  material,  the  sum  of 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars  upon  the  iron  purchased  for 
the  railroad  in  Europe,  by  selling  it  for  common  agricultural 
purposes.  With  such  facts  as  these  before  us,  who  can 
subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that  the  duty  decreases  the  price  ? 
We  have  on  our  tables,  essays,  written  to  prove  tiiat  it 
is  all  nonsense  to  take  off  any  of  the  taxes.  Is  it  not  palpa- 
ble that  those  who  think  so,  do  not  pay  them,  but  derive 
the  benefit  therefrom  ? 

When  gentiemen  are  driven  from  every  position  be- 
hind which  they  entrench  themselves,  they  fall  back  upon 
vested  rights,  and  tell  us  it  was  the  South  that  imposed 
this  system;  they  get  furious,  and  say,  it  was  you  Uiat  have 
done  the  mischief.     Now,  what  are  the  facts?     In  1816, 


we  had  just  escaped  from  a  hazardous  war;  the  manufac- 
tures to  a  certain  extent  sprang  up  under  war  duties; 
Bonaparte  had  been  put  down;  the  whole  disposable 
British  force  had  been  thrown  upon  our  shores;  our  capi- 
tal  had  been  sacked  and  burnt;  Baltimore  assailed;  their 
squadrons  fell  down  the  Chesapeake,  passed  Sou^ 
threatened  Charleston,  making  only  a  bow  to  Fort  Moultrie; 
attacked  New  Orleans,  were  gloriously  defeated,  and 
soon  after  a  treaty  of  peace  put  an  end  to  the  war:  cotton 
rose  from  seven  cents  to  thirty;  and  while  prosperous  be- 
yond measure,  exulting  in  the  arms  of  peace,  and  triumph- 
ing over  the  trophies  of  the  war,  we  consented,  upon  the 
fiure  principles  of  benevolence,  to  sustain,  by  liberal  legis- 
atiun,  the  manufacturing  interest.  And  tliis  is  brought 
forward  against  the  South  as  a  criminal  charge.  You 
asked  us  then  for  a  pittance  as  a  bounty,  because  it  wu 
given  you;  now,  with  a  pistol  presented  at  our  breast, 
demand  all  we  have. 

I  befieve  I  speak  the  truth  when  I  say  the  average  pro- 
duct of  the  South  Carolina  planter  is  not  more  than  six 
hundred  pounds  of  cotton  to  the  hand;  and  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana,  who  sits  near  me,  who  is  good  authority 
on  this  subject,  admits  that,  with  this  result,  the  expenses 
of  such  a  planting  interest  must  equal  the  income.    Can 
any  one   doubt,  Uien,  that  the  duty  of   forty  per  cent 
might  as  well  be  laid  upon  the  exports  as  imports?  Accord- 
ing to  this  rule,  the  Government  gets  two  hundred  and 
forty  weight,  and  the  planter  three  nundred  and  sixty,  of 
the  product  of  each  laborer.     And  yet  the  honorable  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  has  gone  into  a  calculation  to  prove 
that  South  Carolina  does  not  pay  an  equal  portion  of  the 
taxes.  Assuming  the  ag^reg^te  amount  of  the  imports  of 
the  whole  State  to  be  eight  millions,  and  that  our  aggre- 
gate expenses  equal  our  income,  it  would  follow,  as  a 
mathematical  certainty,  that  we  pay  from  three  to  four 
millions  as  our  portion  of  the  taxes.    It  is  considered  by 
Uie  manufacturers  a  species  of  crime,  on  our  part,  to  own 
slaves;  but  I  can  tell  these  philanthropists ,  that  their 
policy  makes  us  cannibals;  for  it  is  nut  at  all  uncommon 
with  us,  for  benevolent  masters  to  be  forced  to  sell  their 
slaves  to  pay  for  their  subsistence;  and  many  planters  may 
be  said  literally  to  be   living  on  their  capital.      If  the 
average  product  of  the  cotton  planter  were  as  great  ss 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  estimated  it,  I  should  be  less 
inclined  to  censure  the   Uovernment  for  its  exactions. 
[Here  Mr.  CLAY  explained,  by  saying  his  position  wts, 
that  the  average  of  tiie  whole  of  the  cotton-planting  States, 
according  to  information  received  by  him,  he  beCeved  to 
be  equal  to  five  bales.]  Thisroay  be  so;  I  only  speak  of  the 
prod^t  of  tiiat  part  of  the  country  with  which  I  am  ac- 
quaiKd,  when  1  say  I  believe  the  same  does  not  exceed  tire 
bales.     The  Senator  from  Ohio  seems  to  think  the  planter 
can  escape  from  the  tax  imposed  on  imports,  by  selling  his 
produce  in  Liverpool,  depositing  Itis  money  in  bank,  and 
then  selling  bills  drawn  on  it.  But  let  me  ask,  where,  in  the 
mean  time,  are  those  articles  to  come  from,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  admission  of  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  are  equal 
to  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  crop  ?  The  planter  or  his 
slaves  cannot  wear  money,  or  eat  money;  he  must  import 
the  articles,  without  which  his  business  cannot  go  on;  or 
he  must  bring  home  his  money,  and  buy  at  an  incressed 
price  those  taxed  articles  from  the  domestic  manu&cturer. 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  publication  fiir- 
nished  by  the  Senator  from  Louisiana,  as  to  the  compara- 
tive results  of  the  sugar  planter  of  Louisiana,  and  the 
cotton  planter  of  South  Carolina;  the  one  protected,  and 
the  other  prostrated,  by  the  Government. 

"  The  capital  Invested  in  a  plantation  capable  of  pro- 
ducing, by  the  best  management,  40P,000  pounds  of  su- 
tar,  and  10,000  gallons  of  molasses,  worth  on  the  plantstioB 
3,000  dollars,  must  consist  as  follows: 
l,500acresof  land,  at#50peracre      '      -       75,000 
90  hands,  at  |600  each     -  -  -       54>000 
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40  pain  of  vorking  oxen,  «t  $50 
40  horaei,  at  9100 
HorizonUl  sogar  mill 
2  Kb  of  boiloa,  »t  $1,500  each   • 
Bakfings  <^  all  descriptions 
I2art»    .  .  .  - 

SOpkxijfbs  ... 

il  other  atensila,  such  ai  timber,  wbeeb, 
hoei,  spades,  axes,  scythes,  &c. 


2,000 
4,000 
4,000 
3,000 
25,000 
1,200 
300 

1,500 


$170,000 

Hie  uuraal  expenses  on  the  abore  plantation  cost  10,700 

■in  in  tlie  following  items : 

■ 

ivsniaa  of  all  kinds 

. 

3,500 

Cloth'uigof  all  sorts  - 

. 

.  1.570 

Uedial  attendance  and  medicine 

500 

kmnal  loaes  in  negroes 

1,500 

rae» 

500 

lones  and  oxen 

1,200 

leptin  of  buildings  - 

700 

•kiiiglu,  carts,  &c.     - 

300 

Ketseer, 

1,000 

$10,700 
'Tto  crops  of  cane  are  generally  made  in  succession 
the  same  land,  one  of  plant  cane,  the  other  of  the 
nlyear'a  growth;  it  then  lies  fallow  two  jrears,  or  is 
lied  in  com  and  beans. 

»oa  proceeds  ....  $23,000 
ipeiues  .....  10,000 
Im  proceeds  ....        12,300 

eoi;  about  7  per  cent,  on  the  capital  iuTested." 
lure  In  my  possesaon  accounts  of  sales  of  a  cotton  plan- 
ain  Soutli  Carolina,  with  about  the  same  capital,  and 
pnceedsare  less  than  three  thousand  dollars!  The 
jetr  with  us  has  been  an  un&vorable  one;  but  fire 
■and  dollars  is  a  fair  average  estimate  of  this  planta- 
iVthiiit  vill  be  seen  that  the  gross  amount  of  tlte 
Ion  phster  is  not  half  as  much  as  the  expenditure  of 
atjarpknter,  with  the  same  capital,  the  one  making 
■oBmoimt  of  $23,000,  the  other  of  $5,000;  and  yet  the 
jrptater  is  to  be  enriched  at  the  expense  of  the  cot- 
planter,  through  the  agency  of  the  Government. 
do  not  envy  the  prosperity  of  other  sections,  from 
o  beyond  our  control;  oar  labor  is  now  unproduc- 
'•  ve  ask  nothing  but  the  right  to  use  what  God  and 
K  has  given  us;  and  this  is  denied  us  to  favor  interest 
J  mote  prosperous  than  we  are. 
Iiat  has  been  done  for  the  four  Southern  States,  Vir- 
>i  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Georgia?  No- 
('— literally,  nothing!  This  is  the  proscribed  region;. 
re  made  to  feel  the  Government,  not  by  the  bounties 
^&n,  bat  the.burdens  it  imposes.  It  is  here  that  con- 
■sg  parties  for  political  power  assail  each  other,  with- 
*"  feast  reelect  to  the  opinions,  interests,  or  preju- 
>  of  die  inhabitants  of  the  country.  The  honorable 
■tor  fram  Kentncky  makes  a  merit  of  turning  his  back 
"^  Sir,  what  have  we  done  to  provoke  the  ven- 
ccaTaiirbrethren.'  Did  we  not  assist  to  achieve  our 
[X^JxieDce?  Did  not  South  Carolina  furnish  her  share 
w  and  money  to  maintain  the  cause  of  the  revolution } 
*'  not  stand  by  our  country  during  the  late  war? 
X  portion  of  the  funded  debt  came  to  the  South? 
I*  portion  of  the  pensions  does  she  receive?  What 
unof  the  appropriations  for  internal  improvement? 
■noch  of  the  pabCc  land?  Of  this  we  complain  not; 
4  nothing  but  equal  laws,  and  that  the  Government 
u  not  sequester  our  estates,  and  divest  us  of  what 
>Uy  belongs  to  us.  When  we  complain  of  the  action  of 
awsDpon  our  industry,  we  are  told  to  remove  to  the 
»nda  in  the  West.  Is  this  your  remedy,  that  your 
«>onrfiaU  drive  us  into  exile?  Have  you  sympathies 
*  Indian,  which  you  have  not  for  the  white  people " 


If  the  West  be  the  country  it  is  represented  to  be,  why  is 
it  that  such  an  immense  sum  has  been  conferred  on  its  in- 
habitants in  the  shape  of  bounties,  in  their  purchase  of 
public  land?  It  appears  from  evidence  I  have  before  me, 
upwartis  of  sixteen  naillions  have  been  remitted  to  the  pur- 
chasers of  public  land.  The  South  has  been  liberal. 
When  it  was  prosperous,  the  tariff  of  1816  was  conceded 
by  them;  when  purchasers  of  public  lands  said  they  could 
not  comply  with  their  contracts,  their  purchases  have  been 
remitted.  When  we  stand  upon  our  chartered  rights,  who 
can  now  upbraid  us  with  a  want  of  patriotism?  The  time 
has  arrived  when,  if  we  do  not  take  care  of  our  own  house- 
bold,  we  shall  be  worse  than  infidels. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  as  that  cotton  plant- 
ing is  the  most  successful  and  prosperous  labor  in  the 
country.  I  have  shown  that  it  is  plainly  not  so  in  South 
Carolina.  And  he  has  alluded  to  the  non-consumption 
resolutions  adopted  some  two  or  three  years  since,  on  the 
subject  of  Western  live  stock.  It  is  true  we  did  feel  dis- 
satisfied that  a  people,  apparently  deriving  so  great  a  be- 
nefit from  our  staple,- shtHild  combine  with  an  alien  interest 
to  break  it  down;  and  these  resolutions  were  resorted  to, 
as  well  to  open  the  eyes  of  the  people  of  the  Western 
States,  as  to  nudce  an  experiment  how  far  we  could  fidi  in 
with  the  restrictive  system.  There  is  but  one  of  two 
courses  left  to  oppose  the  unjust  restriction  of  commeroe; 
either  to  throw  it  off,  or  fall  in  and  make  the  most  of  it. 
A  large  portion  of  South  Carolina  would  be  benefited  by 
excluding  Western  live  stock;  but  these  demonstrations 
against  the  Western  trade,  although  tending  to  lessen  it, 
were  soon  found  insufficient;  voluntary  associations  to  re- 
sist the  prohibitory  system  can  scarcely  succeed,  when 
smi^gling  will  go  on  aninst  the  severest  penalties.  When 
we  found  the  fnends  of  the  American  system  among  us 
profiting  by  our  voluntary  restrictions,  we  had  nothing  left 
but  to  trade  with  the  mnocent  Kentuckian,  who  abjured 
the  tariff,  or  to  trade  with  the  smuggling  Carolinian,  who 
was  a  friend  of  the  tariff.  As  public  sentiment,  through- 
out South  Carolina,  seemed  opposed  to  the  restrictive 
nrstem,  in  all  its  forms,  free  trade  has  been  resumed  with 
the  West,  and  is  still  carried  on,  I  believe,  as  one  of  the 
principal  sources  of  the  commerce'  and  wealth  of  that 
country.  Those  interested  in  grazing,  and  live  stock,  are 
thought  to  exceed  far  those  interested  in  manufiuxtures,  in 
that  region..  This  will  be  seen  by  the  following  commu- 
nication, which  I  doubt  not  the  correctness  of: 
T»  the  Editors  of  the  Kmtudty  Repwter. 

Cdiubkblahd  Ford,  Jan.  S. 

'  Dsaa  Sn:  As  heretofore,  I  send  you  the  amount  o> 
stock  passing  this  place,  on  the  Wilderness  and  Turnpike 
road,  during  the  year  ISS^for  markets,  which,  peroaps, 
some  of  your  many  readers  may  be  desirous  of  knowing, 
to  wit: 

Horses, 4,077 

Mules, 1,999 

Total,       -      6,076 
Hogs,   (Including  307  shoats  drove 

with  beef  cattle,)     -        -        -    71,459 
Stall-fed  beef  cattle,     -        -        -         842 

Sheep, 387 

Probable  amouiU  of  all,  -  -  $980,000 
We  have  been  told  that  the  abolition  of  the  rights  of 
primogeniture  was  the  cause  of  depresHon  at  the  South; 
that  we  are  too  poor  to  live,  too  proud  to  work,  too  honor- 
able to  resort  to  ignoble  means,  and  hence  we  ruA  into 
nullification.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  entirely  mis- 
taken in  the  character  of  our  laws,  the  habits  of  the  people, 
and  causes  which  urge  them  on  to  nullification.  We  have 
a  law  with  us  which  subjects  all  idlers,  strollers  from 
tavern  to  tavern,  loungers,  disorderly  persons  following 
no  lawful  employment,  to  be  taken  up  for  vagrancy;  and  I 
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luive  known  a  man  deposite  his  cash  in  security  fbr  his 
^od  behavior,  as  the  only  alternative  left  him  from  be- 
ing sold  as  a  slave  to  some  one  who  would  make  him  work. 
There  is  not  a  more  laborious  or  industrious  people  in  the 
world  than  the  people  of  South  Carolina)  they  live  by 
work,  while  others  live  by  their  wits.  The  only  portion 
of  our  population  who  are  exempted,  bv  courtesy,  from 
working,  is  the  female  part.  With  us,"the  men  support 
their  families  by  their  industry;  the  fatiiers  and  sons  save 
the  mothers  and  sisters  from  the  raj's  of  the  sun,  or  a  de- 
pendence on  strangers.  It  is  said  the  prog^ss  of  civi  liza- 
tion  is  marked  by  the  estimate  in  which  the  female  por- 
tion is  held  in  society.  Among  the  savages  and  barbarians, 
it  is  considered  degrading  for  the  males  to  work;  they 
hunt,  fish,  and  engage  in  war,  but  the  females  till  the 
ground,  hoe  the  corn,  and  make  something  to  subsist  on. 
Vrom  the  display  made  of  female  industry  in  this  debate, 
I  should  be  inclined  to  think  we  were  retrograding  to  a 
state  of  barbarism.  From  a  letter  before  me,  taking  a  sin- 
gle cotton  fectoiyas  a  sample,  the  whole  number  of  fe- 
males employed  m  the  cotton  factories  is  sisty-six  thou- 
sand. Where  are  the  men?  what  are  they  doing?  -Why 
do  they  not  take  the  burden  of  s«ibsi«tence  and  protection 
of  those  females?  If  I  had  it  in  my  power,  I  would  make 
it  a  penal  offence  for  a  manufacturer  to  engage,  in  his 
employment,  an  unmarried  female,  in  the  lifetime  of 
either  parent.  The  little  pittance  thus  made  is  but  a  poor 
equivalent  for  the  hazard  and  danger  to  which  their  health, 
peace,  virtue,  and  honor,  are  exposed.  If  we  cannot 
boast  of  fenukle  operatives  in  manu&cturing  establishments, 
we  are  not  made  to  blush  by  the  developments  of  Magda- 
len societies. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  in  the  course  of  his 
speech,  made  a  suggestion  which  it  is  proper  for  me  to 
notice.  It  acquires  additional  importance  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  similar  charges  are  made  from  what  may 
be  considered  the  ministerial  quarters.  He  says,  he  hopes 
that  no  unison  of  purpose  exists  between  some  of  those 
politicians  who  urge  the  highest  duties,  as  necessary  to  the 
vital  interests  of  the  country,  and  some  of  those  who  urge 
to  a  forcible  existence  of  high  duties,  because  they  were 
oppressive.  I  can  assure  the  Senator,  if  the  insinuation  was 
levelled  at  me,  or  those  with  whom  I  act,  that  it  }ias  no 
foundation.  1  repel  the  imputation.  What  double  motive 
can  influence  us  to  hazard  the  peace  of  the  country  unne- 
cessarily? Have  we  nothing  to  lose  by  revolution  and 
civil  war?  What  political  preferment  awaits  us  as  a  com- 
pensation for  seeming  what  we  are  not?  What  act  have 
we  done  which  has  shown  our  attachment  to  principle  is 
vacillating  or  ambidextrous?  Show  us  the  anti-tarift  mea- 
sure we  have  opposed,  or  the  anti-tariff  man  that  we  have 
turned  from  and  abandoned. 

Let  us  see  how  far  the  honest  men,  the  patriots,  the 
judicious  tariff  men,  differ  with  high  pressure  tariff  men. 
The  treasury  report  on  this  subject  is  nearly  identical 
with  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky! 
It  proposes  to  keep  on  the  duties  on  all  which  are  called 
the  protected  articles.  The  political  compromising  party, 
with  which  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  acts,  con- 
stitutes the  head  of  the  tariff  column  of  attack.  If  there 
be  a  wish  to  meet  on  middle  ground,  let  the  friends  of 
protection  advance  to  the  centrej  I,  for  one,  wilt  not  stickle 
for  a  hair-breadth  on  this  question.  All  we  desire  is 
justice,  equality,  and  uniformity  in  the  regulation  of  the 
tariff,  so  as  to  meet  the  expenditures  of  the  civil  list  and 
just  wants  of  the  Government. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  animadverted  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  President  pro  tern.,  the  Senator  fiH)m  Mary- 
land, on  account  of  his  not  constituting  the  Committee  on 
Internal  Improvements  favorable  (o  increased  expenditures 
in  that  branch.  While  he  censures  for  this,  he  does  not 
give  the  honorable  Senator  credit  for  creating  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  a  manufacturing  committee,  or  making 


the  manufacturing  committee  thoroughly  what  it  pio 
ports  to  be.  He  is  as  severe  with  the  Premdent  pn  tm 
as  Junius  was  with  the  Duke  of  Grafton;  he  is  not  wiQ^ 
to  admit  that  he  can  do  right  by  accident.  It  ia  obviQi 
that  the  American  system  party  want  the  whole  game  i 
their  own  hands;  they  are  not  willing  to  surrender  i^ 
thing. 

The  friends  of  high  taxes  and  the  British  restrictive  sm 
tern  feel  the  full  force  of  the  breach  made  in  the  symmtS 
of  tlieir  policy  by  the  payment  of  the  national  debt  J 
we  were  in  debt  as  much  as  Great  Britain,   no  Quest 
would  arise  about  the  constitutionality  of  the  tariff, 
forcing  power   could  then   be  applied  to   any   ei 
This  difference  is  not  sufficiently  marked  by  utase 
look  tQ  the  policy  of  Great  Britain  as  an  example  Id 
followed. 

Prohibitory  duties  are  but  parts  of  one  entire  vbd 
aristocracy,  monopoly,  debt.  The  wealtli  of  the  fcv,| 
tlie  poverty  of  tlie  many,  make  up  the  British  S}-9tem;i 
and  this  u.held  up  to  us  as  an  example  to  follow,  by 
American  system  champions.  ^ 

Great  reliance,  in  this  debate,  is  placed  on  the  <^^B 
and  reports  of  Alexander  Hamilton.  Let  us  hear  wha 
says  of  Uie  propriety  of  adopting  the  British  system: 

He  says,  "  I  believe  the  British  Government  fonai 
best  model  the  world  ever  produced;  and  such  ba*  I 
its  progress,  in  the  minds  of  many,  that  this  truth  gm 
ly  gains  ground.  This  Government  has,  for  it5  o^ 
public  strength  and  additional  security.  It  is  akid  m 
to  be  unattainable.  If  it  was  once  formed,  it  woukl  i 
tun  itself.  All  communities  divide  themselves  ioli 
few  and  the  many.  The  first  are  the  rich  and  wcUl 
the  other,  the  mass  of  the  people.  The  voice  a 
people  has  been  said  to  be  the  voice  of  God;  and  hoi 
generally  this  maxim  has  been  quoted  and  beliered,. 
not  true  in  &ct  The  people  are  turbulent;  ther  M 
judge  or  determine  right.  Give,  therefore,  the  fint 
a  distinct  and  permanent  share  in  the  Government; 
will  check  the  unsteadiness  of  the  second.  As  they  ca 
receive  any  advantage  by  the  change,  they,  therd 
will  ever  maintain  a  good  Government." 

This  is  the  language  of  tlie  g^eat  Corypheus  of  the 
tective  policy.    The  tariff  laws  are  the  foundatioa,  ia  I 
ofthe  British  system,  on  which  tiie  "the  rich  andwcttbt 
will  mount  and  rule  the  honest  yeomanry  of  this  co 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  his  zeal  to  bear 
free  trade,  with  less  than  his  usual  magnanimity  ha 
s.-uled  the  learned  author  of  the  Free  Trade  memoridt 
has  told  him  to  go  home  to  Europe,  and  inculcate  his| 
ciples.  The  same  causes  which  made  him  seek  re<«| 
this  land  of  freedom,  still  operate  to  keep  him  here. 
has  been  an  American  citizen  longer  than  I  have;  In 
done  his  country  some  little  service,  and  has  bees 
sustained  on  this  floor.  And  let  me  tell  the  Saatar 
thing — if  that  individual  were  a  member  of  this  & 
he  would  defend  himself  from  the  imputations  thus 
upon  him,  with  the  sparkling  eye  of  genius,  and  t)w 
ting  sarcasm  of  a  tongue  as  skilled  in  debate  as  po*i 
in  advocating  the  cause  of  truth.  I  was  the  more  surf! 
to  hear  the  denunciations  of  this  .gentleman,  sine^  i 
Free  l>ade  Convention,  he  was  looked  upon  widi 
jealousy  for  his  supposed  political  partiality  to  the 
tor  from  Kentucky.  We  live  in  strange  times,  and  i 
to  be  acting  the  Midsummer  Night's  Dream — those 
turn  from  us;  and  those  who  woo,  we  turn  from. 

The  gentleman  is  not  backward  in  rebuning 
in  hu  ranks.    I  will  not  say  to  Mr.  Carey,  «•  Go 
am  willing  that  he  may  still  remain,  and  slied  any    _ 
may  possess  in  fiivor  ofthe  principles  he  thinks  rigfat 
the  eulogy  which  tiie  Senator  from  Kentucky  p 
on  the  foreign  emigrants  to  this  country,  he  c 
notice  the  Scotch.     This  might  have  been  considei«4 
cidental,  but  for  the  thrust  he  made  at  the  Scotch 
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iut  in  another  part  of  his  ar^ment.  They  are,  by 
mt  means  or  oUier,  put  down  as  the  friends  of  free 
trie,  and  consequently  denounced.  Now,  the  truth  is 
k  hare  not  in  the  country  a  more  industrious,  moral,  and 
tirtb^  class  of  people  than  the  Scotch.  Of  those  en^g«d 

I  agncdtiire,  they  are  temperate,  untiring^,  and  intelli- 
cnt,  ud,  Tith  us,  convert  to  use  and  subsistence  a  portion 
fourlaods  which  would  otherwise  remain  a  wud  and 
ate  riidemess. 

Hot  does  it  happen  that  the  Scotch  merchant  comes  in 
tio  far^  a  share  of  the  Senator's  vengeance  aguinst  free 
rie'  Is  It  because  his  habits,  his  intelligence,  his  honesty, 
i  bit  dealing-  elevate  him  in  the  commercial  world 
mt  the  surrounding  competitors?  Is  it  because  the 
achintfrom  Old  England,  and  the  merchant  from  New 
igtuid,  Sourish  not  in  the  vicinity,  but  are  banished, 
^led,  and  withered  by  Scotch  industry,  and  Scotch 
^itT.'  Orbit  because  cotton  bagging  is  niade  in  Inver- 

•  11x1  Dundee  >  Sir,  no  nation  stands  higher  than  Scot- 
4  for  tiie  production  ofg^reatmen,  or  for  the  additions 
idi  have  been  made  to  arts  and  sciences,  or  to  the  im- 
jieinents  of  society,  moral  or  intellectual.  I  will  not 
hct  from  the  Gaelic  character,  or  irreverently  speak 
a  people  who  boast  of  such  countrymen  as  Bruce, 
ins,  and  Brotigliam. 

fk  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  been  kind  and  re- 
pful  to  South  Carolina,  while  be^reprobated  her  prin- 
h,  and  nude  war  upon  her  friemb.  He  will  pardon 
ftxteVmg  him  what  the  people  of  that  State  think  of 
'tival  Western  candidates  for  the  first  honors  of  the 
*(rv.  They  think  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is  a 
ftoie  hog"  tariff  man,  and  that  General  Jackson  is  not 
Aofa  tariff  man.  Their  principles  form  their  asso- 
IBMi  and  the  present  ultra  notions  of  the  Senator  from 
Ibickjr,  upon  matters  of  constitutional  law  and  public 
jcf,  place  an  impassable  gulf  between  tliem  and  him. 
IboDor  him  for  his  eloquence — ^for  his  early  opposition 
menl  encroachments — particularly  his  opposition  to 
Vncwporation  of  the  United  States'  Bank.  We  value 
■stryiets  during  the  late  war,  when  he  stood  forth  the 
unpion  of  his  country  against  a  bold  and  talented  mino- 
»'■  We  are  grateful  to  him,  and  his  associates,  for  their 
*»  in  procuring  an  honorable  peace — for  his  present 
copies  and  his  present  policy,  we  praise  him  not. 
wng  other  animadvendons  upon  the  temper  mani- 
n  in  the  South,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  has  read 
fcee  from  a  Southern  paper,  headed  "  A  call  to  arms." 

•  being  asked  for  his  authority,  it  turns  out  to  be  from 
fBichiQand  Enquirer.  And  this  is  quoted  to  us  in  such 
Jf  as  to  induce  a  belief  that  tlie  people  were  even  now 
*f  into  ranks,  to  oppose  by  force  the  Government; 
s  of  coarse,  it  coold  be  no  other  people  than  the  hot- 
Ad  nullification  party.  Sir,  the  Senator  from  New 
Icy  understands  the  Richmond  Enquirer  on  some  points; 

I I  am  surprised  that  he  should  seem  disposed  to  hold 
:8outh  responsible  for  the  beUigrerent  adl  of  Thomas 
cUe. 

fliere  vas  a  time  when,  whatever  appeared  in  that  pa- 
4  (one  of  the  most  influential  and  widely  circuUted 
J*>  in  the  Southern  country,)  might  be  considered  as 
itatinf  the  temper  of  the  South.  That  time  has  gone 
;  ffe  were  wont  to  look  upon  Richmond  as  the  West 
'"-the  strong  post  on  our  frontier — mounted  by  the 
qoiw,  under  whose  battery  we  reposed  in  safety  and 
'"''y-  But  such  is  not  the  case  now.  While  our  old 
"Md  women,  and  little  children,  rested  in  safetj-  by 
iandsccurity  by  night,  in  defiance  of  Southern  interest 
!  Southern  feelings,  the  sentinel  on  the  wall,  with  un- 
Wed  perfidy,  recreant  and  triutorous,  turned  his  fire 
B  his  own  people,  and,  as  far  as  he  could,  spread  de- 
ilion  in  his  own  camp.  He  is  the  survivor  of  Nat  Tur- 
iand  the  confederate  of  Lundy  and  Garrison. 
>«  Senate  adjourned  to  Thursday,  the  23d. 


Thvbsdat,  Fxbbvakt  23. 
TERRITORIAL  JUDGES. 

The  following  resolution  was  submitted  by  Mr. 
HOLMES,  (and  agreed  to  on  the  following  dajr :) 

Rooked,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing,  by 
law,  for  a  more  permanent  tenure  of  oifice  for  the  judges 
of  the  territories  of  the  United  States,  or  for  a  different 
mode  of  appointing  ttiem  than  is  now  provided. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Don  Carlos  Dehault  Delassus,  to- 
gether with  the  amendment  reported  thereto  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims;  and,  after  some  debate,  in  which  Mr. 
JOHNSTON  advocated  the  allowance  of  the  claim  to  its 
full  extent,  and  Mr.  RUGGLES  replied,  the  bill  was,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  laid  on  the  table. 
THE  TARIFF. 

Xhe  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  reso- 
lution submitted  by  Mr.  Clat,  together  with  Mr.  Hatvs's 
amendment. 

Mr.  MILLER^  concluded  his  remarks  commenced  on 
Tuesday,  (as  reported  above.) 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  took  the  floor,  and  moved  an  ad- 
journment. 

Fbidat,  Fsbkuart  24. 
This  day  was  speni  in  the  consideration  of  various  pri- 
vate bills,  and  in  exec<itive  business;  after  which. 
The  Senate  atljourned  to  Monday. 

M0!(DAT,  FsBnuABi  27. 

Mr.  WKBSTEIllaidon  thetablcan  amendment  which, 
he  stated,  he  had  intended  to  propose  to  the  bill  "for 
the  apportionment  of  representatives  among  the  several 
States  according  to  the  fifth  census,"  when  the  same 
should  be  under  consideration;  and  he  also  laid  on  the  table 
sundry  documents  relating  to  the  subject  of  said  bill;  and 
ordered  that  the  amendment  and  documents  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  resolution  of  Mr.  Clat  being  resumed, 

Mr.  DALLAS  rose.  Unaccustomed,  swd  he,  to  the 
contests  of  deliberative  bodies,  and  deeply  sensible  how 
little  claim  I  possess  to  the  attention  of  so  experienced  a 
council  as  this  Senate,  1  have  shrunk  with  solicitude,  here- 
tofore, from  venturing  to  participate  in  its  most  importi.iit 
discussion. 

Bringing  with  me  to  your  hall  no  recollection  or  pre- 
tence of  past  services  for  the  common  good,  no  ability  to 
enlighten,  and  no  erudition  with  which  to  add  to  the  stores 
of  your  wisdom,  I  am  painfully  assured  that  personal  pru- 
dence should  keep  me  silent.  The  force,  fervor,  and 
brilliancy  of  the  distinguished  gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
ceded me,  rendered  doubly  effective  by  the  remembrance 
of  their  former  toils  and  achievemehts  for  the  prosperity 
and  honor  of  our  country,  add  peril  to  the  temerity  of  my 
undertaking,  and  I  would  gladly  have  escaped  the  dan- 
ger by  avoiding  to  attract  your  notice. 

There  are  times,  however,  sir,  when  selfish  apprelien- 
sions  must  be  surmounted  by  the  impulsesof  duty;  there  are 
positions  which  seem'not  merely  to  require,  but  to  justify, 
mdividual  presumption;  and  there  are  some  absorbing 
questions  of  general  policy  which  a  public  agent  or  re- 
presentative must  not  be  allured  from  confronting,  by 
timid  suggestions,  springing  from  an  honest  sense  of  infe- 
riority. Such  times  are  the  present;  such  a  position  is 
that  of  a  Senator  deputed  hither  by  the  commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania;  and  such  a  question  is  the  on$  involved  in 
the  original  resolution  offered  for  adoption  by  tiie  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  and  the  amendment  or  substitute  ten- 
dered by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 
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I  approach  the  subject,  Mr.  President,  simply  with  a 
desire  to  discharge,  ui  reference  to  it,  the  debt  1  owe  to 
the  country  and  to  my  constituents.  Fresh  from  the  walks 
of  private  mdustry,  I  feel  unshackled  as  to  the  present  by 
any  commitments  in  the  past.  I  am  wedded  by  former 
vows  or  promises  to  do  systems;  bound  to  assert,  in  main- 
tenance of  political  consistency,  no  doctrine  but  that  of 
republicanism;  and  pledged  to  no  measures,  except  those 
which  my  understanding  and  unbiassed  judgment  may  in- 
dicate as  best  for  the  stability,  reputation,  and  happiness 
of  an  immense  and  augmenting,  a  free  and  virtuous,  peo- 
ple. This  attitude  has  its  dangers  as  well  as  its  advan- 
tages: its  dangers  restricted  to  myself,  I  willingly  encounter; 
its  advantages,  1  would  cheerfully  exchange  for  the  tried 
vnsdom,  the  justly  accorded  weight,  and  tlie  practised 
ability  of  those  who  surround  me. 

Finy-six  years  have  ripened  this  confederated  nation  to 
a  condition  of  unprecedented  and  incontestable  greatness 
greatness  in  extent;  greatness  in  resources;  greatness  in 
moral  and  intellectual  character;  g^reatness  in  political 
structure  and  jurisprudence;  greatness  in  the  renown 
which  follows  just  and  succe^ul  wars;  and  greatness 
which  results  from  the  acquiution  of  a  before  unknown 
sura  of  human  contentment  and  freedom.  Providence 
has  smiled  upon  the  work  of  our '  progenitors,  and  has 
blessed  its  progress.  The  whole  civilized  world  has 
marked,  with  reiterated  astonishment,  tlie  rapidity  of  our 
advancement;  and,  at  this  moment,  from  the  Pisg^h  of  East 
eru  eminence,  exulting  andjonging  myriads  arc  pointing 
to  our  Western  institutions  as  the  objects  towards  whicli 
they  have  yet  fruitlessly  journeyed  through  a  wilderness 
of  ag^sand  of  wretchedness. 

This  glorious  inheritance,  even  while  some  of  those  by 
whose  valor  and  wisdom  it  was  founded,  ibshioned,  and 
fostered,  are  still  living  to  enjoy  and  adorn  it,  has  devolved 
upon  us.  The  descent  is  one  of  which  we  cannot  be  too 
proud,  of  which  we  cannot  be  too  careful.  Let  us  guard 
it  with  jealous  veneration:  and  if  it  be  true,  as  I  fear  it  is, 
that  we  do  not  possess  that  original  and  perennial  source 
or  fund  of  virtue  and  of  mind  which  would  enable  us  to 
enlarge  or  exalt  it,  let  us,  at  least  imitatively,  pledge  our 
lives,  our  fortunes,  and  our  sacred  honors,  to  maintain  it 
as  it  now  is. 

The  solemnity  of  this  invocation,  Mr.  Prendent,  is  ap 
propriate  to  the  period  at  which  we  have  arrived,  and  the 

}>arties  by  which  we  are  distracted.  A  novel  and  unparal- 
eled  event  is  on  the  eve  of  consummation,  and  may  be 
regarded  as  already  accomplished.  Thirteen  States  have 
expanded  into  twenty-four;  four  millions  of  freemen  have 
increased  to  nearly  fourteen;  the  first  and  second  wars  of 
independence  have  been  triumphantly  conducted;  trea- 
sures of  almost  incalculable  amount  have  been  generously 
expended  by  a  united  and  generous  people;  the  reputa- 
tion of  the  land  has  been  immeas«irably  elevated;  and  yet 
the  half  century  of  our  existence  closes  with  resources 
not  only  nut  undiminished,  but  boundlessly  aug^mented, 
with  public  faith  unbroken,  and  with  the  national  debt 
extinguished!  I  will  not,  sir,  dwell  upon  these  extraor- 
dinary truths;  I  will  not  draw  an  invidious  contrast  with 
the  condition  of  less  favored  countries  or  Governments; 
but  this  I  will  say,  that  he  who  can  reflect  upon  these 
wonderful  achievements  of  our  people  and  their  policy, 
without  gratitude  to  both,  witliout  delight  and  pride,  roust 
be  more  or  less  than  an  American  patnot. 

Who  is  there,  sir,  that,  seeing  this  great  result  of  our 
councils  and  forecast,  can  desire  a  change  in  the  organic 
structure  or  practical  legislation  by  which  it  has  been  ef- 
fected.' I  have  heard  much  on  this  floor  of  sectional 
divisions,  sectional  interests,  sectional  doctrines,  sectional 
feelings,  and  Sectional  parties;  of  the  East,  the  South,  aud 
the  West;  but  1  cannot  adopt  the  language,  and  will  not 
entertain  the  sentiments  by  which  it  is  prompted.  I  claim 
no  peculiar  merit  for  the  noble  commonwealth  whose  rc' 


presentative  I  am,  for  her  uniform  devotion  to  the  unioi 
and  democracy  of  these  States — for  her  unwavenng  co. 
pperation  in  aU  the  efforts  which  have  carried  the  aatiin 
to  its  present  exaltation;  she  has  done  no  more,  and  no  ka, 
than  other  portions  of  our  repuUic.  But  I  will  not  re- 
cognise the  right,  claimed  from  what  quarter  it  nu;  be, 
to  mar  and  defiice  the  monument  of  our  coHunon  hbmt; 
to  tear  down  piecemeal,  or  at  a  blow,  the  structure  irliidi 
every  hand  has  equally  and  simultaneously  contributed  to 
erect;  to  prostrate  and  crumble  into  dust  the  fairest  bbiic 
ever  yet  reared  by  the  enerpes  and  virtues  of  confedent-l 
ed  freemen. 

I  trust  that  I  shall  not  be  misunderstood.  My  aUiuioaij 
have  no  particular  direction.  Standing,  as  it  were,  <sf»\ 
the  soil  of  my  native  State,  and  surveying,  with  i 
found  attachment  and  respect,  the  sitter  republics  *t 
encircle  her,  I  can  have,  as  the  can  have,  no  interest, 
ject,  or  desire,  but  for  the  (general  peace,  prosperitj,  mi 
happiness.  It  is  in  these  only  that  Pennsylvania  cu  dej 
light;  it  is  in  these  only  that  ^e  can  find  her  own tmj 
quillity  and  content.  Suppose,  sir,  for  one  moment,  Ih)^ 
she  consented  to  address  the  respective  sections  oif  ma 
country,  with  a  view  to  inculcate  or  to  beseech  hamoni 
and  conciliation,  how  would  she  do  it.'  By  recurrinju 
past  errors  of  opinion,  or  misconduct  in  practice'  m 
weighing  the  demerits  of  one  with  the  merits  of  anotliet 
By  adopting,  and  reiterating,  and  enforcing  every  speoti 
of  crimination  and  recrimination?  No,  sir.  An  ernj 
atoned  for  is  forgotten;  an  injury  repaired  is  a  benefit  I 
is  wiser,  it  is  better,  to  remember  virtues  and  serricei 
than  to  exasperate  with  the  repetition  of  imagined  or  res 
wrongs .  I  think  she  would  say  to  the  East,  you  weretl 
cradle  of  the  infiuit  liberties  of  America;  your  aonsfonn 
the  earliest  battles  of  independence-,  your  prowess manhil 
led  the  colonies  from  their  vassalage;  ana  your  wise  ski 
toiled  with  indefatigable  zeal  to  mould  the  existing  fbd 
of  National  Government.  Will  you  compress  to  destiw 
tion  that  which  bids  fair  to  be  an  everlasting  monument  o 
your  love  of  freedom  and  of  order?  I  think  she  vou 
say  to  the  South— our  warmest  affections  are  with  yni 
we  have  sympathized  in  every  diversity  of  political  M 
cess  and  defeat;  you  have  shed  your  blood  profiiselyij 
asserting  and  sustaining  our  common  honor  and  our  coO 
mon  rights;  we  know  your  patriotism,  which,  thoun 
like  tiie  mariner's  needle,  it  may  suddenly  and  casnsil) 
amid  tlie  boisterous  waves  of  party  contention,  tremulouif 
vibrate  and  depart  from  its  true  direction,  will  nerertht 
less  instinctiveqr  return,  and-  steadily  point  to  the  pole* 
union  and  of  concord;  we  still  love  you;  we  will  atill  fii 
ten  to  you  with  fi>nd  partiaUty;  and  we  will  submit  t 
almost  any  sacrifice  which  can  promote  your  vclfan 
Surely,  you  will  not  break,  as  an  empty  bubble,  the  ot 
which  you  so  truly  adorn,  and  to  preserve  which  we  h« 
so  long  and  unitedly  Ubored.  I  think,  sir,  she  wouHa 
to  the  West — you  are  the  cherished  offspring  of  the  ca 
federacy,  inheriting  and  exhibiting  all  Uie  high  qualitii 
of  your  ancestry;  you  are  destined  speedily  to  surpwi 
in  physical  strengtb,  and  at  least  to  equal,  if  you  do  n 
overshadow,  us  in  the  vigorous  resources  of  intellect  u 
of  enterprise;  you  have  a  gonial  climate,  a  prolific  sol 
and  a  hardy  yeomanry;  do  not,  like  an  ambitious  shoo 
too  unsparingly  absorb  the  vital  sap  of  your  parent  stei 
repay,  with  magnanimous  forbearance,  the  kindness  whk 
cherished  your  youth,  and  gave  you  the  means  of  rapid  u 
imposing  maturity.  Such,  Mr.  Prerident,  would  be  tl 
tone  of  Pennsylvania;  dictated  by  no  selfish  policy,  M 
covertly  aiming  at  no  peculiar  advantage;  but  profound 
and  devotedly  intent  upon  the  restoration  of  friten 
feeling,  upon  maintaining  the  paramount  and  pricde 
blessing  of  our  bond  of  union! 

If,  sir,  in  the  picture  I  have  sketched  of  the  condilij 
of  our  country,  shades  have  been  omitted  which  reil 
exist,  tiiey  ought  to  be  introduced;  they  ought  to  I 
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fnnkly  met,  and  the  assembled  wiidom  of  the  legislative 
bodies  shoald  anxiously  devise  remedies  and  relief.  The 
impressive  and  f^locmy  description  of  the  Senator  from 
Sooth  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatke,]  as  to  tlie  actual  state  and 
vretched  prospects  of  his  immediate  fellov-citizens, 
svskens  the  nreliest  sympathy,  and  should  command  our 
ittentiOD.  It  is  their  ri^lit;  it  is  our  duty.  I  cannot  feel 
indifrcKnt  to  the  sufienngs  of  any  portion  of  the  Ame 
nan  people;  and  esteem  it  inconsistent  with  the  scope 
>nd  purpose  of  the  federal  constitution,  that  any  majority, 
no  matter  ho«r  large,  should  connive  at  or  protract  the 
oppreanon  or  misery  of  any  minority,  no  matter  how 
snull.  I  disclaim  an  J  detest  the  idea  of  making  one  part 
subservient  to  another;  of  feasting  upon  the  extorted  sub- 
sUnce  of  my  countt^rmen;  of  enriching  my  own  region 
by  draining  the  fertility  and  resources  of  a  neighbor;  of 
becoming  wealthy  with  spoils  which  leave  their  legitimate 
owners  inpoverished  and  desolate.  But,  sir,  I  want  proof 
of  a  fiut,  whose  existence,  at  least  as  described,  it  is  dif- 
Scuh  even  to  conceive:  and,  above  all,  1  want  the  true 
cuises  of  that  fact  to  be  ascertained;  to  be  brought  within 
tbe  reach  of  legislative  remedy,  and  to  have  that  remedy 
of  >  nature  which  may  be  appKed  without  producing  more 
nijchiefs  than  those  it  proposes  to  cure.  The  proneness 
to  exaggerate  social  evils  is  greatest  with  the  most  pa- 
Iriotlc.  Temporary  embarrassment  is  sensitively  appre- 
i^  kended  to  be  permanent.  Every  day's  experience  teaches 
1  hov  apt  we  are  to  magnify  partial  mto  universal  distress, 
laJ  with  what  difficulty  an  excited  imagination  rescues 
iteelf  from  despondency.  It  will  not  do,  sir,  to  act  upon 
the  glowing  or  pathetic  delineations  of  a  gifted  orator;  it 
i  Till  not  do,  to  become  enlisted,  by  ardent  exhortations,  in 
[  1  crusade  against  established  systems  of  policy;  it  wUl  not 
'■  do,  to  demolish  the  walls  of  our  citadel  to  the  sounds  of 
I  plaintire  eloquence,  Or  fire  the  temple  at  the  call  of  im- 
I  passioned  enthusiasm. 

I    What,  sir,  is  the  cause  of  Southern  distress?    Has  any 

I  gentleman  yet  ventured  to  designate  W    Can  any  one  do 

'  nore  than  suppose,  or  argnmentatively  assume  it?    lam 

ndther  wiUii^  nor  competent  to  flatter.     To  praise  the 

honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  would  be 

"■  To  add  pc-H\iinc  to  the  violet — 
WuleTuland  ridiealoiu  exeeis,** 

But  if  he  has  failed  totliscover  the  source  of  the  evils  he 
deplores,  who  can  unfold  it?  Amid  the^warm  and  indls- 
criminating  denunciations  with  which  he  has  assailed  the 
poBcy  of  protecting  domestic  manufactures  and  native 
produce,  he  frankly  avows  that  he  would  not  "deny  that 
ibere  are  other  <»uses  besides  the  tariff  which  have  con- 
tributed to  produce  the  evils  which  he  has  depicted." 
What  are  those  "other  causes?"  In  what  proportion 
bave  they  acted'  How  much  of  this  tiark  shadowing  is 
ucnbabletoeach  ringly,  and  to  all  in  combination  ?  Would 
the  tariff  be  at  all  felt,  or  denounced,  if  these  other  causes 
^<re  tiot  in  operation  ?  Would  not,  in  fact,  its  influence,  its 
disctimiibtions,  its  ineqtialities,  its  oppressions,  bat  for 
thete  "other  causes,"  be  shaken  by  tbe  elasticity  and 
■energy  and  exbaustless  spirit  of  the  South,  as  <<dew< 
^p«  from  the  lion's  mane?"  These  inquiries,  sir,  'must 
besa&fltctorily  answered  before  we  <»n  be  justly  required 
to  legislate  away  an  entire  system.  If  it  be  the  root  of 
'ttevil,  let  it  be  exposed  and  demolished.  If  its  poison- 
"^  exhalations  be  but  partial,  let  us  preserve  such  por- 
''oos  as  are  innoxious.  If,  as  the  luminary  of  tlay,  it  be 
P<«fe  and  salutary  in  itself,  let  us  not  wish  it  extinguished, 
■''eauae  of  tbe  shadows,  clouds,  and  darkness  which  ob- 
""re  its  brightness  or  Impede  its  vivifying  power. 

Sir,  there  are  "  other  <»uses"  than  the  poUcy  of  pro- 
•tction,  to  which  our  Southern  brethren  might;  and,  in  my 
pinion,  ouglit  to  impute  the  deplored  evib  under  which 
me}'  niffer.  Some  of  these  are  ade<]uate  to  produce,  and, 
«  not  providentially  arrested  in  their  progress,  will'  una- 
"nabljr  produce,  calamities  fcr  more  extensire  and  deso. 
Vol.  Vllt.— 30 


lating  than  any  yet  experienced.  Every  day,  evay  hour, 
augments  their  force,  enlarp^  their  sphere,  and  manifesta 
their  agency.  Nor  is  their  onwaid  march  a  sketch  of 
fancy,  or  the  conclusion  ofplaurible  argument:  itiaaiWel; 
discernible  to  every  eye,  known  to  every  well-iDformed 
man  in  the  country,  appreciated  by  every  candid  one,  and 
disputed  by  none.  The  delusion  and  mistake  lie  in  censi- 
deriiig  these  "other  catises"  as  secondary  and  slight,  in- 
stead  of  primary  and  powerfiil:  in  visiting  upon  a  subject 
of  political  dislike,  consequences  fairly  and  obviously  a& 
tributable  to  specific,  natural,  social,  or  moral  agenciea: 
ill  fiutening  upon  the  tariff,  as  fanatics  are  apt  to  fasten 
upon  their  reputed  conjurer  or  wizard,  the  storm  of  the 
elements,  the  barrenness  of  plantations,  the  debility  aris- 
ing from  constitutional  disease,  and  the  mysterious  t>pert- 
tions  of  decay. 

I  have  said  that "  other  causes"  enst,  adequate  to  aU  the 
lamented  distresses.  Among  these,  is  one  whiiih,  alone,  un- 
aided by  co-operation  from  others,  necessarily  leadato re- 
sults of  wide-spread,  protracted,  and  conspicuotis  embar- 
rassment and  desolation.  The  great  Southern  staple, 
cotton,  is  the  product  of  an  exhausting  plant — n  plant 
which  feeds  voraciously  upon  the  fertility  and  strengfth  of 
the  best  soils.  Every  returning  season  finds  the  earth  in 
which  it  is  cultivated  less  competent  to  suppfy  its  exactions, 
andsustaining,  therefore,  aless  hardy  and  generous  growth. 
The  ultimate  dissatis&ctionof  the  planter,  whose  prtxlace 
thus  annually  diminishes,  is  inevitable.  He  strug^e^  per- 
haps for  years,  in  fruitless  efforts  to  revive  the  original  fe- 
cundity of  his  farm;  to  arrest,  at  least,  its  gradual  decrease 
from  eight  or  six  bales,  by  the  hand,  to  two  or  three:  and 
he  submits  to  the  reduction  of  his  profits  and  many  depri- 
vations, rather  than  abandon  a  home  to  which  he  has  be- 
come habituated,  a  neighorhood  in  which  he  has  aciiuired 
character  aad  friends,  and  a  social  circle  to  which  his  {%• 
mily  are  endeared  and  attached.  But  the  final  period  of 
comparative  sterility  must  arrive;  the  season  wherein  la- 
bor will  be  unrewarded,  granaries  unreplenished,  and 
means  unrenewed,  must  come  to  him  or  to  his  successor: 
and,  when  that  period  is  at  hand,  the  dejected  and  dis- 
appointed owner  looks  elsewhere  for  consolation  and  re- 
source. Then  it  is,  sir,  the  impelled  and  adventurous 
husbandman  of  North  and  South  Carolina,  while  he  has  yet 
scarcely  entertuned  the  project  of  removal,  casts  his  anx- 
ious eyes  upim  the  immense  region,  in  his  immediate  vici- 
nity, of  land,  much  cheaper  than  in  bis  native  State,  of 
vir^n  soil,  upon  whose  charms  bis  favorite  voluptuaiy  has 
ffot  yet  battened,  of  equal,  if  not  superior,  climate,  and 
of  ascertained  fitness,  in  every  respect,  for  the  plant  to 
which  lus  skill  and  industry  have  long  been  adapted.  Is 
it  surprising  that  this  boundless  rang^  of  territory  should 
attract  i»pital  and  enterprise  to  the  culture  of  cotton  from 
all  parts  of  the  country.'  That  the  (quantity  of  prothiction 
should  rapiiUy  augment,  and  its  relative  value  or  price  fall, 
or  that  it  should  offer  temptations,  irreastible  by  consdoiu 
indi)stry  and  fhigalify,  to  abandon  the  comparatively  spent 
farms  heretofore  tilled? 

Men,  sir,  will  change  their  abodes,  under  the  circum- 
stances to  which  I  have  adverted,  by  an  impulse  which 
may  almost  be  reguded  as  a  law  of  our  nature.  The  se- 
rious concerns  of  life  are  not,  laumot,  and  ought  not  to 
be  regulated  by  the  amiable  sentiments  whid  connect 
themselves  with  the  recollections  of  the  past.  We  quit 
the  homes  of  our  ancestors,  tbe  (^ves  of  our  kindred, 
the  hills  and  valleys  of  our  childhood,  with  many  a  sigh, 
it  is  true,  and  with  many  a  longing,  lingering  look  behind; 
but  we  quit  them  all,  with  proud  and  self-sustaining  reso- 
lution, in  pursuit  of  subsistence,  of  settlements  tor  our 
children,  of  personal  and  permanent  independence.  Such 
have  been  the  course  of  human  conduct,  and  the  career 
of  human  action,  in  all  ages,  and  in  every  quarter  of  the 
globe.  The  Und  of  promise  was,  and  always  will  be,  the 
goal  of  ceaseless  emigrMion.     We,  sir,  especially,  are  a 
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niiKratoiy  peoplp.  With  almost  every  range  of  climate, 
and  an  unlimited  extent  of  land  wherefrom  to  choose,  "a 
world  before  us,  and  Providence  our  guide,"  our  readi- 
ness to  improve  the  condition  of  life, by  entering  upon  new 
scenes  of  activity,  is  at  the  same  time  unobstructed  by  the 
dimculties  and  doubts  which  repel  the  inhabitants  of  other 
countries.  Our  pofitieal  institutions  are  every  where 
throughout  our  continent  the  same.  Our  language,  with 
inconsiderable  and  few  exceptions,  is  uniform:  our  medium 
of  exchange,  otoney,  coin,  and  even  one  species  of  bank 
paper,  is  identical:  the  g^eat  practical  hindrances  are  un- 
known to  US;  and  we  may  pass  through  every  degree  of 
salubrious  temperature,  and  over  thousands  of  leagues, 
chanfpng  in  our  progress  nothing  but  the  sky  and  the  soil. 
Hence  it  is  that  we  have  long  since  turned  our  backs 
upon  the  Atlantic  and  its  shores,  to  gaze  upon,  and  to  bend 
our  steps  towards  tlie  rich  plains,  the  laughing  valleys,  the 
thronged  rivers,  and  the  bealth4nEpiring  hills,  of  the  Ame- 
rican West. 

If,  then,  sir,  the  appalling  picture  of  the  honorable  Se- 
nator from  Soiith  Carolina  be  strictly  true:  and  if  it  be 
also  true,  as  no  one  has  been  or  can  be  adventurous  enough 
to  deny,  that  the  regfiuna  lying  immediately  to  the  west  of 
those  districts  which  his  picture  is  designed  to  represent, 
are  open  and  stilt  opening  for  a  cheaper  and  moie  abtm- 
dant  growth  of  the  very  cotton  to  whose  depreciated  va- 
lue he  ascribes  Southern  distress  and  complaint,  I  recog- 
nis:,  in  th*  cause  to  which  I  have  referred,  an  adeqiiate 
cause:  a  cause  absolutely  distinct  from  the  tariff:  a  cause, 
in  its  origin  and  effects,  transcendently  beyond  the  course 
of  any  policy:  a  cause,,  out  of  the  reach  of  legislative  re- 
medy: a  cause  which- human  agents  are  utterly  incompe- 
tent to  control,  arrest,  mitigate,  or>  modify. 

Sir,  this  incurable  and  impracticable  cause  made  its  ef- 
fects, to  a  certain  extent,  visible,  before  the  tariff  of  1824 
was  enacted,  and  before  that  of  1816  could  possibly  have 
been  felt:  not  Ibng  after  Mississippi  became  a  State,  in 
1817:  shortly  after  Arkansas  became  a  territory,  in  March, 
1819:  shortly  after  the  acquisition  oflhe  Floridas,  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1819:  and  shortly  after  Alabama  was  embraced  as 
a  member  of  the  Union,  in  December,  1819.  An  intelli- 
gent and  observing  traveller,  in  IS'JS  and  1823,  could  then 
see  the  deplored  evils  in  progress.  He  could  tlien  notice 
that  the  productiveness  of  cotton  lands  increased  as  he 
joumeyea  towards  the  getting  sun;  that  the  ability  of  each 
hand  would  double  or  treble  its  crop  every  hundred  or 
two  hundred  miles;  and  that  western  Carolina,  following 
the  example  of  the  eastern,  was  berominp  comparatively 
neglected  or  deserted  b>-  a  population  which  sought  more 
fertile  and  rewarding  soils.  He  could,  then,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  honorable  Senator,  "  see  fieli^s  abandoned, 
the  nospitabre  mansions  of  fathers  deserted;  agriculture 
drooping;  slaves,  like  their  masters,  working  h.vder  and 
faring  worse;  and  the  planter  striving  with  unavailing  ef- 
forts to  avert  the  ruin  whicU  is  before  him:"  he  could  then 
•ee  "the  once  tliriving  planter  reduced  to  despair;  cuming 
his  bard  fate,  gathering  up  the  smal}  remnants  of  his  bro- 
ken fortune,  and,  with  his  wife  and  liis  little  ones,  tearing- 
him.self  from  the  scenes  of  his  childhood,  and  the  bones  of 
his  ancestors,  to  seek  in  the  wiWerncss  that  reward  for  his 
ndustry,"  of  which  the  gradual  exhaustion  of  his  inherited 
soil,  and  the  teeming  richness  of  new  and  neigliboring  re- 
gions, "  had  deprived  him."  And  even  since  then,  this 
incurable  and  impracticable  cause  has  been  aggravated, 
as  the  northern  portions  of  Louisiana  have  become  acces- 
sible to  population,  and  subjected  to  agricultural  pursuits. 
This  incurable  and  impracticable  cause  will  long  continue 
to  operate,  increasing  in  power  as  it  enlarges  in  scope? 
but  whether,  in  »  national  aspect,  it  be,  in  the  aggregate, 
for  good  or  evil,  no  human  capacity  can  determine.  View- 
ed with  reference  to  the  strictly  Southern  States  alone,  no 
one  deplores  its  effects  more  sincerely  than  I  do.  The 
Oarolinas  have'nobly  stemmed  it  thus  far;  the  general  sum 


of  their  wealth  and  numbers  augmenting,  in  its  spite,  itn- 
dily  and  surely.  But  the  entire  Union-- the  whole  people 
of  the  United  States— cannot  well  be  deemed  injurioDsly 
affected  by  a  process  which  transfers  the  citizens  of  snt 
commonwealtl)  to  another;  which  converts  tbe  unhappy 
and  discontented  planters  of  the  Atlantic  coast  into  thrif- 
ing  and  joyous  settlers  of  inland  regions;  which,  howerer 
much  it  may  depopulate  and  desoUte  the  East,  carriet 
capital,  industry,  intelligence,  and  the  arts,  to  develop 
the  resources  and  ensure  the  felicity  of  the  West. 

That  other  causes  still,  Mr.  President,  for  Southern  dis- 
tress, do  exist,  cannot  be  doubted.     They  eombinc  wiik 
the  one  I  have  indicated,  and  are  eqiuilly  uneonnccled 
with  tlie  mamifikcturing  policy.     One  of  these  it  is  pecu- 
liarly painful  to  advert  to;  ami,  when  I  mention  it,  I  bey 
honorable  Senators  not  to  suppose  that  I  do  it  in  the  spirit 
of  taunt,  of  repruadi,  or  of  idle  declannation.     Regaidin; 
it  as  a  nusfortune  merely,  not  as  a  fault;  as  a  disease  in- 
herited, not  incurred;  perhaps  to  be  alleviateil,  but  not 
eradicated,  I  should  feel  self-condemned  were  I  to  tntt 
it  other  than  a»  an  existing  fact,  whose  merit  or  demerit, 
apart  from  tl>e  question  under  debate,  is  shielded  from 
commentary  by  the  highest  and  most  just  considerations. 
I  refer,  sir,  to  the  character  of  Southern  labor,  in  lt«lf, 
and  in  its  htfluence  on  otlters.     Incapable  of  adaptation  to 
tlie  ever-varying  changes  of  Iniman  society  and  existence, 
it  retains  tite  communities  in  which  it  is  establislied,  in  % 
condition  of  apparent  and  comparative  inertness.    The 
lights  of  science,  and  the  improvements  of  art,  whidi 
vivify  and  accelerate  elsewhere,  cannot  penetrate,  or,  if 
they  do,  penetrate  with  dilatory  inefficiency,  among'  its 
operativeSL      They  are  merely  instinctive  and  p««si«. 
While  the  intellectual  industry  of  other  parts  of  this  coun- 
try springs  elastically  forward  at  every  fresh  impulse,  and 
manual  labor  is  propelled  and  redoubled  by  countless  in- 
ventions, machines,  and  contrivances,  instantly  undentood 
and  at  once  exercised,  the  South  remains  stationary,  inac- 
cessible to  audi  encouraging  and  invigorating  aids.    Kor 
is  it  possible  to  be  wholly  blind  to  the  moral  effect  of  tliis 
species  of  labor  upon  those  freemen  among  whom  it  ex- 
ists. A  disrelish  for  humble  and  hardy  occupation; »  pride 
adverse  to  drudgery  and  toil  ^  a  dread  that  to  partake  in 
the  employments  allotted  to  color,  may  be  accompanied 
also  by  its  degradation,  are  natural  and  inevitable.   The 
high  and  lofty  qualities  which,  in  other  scenes  and  fcr 
other  purposes,  characterize  and  adorn  our  Southern  bre- 
thren, are  fata)  to  the  enduring  patience,  the  corpotalei- 
ertion,  and  the  pains-taking  simplicity,  by  which  ««!.>■• 
successful  yeomanry  can  be  formed.     When,  in  &ct,sir, 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  asserts  that  "slaves  are 
too  improvident,  too  incapable  of  that  minute,  constant, 
delicate  attention,  and  that  persevering  industry  which  i« 
essential  to  the  success  of  manufacturing  establishments, 
he  himself  admits  the  defect  in  the  condition  of  Southern 
labor,  by  which  the  progress  of  his  favorite  section  roust 
be  retailed.    He  admits  an  inability  to  keep  pace  with  the 
rest  of  the  world.     He  admits  an  inherent  weakness;  a 
weakness  neither  engendered  nor  aggravated  by  tlie  tans 
— whicli,  as  societies  are  now  constituted  and  directed,  ii""' 
drag  in  the  rear,  and  be  distanced  in  tbe  common  race. 

Sir,  in  farther  exploring  the  real  causes  of  the  disti«»w 
so  pathetically  delineated,  I  might  call  your  attention  to 
the  general  state  of  trader  domestic  and  foreign,  through- 
out all  Christendom.  The  Soutli  cannot  claim  to  be  exempt 
from  a  universal  visitation.    Her  staples  must  ank  in  com- 
parative Tidiie,  as  have  sunk  the  staples  of  every  other 
State  or  people.     Her  agricultural  produce  cannot  alone 
command  the  high  price  of  former  years.    She,  too,  niu 
submit  to  feel  the  necessary  and  pervading  iiiSnence  ol  a 
long  European  peace,  following  upon  an  almost  unmtcr- 
rupted  century  of  war;  of  a  gfeneral  and  eager  resuoiptio 
of  the,  primitive  and  productive  occupations  of  »"•>  "■ 
hundreds  of  thotisanda  heretofore  set  apart  solely  to  cos- 
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tame  or  to  destroy;  of  a  consequent  excess  beyond  the 
nnts  of  mankind,  in  sll  the  articles  essentiitl  to  our  sub- 
listtiicc,  comfort,  or  safety.  Tlie  reduction  in  the  price 
of  coUnn,  induced  by  sn  over-production,  not  merely  in 
the  United  States,  but  in  the  East  Indies  and  elsewhere, 
isles  than  mi^t  reasonably  have  been  expected;  and, 
instead  of  ascribing  to  the  tarifT  that  which  has  already 
Dcnirred,  it  is,  perhaps,  owing  to  this  denounced  policy 
that  the  reduction  has  not  proceeded  to  a  much  greater 
ritent.  It  is  curious  to  remark,  sir,  that  within  the  very 
nonth,  durin(^  which  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
proicribed  the  protecting,  system  as  the  root  of  aH  evil — 
while  he  levelled  the  battery  of  his  eloquent  speculations 
ind  mgenious  deductions  against  this  "accursed"  destroyer 
of  cotton  and  its  planter — that  very  cotton,  in  the  market  of 
New  Orleans,  was  raised  in  value  by  the  positive  and  direct 
opantion  of  the  tariff  in  furnishing  a  domestic  demand. 
1  quote  from  tlie  New  Orleans  price  current,  under  date 
of  Saturday,  Janiury  28,  1832:        \ 

"CoTTOi. — The  market  thisweek  lias  not  been  sobrisk 
u  it  was  last;  purchasers  fbr  tlic  European  markets  gene- 
nlly  decline  operating  at  the  prices  now  asked,  and  the 
imin  dependence  of  sellers  is  on  the  demand  for  the  At- 
hntie  cities  and  the  Northern  manufactories'. 

"A  lot  or  entire  crop  of  fifly-fmir  bales  Tennessee  was 
nid  at  the  extraordinary  price  of  eleven  and  a  half  cents. 
The  staple  is  said  to  be  decidedly  the  best  that  ever  came 
fron  that  section  of  the  country,  (near  Nashville,)  fully 
equal  to  the  best  Mississippi:  its  general  appearance 
evinced  thenost  careful  c\ilture  ana  putting 'up:  it  is 
iroradie  plantation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States." 

1  acknowledge,  Mr.  President,  that  a  single  practical 
illustration  of  this  kind  outweighs,  in  my  mind,  the  most 
pliusible  theories  and  the  longest  train  of  artificial  logic. 
Girr,  then,  nr,  tu  the  undoubted  and  comprehensive  causes 
of  Soa^m  distress  to  which  I  have  refen-ed,  their  true 
iinportance,  and  ascribe  to  them  reasonable  effects,  such 
ejects  as  candor  and  good  sense  cannot  fail  to  ascribe; 
«nd  how  little,  if  any,  of  the  mischiefs  depicted  and  de- 
plored can  we  jtistly  impute  to  the  popular  policy  of  pro- 
lection*  It  is  possib'.e  that,  like  most  human  arrange- 
ments or  projects,  its  advantages  may  be  accompanied  by 
emulative  disadvantages;  many  imperfections  may  exist 
aot  discernible  to  our  limited  apprehensions,  which  work 
with  jiknt  inefficiency,  and  mar  the  general  tendency  of 
the  ^stem;  nay,  some  positive  and  partial  injury  may  be 
occtsioned,  while  the  universal  good  is  steadily  accom- 
plislung.  But  Southern  distress  is  explainable  upon  prin- 
ciples and  from  causes  wholly  independent  of  Ae  tariff; 
impracticable  to  the  highest  energies  oflegislation;  always 
to  be  lamented,  but  irremediable  at  least  by  us. 

Having  thus,  sir,  removed  from  debate,  or  from  my 
«wn  mind,  the  oppresrive  weight  of  su  much  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  Senators  opposed  to  me,  as  consists  of  glowing 
•mlglooiny  pictures  of  human  wretchedness  and  local  de- 
■oUtion,  1  must  be  permitted  to  state  my  impressions  of 
•hat  this  great  national  policy,  rather  disingenuously 
tcnaed  our,  or  the  American  system,  truly  is. 

It!  foundation,  Mr.  President,  is  the  broad  and  impreg- 
nible  pnnciple  of  national  independence;  and  its  object 
wd  tendency  are  to  give  to  the  American  people,  the  en- 
tire people,  the  people,  as  a  mass,  and  in  detail,  employ- 
ments of  their  own,  resources  of  their  own,  strength  of 
their  own,  and  happiness  of  their  own;  which  cannot  be 
injuriously  affected,  in  war  or  peace,  through  stratagem 
or  dtagn,  by  any  other  people.  Such  are  its  cardinal 
dancteristics.  If  there  be  any  portion  of  the  means  for 
effecting  this  policy,  which  dees  not  square  with  these 
(Ituacteristics,  to  that  J  am  opposed.  If,  m  attaining  these 
fiindamental  and  invaluable  objects,  partial,  occasional, 
<v  Mctional  injiuy  be  inflicted,  that  1  would  remedy  or 
'•dress,  by  exerting  the  force  of  all  our  institutions  as 
■It*  1  can.    The  good  of  the  whole  is  rarely,  if  ever,  ac- 


complished without  some  sacrifice  to  at  least  a  part:  but, 
undoubtedly,  the  dangers  and  inconveniences  of  every 
scheme  of  legislation  should  be  contracted  to  as  narrow  a 
sphere  as  possible,  should  be  anxiouriy  mitigated  as  much 
as  possible,  and  sliould  ultimately  be  repaid  as  fully  as  pos- 
sible. 

Sir,  this  is  no  selGA  policy,  in  the  odious  sense  of  that 
epithet.  To  the  American  people,  as  eontradistingiiithed 
from  any  and  every  other  people,  it  may  be  so.  NMyre, 
in  the  creation  of  peculiar  languages,  various  climate*,  and 
different  forms  of  Government,  has  compelled  ^stinet  and 
separate  masse*  of  men,  communities,  and  nations,  to  b« 
selfish.  It  is  their  state  of  nature,  liable  to  be  modiJkd,  •• 
civilization  leads  to  intercourse,  barter,  and  reciprocity,  by 
convention  and  mutual  agreement  only.  National  selfisb- 
ness  results  from  necessity,  and  is  beyond  reproach.  With- 
out it,  independent  existence  is  unimaginable:  without  it, 
we  could  have  no  country. 

But  honorable  Senators  have  described  thi*  policjr  a* 
emanating  from,  and  exclusively  useful  to,  rich  capitalists, 
monopolists,  and  manufacturers.  If  rt  be  so,  let  u*  *^>*n- 
don  it.  But,  before  acquiescing  in  the  description,  it  is 
our  duty  to  reflect  and  to  examine. 

As  a  policy,  ar,  adapted  to  the  welfare  of  any  nation, 
it  emanates  from  remote  antiquity,  and  has  been,  more  or 
less,  cherished  and  practised  by  every  people.  Modem 
philosophy  nftay  sometimes  be  disadvantageously  contrasted 
with  ancient  wistlom,  as  beautiful  abstractions  are  often 
disproved  by  a  succession  of  experiments.  _  Egypt,  in  her 
grandeur,  Greece,  in  her  brilliancy,  Rome,  in  her  omnipo- 
tence,  deduced  their  magnificence  and  vigor,  at  least  in 
part,  from  this  ••  accursed"  policy.  It  was  known  to  them 
all;  it  was  enforced  by  them  all;  and  it  aggrandized  them 
all.  These  arc  great  names!  and  the  annals  of  history 
tender  for  enumeration  many  others  familiar  to  the  learn- 
ing of  those  whom  I  address.  It  is  true,  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  has  said,  that  the  political  economy 
of  free  trade,  however  captivating  in  theory,  is,  indeed, 
"  a  discovery  of  modern  times."  It  has  no  existence  but 
in  books.  It  never  has  been  tested,  and  it  never  can  be 
tested,"  witliout  the  Utopian  resort  to  a  Congress  of  nations 
— a  resort  recommended  by  some  pamphleteer,  whose 
treatise,  laid  upon  our  tables  within  a  few  weeks  past,  seem* 
to  come  in  aid  of  this  "discovery  of  modem  tune*"--* 
resort,  which  like  another  Congress,  that  of  Panama,  will 
prove  "introuvable,"  anxiously  and  pompously  sought, 
but  never  found. 

Let  us,  however,  Mr.  President,  quitting  the  too  ainple 
rang^  of  foreign  history,  come  home;  and,  with  a  view 
to  reason  best  fi^>m  what  I  may  be  presumed  to  know 
best,  let  me  speak  of  Pennsylvania.  Whence,  and  whei^ 
did  this  policy  of  encouraging  our  own  manufiicture*  ori- 
ginate there  f  Its  source  was  in  her  people,  as  contradia- 
tinguished  from  her  rulers  or  politicians,  and  it  sprang 
forth  in  the  earliest  days  of  her  settlement.  Its  &ther* 
were  the  frugal,  self-poised,  sagacious,  steadv,  and  sterlinr 
Germans — those  very  "stupid  and  ignorant  black  Dutch," 
whom  certain  partisans  of  certain  official  candidates,  d(l- 
ring  a  recent  canvass,  seemed  specially  to  delight  in  cari- 
caturing and  libelling.  They  started  it;  their  practical 
wisdom  fostered  it;  their  stubborn  attachment  to  indepen- 
dence, in  every  shape,  inculcated  and  taught  it;  their  in- 
genuity, thrift,  economy,  and  invincible  peraeverance 
planted  the  seed,  reared  the  tree,  and  ripened  the  fruit 
Our  German  emigrants,  sir,  brought  with  them  habits  of 
enlarged  observation  and  sober  thought.  They  found  their 
adopted  home  teeming  with  all  that  the  necessities  or  taitea 
of  men  could  require.  They  set  their  creative  skill  and 
industry  to  work,  unshackling  their  occupations  and 
wants,  as  they  had  freed  their  souk,  from  subserrienc}  to 
distant  Europe.  If  gentlemen  will  term  this  policy  "  the 
American  system,"  let  K  be  known  and  acknowledged 
that  its  first  American  radimenta  emanated  from  Pennsyl- 
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vanift  Gernuins,  then  in  the  condition  of  mere  "seirantg^'' 
that  its  tendency  to  emancipate  their  new  abode  from  so- 
cial thraldom  was  indicated  by  tliem;  and  that  tbe^  nerer 
have,  and  probably  never  will  abandon  it.  I  turn,  in  illustra- 
tion and  confirmation  of  what  I  say,  to  a  passige  in  '*  Gor- 
don's History"  of  the  commonweajth  to  which  I  belong: 

<*The  same  jealous  spirit  which  confined  the  commer- 
dal  energies  of'^thc  colonies,  restricted  their  advancement 
in  manunctures  and  the  arts.  The  handicrafts  which  were 
indispensable  for  the  supply  of  ag^cultural  implements, 
the  purposes  of  simple  architecture,  and  other  primitive 
wants,  took  vij^orous  root  in  Pennsylvania  immediately 
on  the  foundation  of  the  city.  Many  of  the  first  settlers 
were  mechanics,  who  found  ample  employment  in  supply- 
ing the  wants  generated  by  the  rapid  progress  of  the  infant 
atf.  The  Indian  trade  suppSedfurs  for  hatters,  and  skins 
soon  became  abundant  for  the  workers  in  leather.  The 
wood  of  the  country,  its  walnut,  maple,  oak,  ash,  and 
cherry,  furnished  materials  for  carpenters,  joiners,  wheel- 
wrights, and  wagon-makers;  and,  in  the  skill  of  their  im- 
portedsenrants,espe<3ally  the  Germans,  the  colonists  soon 
round  the  means  to  supply  almost  all  their  wants  of  first 
necessity,  with  many  of  the  comforts  and  some  of  the  luxu- 
ries of  the  mechanic  arts.  So  remarkable  were  the  indus- 
try and  success  of  the  colonists  in  these  branches,  that 
complaints  were  made  to  ParKameot  by  interested  indivi- 
duals, that  their  progress  was  detrimental  to  Great  Britain. 
The  parent  State,  with  great  maternal  kindness  to  her 
children  at  home,  but  wit£  the  indifference  of  a  stepmo- 
ther for  those  abroad,  rapidly  adopted  measures  to  check 
their  envied  prosperity. 

"  So  early  as  1699,  the  wool,  yarn,  and  woollen  manu- 
&ctures  of  the  cofenies  were  ibrbidden  *  to  be  shipped 
there,or  even  laden  in  order  to  be  transported  from  thence 
to  any  place  whatever;'  and  in  1719,  the  Commons  de- 
clared, 'that  the  erecting  manufactories  in  the  colonies 
tended  to  lessen  their  dependence  on  Great  Britain.'  In 
1733,  hats  were  subjected  to  the  same  restrictions  as 
woollen  manufactures,  and  hatters  were  forbidden  to  em- 
ploy more  than  two  apprentices  at  once,  or  any  black  or 
negro,  at  their  trade,  or  to  make  hats,  unless  they  had 
*  served  an  apprenticeship  of  seven  years.  In  1750,  whilst 
pig  and  bar  tfon  were  allowed  to  be  imported  duty  free 
to  Great  Britain,  the  colonists  were  denied  the  privilege 
of  erecting  any  mill  or  other  enpne  for  sUtting  or  rolling 
iron,  or  any  plating  forge  to  work  with  a  tilt  Hammer,  or 
any  furnace  for  making  steel,  under  the  penalty  of  two 
hundred  pounds. " 

This  historical  extract,  Jlr.  President,  developing  the 
^irit  in  which  the  policy  commenced,  and  the  counteract- 
ing spirit  with  which  Great  Britain  endeavored,  success- 
lully,  to  repress  it,  will  be  elucidated  by  a  note  subjoined 
to  one  of  tlie  celebrated  and  patriodc  "  Farmer's  Letters" 
of  John  Dickinson,  written  in  1767.  It  purports  to  be  a 
quotation  from  <■  Tucker  on  Trade." 

"  If  we  are  afraid  that  one  day  or  other  the  cokmies 
will  revolt  and  set  up  for  themselves,  as  some  seem  to  ap- 
prehend, let  us  not  drive  them  to  a  necesnty  to  feel  them- 
selves independent  of  us,  as  they  will  do  the  moment  they 
Serceive  that  they  can  be  supplied  with  all  things  within 
lemselves,  and  do  not  need  our  assistance.  If  we  would 
keep  them  still  dependent  upon  their  mother  counti-y, 
and,  in  some  respects,  subservient  to  her  views  and 
welfare,  let  us  make  it  their  interest  always  to  be  so." 

Sir,  these  extracts  attest  alike  the  source  and  the  wisdom 
of  the  policy.  Nature  herself,  in  unfolding  the  exhaust- 
less  stores  of  her  bounty,  in  our  forests,  our  minerals,  our 
ores,  and  our  quarries,  mvited  and  impelled  Pennsylvania 
to  its  adoption.  With  her,  it  never  bore  the  artificial 
character  ascribed  by  the  Senator  from  Virginia.  She 
felt  it  to  be  instilled  in  the  all-persuasive  language  uf  a 
blesung  Providence.  Nor  b  it  with  her  "  a  modern  dis- 
covery," dengned  for  monopolists  or  rich  capitalists.  She 


felt  it  to  be  a  boundless  resource  for  her  faithfiil,  hardr, 
and  generous  population,  to  be  kindred  with  ttieir  sturdy 
independence,  and  to  be  commensurate  with  their  udcst 
and  ennobling  love  of  country.  True,  it  was  early  and 
long  checked  by  the  ungracious  and  jealous  stepmother', 
true,  this  now  powerful  commonwealth  was  made  to  re- 
semble tlte  Indian  papoose,  conscious  of  vital  ener^rt, 
and  struggling  to  exert  them,  yet  bandaged,  restricted, 
and  confined,  tliat  the  wandering  agility  of  a  mercenaiy 
parent  mi^ht  be  undiverted,  unobstructed,  and  uoimpair- 
edi  but  she  never  lost  sight  of  it,  nor  wavered  in  lier 
partiality.  It  has  grown  with  her  growth  and  strengthened 
with  her  strength.  Her  illustrious  Franklin,  second  torn 
one,  justly  represented,  in  his  examination  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  both  her  disposition  and  her  aptitude; 
and  her  sons  Iiave  kept  and  still  keep  it  steadily  in  viev. 
Even  the  vapid  insurrection  of  her  whiskey  boys,  in  1794- 
a  partial  movement  in  hostility  to  an  odious  tax,  and  nerer 
countenanced,  as  the  Senator  from  Virginia  seetned  to 
imagine  or  imply,  by  any  department  of  public  authoritY— 
may  be  regarded  as  evidence  of  her  deeply  seated  souci- 
tude  to  encourage  aud  protect  domestic  uctories.  Uuiing 
the  war  of  1812,  her  patriotism,  surpassed  by  none  of 
her  confederates,  sided  with  her  policy ;  and  she  has,  pet- 
haps,  clung  to  it  since  with  the  (^ater  tenacity,  becauie 
of  the  then  freshly  excited  repugnance  to  English  pr^ 
tension  and  intercourse- 

Perhaps,  sir,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Virginia  [Hr. 
Tube]  may  perceive  in  this  review  of  the  course  of 
Pennsylvania  an  explanation  of  her  present  unanimity— 
a  unanimity  which  he  insinuates  has  resulted  from  a  want 
of  reflection  and  examination.  That  State  has  reflected 
and  examined  for  a  century.  The  recent  resolution  of  her 
General  Assembly  is  but  the  last  sound  of  a  voice  whicb 
has  uniformly  uttered  the  same  doctrine  and  conviction. 

I  have  said  that  once  the  patriotism  of  Penasylvum 
sided  with  her  policy:  and  I  agree  that  now  her  interests 
are  involved  in  its  steady  prosecution.  She  has  incurred, 
within  a  lew  years  back,  agreater  public  debt  tbao  the  ex- 
isting one  of  the  nation.  Her  internal  improvements,  im- 
mense and  inestimable,  have  been  mainly  and  vigorously 
directed,  under  the  auspicious  shield  of  your  protectire 
system,  to  the  development  of  her  own  resources  «nd 
the  encouragement  of  her  own  industry.  Her  legs!  code 
has  given  every  facility  to  the  attainment  of  public  conve- 
nience, free  intercourse^  and  safe  transportation.  The 
noble  turnpikes,  broad  highways,  countless  canals,  solid 
bridges,  and  splendid  railways,  which  intersect  and  unite 
all  parts  of  her  territory,  are  the  products  of  a  fuU  reii- 
ance  in  the  stability  and  excellence  of  the  poUcy .  Dp  )ou 
suppose  that  she  would  have  gone  thus  far  in  expendituit, 
merely  to  become  the  recipient  and  channel  of  exotic  Is- 
brics--of  European  husbandry  and  manufactures!  No, 
sir.  Her  purpose  has  been  to  scatter  her  own  rich  ores 
among  her  laborious  people:  to  bring  into  operation  her 
water  power:  to  supply  her  mechanics  and  her  poor  with 
her  various  woods,  her  inexhaustible  fuel,  her  sslt,  h« 
minerals:  and  to  carry  comfort  and  independence  to  the 
homestead  of  every  fiirmer. 

What  are  the  fruits  of  this  Pennsylvania  policy?  1  *'" 
illustrate  them  by  recurring  to  the  single  article  of  her 
own,  iron.  Its  quality  is  unquestionably  equal,  if  notsa- 
perior,  to  that  of  England.  Its  cohesiveness  is  greater-;'! 
chain  of  an  inch  and  a  half  in  diameter  not  breaking™ 
burdened  with  a  weight  of  sixty  tons,  while  a  suniUr 
English  one  yielded  to  forty-three  tons  only:  one  of  «n 
inch  and  an  eighth  broke  not,  till  oppressed  by  fuU  W'V' 
one  tons.  For  welding  also,  it  is  superior;  superior  tor 
spikes  and  bolts  employed  in  constructing  ships;  supewr 
for  wheel  tires;  and  at  least  equal  for  use  on  rail**)* 
Ouriron-workersare  willing  to  give,  and  actually  ^°|I"'^ 
twenty-Bve  per  cent,  more  lor  the  Ainerican  than  the  Mr 
lish  article. 
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lie  effect  of  oar  policy  on  thia  essential  metal  has  been 
itrikingly  erinced,  first,  in  augmenting  the  number  of  its 
ftctoriesaiui  its  quantity:  secondly,  in  reducing  the  prices 
of  it!  manufactures:  and,  thirdly,  m  disseminating  widely, 
tiin)|Kb  its  agency,  the  means  of  subsistence  and  comfort. 

1.  Since  the  year  1824,  thirty-four  new  fiirnaces  have 
been  erected  in  Pennsylvania,  west  of  the  Alleghany  moun^ 
tiia— each  forming,  not  a  mine  of  wealth  for  the  ric  h  mono- 
polisi,  but  a  nucleus  fora  busy,  thriving,  and  joyous  village. 

Daring  the  years  1829  aiid  1830,  the  quantity  of  iron 
rofied  at  Pittabui^  alone  increased  from  three  thousand  to 
more  than  nine  thousand  tons. 

3.  The  reduction  of  the  prices  was  a  necessary  conse- 
quence of  the  domestic  competition,  created  and  excited 
bjtbepoUcy.  Since  1818,  1819,  and  1820,  the  imple- 
meMm  husbandry  have  sank  in  price  thus:  Axes,  from 
tvenly-foar  dollars  to  twelve  dollars  by  the  dozen :  scythes, 
spades,  and  common  shovels,  fifty  per  cent.  Iron  hoes, 
>t  nine  dollars  by  the  dozen,  have  given  way  to  steel 
ones,  at  four  dollars  by  the  dozen:  socket  shovels,  once 
told  at  twelve  dollars  by  the  dozen,  now  sell  at  four  dol- 
brs  and  fifty  cents:  iron  vices,  once  at  twenty  cents  by  the 
pound,  now  at  ten  cents:  braziers'  rods  were,  in  1824, 
mported  at  three  hundred  and  thirteen  dollars  by  the  ton, 
and  now  are  made  at  one  hundred  and  thirty  dollars:  and 
steam  engines  have  actually,  since  1823,  nllen  fifty  per 
cent  in  price,  while  at  the  same  time  the  amount  of  mate- 
rial and  labor  of  which  they  are  composed,  has  nearly 
doubled. 

3.  The  extent  to  which  the  manufacture  of  this  sub- 
lUnce  contributes  to  diffuse  the  means  of  support  and 
comfort,  cannot  be  precisely  estimated  as  to  any  particular 
disUict  of  country.  The  proportion  of  its  effective  action 
opoB  Pennsylvania  may  alone  be  presumed  from  a  fair  cal- 
culation of  its  aggregate  value  in  the  Union,  and  a  general 
knowledge  of  the  numerous  and  important  establishments 
Kattercd  throughout  that  State.  It  is  ascertained,  witli 
naioaable  certainty,  that,  in  the  small  county  of  Delaware, 
about  two  hundred  and  thirty -five  persons  annually  pro- 
dace  a  value  of  two  hundred  and  seven  thousand  one  hun- 
dml  and  seventy-five  dollars,  which  undergoes  its  local 
ud  natural  distribution.  In  the  large  counties  of  Centre 
and  HuntingdoD,  extensively  engaged  in  the  business,  the 
computation  necessarily  rises  mucn  higher.  Now,  it  is 
bdiered,  from  such  returns  as  have  been  collected,  that 
is  the  United  States  there  are  no  fewer  than  twenty-four 
tWxiaand  nine  hundred  and  seventy-nine  iron  workmen, 
each  baring,  on  an  average,  four  mdividuals  dependent 
iponhis  labors:  one  hundred  and  twenty-four  thousand 
eigtit  hundred  and  ninety-five  human  beings  are  therefore 
pcorided  with  adequate  livelihood  by  this  angle  branch 
ofindostry  in  its  earliest  stages.  Supponng  each  work- 
nan  to  receive  the  modicum  of  one  dollar  a  day,  or  say 
three  hundred  dollars  a  year,  and  there  are  disseminated 
in  vages  no  less  than  seven  million  four  hundred  and 
■unety-three  thousand  seven  hundred  dollars:  their  fii- 
biics,  finding  their  way  to  various  markets,  scatter,  as  they 
xlraace,  the  charges  of  transportation,  computed  to  ex; 
cced  one  million  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars: 
»nd  thus  the  entire  process  furnishes,  for  diffusion  among 
the  laboring,  meritorious,  and  most  useful  masses  of  so- 
ciety, an  annual  sum  little  short  of  nine  millions  of  dollars. 
The  proportion  of  this  imposing  value  which  fidls  to  the  lot 
ofPeoninrlvania,  may  be  imagined,  but  cannot  be  asserted. 

Mj  effort  and  object,  Mr.  President,  are  to  avoid  de- 
tub.  Those  which  I  have  ventured  to  state,  from  the  best 
■ources  of  information  accessible  to  my  inquiries,  are 
UKrely  meant  as  illustrative  of  the  policy,  in  its  operation 
ppoB  Pennsylvania.  Those  parts  of  the  States  particular^ 
■led  are  neither  the  Birmingham,  so  called  by  Uie  honor- 
>hle  SenatOT  from  Tennessee,  nor  the  other  city,  which 
perhaps  be  would  dengnate  as  our  Liverpool — they  are  in 
tlK  interior,  and  are  munly  devoted  to  the  primary  and  es- 


sentia] pursuit  of  agriculture.  Her  interest  in  the  system, 
I  repeat,  sir,  is  undeniably  great.  She  will  be  thrown 
back  a  century  by  its  relinquishment.  What  is  to  become 
of  her  vast  investments  in  internal  improvements  of  every 
description,  if  her  citizens  are  to  be  deprived  of  tlie  means 
and  the  motives  which  make  them  productive  ?  What  is 
to  become,  let  me  ask,  of  the  investment  of  her  people  of 
twenty  millions  in  the  coal  interest,  if  foreign.  Nova  Sco- 
tia, or  other  coal  seizes  upon  and  gluts  her  markets?  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia  might  well  have  remembered 
that  the  duty  upon  imported  coal  was  devised  and  impos- 
ed originally  for  the  benefit,  and  by  the  representatives  of 
the  "  Ancient  Dominion!"  and  we  have  heard  recently  "a 
still,  smaU  voice"  (which  "still,small  voices,"  by  the  bye,  I 
honestly  respect)  from  the  co«l  renons  of  that  patriotic 
cummonwealthjin  the  form  of  two  ably  written  memorials, 
lying  upon  our  desks,  and  addressed  to  Congress,  praying, 
unlike  their  Senator,  for  the  unflincliing  continuation  of 
the  protecting  duty. 

Emanating,  then,  sir,  as  this  policy  has,  in  Pennsylvania 
at  least,  during  her  earliest  days,  and  fixim  her  people, 
how  is  it  to  be  considered  exclusively  beneficial  to  mono- 
polists and  rich  capitalists^  Gentlemen  appear  to  me  to 
fasten  upon  the  accidents  of  a  system  as  the  system  itself, 
and  to  appeal  to  prejudice  more  than  to  reason.  This  is 
neither  a  fair  nor  can^d  course  of  argument.  Capitalists 
are  to  be  found  in  every  occupation.  The  disparitj-  of 
pecuniary  means  necessarily  creates  them.  Superfluous 
capital— capital  which  its  possessor  finds  idle  upon  his 
huids,  or  unprofitably  employed — will  be  anxiously  and 
hastily  embarked  in  promising  pursuits.  It  is  certainly  bet- 
ter for  the  general  prosperity  that  it  should  be  thus  actively 
used,  no  matter  how  rapidly  it  may  accumulate,  than  that 
it  should  remain  inert,  as  a  mere  miser's  hoard.  The  fact, 
therefore,  that  your  policy  puts  it  in  requisition,  brings  ihi 
dormant  faculties  into  action,  and  makes  it  a  part  of  the 
common  working  material  of  the  country,  is  one  on  which 
the  friends  of  the  manufacturing  system  may,  and  do  justly 
repose.  The  notion  is  afike  novel  and  unfounded,  that, 
because  modes  of  employing  wealth  arise  from  the  execu- 
tion of  a  law,  therefore  the  law  is  enacted  for  the  benefit 
uf  the  wealthy  only.  If  the  commercial  system,  so  zeal- 
ously and  exclusively  sought  by  some,  be  preferred,  as  for 
many  years  it  was,  do  not  your  merchants  become  appa- 
rently nabobs  and  monopolists'  Senators  may  perhaps 
recollect  the  period  when  palaces,  equipages,  and  sump- 
tuous splendors  were  enjoyed,  if  indeed  they  be  deemed 
enjoyments,  by  no  other  classes  of  our  people.  Some  im- 
mense landed  proprietors,bolding  in  subservience  a  nume- 
rous tenantry,  occasionally  vied  with  the  luxurious  displays 
of  successful  trade :  but  tlie  mass  of  our  citizens,  the  small 
fanners, mechanics  and  laborers,  groped  their  way  through 
life  as  well  as  they  could,  humble,  simple,  and  undistin- 
guished. Tet,  sir,  shoidd  I  not  subject  myself  to  the  im- 
putation of  drawing  an  unjust  inference,  were  I  to  say  that 
tlie  Congress  of  the  United  States,  from  1789  to  1816, 
proceeded  upon  the  desire  and  the  design  of  legislating 
exclusively  to  make  rich  merchants  and  traders?  They 
were  made  rich — their  profession  engaged  the  controlling 
partiality;  but  I  am  far  from  suggesting  that  what  contri- 
buted to  individual  advancement,  had  no  relation  or  ten- 
dency whatever  to  the  common  good. 

The  capitalist,  Mr.  President,  in  any  general  and  acces- 
sible occupation,  is  as  one  to  ten  thousand.  He  alone  can- 
not be  the  object  of  any  law,  made  in  a  free  and  intelligent 
country.  The  accident  of  his  superior  resources  or  op- 
portunities is  neither  known  nor  regarded.  Why  do  you 
create  a  navy }  Certainly  not  for  the  sole  purpose  of  ap- 
pointing officers  to  a  fleet.  Why  do  you  organize  an 
army?  Certainly  not  to  invest  with  ornamental  epaulettes 
and  shoulder  kitots  your  generals,  colonels,  and  majors. 
Why  do  you  construct  a  bank?  Clearly  not  for  the  bene- 
fit of  directors  or  even  stockholders.    These  are  illustra- 
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tivc,  tliough  not  precisely  annlogous  cases.  The  objects 
in  each  are  the  security,  honor,  and  interest  of  the  whole 
community:  and  yet  in  each  you  must  be  content  to  at- 
tain that  object  in  the  usual  manner — with  incidents  inse- 
parable, in  the  nature  of  things,  from  its  pursuit.  You 
might  as  readily  attempt  to  bring  the  ocean  under  the  sway 
of  your  stars  aiid  stripes,  without  the  agency  of  Hulls,  De- 
caturs,  Bainbridges,  and  Perrys;  or  to  defeat  your  ene- 
mies on  the  heights  of  Queenstown  and  the  plains  of 
Plattsburg,  williout  your  Scotia  and  Hacombs,  ns  to  call 
forth  the  saluUry  energies  and  bdependent  powers  of  do- 
mestic industry,  without  moneyed  capital,  contributed  un- 
der the  pledge  of  your  protecting  policy.  We  have  heard 
much,  sir,  of  the  fifty  Eastern  monopolists,  and  the  seven 
hundred  Louisiana  planters.  Wlio  would  legislate  for 
them  ?  They  come  to  the  policy  after  you  establish  it:  but 
tlie  policy  neither  goes  to,  nor  is  it  made  for  them.  It  is 
uncandid  and  disingenuous  to  single  out  odious  or  unpopu- 
lar phrases  or  epithets,  and  applying  them  to  some  con 
comitant  parts  of  our  system, to  raise  the  cry  of  "mad  dog," 
while  the  immense  multitude,  and  the  universal  objects  it 
contemplates  and  desires,  are  studiously  overlooked. 

Sir,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gnm- 
dt]  has  alone  seemed,  though  but  partially,  to  recognise 
this  error  of  tlieir  argiimcnt,  by  denying  that  the  operative 
manufacturers  were  benefited  by  tlie  policy.  He  advan- 
ces one  step  beyond  the  capitalists,  and  admits  a  design, 
though  be  disputes  its  practical  accomplishment,  of  giving 
resources  and  aid  to  the  hundred  of  thousands  of  work- 
men subordinately  engaged.  Here,  permit  me  to  say,  the 
reply  is  obvious  and  conclusive.  If  tliey  be  not  benefit- 
ed, wliy  do  they  steadily  adhere  to  their  occupations,  and 
why  do ^heir  numbers  constantly  increase?  Surely  men 
are  not  apt  to  cling  tenaciously  to  a  losing  business,  or  to 
crowd  towards  employments  already  injuriously  overstock- 
ed. Surely,  rather  than  undergo  the  curtailment  in  their 
means  of  suhsistence,  the  slow  progress  towards  want  and 
starvation  described,  they  would  prefer  embracing  the 
generous  invitations  of  Western  hospitality,and  settle  upon 
these  boundless  and  fertile  lands,  upon  which  only  the 
gentleman  conceives  true  independence  and  content  are 
to  be  found.  It  is  sometl>ing,  sir,  to  obtain  for  their  labor 
and  steady  wages  throughout  the  year:  wages  uninternipt- 
ed  by  the  seasons:  wages  unaffected  by  the  fluctuations 
of  weather:  wages  paid  with  a  punctuality  almost  e.\actly 
proportionate  to  their  own  attention  and  desert.  And  it 
is  something,  agreeably  to  the  views  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  to  have  the  option  at  least  of  continuing, 
without  incurring  the  risk  of  utter  destitution,  among 
their  friends  and  families,  in  the  places  of  their  birth  or 
choice.  If,  indeed,  the  assumption  be  well  founded,  that 
these  operatives  are  worse  off  with,  tiian  without,  tlie  po- 
licy, honorable  Senators  might  spare  their  eloquent  de- 
nunciations, and  suffer  its  down&ll  to  be  achieved  by  it- 
self: a  short  experience  of  its  palsying  effects  would  be 
followed  by  general  abandonment,  and  it  would  be  left  to 
die  a  natural  death,  by  those  without  whom  its  existence 
is  impossible.  Let  me,  however,  add,  that  were  it  even 
conceivable  that  the  policy  should  be  maintained  and  en 
forced  while  its  essential  agents  suffered  constant  and  re- 
newing injury,  still  it  is  broader  in  its  scope:  pausing  not 
witliin  the  narrow  sphere  of  its  workshops,  but  cournng 
into  the  ramifications  of  the  community:  intended  for  no 
particular  class,  but  for  all  society. 

Two  suggestions,  sir,  have  been  made  irom  the  same 
respected  quarter,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  which 
require  notice.  Tliey  are  not  new,  and  have  often  been 
refutedi  but  their  present  parentage  entitles  them  to  pre- 
sent respect.  I  refer  to  tlie  allegations  that  the  manufac- 
turing policy  is  accompanied,  first,  by  demoralizing  effects, 
and,  secondly,  by  dangerouspolitical  tendencies.  If  either 
of  these  were  true,  the  last  place  in  which  I  should  expect 
to  find  the  policy  established  or  advocated,  would  be  that 


State— the  one,  sir,  whence  I  come — whose  whole  history 
manifests  an  unremitting  and  sedulous  solicitude  to  pro. 
tect  and  promote  the  moral  and  political  puri^  ofbn 
people. 

The-dreaded demoralization  is  anticipated,  as  to  fenule 
operatives,  fi-om  their  early  and  prolonged  separation  from 
natural  guardians.  The  practical  routine,  sir,  is  otticr. 
wise.  The  erection  of  an  appropriate  factory  in  the 
neigliborhood  affords  a  means  to  retain  them  within  the 
reach,  and  under  the  admonitions  of  their  parents.  It  su- 
persedes the  necessity  of  resorting,  as  has  heretofore  been 
usual,  to  cities  or  large  towns,  in  the  capacity  of  nuree«, 
seamstresses,  or  servants.  I  need  not  depict  the  imgtr- 
ous  temptations  which  always  surround  the  latter  courn; 
the  hardships  of  domestic  servitude!  the  allurements  to 
thoughtless  or  depraved  associations;  the  unavoidable  risb 
of  character,  principle,  and  deportment.  A  recent  illiu- 
tratibn,  whose  aptness  must  constitute  my  excuse  for  its 
introduction,  fell  within  my  own  personal  knowledge,  and 
proves  both  the  hazards  of  the  former  practice,  and  the 
salutary  efficacy  of  tlie  one  engendered  by  manufacturing 
establishments.  About  three  years  ago,  the  daughter  of 
an  honest  and  laborious  farmer  of  Montgomery  countj— of 
Valley  Forged-one  of  no  less  than  eleven  children,  intd- 
ligent,  amiable,and  virtuous,  left  her  family  with  the  laud- 
able wish  to  relieve,  by  her  own  exertions,  the  scanty  re- 
sources of  her  fether,  and  came  to  the  city  of  Philadelphia 
in  search  of  menial  employment  The  caprice  of  mis- 
ter or  mistress  often  obliged  her  to  change  her  place  of 
abodet  until  she  at  last  unfortunately  enlisted  in  the  ae^ 
vice  of  a  heartless  and  mercenary  wretch,  who,  with  the 
expectation  of  extorting  from  her  terrors  the  little  earn- 
ings of  her  industry,  or  from  her  relatives  the  reward  of 
silence,  deliberately  planned  the  appearances  of  a  larceny, 
and  a  formal  accusation.  He  affected  to  have  been  rob- 
bed of,  I  do  not  remember  how  much — violenlly  taxed  her 
with  the  crime — and,  with  the  show  of  a  pistol  pointed  it 
her,  forced  a  bewildered  and  almost  senseless  confession. 
She,  in  vain,  implored  that  her  brother  or  herparent  should 
be  sent  for:  no  mercy,  no  pity  was  even  affected,  until  her 
torturer  presumed  hts  object  attained  by  her  acknowledg- 
ment of  guilt.  Then,  indeed,  compromise,  conninisen- 
tion,  repayment,  and  finally  hush-money  to  a  large  amount, 
became  matters  of '  conversation  and  intimation.  Int^ 
grity,  however,  had  regained  its  firmness,  as  the  apprehen- 
sion of  personal  violence  was  dissipated.  An  affectionate 
relative  came  to  her  aid:  she  steadily  resisted  all  further 
appeals  injurious  to  her  innocence;  and,  having  stated  die 
circumstances  under  which  her  confession  bad  been  com- 
pelled, she  put  her  persecutor  at  defiance,  and  cliaUenged 
a  public  prosecution.  It  was  instituted.  On  the  trial,  her 
employer  and  liis  family  appeared  as  witnesses,  and  mani- 
fested the  most  deliberate  and  persevering  determination 
to  consummate  her  ruin:  but  the  sagacity  of  ajury  detect- 
ed the  falsehood,  and  the  triuiiiph  of  truth  ensued.  She 
returned  to  her  rural  home,  after  having  undergone  months 
of  deep  anxiety,  of  doubtful  reputation,  ofunremittedap)- 
ny.  During  her  absence,  a  fiictory  had  sprung  up  in  *e 
vicinity  of  her  humble  birth-place;  and  thither,  sir,  we 
fled  with  delight,  to  seek  the  Uvehhood  her  spirit  lrope^ 
led  her  to  acquire;  away  from  scenes  whose  dangers  we 
shrunk  from  again  encountering;  and  in  daily  intercourse 
with  those  whom  she  loved,  honored,  and  obeyed!  The 
narrative  exemplifies  a  pervading  consequence  of  cur  po- 
licy, totally  at  variance  witli  the  speculative  demoralw- 
tion  so  fervently,  though  unfoundedly,  attributed- 

But,  says  the  honored  Senator,  your  system  is  n*"?"! 
with  tendencies  poisonous  to  pure  and  independent  po''^ 
tics:  endangering  or  subverting  the  elective  franchise- 
subjecting  the  numerous  operatives  of  your  factories, » 
the  hazanl  of  forfeiting  favor  and  subsistence,  '"Y"''' 
elections  as  their  employers  may  prescribe.  I  *>  n 
think  the  argument  quite  American:  it  underrates  in 
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moral  ehaneter  ofotir  coantiTmen,  and  draws  a  distinc- 
tion  not  wuranted  by  fact.  It  presupposes  a  citiien  mean 
mi  degenerate  enou^,  simply  beciuise  a  manufacturer,  to 
Sell  his  birtlirig'ht  for  a  mess  of  pottage.  Would  such  an 
uwaiption  be  admitted  as  to  field  or  farming  laborers^ 
Are  they  not  dependent  for  wages  upon  the  goodwill  of 
othen^  Are  their  politics  not  equally  coiitrollable  by  their 
fnn?  Is  there  a  standard  for  measuring  American  pub> 
Ec  rirtue  graduated  according  to  the  private  pursuits  of 
Efe'  The  honorable  gentleman,  I  believe,  did  tell  us 
vhxt  be  conceived  necessary  to  safe  and  substantial  poll' 
tics;  a  forty  acre  freehold!  an  interest  in  the  soil!  and 
he  gravely  enunciates  his  preference  of  one  Western  yeo- 
man, «ith  his  plot  of  earth  to  stand  on,  over  a  hundred  an- 
tificefL  It  is  fairly  presumable  that,  if  forty  acres  make 
the  patriot,  forty  thousand  acres  will  make  a  tliousand 
tiraes better  one;  (he  greater  the  estate  which  imparts  re- 
pubkanism,  the  better  the  republican.  I  regret,  Mr. 
Fmident,  to  hear  these  exploded  freeholds  eulogized 
frorn  such  a  quarter.  I  had  thought  that  1  might  have 
taken  my  political  creed  from  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
IS  oHifidently  and  safely  as  from  the  lips  of  any  one.  But 
it  is  otherwise — at  least  upon  this  point.  Sir,  the  doctrine 
of  freeholds  is  not  democratic.  It  was  repudiated  and 
branded  as  utterly  untenable  by  Mr.  Jefferson :  it  has  long 
since,  after  some  signal  struggles,  received  its  deatli-bluw 
ind  interment  in  Pennsylvania.  We  do  not  allow  tliat 
property  confers  patriotism,  or  that  money  makes  the  man : 
indifsuch  is  the  reasoning  with  which  you  assail  the  in- 
^utions  of  domestic  manufactures,  we  warn  you  that  you 
m  usng  against  friends  tlie  tlireadbsire  arguments  and  im- 
potent weapons  of  the  old  federal  phaUnx — .irgumentsand 
wnpons  which  ntiust  in  time  induce  tlic  belief  that  your 
cuiK  and  spirit  are  identical  with  tlieii-s.  I  put  it,  sir, 
emphatically,  to  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  am  replying, 
whether,  in  principle  or  in  practice,  from  the  earliest  hour 
totbe  present  day  of  this  Government,  any  oneoftlie  con- 
fetlented  nsters  can  pretend  to  have  surpassed,  or  even 
Dutched,  the  commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  in  sterling 
and  stunly  democracy.  His  candor  nods  assent,  I  per- 
ceive, to  the  justice  of  the  pretension.  I  ask  him,  then, 
vhether  that  political  poison  must  not  be  an  extremely 
doir  one  indeed,  which,  in  the  very  central  region  and 
botbed  of  its  virus,  las  failed  for  fifty  years-^-rather  one 
hundred — to  affect  injuriously,  in  the  smallest  perceivable 
extent.  Sir,  there  are  no  safer  or  sounder  republicans 
tfaui  tlie  German  and  Irish  iiirmers  and  manufacturers  of 
Pennsylvania:  and  permit  me  to  remind  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  tliat,  as  far  as  the  recent  reformation  in  our 
Government  be  sMatisfactory  index,  none  are  more  inflex- 
ibly triie  to  their  country  and  its  fundamental  principles. 

Unable,  then,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  policy  as 
odiomly  selfish,  or  as  emanating  from  and  exclusively  be- 
Kficial  to  monopolists  or  rich  capitalists,  I  recur  to  its  ori- 
gm  and  objects  nationally. 

How  has  it  become  incorporated,  almost  insepai-ably,  in 
our  code  of  legislation?  The  answer  may  seem  to  carry 
roe  nmewhat  further  tlian  any  of  its  advocates  have  yet 
^ne:  but  my  reflections  lead  me  to  the  conviction  that  it 
is»  legitimate  scion  of  the  revolution!  that  tlie  encourage- 
iDent  and  protection  of  our  own  manufactures  were  ob- 
jetti  contemplated  by  the  sages  and  soldiers  of  that  great 
epoch,  asalike  the  proof  and  the  security  of  independence. 

The  power  to  regulate  commerce,  and  thus  to  keep  our 
indnstiy  and  resources  subservient  to  her,  was  conceded 
by  the  colonics  to  the  mother  country.  It  was,  however, 
one  of  the  leading  powers  of  sovereignty,  tlie  efficiency  of 
which  underwent  frequent  canvass,  and  to  the  enjoyment 
»nd  exercise  of  which  they  aimed,  the  moment  the  word 
independence  was  uttered.  The  design  of  Great  Britain 
»» to  extort  revenue  on  articles  exported  thence  to  the 
colonies  here,  and  which  she  prohibited  the  colonies  from 
ittnu&cturing  for  themselves.     Hence,  independence,  re- 


sistance to  the  revenue  acts,  and  the  establishment  of  our 
own  fiictories,  were  simultaneous  and  associating  ideas. 

The  import  of  the  phrase  ' '  to  regulate  commerce,"  em- 
ployed in  the  constitution,  oeases  to  require  comment  or 
elucidation,  when  we  advert  to  the  writings  of  contempo- 
raneous statesmen;  to  which  I  turn,  rather,  however,  to 
show  the  seeds  of  Our  policy  to  liave  been  planted  prior  to 
the  revolution. 

John  Dickinson,  sir,  the  author  of  those  "Farmer's 
Letters,"  to  which  I  luve  once  before  called  the  attention 
of  the.Senate,  penned  them  in  1767,  nine  years  prior  to  the 
declaration  of  independence,  and  was  a  member  of  that 
august  convention  which  framed  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  in  1787,  to  virhich  instrument  he  affixed  his 
signature.  In  his  "  letters,"  and  in  our  constitution,  it  is  not 
unreasonable,  nor  unimpressive,  tofind  the  same  language 
employed  with  the  same  meaning.     In  one,  he  wrote  thus: 

"  Great  Britain  has  prohibited  the  manufacturing  iron 
and  steel  in  tiiese  colonies,  without  any  objection  being 
made  to  her  right  of  doing  it.  The  like  right  she  must 
have  to  prohibit  any  9ther  manufacture  among  us.  Thus 
she  is  possessed  of  an  undisputed  precedent  on  that  point. 
This  authority,  she  will  say,  is  founded  on  the  original 
intention  of  settling  these  colonies ;  that  is,  that  she 
should  manufacture  for  them,  and  that  they  shmdil  suppiv 
her  with  materials.  The  equity  of  this  policy,  she  will 
also  say,  has  been  universally  acknowledged  by  the  colo- 
nies, who  never  have  made  the  least  objection  to  statutes 
for  that  purpose;  and  will  fnrtlier  appear  by  the  mutual 
benefits  flowing  from  this  usage,  ever  since  the  settlement 
of  the  colonies. 

"  Our  great  advocate,  Mr.  Pitt,  in  his  speeches  in  the 
debate  concerning  the  repeal  of  the  stamp  act,  acknow- 
ledged that  Great  Britain  could  restrain  oar  manufactures. 
His  words  are  these:  '  This  kingdom,  as  the  supreme  go- 
verning and  legislative  power,  has  always  bound  the  colo- 
nies by  her  regulations  and  restrictions  m  trade,  in  naviga- 
tion, in  manufiictures — in  every  thing,  except  that  of  tak- 
ing money  out  of  their  pockets  without  their  consent.'  " 

In  another  letter,  sir,  he  employs  similar  phraseology, 
and  manifests  a  similar  attention  to  the  subject.  Speakmg 
of  the  course  of  the  "parent  country,"  he  proceeds: 

"  She  made  laws,  obliging  her  colonies  to  carry  to  her 
all  those  products  which  she  wanted  for  her  own  use;  and 
all  those  raw  materials  which  .she  chose  herself  to  work 
up.  Besides  this  restriction,  she  forbade  them  to  pro- 
cure manufactures  from  any  other  part  of  the  globe,  or 
even  the  products  of  European  countries,  which  alone 
could  rival  her,  without  being  first  brought  to  her.  In 
short,  by  a  variety  of  laws,  she  regulated  this  trade  in  such 
a  manner  as  she  thought  most  conducive  to  their  mutual 
advantage,  and  her  own  welfare." 

It  is  impossible  not  to  perceive  the  vast  importance  at- 
tributed by  this  writer  and  patriot  to  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  protecting  manufactures  through  the  means  of 
commercial  reguUtions;  it  is  impossible  not  to  perceive 
that  he  treats  it  as  an  essential  ingredient  of  sovereignty; 
and  it  is  impossible  to  impute  to  him  a  desire  for  the  mde- 
pendence  and  sovereignty  of  bis  own  counti-y,  which  did 
not  involve  the  possession  and  exercise  of  tliis  power.  It 
was  high  in  his  meditation's,  and  perhaps  equal,  in  his 
esteem,  to  any  other  object  of  his  labors. 

During  the  debates,  in  the' convention  of  Virginia,  on 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  P:itrick  Henry,  sir,  though 
inflexibly  hostile  to  the  proposed  plan,  acknowledged,  in 
no  unequivocal  manner,  that  this  pohcy  had  been  contem- 
plated— had  been  a  leading  and  pervading  inducement — 
during  the  revolutionary  struggle.  Notwithstanding  the 
frequent  and  lucid  assurances  then  made  by  Mr.  Madison 
and  others,  ho  warmly  protested  against  the  system,  be- 
cause it  did  not  expressly  provide  the  protection  to  do- 
mestic industr}',  which  we  deemed  adequately  secured  by 
plain  and  necessary  implication. 
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"Let  me  inform  the  honorable  gentlenutn,  said  be,  that 
no  nation  ever  paid  its  debti  by  a  change  of  government, 
without  the  aid  of  industry.  You  never  will  pay  your  debts 
but  by  a  radical  change  of  domestic  economy.  At  present, 
you  buy  too  much,  and  make  too  little,  to  pay.  Will  this 
new  system  promote  manufactures,  industry,  and  frugality  ? 
If,  instead  of  this,  your  hopes  and  designs  will  be  disap- 
pointed, you  relinquish  a  great  deal,  and  hazard  infinitely 
more,  for  nothing.  Will  it  enhance  the  value  of  your 
lands?  WiU  it  lessen  your  burdens?  Will  vonr  looms 
and  wheels  go  to  work  by  the  act  of  adoption?  If  it  will, 
in  its  consequences,  produce  these  things,  it  will,  conse- 
quently, produce  a  reform,  and  enable  you  to  pay  your 
debts.  Gentlemen  must  prove  it.  I  am  a  sceptic,  an  in- 
fidel, on  this  point!  I  cannot  conceive  that  it  will  have 
these  happy  consequences.  I  cannot  confide  in  assertions 
and  allegations." 

These  "happy  consequences,"  Mr.  President,  were 
unattainable  under  the  articles  of  confederation:  but  the 
instant  that  the  present  constitution  went  into  operation, 
the  policy  by  which  alone  they  oould  be  attained,  was 
formally  and  expressly  announced,  avowed,  and  impelled. 
The  preamble  to  the  act  of  Congress  approved  by  Wash- 
ington on  the  appropriate  day  for  every  measure  of  na- 
tional independence,  the  4th  of  July,  1789,  has  been 
already  read,  and  firmly  fixes,  as  one  of  the  corner-stones 
of  American  legidation,  "  the  encouragement  and  pro- 
tection of  domestic  manufiictures."  An  honorable  Senator 
from  Nortli  Carolina  [Mr.  HANotrx]  indulges  the  supposi 
tion  that  this  disrelished  phrase  was  probably  introduced 
inadvertently  or  artfully,  and  passed  without  due  considera- 
tion of  its  import.  Not  so,  sir;  for,  by  examining  the 
statute  book,  be  will  discover,  that  it  was  carefully  re- 
peated, at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  at  the  commeuce< 
ment  of  an  act,  approved  again  by  Washington  on  the 
10th  of  August,  1790. 

These  remarks  are  not  made  to  establish  specifically 
the  constitutionality  of  the  policy  j  an  eflTort  on  that  score, 
I  leave  to  those  who  think  that  a  doubt  may  be  reasonably 
entertained  about  it:  I  go  furtlier,  and  trace  it  as  an  ob- 
ject of  the  revolutionary  contest — a  secondary  one,  if  gen- 
tlemen please — but  a  well  remembered  and  powerfully 
attractive  one. 

Sir,  no  single  State  could  or  can  effectuate  this  system. 
It  involved  then,  as  it  involves  now,  "  domestic  tranquilli- 
ty," "  common  defence,"  and  "  general  welfare."  Any 
separate  member  of  the  Union  is  incompetent  to  it — a  com- 
mon sovereignty,  whose  enactments  will  command  com- 
mon obedience,  is  absolutely  necessary.  Local  laws,  while 
the  intercourse  between  the  States  remains  free,  could 
accomplish  notliing;  a  project  of  bounties  could  lead  only 
to  wasteful  expenditure;  while  adjoining  and  surrounding 
States,  pursuingopposite  views  and  counteracting  schemes, 
would  unavoidably  come  into  conflict,  disturb  the  general 
harmony,  and  effectually  undermine  or  defeat  the  policy. 
Our  revolutionary  statesmen  perceived  all  this,  and  pro- 
vided the  only  resource — such  a  Government  as  the  one 
we  enjoy.  If  that  Government  now  halts — if  it  ever  shall 
halt,  it  will  fiiil  to  carry  out  tlie  desig^ns  of  the  revolution 
to  tlieir  ti-ue  results;  it  will  fail  to  achieve  social,  in  con- 
nexion w.th  political,  independence. 

I  feel  persuaded  that  the  sentiments  which  I  have  ex- 
pressed coincide  with  those  by  which  the  chosen  states- 
men of  our  country  have  been  animated,  when  divested  of 
partisan  feelings.  Names,  indeed,  no  matter  how  great 
or  glorious,  sir,  furnish  little  force  to  reasoning.  Political 
inroJlibility  is  ascribable  to  no  man.  It  tends,  however,  to 
make  modern  navigators  in  the  wide  ocean  of  legislation 
more  confident  of  their  course,  when  they  ascertain  it  to 
have  been  approved  by  foi-mer  pilots.  The  opinions  and 
conduct  of  many  of  our  most  admired  predecessors  have 
been  sufficiently  dwelt  upon  by  others  who  preceded  me 
in  this  debate.     I  shall  restrict  my  remarks  on  this  head 


to  a  few  words  as  to  the  first  and  the  last  Prerident  of  the] 
United  States;  and  this  I  do  the  more  cheerfully,  becsuse,' 
of  all  the  eminent  personages  who  have  adorned  oursa 
nals,  I  solemnly  believe  these  two  to  have  in^bibedander 
hibited  more  of  the  true  spirit  °of  the  revolution  of  177Ci 
than  any  others. 

Of  General  Washington,  little  need  be  said,  beyondii 
verting  to  the  fiu:t  of  his  being  fwrly  conridered  die  pn» 
tical  founder  of  the  policy,  by  approving,  as  Executnt 
Magixtrate,  the  leading  acts  of  Congress  of  1789  and  1791 
He  did  nothing  so  distinct  and  important,  without  fiill  de 
hberation,  and  entire  acquiescence:  nor  is  it  possible  ti 
reconcile  with  his  known  caution,  his  sanctioning  Iaw9,(lt 
daring  an  intent  "to  encourage  and  protect  domesticni 
nufactures,"  upon  any  other  grounds  than  lus  favorabk 
judgment  and  feelings.  There  is,  however,  an  'mditi 
connepted  with  his  personal  and  political  history,  which 
leaves  still  less  room  for  doubt  as  to  his  fixed  sentimenl]. 
It  is  an  incident  recorded  within  a  month  after  it  occurred, 
in  an  address  of  a  contemporary,  (he  late  distingaisbd 
Caesar  A.  Rodney,  of  Delaware,  delivered  in  the  citrol 
Philadelphia.  At  the  very  moment  when  bis  influence 
upon  the  destinies  of  his  country,  and  upon  the  delibov 
tions  of  its  Letpslature,  would  be  most  powerful:  when  he 
would  naturally  strive  to  give  to  bis  fellow<itizens  the 
plainest  and  most  direct  pledges  as  to  his  future  coune:' 
when  he  would  most-  solicitously  study  to  accommodite 
his  actions  to  the  known  principles  and  wishes  of  the  wbok 
American  people — at  that  moment,  about  to  take  the  oatk 
of  office,  as  the  first  President  under  the  new  constitution, 
in  New  York,  he  announced  himself  as  clothed,  fromheid' 
to  foot,  in  the  produce  and  manufacture  of  American  io.| 
dustry !  Sir,  this  indisputable  fact,  preceding  but  s  ferl 
days  the  action  of  Congress,  is  too  eloquent  in  itself  t»' 
require  comment.  [ 

Of  General  Jackson  I  have  somewhat  more  to  ny,  be.f 
cause  of  the  remarks  made  by  Senators  on  both  ad«  on 
tliis  interesting  and  vital  subject,  tending,  as  I  believe,  to  J 
produce  impressions  altogether  erroneous  and  unfounded. 
An  honorable  gentleman  Irom  Virginia,  [Mr.  Ttli«,]  wA 
apparently  peculiar  reference  to  the  representatives  of 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  upon  tliis  floor,  has  dejcril). 
ed  a  small  portion  of  the  Jackson  party  as  sepsrating  them- 
selves from  the  main  body  on  this  question.     Sir,  it  ii  not 
a  party  question:  it  involves  none  of  the  principlesormea- 
sures  of  party:  it  is  akin  to  other  high  topics  fbrlegisWrt 
deliberation  even  now  before  us,  in  character,  opentioii, 
and  result  purely  patriotic.     On  this,  as  on  the  otbeitil- 
luded  to,  I  will  take  counsel  fromasense  of  national  honor 
and  interest  only.  • 

The  people  of  Pennsylvania,  Mr.  Premdent,  with  an  un- 
paralleled majority,  exceeding  fifty  thousand  .voters,  wid 
with  all  the  moral  force  of  a  united  democracy,  fplsced  ' 
the  President  at  tl>e  head  of  the  Government,  in  grstitude 
to  his  eminent  services,  and  in  reliance  upon  his  avowed 
principles.  They  were  not  mistaken,  and  have  not  been 
disappointed.  Of  his  services,  known  and  apprecisted  by 
all  who  hear  me,  it  is  unnecessary  to  speak.  Of  his  prin- 
ciples, in  special  allusion  to  the  policy  under  discusnon,  I 
assert,  with  entire  confidence;  and  will  immediately  pro'* 
the  assertion,  that  they  coincide  now,  as  they  '^"''''S 
prior  to  his  election,  with  those  of  the  commonwesl* 
whence  I  come.  If,  indeed,  the  Senators  from  New  Yorlt, 
with  my  colleagtie  and  myself,  have  separated  from  the 
Jackson  party,  we  are  in  excellent  company;  associsted 
with  several  representatives  from  the  sound  and  orthodox 
small  States  of  the  West,  and  cheered  onward  and  led  by 
the  chief  himself  of  that  party;  by  the  chief,  under  whole 
banners  tlie  victory  was  accomplished;  by  the  chief  whtae 
political  doctrines  organized  and  rallied  the  party;  by  t^e 
chief,  of  whose  conduct  and  practices  the  party  is  j«sUy 
proud.  , 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  G»c»i>ril »"  *•"• 
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IpddeteniUBjd  opponent  of  aur  policy,  than  whom  aooe 
If  us  on  pretend  better  to  understaad  the  euUrged  views 
U  priiic4ples  of  the  Ch\pf  Magistrttte,  caodiiU^  confessed 
{ttnth  of  my  positioiH  and  reg^tted  the  difference  of 
fpinionbctvireenRimselfaadhiaezaltcdfriend.  He  frankly 

fl  jaa.  a  letter  written  in  1834^  and  then  published 
Ike  ntis&ction  of  an  eagerly  inqoiriiig  people.  That 
^er  fiimiabed  a  pledge  whicU  bu  nerer  been  denied; 
liJcb  Im*  been  signaUy  redeemed;  nay,  wliicb  has  been 
•aeved,  from  time  to  time, 'with  the  mingled  sincerity 
fed  forbearance  characteristic  of  the  aaan  and  the  public 
■DCtioiuiy<  I'here  lie  before  mc  the  three  messages  ad- 
(c»cd,  at  successive  sessions,  to  Coagreas,  by  President 
^cksoo;  and,  in  conSrmatioD  of  what  I  have  said,  I  beg 
if\K  indulged  wlule  I  read  an  extract  or  two  from  each 

5  theou 

.  Mejssige  ef  8th  Uecember,  1829.  "  We  must  ever 
.Biect  (elfish  legislation  in  other  nations;  and  are,  there' 
|r,  compeUed  to  adapt  our  own  to  their  regulations,  in 
uunner  best  calculated  to  avoid  serious  injury,  and  to 
Ivmouize  the  conflicting  interests  of  our  agneuiture,  our 
lommerce,  and  our  manviactures." 
"The  general  rule  to  be  applied  in  graduatingtbeduties 
on  articles  of  foreign  growth  or  manuiitcture,  is  that 
.  Dch  will  place  our  own  in  fair  competition  with  those.of 
jfitet  countries;  and  the  inducements  to  advance  even  a 
.|^  beyond  this  point  are  controlling  in  regsrd  to  those 
Hick*  which  ar«  of  primary  necessity  b'  time  of  war. 
pKea  we  reflect  upon  the  difficulty  and  d«Ucacy  of  this 

rition,  it  is  important  that  it  should  never  be  attempted 
vith  the  utmost  caution.     Frequent  legislation,  in  re- 

^  M  to  any  branch  of  industry,  affecting  its  value,  and  by 
nkh  its  capital  may  be  transferred  to  new  cbannelsr  must 

^llnys  be  productive  of  hazardous  speculation  and  loss." 
,  "Looking  forward  to  the  period,  not  iar  distant,  when 
kiiakiog  fund  will  no  longer  be  required,  the  duties  on 

'  fttie  articles  of  importation  which  cannot  come  in  com- 
^tion  with  our  own  produc^ns,  are  the  first  tliat  should 
ft^age  the  attention  of  Congress  in  the  modification  of 

6  tariff.  Of  tliese,  tea  and  coffee  are  the  most  promi- 
tCDt;  tbey  enter  largely  into  tlie  consumption  of  the  coun- 
Jbjr,  and  have  become  articles  of  necessity  to  all  classes. 
'A  reduction,  therefore,  of  the  eziatinr  duties  will  be  felt 
ui  common  benefit;  but,  like  all  other  le^pslation  con- 
iKtcd  with  commerce,  to  be  efficacious  and  not  injurious^ 
itiiiould  be  gradual  and  certain." 

Htasage  of  Tth  December,  1830.  "The  power  to 
■pose  duties  on  imports  originally  belonged  to  the  seve- 
nl  States.  The  right  to  adjjist  those  duties,  with  a  view 
totlK  encouragement  of  domestic  bruichesof  industry, 
is u completely  incidental  to  that  power,  that  itis  difficult 
toRippose  the  existence  of  one  without  the  other.  The 
Sutes  have  delegptted  their  whole  authority  over  imports 
t°  tile  General  Government,  without  limitation  or  rastric- 
tno,  aring  tlie  very  incoiuiderable  reservation  relating 
tp  their  inspection  laws.  I'his  authority  having  thus  en- 
tiidy  passed  from  the  States,  the  right  to  exercise  it,  fur 
the  purpose  of  protection,  doe*  not  exist  in  them;  and, 
nmiquently,  if  it  be  not  possessed-  by  the  General  Go- 
nnuncnt,  it  must  be  extinct.  Our  political  «ystem  would 
t^  pteient  the  anomaly  of  a  people  stripped  of  the  right 
to  foster  their  own  indtistry,  and  to  counteract  the  most 
jdfiih  and  distinctive  policy  which  might  be  adopted  uy 
jofeign  nations.  This,  siirely,  cannot  be  the  CPie.  This 
Krf'bpensablc  power,  thus  surrendered  by  'Cat  States,  must 
« "ithin  the  scope  of  tlie  autliority  on  the  subject  ex- 
pffJ/  delegated  to  Congress.  1  am  well  aware  that  this 
»» luWect  of  so  much  dehcaoy,  on  account  of  the  ex- 
wwtd  interests  it  involves,  as  to  lequire  that  it  should  be 
"Wclicd  with  the  utmost  caution;  and  that,  while  an  aban- 
wmment  of  the  policy  in  which  it  originated — a  policy 
weval  with  our  tiovemment,  and  parsued  tiirough  suc- 
'*"<te  adnanistration^^ia  neither  to  b^  expected  or 

Vot,  vm — 31 


desired,  the  people  have  a  right  to  demand,  and  have 
demanded,  that  it  be  so  modified  as  to  correct  abuses  aad 
obviate  injustice." 

He*s<|e  of  th«  €th  of  December,  1831.  "A  modifies' 
tion  of  me  taxiK,  which  shall  pr^tice  a  reduction  of  our 
revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government,  and  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  duties  on  imports,  with  a  view  to  equal  jostiee 
in  relation  to  all  our  natiomd  interests,  and  to  the  caun- 
teraotion  of  foreign  policy,  so  ftr  as  it  may  be  i^jnrioas  to 
those  interests,  is  deemed  to  be  one  of  the  principal  objects, 
which  demand  the  consideration  of  the  present  Congress." 

Now,  air,  these  passagres,  extracted  from  the  fasgbesk 
and  most  authentic  evidence  we  poasess  of  the  tqwuons  of 
the  Chief  Magistrate,  when  fiurly  consi^red,  in  con- 
nexion, and  in  reference  to  his  station,  eontain  a  broad 
and  ample  confirmation  of  the  policy  of  encouraging  and 
prot«:tmg  domestic  manufiw^res.  They  are  strictly  oon' 
sistent  with  the  "judicious  tariff"  to  which  h*  opeidy 
proclaimed  himaelfdecidc|dly  partial  in  1824.  Tbey  assert, 
unequIvocaUy,  the  doctrine  and  the  right  of  proteotien. 
They  inculcate  »  paramoant  attention  to  great  national 
interests  imd  <m  adherence  to  Beasucas  counteractive  at- 
any  foreign  system  injurious  to  those  interestSf  snd  thejr 
impressively  suggest  extreme  caution  in  adopting  changes, 
at  the  same  time  that  they  designate  imported  ar^clet 
which  do  not  come  into  competition  with  any  products  or 
fabrics  of  our  own,  as  the  proper  onesiq>an  wtuch  first  t» 
commence  a  reduction  of  the  revenue.  It  is  also  to  he 
remembered  that  any  variation  in  the  tariff,  within  &e  pur* 
view  of  the  President's  recommendatipn,  was  always  ac- 
compan2ed  with  the  expectation  that  a  surplus  of  revenue 
would  be  collected. 

Beyond  these  just,  and  wise,  and  candid  principles,  itis 
unnecessary  to  argue.  "  Abases"  and  "  ioj  ustice,"  no  one 
can  ever  sanction  or  deGend  npon  this  floor,  tt  is  only 
necessary  to  demgnatetfaem,  to  secure  any  modifications 
by  which  they  wul  be  effectually  arrested  and  remedied. 

Sir,  I  have  deemed  itrigidy  applicable  to  the  scope  of 
my  remarks,  and  merely  £iir  to  tne  executive  officer  of 
the  nation,  to  take  Ibis  rapid  review  of  his  recorded  aenti« 
ments.  lliey  are  what  the  Senator  fixmi  Tennessee  coaU 
not  but  acknowledge  them  to  be:  and  they  imite  Um,  as  I 
conceive,  in  communion  vith  WasMngton,  in  fioror  of  our 
policy. 

The  rehtion,  Mr.  I>res)dent,  of  Ae  Observationi  whieb 
I  have  had  the  honor  to  aalmnt  to  the  considrralioiaof  tfa* 
Senate,  to  the  two  resolutions  before  us,  is  ohviovs  and 
direct. 

The  first  resolutio»— that  of  the  Senator  from  Kentuo* 
ky-^resupposestbe  natioaid  debt  psid,  and  proposes  t» 
reduee  the  duties  on  articles  imported,  as  &r  at  leart  asie 
consistent  with  the  prineiple  and  praebse  of  prateetang  tlw 
great  national  interests  involved  in  domestic  msnafiwniras. 

The  second  resolution— that  nl  the  Seiwtar  from  South 
Carolina— proposes  to  reduce  the  lerenueto  the  expense* 
of  Government,  and  to  abaiidon,  gtedually,  but  certainly^ 
the  principle  and  ptactite  oi  protection. 

The  first  asserts  pioteetion,  but  is  perfectly  cempat9>le 
with  modificati<ir«  in  detsili  the  second,  in  design  and 
spirit,  repoduUes  modificstien  whoHy,  and.ins'ists  upon  ea» 
dre  relinquishment.  It  is  pasnble  and  proper  for  any 
oi:<:  to  vote  for  the  adt^tkm  of  the  first,  and  yet  feel  at 
perfect  liberty  to  acquiesce  in  just  and  reasoiwble  alietai> 
tions  of  the  policy.  It  is  impossible  and  improper  for  aagr 
one  to  vote  tor  the  second,  who  is  not  prepared  to  lay  tM 
axe  to  the  root,  and  to  demolish  the  entire  edrfioe  ot°  pro* 
teotion,  to  deny  the  existent  or  salutary  Mtare  of  llMI 
power,  in  the  federal  system,  t«  pronooace  a  seatenoe  oT 
condemnation  and  usQrpation  upon  aU  who  have  preoedeA 
us,  and  to  throw  back  upon  the  separate  States,  as  unfit  or 
unworthy  of  retention,  the  delegated  and  important  au> 
thority  of  fostering  the  industry  of  the  Ameriqasa  peopia. 

Bdieviog,  sir,  a*  I  do,  that,  wkatOTcr  m^  han  bsa« 
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the  diameter  of  ito  origiii,  tlni  6oreniment  aetmlljr  ema- 
nates, under  the  forma  of  an  adopted  conathationt  from 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  is  eiaentiaQ^  as  well 
national  as  fedentire:  thnt  ttc  powers  to  lery  imposts  and 
to  regubite  commerce  are  powers  not  mereljr  expressly 
granted  by  the  States,  but  are  powers  without  which  the 
Ciovemment  ought  not  and  cannot  eust:  that  tiie  grant  of 
those  powers  was  accompanied  with  the  fiiU  knowledge 
that  they  had  been  umrcrsally,  and  would  be  here,  made 
the  means  of  protecting  domestic  produce  and  mano&c- 
tures  from  the  injurioas  ceuraea  and  incurooos  <rf  other 
ooontriess  that,  in  fiwt^  such  protection  was  one  of  tlie 
movrnf^obieclsof  thererohition,  of  the  Unon,  and  of  the 
explicit  delegation  of  tiiose  powers:  and  that  a  poEcy  was 
promptly  estabyshed  in  conformity  wHh  these  views,  and 
has  unceasingly  been  pursued.  I  am  unwiKng,  and,  con- 
sistentty  wltfa  my  nnoerstanding  of  die  senatorial  oath,  I 
am  onaole,  to  sanction  the  proposition.of  the  gentleman 
from  Sondk  Csrofina,  bv  which  all  this  is  Tirtmilly,  if  not 
directly,  repadiated  and  dciued. 

The  restfulion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  is,  per- 
haps, in  itself  onsatisfikctoty.  Prerented  as  we  are  by 
the  constitution  from  originating  any  reTcnae  bill,  I  enter 
tun  some  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  instructing  a  com- 
mittee to  report  what  we  may  be  ultimately  obliged  to 
Aamiss  sa  out  of  our  competency.  On  this  suggestion, 
kowerer,  I  shsU  wait  for  explanation,  girin^  my  approba- 
tion to  what  is  before  us,  merel  v  as  a  reaoluti(m  testing  the 
seme  of  this  body  on  a  prindpte  by  which  our  future  le- 
gislation is  to  be  governed.  I  pretet  it,  Aen,  sir,  for  two 
nasons:  first,  because  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  which 
it  proposes  to  efiect,  is,  at  lc*slpntanio,  right  and  proper: 
and,  secondly,  because  it  leaves  us  free  to  coinaliate  and 
eoncede,  opoa  stricter  examination  of  tbia  complicated 
and  multifiuioas  subject  in  the  details  cf  an  adjustment. 

1;  The  proposed  reduction  of  revenue  is  pre  Uml»  right. 
Agreeah^  to  the  estimates  furnished  by  the  head  of  the 
Treasury  Department,  in  tua  annual  report  to  Congress, 
file  amoont  to  be  raised  from  imposts  for  the  year  1833 
is  $15,000^000.  Supposing,  as  we  reasonably  mav,  that, 
at  the  pieseDt  rates  of  duties,  the  customs  for  1833  will 
yield  asmn  siarAur  to  the  one  they  are  estknated  to  yield 
for  18S3,  to  wit,  ^6,500,000,  there  would  be  an  excess, 
iieyond  the  amount  desred,  of  #11,500,000.  But  the 
amount  ^  rcdnstion  to  be  produced  by  cairying  into  ef- 
fsct  the  objects  of  the  resolution,  is,  according  to  belief, 
'tftout  #8,000,000:  laavtog  then,  in  Act,  a  sutptus  of  re- 
venue for  1833,  not  exceei&ig  #3,500,000.  I  am  aware, 
■r,  that  i  esdade  ftomtUsoalculaflion  the  annaal  pro- 
eeeda  of  the  sales  of  the  puUie  lands,  and  dividends  on 
bank  stock*  snd  I  do  so,  wpMi  the  saggesttons  and  propo- 
«ls  made  and  eirfbtced  in  the  report  of  the  Sccrctsry  of 
the  Treasury. 

It  is  sdranetng  pretty  &r,  m  reficf  of  tte  peo]^  from  a 
qrstem  of  impost  duties  which  they  really  feel  but  little,  to 
reduoe  at  one  blow  to  the  extent  of  #8,000,000,  and  to  leave 
for  furth^  and  more  cantioos  redaction  only  #3,500,000. 

The  objections,  ar,  made  to  advancing  thus  &r,  upon 
fhe  plM>  of  the  resolution,  do  not  a^ipear  to  me  sound  or 
valid.  Why,  it  is  aaked,  will  you  diminiah  vour  taxes  upon 
luxunes,  mi  leave  the  necessaries  of  life  burdened'  The 
question  involves  a  mistake  in  fact,  applying  to  two-thirds, 
perhaps  three-fourths^  of  the  objects  on  which  the  redac- 
tion or  du^  will  operate.  Tea,  oofiee,  indigo,  drugs,  and 
aome  others^  cannot  be  classed  as  hiMuiesi  they  ought  to 
be  considered  necessaries.  Bi(t  suppose  otherwise:  and 
let  ma  lA  honorable  Senators,  what,  of  all  American  pro- 
duce, is  mere  eafbtled  to  le^dative  protection  than  a  ne- 
cessary of  life.'  And  what  IS  less  entitled  to  it  than  a  mere 
Inxiiry?  Admitting  the  allegation  titat  the  manuAictores 
of  Englmd,  or  of  Surope,  are  neceassries  of  life  to  the 
Ameneasi  people  are  we  to  be  forever  dependent  for  the 
■beelute  and  essential  ateaas  of  subiiatcBC*  and  comfort. 


upon  tiie  labor,  the  seasons,  the  market,  and  tfaegood' 
willof  a<fis«ant  country.'  Has,  indeed,  the  argument  coins 
to  this?  Are  we  requircid  to  gb  back  idto  a  worse  tkag 
cohmiat  bondage?  to  took  for  the  boon  of  prolonged  c*. 
istence  to  foreign  trade  only?  to  coi^dc  in  rivals  or  esc 
mies,  nay,  on  winds  and  waves,  for  the  necessaries  of  life? 
Sir,  it  cannot,  it  must  not  be.  Imposts  and  internal  tuts 
are  essentially  (fifferent  in  the  objects  tbey  are  intended 
to  reach,  and  in  the  rules  by  wVxdi  tlwir  iraposition  ii  di- 
rected. The  rule  of  taxing  luxuries  rather  than  llie  bc 
ceasaries  of  life,  is  inftezibte  in  any  system  fat  niaig 
internal  revenue:  but,  in  drawing  revenue  from  objeeuof 
foreign  commerce,  the  rule  is  reversed,  not  for  the  puN 
pose  of  favoring  luxuries,  but  to  siueld  from  dcttmctios 
the  native  necessaries  of  life.  To  say  that  the  ihitiablt 
articles  are  necessaries  of  life,  presents  the  strongest  po|. 
sible  reason  for  preventiiu;  their  coining  into  ruinous  eras- 
petition  with  amilar  articles  of  our  own  growth  or  forms- 
tion.  If  we  cannot  do  without  them,  we  must  cultinte 
ot  make  tbem  for  oimelrcs;  and  our  means  of  cukiratios 
or  nunra&ctore  must  be  protected  from  the  undetminiiy 
and  desobitlng  effects  of  intrssi  vc  supplies  from  sbrosd. 

The  hononible  Senator  from  South  CaroCna  admits  of 
one  exception  to  his  rule  of  free  trade,  in  favor  of  articles 
"  stricfly  necessary  to  national  defence."  Should  notlht 
same  breath  wfaidi  cfaanvoterized  the  manu&ctures  of 
Europe  as  necessaries  of  fife  have  sanctioned  another  ei. 
ception?  Or  docs  he  deem  the  defence  of  the  nations 
lugher  purpose  than  the  existence  of  the  people  wbocont- 
pose  it?  Sir,  if  our  country  be  wottit  inhabiting,  it  cu 
abundantly  produce,  within  itself,  shielded  from  eiotic 
interference,  all  that  is  requisite  for  the  life  and  comfort 
of  man.     I  wouM  disdain  it  otherwise. 

But  while  you  foster  and  protect  the  means  of  produc- 
ing the  necessaries  of  fife,  what  is  the  effect  of  aboliihin; 
the  duties  now  exacted  upon  the  imported  luxuries?  Cc^ 
tainly,^  bring  Qmae  luxuries  witlun  the  ^oor  man's  rtscb, 
if  he  has  them  not  alraadv:  or,  if  he  has  them,  as  ii  tb( 
case  generally  with  tea  ana  coffee,  to  augment  liis  fund  by 
which  to  produce  other  articles  of  necessity  or  comTort, 
to  the  extent  of  the  before  existing  du^.  To  that  extent, 
at  least,  he  is  benefited  and  relieved. 

But  we  are  told,  the  proposition  stops  too  suddenl;^ 
short,  and  contemplates,  nay,  makea  unavoidable,  &  surjiliu 
of  revenue  I  and  the  oppv^sion  i^  ^nwing  money  out  of 
the  pockets  of  the  people  for  nothing,  merely  to  sccrnni" 
late  it  in  the  treasury,  has  been  glowingly  imputed.  Tbii 
argument,  sir,  ^suable  «nd  proper  as  it  may  seem,  begi 
the  whole  question  at  issue.  Prove  the  protcctios  of  ;oar 
manufactures  to  be  nothing;  prove  the  national  intereil* 
of  domestic  industry  to  be  nothing;  'prove  social  iiidepes* 
dence,  without  which  political  independence  is  almost  t 
shadow,  to  be  nothing;  fu^ove  tliese  nothings,  and  thes 
you  may  triumphantly  retain  in  the  pockets  (m  the  people 
the  twenty-five  cents  a  head  which  we  propose  to  derate 
to  notiung.  Sir,  theae  nothings  constitute  a  great  equivi- 
lent  for  which  the  American  people  will  freely  and  cbee^ 
fully  pay.  Pay  twenty-five  cents  each!  Ay,  pay  qiu^ 
ruple  the  amount,  and  feel,  as  they  in  reality  vool* 
become,  tenfold  richer  by  the  pajrment.  ,  . 

The  idea  of  a  surplus  is  not  a  novelty;  nor  shouM  It  in- 
spire alarm.  It  was  long  nnce  foreseen,  as  the  pncticu 
resuh  of  any  modification  of  the  policy  reasonably  to  be 
expected,  by  the  present  Chief  Magistrate,  andhefrsnU; 
laid  before  hie  countrymen  a  plan  for  itsdtetribution.  For 
my  own  part,  sir,,whatever  modes  of  applying  itmiglt''* 
adopted,  I  entertun  no  fears  about  a  full,  an  orerfloriiV 
treasury,  while  it  continues,  as  now,  under  tiie  control  of 
the  representatives  of  a  prudent,  sagacious,  and  rirtno* 
people.  It  would  be  liable  to  no  misuse  or  perversion,  to 
which  onlinary  revenue  is  not  liable.  Its  appropriaWS 
must  pass  through  the  same  fbnns;  be  devised,  debated, 
and  dvccted  hy  the  same  ment  and  be  protected  ubw 
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exactly  the  same  respontibilitie*.  I  can  icadilv,  indeed, 
coKCiTc  tbat  a  common  treanjre,  locked  up,  if  jrou  will, 
u  itfcxuce  in  sudden  emenrencics,  might  operate,  as  does 
cTcn  DOW  the  poisesaon  of  the  public  lands,  to  preserve 
the  confederacy,  vhen  mere  patriotism  restricts  its  ener- 
jies  ind  rirtoes  to  the  narrow  sphere  of  a  State. 

2.  But  that  which  principally  recommends  the  osiginal 
rewlutiaii  to  my  preference,  is  the  fiwt  of  its  leavings  me 
st  liber^  to  concede  any  just  and  reasonable  modifications 
m  ctaages  in  the  detaiu  of  the  policy,  which  may  be  aatis- 
bctorily  desf^nated. 

I  am  inflexible,  sir,  aa  to  nothing  but  adequate  protec- 
tkn.  The  process  of  attaining  that  may  undergo  any 
muutiivi.  Secure  that  to  the  home  labor  of  this  country, 
and  oar  opponents  shall  have,  as  fiv  as  mv  voice  and  suf- 
fh^  can  give  it  to  them,  a  "  carte  hkaum'  whereon  to 
tetU«  any  arrangement  or  acyustment  their  intelligence 
■ay  suggest  It  might  have  been  expected,  notunrea- 
mttUy,  that  they  w1k>  desired  change  should  tender  their 
projet;  that  they  wottld  designate  noxious  particulars,  and 
mdniate  their  remediesi  that  they  would  invoke  the  ^ill 
and  aiaistanoe  of  practical  and  experienced  observers  on  a 
tgbjett  with  which  few  of  us  are  iiuniliar;  and  point  with 
frcciooa  to  such  parts  of  the  extensive  ^atem  as  can  be 
aodified  without  weakening  or  endanjgering  the  whole 
riructure.  They  have  forbom  to  do  this.  They  demand 
as  entire  demolition.  Free  trade  is  the  burden  of  their 
doquenoe;  the  »ilden  fleece  of  their  adventMrous  enter- 
prise; the  goal  short  of  which  they  will  not  pause  even  to 
ueathe.  I  cannot  join  their  expedition  for  such  object, 
is  eitaUished  pidicy,  coeval,  in  the  language  of  President 
Jacbon,  with  our  Government;  believed  by  an  immense 
najority  of  our  people  to  be  constitutional,  wue,  and  ex- 
]ieditnt;  may  not  beabruptly  abandoned  by  Congress,  with- 
«iit  a  treacherous  departure  from  duty,  a  shameless  derelic- 
tioD  of  lacred  trust  and  confidence.  To  expect  it,  is  both 
cititvannt  and  uakind.  But  show  us  your  scheme:  call 
it  one  of  revenue  exdunvcly,  if  you  will:  names  and  epi- 
tiiett  are  immaterial:  let  it  accommodate  our  policy  with 
Ae  oew  fiscal  attitude  of  the  nation,  and  with  your  wislies; 
Old,  for  one,  I  will  give  it  the  &varable  hearing  and  con- 
tderation  to  which  the  puri^  of  your  motives  and  your 
uleged  sufferings  ceitunly  en^e  it.  It  is  not  impossible, 
ar,  (though  I  confess  myself  a  very  feeble  instructor  on 
^  Taat  buaness)  that  some  ratioml  project  may  spring 
from  aober  and  analytical  inquiry,  to  reconcile  us  aJL  1 
la?e  heard  intimated  that  new  regulations  in  collecting 
Uie  revenue  might  make  the  protection  to  manufactures 
tnn  more  effectual  than  it  now  ia,  and  yet  remove  every 
cause  of  complunt  Let  gentlemen  set  them  forth  for 
candid  scrutiny.  Shall  it  be  by  exacting  the  payment  of 
duliesincaahr  By  a  qrstomoflicenses  to  auctioneers?  By 
aboliahing  the  assessment  of  duties  on  minimum  values? 
Develop  the  aebeme,  and  enable  us  to  judge.  Do  you 
prefer  attaining  your  purpose  by  specific  reductions  of 
duly?  On  what  article^  then?  to  what  ext«nt?  by  what 
gnduil decrease?  All  we  deure,  to  enable  us  to  prove 
our  resdinesi  to  accommodate  this  entan^ng  and  distract- 
■"Stbene  of  lepslation,  is,  that  generalities  may  be  relin- 
luiahed;  that  an  unconditional  surrender  to  the  Utopian 
theory  of  free  trade  may  not  be  invoked)  and  that  such 
"edifications  of  the  existing  policy  may  be  chalked  out  as 
liil  be  uaefiil  to  our  (^pouents  without  being  destructive 
to  the  policy  itself. 

1  lament,  Mr.  President,  having  been  obliged,  in  the 
aJKluige  of  a  supposed  duty,  to  treqiaas  so  long  upon 
tiie  iadulgent  attention  of  the  Senate.  I  would  cloae  cheer. 
"lUy,  and  forbear^  in  conformity  with  my  original  deter- 
m-natioa,  adverting  to  any  topic  not  directly  connected 
*tt  the  subject  of  discussion.  One  matter,  however,  has 
(>ttn  incidentally  introduced,  and  has,  in  truth,  been  often 
Kbcnentlv  vi%eA  upon  our  reflection,  as  to  which  I  mi^^t 
K  deemed  a  fiutblM*  and  unfeeling  reprewntative  were 


Ito  abstain  fh>m  ezpresring  the  deeided  sense  and  anxioua 
sentiment*  of  the  patriotic  communis  who  aent  me  here. 
Sir,  I  have  nothmg  so  much  and  ao  deeply  at  heart,  a* 
the  maintenance  «f  the  harmony  and  peri>etaity  of  thia 
Union.  Whatever  may  be  the  contrary  and  irreconcilable- 
appearance  of  opinions,  no  danger  is  to  be  apprehended^ 
and  no  diiTerence  can  be  contemned,  while  the  preserva- 
tion of  our  conatitution,  and  the  good  of  the  country,  are 
the  leading  and  paramount  o&jects  of  us  alL  If  there  be 
any— certainly  there  are  none  upon  thia  floor— who  seek 
to  distract  the  peace  and  dissolve  the  bonds  of  our  fedei» 
tive  Government;  who  would  put  at  hazard,  in  pursuit  o< 
temporary  projects,  or  to  indulge  ambitious  as|Mranta,  the 
repose  aral  institutions  of  the  republic*  who  contemplato 
change  aAd  revolution;  I  beseech  such  men  to  extend 
tlieir  forecasting  vimon  into  the  futore,  and  to  confront 
posteri^.  Let  Uiem  be  warned,  by  anticipating  the  judg- 
ment of  that  tribunaL  The  excitements  of  the  di^  may 
be  gratified:  they  may  delude  themselves  into  the  belirf 
tliat  thqr  are  laboring  to  vindicate  the  constitotion,  or  ta 
uphold  toe  principle*  of  human  liberty;  but  if  they  reck- 
lessly involve  the  American  people  in  the  horrors,  uncer- 
tainties, and  &tal  consequences  of  dvil  war,  and  of  violent 
disruption,  they  mu*t  be  content  to  recMve,  a*  a  merited 
reward,  an  immortality  of  deteatation.  Their  parly  and 
paltrjr  pretexts  will  be  forgotten;  their  refined dMcriinina- 
tions  in  theory,  and  their  nigh-wrought  declamalioa,  will 
be  forgotten;  even  dieir  virtuous  passioes  will  cease  to 
extenuate  their  offence;  and  all  posterity,  *trug|^iM[  in 
vain  to  recombine  the  elements,  and  to  rebuild  the  educe 
of  our  great,  and  glorious,  and  happy  confederacv— *Bud 
the  desoUtion  of  perpetual  conflicts,  and  in  the  darkBea* 
of  sectional  bondage — will  doom  tbeqi  to  loud,  deep,  and 
everlasting  execration.  Let  no  man,  sir,  seek  devation 
or  renown,  at  the  price  of  the  National  Union  and  tran- 
qnitnty.  He  wUl  never  find  it.  Failing,  he  must  rank, 
during  life,  veooff  the  few  outcast*  whom  we  here  jet 
engendered;  and  if  he  achieve  his  country's  ruin,  whes 
deM,  the  burning  lava  of  universal  hatred  will  rcril  hisainy 
over  his  grave;  and,  though  like  "the  aspinngyouth  Whe 
fired  the  Ephesian  dome/'  he  should  acquire  fuM^  It  will 
be  the  fiune  of  bitter  and  boundless  abhorrence. 


TosaoaT,  FaanuAai  28. 
TUB  TABIPF. 


I  taken  np  Vt.  Ccax's  resolii- 


The  Senate  1 
tion  respecting  the  t 

Mr.  DALLAS  resumed,  and  occupied  abeat  two  hour* 
in  oonclnding  tiie  remarks  he  commenced  yesterday, 
(which  are  given  above  entire.) 

Mr.  FORSTTH  then  took  the  floor,  and  commenced  e 
speech  against  the  resolution.  Af\er  speaking  a  shott 
time,  he  yielded  to  a  motion  for  adjoommenti  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WuxsmxT,  FBaBVABT  29. 

The  bm  reported  bom  the  Committee  onFublicL*nd% 
authorizing  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  SMd  land%  waa 
taken  up,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
The  amendments  to  strike  out  the  3d  and  5th  section^ 
and  to  strike  out  seventy-five  and  insert  fifty  cents  as  the 
price  per  acre,  were  adopted;  and,  after  •oroe  remark*  bjr 
Messrs-  BUCENEB,  KING,  and  JOUNSTOl^  H  wa*  «>• 
dered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

THE  TABIFF. 

The  Senate  having  again  proceeded  to  the  tpedal  order 
of  the  day,  being  Mr.  Clai'*  reaolution, 

Mr.  FOBSTTU  concluded  lu*  remark*  againtt  the  re* 
solution  in  a  *pcech  of  two  hour*;  after  which, 

Mr.  KOBBIN8  took  the  floor;  and 

The  Senate  aiyoumed. 
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[MxBCB  1, 1832. 


Thcbsdat,  Mabch  1. 
PATENT  OFFICE. 

Theresolution  from  the  Rouse  of  ReprescntatiTes  for 
recording  patents  for  useful  inTcntions,  was,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  SMITH,  taken  up  for  consideratjon. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  the  resolution  passed  the  House 
•even  or  ei^ht  weeks  ago,  and  was  of  an  urgent  nature. 
Patentees  allege  great  Tosses  on  account  of  the  delay  and 
difficulty  which  occur  in  prociuing  copies  of  their  patents. 
The  papers  hare  not  been  recorded  for  forty  years;  and 
fte  files  most  be  orerlooked,  in  search  of  each  particular 
paper.  The  Patent  Office,  so  far  from  being  a  charge 
on  the  Government,  had  paid  into  the  treasury,  over  «nd 
•bore  its  expenaes«  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  »nd 
upwards. 

Mr.  RUGGLE3  asked  how  many  clerks  were  now  in 
thc'Patent  Office,  and  what  were  their  duties. 

Mr.  BENTON  could  not  say  how  many  clerks  there 
were,  but  it  was  stated  by  the  superintendent  that  the  re- 
cords were  forty  years  behindhand,  and  could  not  be 
brought  up  without  the  employment  of  extra  clerks. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  the  number  of  clerks  was  small, 
and  hardly  equal  to  the  performance  of  the  current  busi- 
ness of  the  office,  without  attending  to  the  arrearages. 

Mr.  BENTON  read  from  the  National  Calendar  the 
names  of  the  clerks  and  their  salaries,  and  made  further 
explanations.  It  was  never  contemplated,  he  s^id,  that 
the  Patent  Office  should  be  a  source  of  revenue;  and,  at 
present,  it  was  one  hundred  and  three  thousand  dollars  in 
advance  to  the  treasury. 

A  report  on  the  subject,  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  was  then  read. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

-   APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
die  consideration  of  the  bill  from  the  House  to  apportion 
the  representatives  •ntongtfae  several  States  according 
to  the  fifth  census. 

Ml'.  WEBSTER  offered  the  following  amendment  to 
the  bill: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  insert: 

"  That,  from  and  after  the  3d  day  of  March,  one  thou- 
sand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  1x9  composed  of  members,  elected  agreea- 
Bly  to  the  following  ratio:  that  is  to  say,  one  representa- 
tive for  ever}'  forty-seven  thousand  persons  in  ea!ch  State, 
computed  according  to  the  rule  prescribed  by  the  consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  ana  one  additional  member 
for  each  State  whose  fractional  numbers,  remaining  after 
dividing  its  whole  numbers  by  forty-seven  thousand  as 
aforesaid,  sliall  exceed  twenty-five  thousand  persons,  the 
said  number  of  representatives  in  any  State  not  exceedmg 
one  for  every  thirty  thousand  persons)  that  is  to  say,  witii- 
in  the  State  of  Maine,  eight;  within  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire,  six;  within  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  thir- 
teen; within  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  two;  within  tlie 
State  of  Connecticut,  six;  within  the  State  of  Vermont, 
six;  within  the  State  of  New  York,  forty-one;  within  tiie 
State  of  New  Jersey,  seven;  within  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, twenty-nine;  witliin  the  State  of  Delaware,  two; 
within  the  State  of  Marj-Iand,  nine;  mthih  the  State  of 
Virginia,  twenty-two;  within  tlie  State  of  North  Carolina, 
fourteen;  witiiin  the  State  of  South  Caroling  ten;  within 
tiie  State  of  Georgia,  nine;  within  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Tennessee,  thirteen;  within 
the  State  of  Ohio,  twenty;  within  the  State  of  Indiana, 
■even;  within  the  State  of  Louisiana,  four;  within  the 
State  of  Missouri,  three;  within  the  State  of  Alabama,  six; 
within  the  State  of  Mississippi,  three;  and  within  the  State 
of  Illinois,  two."  ' 

Mr,  WEBSTER  said  this  was  an  hnportant  and  deli- 


cate question  fbr  the  Senate  to  act  upon;  for  it  respected 
the  disposition  of  political  power  among  the  States  of  the 
Union.    It  settied  the  number  of  representatives  &wii 
each  State,  and  the  number  of  electors  of  President  tnd 
Vice  President  to  be  assigned  t«  each  State.    Under  am 
system  of  Government,  uiis  was  always  a  delicate  ques- 
tion, and  to  the  Senate  it  presented  peculiar  difficulties, 
since  it  affected  States  which  were  here  all  equally  repre- 
sented.    Thougfh  it  might  seem  simple  to  assign  mcmben 
accoring  to  numbers,  yet,  in  this  case,  it  Was  attended 
with  some  embarrassment.     The  ratio  assumed  by  the  bill, 
as  it  now  stands,  is  forty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred- 
giving,  when  applied  to  the  population  of  the  States,  two 
hundred  and  forty  members  to  the  House  of  Kepresentv 
tives,  and  leaving  fractions  considerably  large.    The  ad- 
ditional seven  hundred  produced  no  relative  effect  whtt- 
ever.     R  neither  augmented  nor  diminished  the  number 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  nor  affected  tiic  number 
of  representatives  of  any  one  State.     Forty-seven  thou- 
sand gives  the  same  ntunber,  and  from  tlie  same  Statei 
with  forty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred.    The  only  ef- 
fect of  the  seven  hundred  was  to  diminish  the  appsrent 
amount  of  unrepresented  fractions.     He  had  come  to.  the 
conclusion  that  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  was  liable  to 
invincible  constitutional  obligations;  but,  before  he  comi- 
dered  them,  he  would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Senile  to 
the  inequality  of  the  bill,  since  it  was  impossible  that  «iif 
individual  should  have  a  representative :  perfect  equil'.^ 
of  representation  was  unattainable;  but  it  was  the  object 
of  Congress  to  attain  to  the  nearest  possible  degree  of 
equality.     In  tliis  matter,  equality  was  justice.    TnisbOl, 
assuming  47,700  aa  a  ratio,  leaves  large  fractions  in  the 
small  States;  it  leaves  large  fractions  in  contiguous  Ststa. 
The  three  Southwestern  States,  Louisiana,  Alabamt,  and 
Mississippi,  had  very  large  fractions;  Nejv  Hampshiit, 
Massachusetts,  and  Vermont  had  each  a  large  fmctioo; 
New  Jersey  had  a  very  large  fraction.     A  little  com- 
parison will  show  how  unequal  tl>e  bill  is  as  to  these 
States.     Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,   Vermont,  ind 
New    Jersey   had  51^180    persons   for   each   represen- 
tative, while  New  York  had  a  representative  to  ■♦7,!KI0 
inhabitants;  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  had  fractkw 
amounting  together  to  only  seventeen  thousand.    Ve^ 
raont  and  New  Hampshire,  with  ten  members  of  Con- 
gress, had  fractions  of  seventy-three  thousand.    A  cor- 
rected return  from  the  southern  district  of  New  York 
gives  to  that  State  five  thousand  more  inhabitants,  which 
diminishes  the  disparity  referred  to,  pro  tanto.    Massach^ 
setts,   Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  and  New  Jersey  had 
fractions  amounting,  in  the  aggp^egate,  to  l-WjlSS.    Ano- 
ther illustration  of  the  unequal  operation  of  the  bill  wa» 
this.     New  York  had  two  membci-s  more  tiian  New  En^ 
land  with  a  population  less  by  forty  thousand  tlianihat" 
New  England.  Six  States,  with  110membersi,hadafr»ctio« 
of  only  forty  thousand.    To  those,  if  you  add  North  Ca- 
rolina, you  have  seven  States,  with  a  majority  of  the  ahole 
number  of  members,  and  a  fraction  of  only  53,000.    Ver- 
mont alone  bad  a  fraction  of  forty  thousand ;  New  England 
had  a  fraction  of  120  or  130,000.     New  Jersey  and  Sa- 
moiit,  with  eleven  members  of  Congress,  had  a  fraction  rf 
75,000,  which  was  more  than  the  whole  unrfpreatn™ 
population  of  those  States  whose  members  constitute* 
majority  of  Congress.     New  England  had  forty  thoiisand 
more  inbabitanU  than  New  York,  and  New  York  had  *" 
more  representatives  than  New  England.     The  bill  also 
threw  large  fractions  upon  new  States — upon  A'*"'"* 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana;  which  States,  before  tiie  n«t 
census,  will  be  vastly  increased  in  population.    I"  """X 
other  statements  and  views  Mr.  W.  illustrated  theineqi»- 
lity  of  the  bill.     He  nest  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  means  of  remedying  this  inequalitj".    -*  J'"' 
practicable  remedy  was  to  allow  representatives  for  large 
fractions.    The  constitution  prescnbed  tiiat  tiie  rcprfw* 
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tatiK4  should  be  apportioned  among' the  sereral  States  ac' 
eofdin^  to  tlieir  population,  meanings  as  near  as  may  be. 
That  there  should  be  a  preeise  distribution,  was  impos- 
able;  but  it  should  be  as  nearly  precise  as  may  be. 
There  was  no  greater  inequality  in  allowing'  something 
more,  than  in  allowing  something  less  than  a  number  which 
in  iccarate  apportionment  would  require.     AV*  move  to 
Kck  the  greatest  attainable  degree  of  equality.     It  had 
gccurred  to  him  that,  throwing  aside  seren  hundred  as 
iamiaterial  to  the  effect  of  the  ratio,  and  allowing  a  repre- 
wntstiTe  for  fractions  exceeding  a  moiety  of  the  ratio, 
voald  produce   greater  equality,  and  do  more   justice 
than  any  other  practicable  mode.     The  present  biU  gives 
340  members.     The  ratio  of  47,000  would  also  give  240 
memben,  while  each  State  will  send  the  same  number  to 
which  47,700  would  entitle  it.     There  are  fifteen  States 
vbose  fractions  exceed  a  moie^  of  the  ratio.     The  amend- 
ment fixes  thfe  fraction  to  be  represented  at  25,000 :  of  these 
•re  6fteen  States,  whose   fractioiw  amount   to   25,000. 
These  are  distributed  throughout  the  United  States  with 
I  respectable  degfree  of  equality.    There  are  three  in  the 
Esst:  Uasaachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and  Vermont.  Four 
m  the  middle  States:  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer- 
tey,  and  Delaware.     Four  in  the  South:  Maryland,  Vir- 
ginia, North  and  South  Carolina.     Two  in  the  West:  Ohio 
and  UiaouTi;  and  two  in  the  Southwest,  Alabama  and 
LooisUina.  H  leaves  unrepresented  no  fraction  greater  than 
16,000,  except  that  of  Maine,  which  is  33,000.     It  is  not 
Us  to  consider  that  as  a  large  fraction  which  falls  short  of 
a  moiety  of  the  ratio.   The  recommendation  of  the  amend- 
iKnt  was,  that  the  time  would  come,  by  the  natural  ope- 
ntion  of  events,  when  the  old  States  must  consent  to  part 
«ith  a  considerable  portion  of  their  present  representa- 
tion.   He  confessed  that  he  thought  it  an  object  not  at 
present  to  anticipate  this  state  of  things,  by  depriving  any 
old  State  of  a'pos'tive  degree  of  power.    He  would  pro- 
pose the  reduction  of  the  present  number  until  it  became 
necessary.     Between  the  number  240  and  the  number 
2j5,  as  liie  number  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, there  was  no  ^fference  in  principle.     He 
bid  heard  many  say  that  the  principle  of  his  amendment 
was  just,  but  that  it  was  liable  to  some  constitutional  ob- 
jections, which  had  their  origin  in  the  message  of  General 
Washington,   returning  the  first  apportionment  bill,  tu 
1793.    Mr.  W.  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  prin- 
ciple was  constitutional,  if  the  bill,  in  its  whole  frame,  was 
constitutionaL     The  bill  of  1793  was  rejected,  because, 
instead  of  apportioning  the  repreaentsftives  among  the  se- 
Tcnl  States   according  to  a  ratio,  it  assumed  a  certain 
tnimberof  representatives,  and  distributed  them  among 
the  aereral  States,  assigiung  to  each  State  its  number  of 
itpresentatives,  without  laying  down  the  rule.     Mr.  W. 
here  read  the  passage,  which  objected  to  the  bill,  that 
there  was  no  one  number,  on  division,  which  would  yield 
the  number  of  members  in  tiiis  bill,  and  that  it  allotted  to 
ojht  of  the  States  more  thaji  one  representative  for  every 
thirty  thousand,  contrary  to  an  express  provision  of  the 
<!OMCtution.     There  was  a  strong  dispontion  on  the  part 
of  Congress  at  that  time  to  increase  the  number  of  the 
House  of  Representatives.     None  of  the  objections  urged 
■0  the  message  apply  to  this  amendment.     It  gives  to  no 
Stste  a  number  of  representatives  exceeding  one  for  each 
thirty  thousand.     The  objection,  that  there  is  no  one  divi- 
sion which  will  yield  the  number  of  members  proposed, 
does  not  now  touch  the  amendment.     General  Wasliing'- 
ton  did  not  mean  such  a  division  as  would  divide  the  re- 
pfesentstive  numbers  of  each  Stat^  without  having  any 
jenuinder.    His  objection,  he  understood,  went  to  the 
net  that  there  was  no  equal  ratio  applicable  to  all  the 
States.    If  the  bill  had  said  there  should  be  one  member 
fur  eveiy  forty  thousand,  and  one  for  every  fraction  of 
"lOOO,  it  would  have  had  a  ratio  which,  thougli  complex, 
was  equal  in  its  operation  upon  all  the  States.     He  would 


defy  any  body  to  find  in  the  rejected  bill  what  General 
Wuhington  said  he  could  not  find — the  principle  on  which 
the  bill  was  drawn)  for  it  was  not  there  expressed.  The 
numl>er  assumed  in  that  bill  was  probably  obtained  by  di- 
viding the  whole  representative  number  by  thirty  thou- 
sand, which  dividend  was  then  apportioned '  among  the 
several  States.  General  Washington's  objection  went  to 
this  extent,  and  not  further,  that  the  bill  seemed  to  apply 
no  uniform  principle  to  all  the  States,  for  he  could  find  no 
divimon  which  would  mark  out  the  same  results.  How, 
then,  was  the  amendment  unconstitutional  ?  The  consti- 
tution looked  to  a  division  as  equal  as  possible,  and  be  be- 
lieved that  the  proposition  was  strictiy  conformable  to  the 
constitutional  requirement.  He  would  now  make  some 
sug^stions  which  would  satisfy  the  Senate  that  the  bill,  in 
its  present  forni,  was  unconstitutional.  It  was  a  mere 
mathematical  question.  The  constitution  says  thaf"  re- 
presentatives and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among 
the  several  States  according  to  their  respective  numbers."' 
1'hcse  two  hundred  and  iorty  members  were  not  appor- 
tioned according  to  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States.  , 
The  members  from  each  State  should  have  the  same  pro- 
portion to  the  whole  nuptber  of  members,  as  the  popula- 
tion of  the  State  bears  to  the  population  of  the  United 
States.  Tlie  whole  representative  popiihition  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  was  11,933,483.  The  bill  proposes  two  hun- 
dred and  forty  members.  Let  us  apply  the  rule  to  the 
bill :  as  the  whole  population  of  the  United  States  is  to  two 
hundred  and  forty  members,  so  should  the  population  of 
New  York  be  to  her  forty  members.  But,  according  to 
this  proportion,  New  York  would  be  entitied  to  but  thir- 
ty-eight members.  It  is  erident  that  what  New  York 
gains,  other  States  must  lose.  Suppose,  instead  of  two 
hundred  and  forty  members,  it  was  a  tax  of  240,000  dol- 
lars, to  be  assessed  upon  the  several  States;  would  you  put 
forty  thousand  dollars  on  New  York,  when  her  fair  pro- 
portion was  only  thirty-eight  thousand? 

Mr.  W.,  after  some  fiirther  observations,  touching  the 
unequal  operation  and  the  unconstitutional  character  of 
the  biU,  moved  that  it  fie  on  tiie  table.  At  the  same  time 
he  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  it  up  on  Monday  next, 
even  at  the  risk  of  breaking  in  upon  another  important 
delate.  Several  State  Legislatures,  now  in  session,  were 
waiting  for  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  laid  on  tlie  table. 


Fbidat,'  MxitcR  3. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  Mr.  Ciat's  resolution,  together  with  the  amendment 
proposed  tliereto  by  -Mr.  Hatsk. 

Mr.  ROBBINS,  of  Rhode  Island,  rose,  and  addressed  the 
Senate  as  follows: 

The  question  before  us,  as  I  take  it,  is  one  of  expediency. 
Is  it  expedient  to  give  to  the  industry  of  the  country  the 
market  of  the  country,  by  means  of  protecting  duties,  in 
preference  to  leaving  that  market  open  to  the  equal  com- 
petition of  foreign  industry  without  restriction? 

I  know  it  has  been  urged  here,  and  much  insisted  on 
elsewhere,  that  the  expediency  is  not  the  only  question) 
that  a  prior  and  paramount  question  is,  has  Congress  the 
power,  the  constitutional  power,  to  do  tiiis? 

It  is  not  denied  that  Congress  has  claimed  and  exercised 
this  power,  from  the  commencement  of  Uie  Government 
to  this  hour;  that  it  is  now  in  practical  operation;  and  that 
never,  till  since  1838,  has  it  been  seriously,  if  stall,  ques- 
tioned, by  any  party,  at  any  time. 

There  are  two  or  three  reflections,  which,  if  duly  weigh- 
ed, I  should  think  would  satisfy  every  reflecting  mind  that 
Congress,  in  exercising  this  power,  has  not  usurped  un- 
delegated power. 

If  the  power  of  taxation,  ad  libitum  in  amount,  be  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


491 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER. 


49S 


Sexatb.] 


The  Tiariff. 


[IfUscK  2, 1833. 


Congress,  the  exerdae  of  that  power  must  be  discretion- 
ary with  Congress;  and  whether,  in  any  gtren  instance,  it 
■ball  be  exercised,  or  to  wiiat  extent  it  ^ull  be  exercised, 
must  always  be  a  question  of  expediency,  and  nerer  can 
be  a  question  of  constitutional  right.  Now,  the  power  of 
taxation  is  expressly  given  to  Congress,  and  ^ren  without 
limitation  as  to  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  raised  by  it. 
That  amount  is  leA  to  the  discretion  of  Conereas. 

Again:  The  regulation  of  commerce  with  m-etgn  nations 
is  expressly  given  to  Congress,  and  given  without  restric- 
tion. Now,  a  tariff  of  duties  onomporta  is  strictly  and 
literaUy  a  regulation  of  commerce  with  foreign  nations; 
and  whether  thai  tariff  shall  be  higher,  or  loweh  or  what 
it  shall  be,  must  be  a  question  of  expediency,  and  cannot 
be  a  (question  of  constitutional  right 

Besides,  this  power,  as  has  been  well  stated,  and  ably 
argued  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennessee,*  is 
essential  to  national  sovereignty;  and  to  deny  it  to  our  Go- 
vernment, would  be,  so  ftr,  to  lay  our  country  prostrate  at 
the  feet  of  every  other  sovereigfnty  in  the  world.  If  all 
other  sovereignties  could  wiekl  this  power  against  us,  (as, 
undoubtedly,  they  can,  and  do,)  and  we  could  not  wield  it 
agtunstthem  in  self.defence bi^t  the  supposition  is  intole- 
rable, and  I  will  not  carry  out  the  idea,  and  depict  the  con- 
•cqucnces. 

For  what  American,  justly  proud  of  his  nation,  could 
brook,  for  a  moment,  the  idea  of  acrippled  and  subordinate 
sovereignty,  that  could  not  meet  any  other  and  every  otlier 
national  sovereignty,  with  power  against  power,  with  pre- 
rogative against  prerogative,  as  an  equal '  National  sove- 
reignties, wtutever  may  be  the  formoiuie  National  Oovern- 
mcnt,  have  all  the  same  attributes;  otherwise,  they  would 
not  bs  equal  and  independent  sovereignties.  God  forbid 
tliat  this  Government  should  ever  admit  the  idea,  or  act 
upon  the  idea,  of  being  an  inferior,  and,  therefore,  a  de- 
graded sovereignty !  If,  then,  you  admit  (and  who  will 
deny  it  ?)  that  our  Government  may  exert  this  poweragainst 
other  Governments,  to  vindicate  our  equal  and  just  rights, 
you  give  up  the  whole  controversy;  for  then  yon  admit  the 
existence  of -the  power  in  the  Government.  The  power 
being  admitted,  it^  exercise,  in  all  cases,  most  be  regu- 
lated by  the  discretion  of  Congress. 

How,  then,  I  ask,  can  it  be  contended  that,  in  exercis- 
ing this  power,  Congress  has  usurped  undelegated  power? 

If,  instead  of  saying  this,  you  vary  your  luiguag^,  and 
say  that  Congress,  in  fixing  a  tariff  of  duties  on  imports, 
with  a  view  to  protection,  has  abused  discretionary  power, 
it  brings  the  inquiry  precisely  to  what  I  stated  it  to  be — an 
inquiry  as  to  the  expediency  of  the  protecting  policy. 
.  And  let  it  be  recollected  that  the  question  is  not,  whether 
a  new  policy,  and  hitherto  unknown  to  tlie  Government, 
shall  now  be  adopted;  but  whether  a  policy,  coeval  with 
the  Government  itself  which  has  now  been  pursued  .for 
forty  years  and  upwards,  and  with  a  gradually  increaung 
intensity;  which  is  now  in  the  iiUl  tide  of  experiment;  with 
which  interests,  almost  too  vast  to  be  calculated,  and  hard- 
ly to  be  conceived,  have  grown  up  and  are  interwoven, 
and  on  which  they  are  dependent — the  question  now  is, 
whether  this  policy  shall  be  continued,  or  shall  be  aban- 
doned. Though  this  is  really  the  question;  though  these 
considerations  carry  with  them  an  impowig  weigitt  towards 
settling  this  question;  yet  i  am  not  willing  to  rest  it,  and 
leave  It  to  b6  decided  on  these  considerations:  for  I  am 
convinced  that  the  policy  is  the  true  policy  of  this  country; 
and  that,  if  it  had  never  been  adopted,  it  ought  now  to  be 
adopted;  that  we  ire  invited  to  it  by  other  considerations, 
that  are  irresistible. 

With  your  indulgence  I  will  attempt,  as  briefly  as  I  can, 
to  la^  before  you  the  grounds  of  that  conviction.  In  a  mul- 
tifarious and  extremely  complicaled  question,  as  one  in- 
volving effects  immediate  and  remote,  direct  and  conse- 

•  Mr.  Gniudf. 


quential  of  a  scheme  of  national  policy,  must  be,  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  say  enough  fi;>r  demonstration,  without  saying  too 
much  for  patient  attention.  I  will  endeavor,  howerer,  ts 
do  the  one,  and  to  avoid,  if  possible,  doin;  the  other.  Per- 
mit me  to  premise  a  few  remarks. 

We  have  a  great  couhtry,  possessing  great  natural  re- 
sou  rces  yet  to  be  developed,  andapeople,  of  all  others,  the 
best  fitted  to  devdop  them — a  nation  of  freemen,  animated 
with  the  spirit,  and  possessing  all  tlie  energies  of  fireedom; 
remarkable  for  their  intelligence,  their  activity,  and  their 
enterprise;  sagacious,  inventive,  and  fertile  in  resource; 
prompt  and  bold  in  adventure;  ardent  and  inde&tigabk 
in  pursuit.  They  are  a  hi  ve  without  drones;  all  are  acti?e, 
all  on  the  wing,  ever^  where,  and  ransacking  every  6eld 
that  promises  profit;  in  a  country,  too,  where  no  mortiittiii, 
no  perpetuities,  prevent  alienation  and  check  drculation; 
where  the  accumulations  of  one  generation  are  brokeo 
down  in  the  next  by  distribution;  where  every  new  gene- 
ration is  made  up  of  individuals  thrown  upon  their  awn  te- 
sources  to  make  their  way  in  the  wortd  for  themsdves; 
where  there  is  no  passport  to  distinction  but  eminent  meiit, 
and  where  that  is  an  infidlible  passport;  where  the  Gnt 
abilities  and  the  highest  virtues  connected,  whatever  Dis^ 
be  their  birth,  vindicate  their  way  to  the  first  places  in  so- 
ciety— te  the  highest  honors  of  the  nation. 

Now,  what  are  those  natural  resources  to  be  developol 
by  this  people,  so  fitted  to  develop  them  ?  They  are  nsm'; 
a  few  only  of  the  more  prominent  need  now  be  indicat- 
ed. There  is  the  capital  in  our  domain  and  its  ftrtilit^; 
in  its  mineral  treasures,  not  yet  fiilly  explored,  but  show- 
ing themselves  in  parts  all  over  our  country,  and  boundka 
in  extent;  its  nteans  of  artificial  power,  by  water  and  by 
steam,  also  boundless,  and  every  where  diffused;  a  domin 
more  immense  and  more  valuable  than  ever  was  possessed 
before  by  any  other  people;  a  domain  that  combines  tbc 
elements  of  a  world  within  itself;  and  when  it  shall  be  fill- 
ed up  with  its  happT  millions,  when  all  its  faculties  shall 
be  'unfolded,  will  rival  Etirope,  will  not  be  less  in  num- 
bers, and  will  be  ftx  superior  in  condition.  If  our  entf- 
gies  are  directed  by  our  true  policy,  the  rising  generstios 
will  not  al]  have  passed  away  before  these  things  come. 
The  infiuit  bom  to-day  may  live  to  see  that.  Add  to  lU 
this,  our  phyncal  resource  in  the  labor  of  our  great  and 
growing  population,  aided  by  ilicir  peerless  mentol  ener- 
pes.  Luor— here  lies  the  Murce  of  all  wealth;  this  is  il>* 
mine  of  Jl  mines  to  work  for  its  production,  for  its  ioues 
are  unceaung  and  inexhaustible.  To  open  and  fijUy  to 
develop  this  resource  is  to  strike  upon  the  fountain  of  n»- 
tional  wealth;  to  open  the  spring-bead  of,  and  to  realize, 
the  fabled  Pactolus,  whose  copious  and  unfailingslreaa 
was  a  stream  of  g^ld.  Nothing,  nothing  is  so  omnipoteat 
in  producing  national  wealth  as  tiie  labor  of  a  nation  profita- 
bly directed  and  fully  developed. 

We  shall  all  agree,  I  suppose,  that  it  would  be  ^>^^ 
cial  to  the  country  to  have  all  her  resources  fully  developed; 
Uiat  the  policy  which  would  have  this  effect  is  her  true 
policy ;  that,  if  it  be  the  only  policy  that  could  have  tlu»  eP 
feet,  it  would  be  unwise  not  to  adopt  it;  and  that,  if  me 
protecting  be  that  very  policy,  it  ought  to  be  contimed. 
What,  then,  is  the  natural  and  necessary  operation  of  tiie 
protecting  policy? — ^I  mean  if  it  be  effectively  followed  «» 
according  to  its  principle,  and  to  the  extent  of  its  principw- 

Its  primarj-  effect  is  to  give  to  the  country,  in  time,  and 
rapidly,  too,  a  body  of  manufacttires  equal  to  the  "'PPj'T 
the  demand  for  all  the  wanU  of  all  the  country;  and  beyond, 
for  exportation  to  other  countries,  to  an  indefinite  bat  veiy 
great  amoimt.  Already,  thougli  we  are  but  in  the  innacy 
of  this  policy,  our  export  of  manufikctures  stands  nexto 
importance  to  the  export  of  tobacco,  and  that  is  next  m 
importance  to  cotton :  cotton  stands  first.  The  «P^*y 
manufactures,  proceeding  as  they  liave  hitherto  P"*^"'^ 
wUI  soon  exceed  in  value  that  of  tobacco.  Porbapsrt  ^ 
not  soon  rival  in  value  the  export  of  cotton;  but  if  »• 
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policy  be  not  aireMed,  the  day  is  eoimn^  whea  it  will  not 
tcly  riral,  but  aurpan  in  vsluC)  the  export  af  cotton,  and 
ilud  U  the  head  of  our  export  oonnneroe.  Let  not  thii 
idea  be  thought  ettrayagant.  Look  at  the  export  coni- 
■eneof  EngUndt  rast  as  that  ia^  ■inO'taatfaa  of  .it  is  made 
op  of  their  mami&ctuics,  aequirad  by  this  rery  policy. 

Win  it  be  pretended  that  we  could  hare  this  body  of 
■unfcctiwes  without  thb  policy  i  Pniy«  reflect  for  a  mo- 
■tat,  that,  whea  the  late  war  and  double  duties  secured 
tothe  indnstiy  of  the  country  the  market  of  the  country 
°  fcrtbeiupply  of  mannfiKtureSi  they  sprung  up  on  all  sides, 
M  it  were,  by  enchantment.  Butwbenthewarand  doable 
duties  terminated,  they  went  down  at  once,  and  would 
ksTenaedown  fwerer,  but  forthe  tariff  of  1816)  illustrat- 
ing me  prodigious  effect  of  complete  protection,  and  the 
pndigioas  difference  between  that  and  protection  that  b 
tMaiif>iete,  and  only  judicious,  asitiseslledtandillustrat- 
'mf,  too,  the  neceanty  of  protection  to  giro  bird)  to  nuuiu- 
ftctnra.  In  a  country  without  manufitcturcs,  what  man, 
is  the  iiresent  state  of  the  world,  would  embark  and 
buard  his  fortune  in  the  undertaking  ta  begin  them,  against 
the  tqoal  competition  of  other  coovtries,  possesring  every 
•dnntage  orer  bim,  and  ready,  and  wOiiiw,  and  interest- 
ed, to  crush  the  attempt?  It  would  be  folly  to  think  of 
it,  fbr  it  would  be  inevitable  ruin.  In  what  instance,  in 
aodem  and  recent  times,  I  would  ask,  has  any  nation  ever 
iquirtd  manoikcturing  riches  without  a  protecting  policy  ? 
Whj,  the  thing  is  imposablet  in  the  nature  of  thingfs,  it 
ctnnot  be.  Since  1S16,  our  nanuiiu:tures  have  increased 
M  tbe  lubaequent  tariffs  have  increased  the  degree  of  pro- 
lection!  sod  now  they  are  advancing  with  rapid  stride*. 
We  \ain  these  manuftctarin|p  riches,  then,  by  means  of 
1^  policy;  and  without  it  we  cannot  bave  them. 

Nov,  consider  that,  by  aoqttiiinir  these  manufactures, 
ve  hare  acquired  a  new  and  alOMst  boundless  field  for  the 
pnfitable  employment  of  capital,  made  profitable  to  tbe 
owner  by  employing  the  labor  of  the  country,  in  giving  a 
aev  nlue  to  the  products  rf  the  country.  'Why  is  com- 
■eree  beneficial  to  the  countrjr .'  and  why  is  it  protected  at 
SKh  IB  fanmeiae  expense  as  it  a  .Mt  creates  not  king)  it  only 
eichuiges  what  has  been  treated.  It  is  beneficial,  because 
ml  only  because,  it  g^ves  profitable  employment  to  capital, 
md  because  that  employment  give*  emplovment  to  the 
hborof  tbe  country.  Now,  whMever  the  relative  profits 
ia  capital  maybe  in  those  two  employments,  (which  must 
d(pendon  times  and  circumstances,)  itis  certain  that,  in  the 
oiplopnent  of  labor,  the  capital  In  mamifaotures,  in  propor- 
tiooto  tbe  amount,  far  outstrips  the  capital  in  commerce. 

Nov,  can  die  different  fields  of  business  for  the  profit- 
■hle  employment  of  c&pital  and  labor  be  too  much  multi- 
plied in  a  country,  for  the  good  and  prosperity  of  the 
conntry?  Is  it  not  for  the  good  of  the  coantay  that  hU  its 
gnving  capital  should  be  profitably  employed  in  tbe  busi- 
itK  of  the  country,  and  should  have  the  means  of  pro- 
Etible  employraent?  And  is  not  the  acquisition  of  every 
XKh  new  fi^  to  the  extent  of  that  ficM,  a  gain  to  the 
country? 

Consder,  again,  the  demand  which  these  manuftctures 
JMke  f(»  the  labor  of  the  eoontry;  and  the  effect  of  that 
I'l'or  in  improving  the  conditien  of  the  bboring  classes, 
»«1  in  producing  and  augmenting  the  national  wealth. 
Are  tbe^laboring  classes  of  this  nation  few  in  numbers? 
hauffiben,  they  fiu- exceed  all  other  chsses  put  together, 
b  It  no  recommendation  of  this  policy  that  it  makes  them 
■ippy,  while  they  make  their  oountiy  rich? 

This  policy,  then,  will  |^ve  tis  th«K  manufiu:tures  as  its 
l*""yeffect.  Now,  what  will  be  the  effect  of  this  effect— 
wetfeet,  I  mean,  of  mami&ctutes?  In  the  first  place,  it 
•fll  be  to  create  a  market  for  our  agricoltuM,  and  that 
•"•"ed  to  our  agriculture  bv  the  same  p<riicy— «  market, 
the  magnitude  and  effect  of  which  those  who  have  not 
"fleeted  upon  the  suhiect  can  have  no  adequate  idea;  a 
**'w  sufficient  for  all  our  agri^tnr*  as  it  now  is,  a^td 


all  it  may  be  hereafter^  a  market  not  confined  to  the  se»> 
board,  and  a  few  ports,  but  diffused  all  over  our  country, 
wherever  there  is  a  waterfall,  wherever  there  is  a  bed  of 
cool,  wbefever  coal  may  be  water-borne)  a  market  that, 
with  the  facilities  of  intercommunication  which  tbe  country 
may  have,  and  ought  to  have,  will  be  brought,  as  it  were, 
to  every  man's  door.  If  yon  doubt  the  magnitude  of  this 
market,  do  but  reflect  uppn  the  demand  they  create  upon 
your  agriculture^  your  crops,  your  flocks,  your  mines,  and 
other  agricultural  treasures,  for  furnishing  the  raw  mate- 
rial of  their  fabrics)  and  then  for  the  supply  of  the  wants  of 
the  whole  manulaoturing  population)  not  stinted  in  their 
consumption  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  because  not  stinted 
in  their  means  to  afford  them)  and  you  will  doubt  no 
longer.  I  shouU  hope  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Geor- ' 
gia  would  no  longer  doubt  Wherever  manufactures  are 
planted,  they  change  the  face  of  nature  and  tbe  condition 
of  the  whole  surroimding  oouittry,  and  by  means  of  tbe 
market  they  create. 

Ask  the  agriculturists  within  the  sphere  of  those  mar- 
kets to  give  up  this  policy — ^you  might  as  well  ask  them 
to  give  up  their  freeholds)  you  might  tear  them  from  the 
one  as  easily  as  tlie  other)  and  those  of  us  who  represent 
them  here,  be  assured,  are  far  behind  them  in  zeal  for  its 
continuance.  Why  is  it,  that,  as  manufactures  liave  mul- 
tiplied, and  extended  themselves,  this  poUcy  has  gained 
friends,  and  particulariy  with  the  agricultural  population? 
It  is  because  they  bave  been  made  to  feel  its  benefits;  it 
has  made  proselytes  by  conferring  benefits.  They  see 
these  manufactures  putting;'  every  thing  in  motion  around 
them,  evoking  aad  evolvmg  all  the  dormant  energies  of 
place  and  society;  tbe  old  and  the  young,  females  as  well 
as  males,  all  employed;  it  is  one  scene  of  universal  acti- 
vity. With  the  dawn  of  the  sun  the  busy  scene  beg^n^ 
nor  is  the  sun  more  constant  in  his  course,  nor  more  re- 
gular in  his  return  to  it,  than  tliey  in  and  to  tlieirs;  con- 
tented, animated,  and  happy,  their  gains  make  their  labors 
light,  and  tbe  whole  surrounding  country  rings  with  joy. 
For  much  of  our  agriculture  it  makes  the  only  market  it 
can  bave;  for  all  that  produce,  for  instance,  that  must  be 
consumed  at  or  near  ttie  place  of  its  growth.  For  all  that 
which  admits  of  transportation  and  exportation,  this  poli- 
cy, young  as  it  is,  has  already  made  this  country  a  gteaxer 
and  better  market  than  all  the  world  beside,  except  for 
the  articles  of  tobacco  and  cotton.  For  cotton  it  affords 
a  better  market  than  any  other  country  in  the  world,  ex- 
cept England;  it  affords  a  better  market  than  England  did 
fifteen  years  ago;  and  in  fifteen  years  hence  it  will  afford 
a  better  market  than  England  now  does.  So  late  as  1819, 
our  whole  export  of  cotton  was  but  87,000,000  lbs.  The 
consumption  by  our  raanufau;tures  now  is  78,000,000  lbs. 
This  country,  by  means  of  this  policy,  is  rapidly  makinr 
for  itself,  and  within  itself  a  market  equal  to  that  of  ail 
Europe.  I  mean,  however,  if  it  he  aided  by  making  and 
completing  the  fiicilities  of  intercommunication  of  which 
tbe  country  is  susceptible.  Tbe  great  evil  of  our  stuation 
arises  from  what  is  its  great  advantage — the  immensity  of 
our  domun,  and  our  dispei-sion  over  it.  These  improve- 
ments would  remove  this  evil,  and  leave  this  advantage 
unmixed.  Then,  with  all  the  advantages  of  our  expand- 
ed domain,  we  i^ould  have  united  all,  the  advantages  of 
condensation  and  neighborhood.  But,  without  this  policy, 
we  cannot  have  these  manufactures;  and  without  these  ma- 
nufactures, we  cannot  have  this  market;  and  without  this 
market,  we  cannot  have  these  fac'.lities;  or,  if  we  could 
bave  tliem,  they  would  he  no  object.  The  stock  in  them 
would  be  unprofitable;  it  would  make  no  dividends;  it 
would  be  a  dead  capital.  The  cause  of  this  policy,  then, 
and  tbe  cause  of  these  improvements,  is  one  and  the  same 
cause;  they  stand  or  they  fkll  together.  But  the  West  is 
told  that  it  is  a  delusion  on  their  part  to  believe  this;  that 
this  policy  is  not  necessary  to  these  improvements;  and 
that  they  may  bave  tlie  iraprorements  without  tbe  pol'.cy; 
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»nd  told  this  by  the  fees  of  both.  "Why  not  tell  them  they 
nuy  have  life  without  blood,  and  its  circulation?  The  one 
U  just  as  feauble  as  the  other,  and  just  as  probable. 

Of  all  the  strange  ideas  thrown  out  in  this  ilebate,  the 
most  strange,  according  to  my  apprebennon  of  the  HsA, 
was  the  supposed  tendency  of  this  policy  to  diminish  our 
commerce,  and  particularly  the  foreign.  The  honorable 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  while  he  lamented,  or  affect- 
ed to  lament,  the  decline  of  our  foreign  commerce,  ad- 
mitted the  great  increase  of  the  revenue  paid  by  that 
commerce,  and  built  upon  that  very  fact  his  plan  for  its 
permanent  reduction.  If  oar  foreign  commerce  is  really 
dying  of  a  consumption  by  this  policy,  why,  the  revenue 
will  die  with  it,  and  we  may  dispense  with  otir  fears  of  hav- 
ing too  much,  and  change  tiiem  to  fears  of  having  too  little. 
This  policy,  if  foreign  commerce  is  perishing  by  its  wi- 
thering blast,  will  dry  up  that  source  of  revenue,  and  leave 
us  to  look  to  other  sources  for  its  supply.  But  tlie  truth' 
is,  that  it  does  not  diminish  our  foreign  commerce)  the 
truth  is,  it  augments  that  commerce;  the  truA  is,  that  tliis 
policy  tends,  beyond  all  other  means  that  ever  were  de- 
vised by  tlie  wit  of  man,  to  augment  that  commerce.  The 
effect  is  not  immediately  so  visible  in  the  tonnage  em- 
ployed (though  the  effect  is.  ultimately  very  great)  as  in 
the  increased  value  of  that  .commerce.*  This  policy,  in 
the  first  place,  by  creating  manufactures,  creates  a  de- 
mand and  &  commerce  for  the  foreign  supply  of  materials 
necessary  to  their  fabrics,  infinitely  greater  than  the  oom- 
merce  it  displaces  and  supersedes.  This  policy,  in  the 
next  place,  by  increasing  the  ability  of  the  country  to 
consume,  in  the  same  proportion,  increases  tlie  foreign 
demand  for  all  the  supplies  tliat  foreign  countries  must 
furnish :  for  coifsumption  is  always  regulated  by  income. 
I  pray  gentlemen  to  look  at  the  effect  of  this  policy  on  the 
foreign  commerce  of  England,  and  examine  the  tables  of 
that  commerce.  Vast  as  that  is,  you  will  see  tlutt  nine- 
tenths  of  it  is  the  fruit  of  tliis  policy— of  this  policy,  tho- 
roughly  followed  out  and  steadily  parsued;  and,  tlicreby 
increasing  the  ability  to  consume,  it  has  increased  the 
consumption  in  tlie  same  ratio.  No  nation  can  compare 
with  that  in  richest  and  none  in  public  and  private  ex- 
pense. To  sliow  the  operation  of  tliis  policy  upon  foreign 
commerce,  take  a  sing^  fact  upon  a  small  scale,  and,  tx 
pedt,  estimate  the  Hercules)  estimate  the  gigantic  effects 
to  be  produced  by  the  whole  system.  The  county  of 
Worcester  is  an  interior  county  in  the  State  of  Hastacliu- 
setts.  There  they  have  begun,  among  other  manufac- 
tures, the  manufacture  of  woollens.  Those  establish- 
jnentsare  yet  small,  though  somewhat  numerousi  they  are 
thirty-five  in  number.  Now,  what  demand  do  they  al- 
ready create,  which  is  to  be  supplied  by  foreign  com- 
merce?— to  be  supplied  aomiallyt  and  which  otherwise 
would  not  exist? 


Iiuligo, 

Madder,     - 

Dye  woods, 

Olive  oil,    - 

Sweet  oil,  in  bottles. 

Hard  soap. 


52,112  pounds,  at  $1  50,  178,168 

56,600    do.         -        -  9,270 

500  tons,         -        -        15,485 

55,706  gallons,    -        -        12,985 

1,000 


175,000  pounds. 


17,432 


$188,756 


Vi\\y,  the  tonnage  required  to  be  employed  in  foreign 
coinmcrcc  by  one  single  manufactory,  in  one  county,  is 
more  than  would  be  required  to  import  all  the  woollens 
that  we  ever  imported  fi-om  England  in  any  one  year;  yet 
we  are  told  this  policy  is  to  diminish  our  foreign  com- 

•  Tlic  tonnSKT  npiKSW  lew  in  projionion  to  the  ctimmrree,  on  se- 
connl  ot  the  grt-at  improvemriit  of  late  in  the  iitntctnre  of  iitt^i-cbAnl 
vesttlt.  A  vtfry  intelligent  inerctiniit,  and  WL'fl  icquaiatb-d  wild  i)ie 
Ful>j*'Cf,  Plaits  ihar,  hy  tiiQt  iiiipi-uM-meiit,  .ome  vtiscU  carry  iit-arly 
or  q'lite  finy  pt'r  oeitt.  more  ut  eolion,  for  iiwtiime,  to  the  toft,  tliMi 
tturj  did  wili.tt<l>;ull)r  I*  Ikai  i»rcinelu«nii. 


merce,  when/  in  truth,  there  is  no  calculating,  hardly  no 
ctmceiving,  the  extent  to  which  it  will  enlarge  it  It  it 
ixMt,  our  ibreigpn  tonnage  is  somewhat  less  than  it  wu 
years  ago,  when  it  Was  made  large  by  the  then  extraor. 
dinary  state  of  the  woiid,  and  when  we  had  in  our  hudi 
the  commerce  of  other  nations.  With  the  final  period  to 
that  state  of  ^ngs,  when  these  nations  resumed  their 
commerce,  our  foreign  tonnage  suddenly  fell  off,  and  re- 
duced itself  to  what  was  pennitted  to  it  by  the  general 
competition :  it  Was  much  Kduccd.  But,  from  that  period 
to  the  present,  it  has  been  progressively  increaang,  and 
is  now  rapidly  increasing.  Though  that  tonnage  be  •OIn^ 
what  less  than  it  was  at  the  time,  and  for  the  cause  juit 
mentioned,  yet  our  ctnnmerce  is  vastly  greater  thu  i, 
was  then,  or  ever  lias  been,  as  is  evinced  by  the  revenue 
it  pays:  it  has  been  made  tlius  greater  by  this  very  poUcjr. 
But  the  effect  of  this  policy  on  foreign  commerce,  rait 
as  it  is,  is  nothii^;  it  is  the  rivulet  to  the  flowing  tides  of 
the  ocean,  compared  to  its  effect  on  the  domestic  cam. 
merce.  This,  tlie  dom^tic  commerce,  it  may  be  asid  li- 
terally to  create;  for  it  enUi|^s  it  to  a  magnitude  by  the 
side  of  which  the  forden  dwindles  into  comparative  insie. 
nificance.  In  England,  the  estiaiiate  of  Adam  Smith  mada 
the  home  trade  to  the  foreign  as  fifteen  to  one;  bothliaro 
grown  since,  astonishingly— the  home  the  most,  and  both 
by  this  ptdicy.  The  honorable  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see admits  that  the  coasting  tonnage  is  increased,  and  well 
he  may,  for  it  has  doubled  within  a  few  years;  but  surel/ 
that  gentleman  need  not  be  informed  that  the  coastingtOD- 
nage  employed  is  no  criterion  even  of  the  coasting  com. 
merce:  for  the  cargoes  have  increased  in  value  much  faster 
than  the  tonnage  has  increased  in  amount.  The  coasUngres- 
sel  that  transported  lumber  and  other  gross  products,  now 
transports  t^too.  The  two  hundred  thousand  bales,  re- 
quired. by  our  Dumufactures,  is  of  more  value  than  the 
whole  of  the  coasting  commerce  was,  or  would  be,  vritb- 
out  them..  Then  reflect  upon  the  value  of  tho  retutns  to 
tlie  coasting  trade  from  that  very  cotton,  in  cotton  &bric4 
to  a  fourfold  amount  of  the  coUon  itself,  and  you  see,  at 
once,  tliat  the  growing  amount  of  the  tonnage  emplojcd 
is  no  criterion  of  tlie  growing  amount  of  tlie  coasting  com- 
merce. But  the  tHMSting  commerce  itself,  though  some 
criterion,  is  no  measure  of  the  total  amount  of  the  domes- 
tic commerce.  The  separate  internal  trade,  by  internal 
communication,  is  to  be  added,  vastly  exceeding  tlie 
amount  of  the  coasting.  Here  I  beg  leave  to  recur,  agaii^ 
to  tlie  wotillen  manufacture  of  Worcester  county,  now,  foe 
the  illustration  of  tlie  effect  of  this  policy  on  the  doroeitic, 
as  I  then  did  for  its  effect  on  tlie  foreign  trade.  Tiiere 
is  required  fat  the  sup  pi/  of  that  jnanufacture,  annually, 
2,530,000  pounds  of  wool, 

52,112  pounds  cotton,  for  warp  of  satinets, 
190,000  pounds  pot  and  pearl  ashea^ 

21,300  pounds  pastel  and  wood, 

75,517  pounds  alum,  copperas,  blue  vitriol,  aodotbei 
chemicals, 

61,395  pounds  glue  and  pates,  , 

3,176  barrels  of  soft  soap, 
11,700,000  teasels  for  napping  cloth, 
454  barrels  of  lime  and  bran, 

10,323  cords  of  wood,  for  fuel, 

275  tons  of  mineral  coal,  "   - 

JLeather  for  belu  and  repairs,  5,191  dollaK 

worth. 

Let  it  be  noted  tlial,  in  this  table  is  omitted  the  lunil>e| 

and  other  materials  employed  in  the  factory  buildingi,  and 

in  their  machinery.     And  here  it  may  be  remarked  tliat 

tltese  manufaotares  ereate  more  demand  and  a  belter 

markei  for  the  article  of  lumber,  with  which  our  country 

so  abounds,  than  all  the  West  Indies,  and  all  other  forogs 

mu-kets  of  the  world,  put  together.  ^. 

These  raanu£icture%  then,  which  some  gentlemen  looK 

k^u  with  so  evil  an  eye,  >r«  necessary  to  these  grand  N- 
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MiltBr  tbejr  iire  the  cause  of  them — the  eaiua  line  qua  nan. 
We  see  that,  valuable  aa  they  are  in  tbemaelTes,  as  an 
end,  they  are  still  more  valuable  as  means  to  other  ends — 
as  the  means  of  giving  a  springs  and  impulse  to  agfricalture, 
beyond  any  other  and  all  other  possible  means;  and  as  the 
means  of  extending  the  sphere  and  augmenting  the  value 
of  our  commerce,  both  foreign  and  domestic,  beyond  any 
other  and  all  other  possible  means.  These  manufactures 
are,  indeed,  the  grand  purchase,  the  compound  lever,  by 
which  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country  are  to  be  raised 
from  their  dormant  state,  ao  &r  as  they  are  dormant,  in 
die  manner  I  have  endeavored  to  point  out,  and  to  a 
height,  but  Cir  berond  the  height  which  I  have  been 
able  to  portray  or  illustrate.  Archimedes  sud,  give  me 
groand  to  stand  on,  and  with  the  lever  I  can  lift  ue  earth 
froiB  its  sphere.  Manufactures  have  a  force  seemingly 
as  infinite;  and  here  we  have  not  to  suppose  means  impos- 
sible in  ther  nature  for  its  exertion;  we  have  them  at  com- 
mand; we  have  them  in  this  policy.  If  any  one  think 
these  ideas  extravagant,  let  Um  connder  what  manufac- 
•tores  have  done  for  England,  acquired  solely  by  this  po- 
liejr — wliat  wealth  she  has  derived  from  them — what  power 
from  that  wealth — and  say,  if  these  ideas  are  extravagant. 
If  all  the  mines  of  all  the  precious  metals,  of  all  the  dia- 
monds, soul  all  tlie  precious  stones,  dispersed  all  over  the 
world,  were  combined,  and  planted  in  the  soil  of  Great 
Britain,  they  would  be  nothing  for  wealth — nothing,  com- 
pared to  tlie  mine  of  wealth  she  has  found  in  tliis  policy. 
Look  at  that  prodigy  of  all  prodigies  on  earth — the  mass 
of  British  capital,  accumulated  as  it  has  been  by  this  po- 
licy. It  baffles  every  effort  of  the  imagination  to  embrace 
its  ma^itude.  It  nils  all  the  channels  of  her  industry, 
<fiversfied  and  multiplied  as  they  arc,  to  overflowing.  It 
employs  more  than  twenty-four  thousand  trading  vessels, 
exporting-  and  importing  more  than  two  and  a  half  mil- 
lions of  tons  of  merchandise  annually;  and  the  merchan- 
dise exported  of  the  highest  value,  and  nine-tenliis  of  it 
the  fabrics  of  her  own  industry.  It  employs  all  the  esta- 
blidiments  by  which  those  fabrics  are  produced.  It  sup- 
plies all  the  demands  of  her  agriculture,  and  that  on  a 
more  improved  scale  than  ever  before  existed.  It  sup- 
plies all  tike  demands  of  the  internal  trade  to  fifteen  times 
the  amount  of  the  external.  It  supplies  the  capital  of 
every  object  of  internal  improvement — her  one  hundred 
and  tbir^-eight  thousand  miles  of  turnpike  road — her 
three  thousand  miles  of  canals — her  securities  for  every 
anchorage  on  eighteen  hundred  miles  of  coast — her  rail- 
roads^ and  every  other  object  and  every  other  project  of 
internal  improvement.  It  supplies  her  Government  with 
a  loan  of  more  than  eight  hundred  millions  sterling;  and 
foreign  Governments  with  a  loan  of  more  than  two  hun- 
dred millions  sterling.  Still,  it  is  not  exiiausted,  and 
seems  inexhaustible.  The  surplus  remaining,  and  idle,  is 
sufficient  and  ready  to  supply  the  demands  of  the  whole 
world,  provided  the  security  be  not  doubted.  The  re- 
presentation of  it  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Ohio,  so 
startling  at  the  moment,  was  within  the  letter  of  the  truth : 
it  is  capital  that  would  buy  a  continent. 

What  but  this  capital,  acquired  by  this  policy,  could 
have  sustained  her  as  she  sustained  herself,  in  the  wars  be- 
gun the  last  «:entury,  and  continued  into  this?  What  but 
this  capital,  so  acquired,  could  have  enabled  her  to  bear 
up  against  the  pressure  of  a  world,  and  to  set  that  world 
at  defiance?  Her  power  was  founded  in  her  riches,  and 
her  riches  were  derived  fi-om  this  policy.  Can  there  be 
any  doubt  of  this?  What  but  this  pohcy  has  given  her 
manufactures?  What  has  tnade  her  agriculture  what 
it  is,  but  the  market  which  these  manufactures  have 
created  for  it?  What  has  made  her  commerce,  external 
and  internal,  what  it  is,  but  these  manufiu:tures,  which 
make  nine-tenths  of  its  value?  But  the  verj-  success  of 
the  experiment  of  this  policy,  as  made  by  England,  is  now 
turned  as  an  argument  agaitut  the  experiment  being  made 
Vol.  VUl.— S3 


by  oiu-selves.  For  what  is  diat  argument?  It  is  the  so- 
perior  perfection  and  cheapness  of  English  manufactures, 
which  are  the  results,  the  necessary  results,  of  this  very 
policy;  and  which  would  take  place  here,  just  as  they 
have  taken  place  there.  And  this  policy  promises  greater 
and  better  things  fbr  us  than  it  has  done  even  for  England; 
for  we  undertake  it  with  g^reater  advantages.  Besides 
others,  we  have  the  raw  material  fbr  manufitctores,  in 
greater  abundance,  beyond  all  comparison;  we  have  the 
means  of  artificial  power,  in  greater  a)>undance,  beyond 
all  comparison;  but  our  greatest  advantage  is  in  the  bound-' 
less  extent  of  the  home  market  which  we  may  build  up 
for  ourselves,  and  which  will  be  a  worid  within  itaeu. 
Not  to  mention  that  we  start  with  all  their  inventions  and 
improvements — '•  VenimuiadaummttmJbrtwue,"U>eattr 
on  the  same  career.  And,  as  to  the  circumstances  on 
which  Adam  Smith  lays  so  much  stress,  and  in  whi<;h  he  is 
echoed  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  free  trade  report,  namely, 
the  freedom  of  their  institutions,  the  enterprise  of  their 
people,  and  the  securi^  of  their  proper^,  surehr  no 
American,  whatever  a  foreigner  may  do,  will  admit  his 
country  to  be  inferior  to  England  in  these  respects. 

I  have  sud  that  the  value  of  this  policy  depended  upon 
its  being  followed  out  accor^ng  to  its  principle,  and  to 
the  extent  of  its  principle;  and  I  will  now  ado,  upon  its 
being  steadily  pursued. 

No  State  ever  became  great  by  its  policy,  but  by  a 
steady  and  persevering  pursuit  of  tmitponey;  and  wopder* 
ful  is  the  efficanr  of  such  steadiness  and  perseverance. 
I  beg  leave  to  refer  to  a  few  instances. 

Great  Britain  owes  her  astonishing  opulence  and  power 
to  this  steadiness  of  pursuit.  It  is  now  about  two  hundred 
years  since  she  began  in  earnest  the  policy  of  securing  to 
her  own  industry  the  monopoly  of  her  own  markets;  and 
never  fbr  a  moment  has  she  relaxed  in  the  least  from  the 
pursuit  of  that  policy.  It  involved  her  in  one  war;  but  no 
force  without,  no  complaint,  no  clamors  within,  ever  in- 
duced on  her  part  any,  the  least'  wavering,  in  the  pur* 
suit.  The  astonishing  results,  I  have  just  now  given. 
Otlier  nations  have  not  profited  equally  by  the  policy,  on^ 
because  they  have  fitiled  of  eqiul  steadiness  in  the  ptuv 
suit.  With  them,  the  pi^icy  has  been  fluctuating;  some> 
times  pursued,  and  sometimes  abandoned,  and  sometimes 
relaxed  into  a  *<  judicious  tariff."  It  is  hence  that  they 
have  been  thrown  so  much  in  the  rear  of  Great  Britain. 
But  their  eyes  are  now  opened;  the  scales  have  fUlen  from 
them;  they  are  wide  awake  to  the  importance  of  this  policy; 
and  Great  Britain  can  no  longer  delude  them  with  the  fine 
theory  of  her  Adam  Smith,  which  she  recommends  to 
them,  but  repudiates  for  heraelf. 

Again:  Ancient  Rome  was  once  an  ineonnderaUe  vil- 
li^e,  on  the  banks  of  the  Tiber.  That  village  reared 
itself  into  a  vast  empire,  embracing  the  fitirest  portions  of 
the  habitable  globe;  extending,  on  one  line,  (as  Utc  poet 
expresses  it) 

"  A  Oadlba*  uraae 
"  Aaramm  ct.OangiaM" 

"  from  Cadiz  to  Aurora  and  the  Ganges;"  on  the  others 
from  the  burning  desert  of  Lybia  to  the  Danube  and  the 
Rhine — an  empire  of  which  all  present  France  was  but  a 
province,  and  Great  Britain  but  an  appendage  of  that  pro- 
vince. In  Europe,  in  Asia,  in  Africa,  she  saw  her  eagle% 
like  the  delegates  of  her  Jove,  bear  her  thunders  in 
triumph  ov<a-  their  subjugated  and  trembling  nations.  How 
is  this  prodigy  to  be  accounted  for?  Solely  by  steadiness 
of  pursuit.  That  ambitious  village  proposed  to  herself 
the  acquisition  of  military  power,  and  notiiing  else — 

**  He  tibi  enint  arttM;  paeis  quf  imponere  moron, 
"  PsresK  rabjratto,  ct  oebcUatt:  Hperba;" 

and  the  whole  scheme  of  her  policy  had  reference  to,  and 
was  concentered  in,  that  leading  object;  and  that  poGinr 
was  steadily,  and  unwaveringly,  and  exclunvely,  pursue^ 
Tot  seven  hundred  years.    The  same  pdicy  tt»t  progrcs- 
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nvely  reared  up  tikis  gigsintie  power  aoinst  the  worU, 
afterwards  stutained  It  over  the  world  for  another  seTeli 
hundred  years.  The  power  and  the  policy  fell  together. 
Borne  remained  invincible,  till  corruption,  after  having 
triumphed  over  every  thing  else,  came  at  last  to  triumph 
over  her  military  institutions — then  Rome  fell,  and  avenged 
the  conquered  world  witli  her  own  suicidal  hand. 

But  tlie  most  interesting  instance  of  the  e£Scacy  of  this 
steadiness  of  pursuit  was  given  by  the  city  of  Atbens^tlie 
most  interesting,  because  the  object  was  most  so.  From 
tlie  earliest  times,  Athens  aspired  to  literature  and  the 
ele^puit  arts.  They  were  made,  as  Montesquieu  remarks, 
a  direct  and  leading  object  with  the  Government;  singuUr 
in  this  respect,  and  (Lffering  from  every  other.  By  a 
steady  pursuit  of  the^^olicy  adopted  with  a  view  to  this 
end,  the  city  of  Alliens  became  such  a  monument  of  the 
arts,  that  even  her  imperfect  and  dilapidated  remains  are 
at  this  day  the  wonder  of  the  world.  What  splendors,  then, 
must  ^le  have  emittedin  the  day  of  hersplendor!  When, 
In  her  freslmess,  she  net  the  morning  sun,  and  reflected 
back  a  rival  glory  t  .When  she  was  full  of  the  master- 
pieces of  genius  in  every  art— creations,  tl»t  were  said  to 
nave  exalted  in  the  human  mind  the  ideasof  the  divinities 
themselves!  The  fervid  eloquence  of  Demosthenes  failed, 
unequal  to  the  task,  to  do  justice  to  those  immortal  splen- 
dors, when  employed,  as  it  occa^onally  was,  for  that  pur- 
pose, in  his  addresses  to  the  Adienian  people.  It'was  by 
the  steady  pursuit  of  the  same  policy,  that  their  literary 
works  of  every  kind  (and  in  every  kind  they  were  ex- 
tremely numerous)  came  to  be  equally  tlie  masterpieces 
of  human  g^enius;  and  being  more  diifused,  and  less  im- 
paired by  the  injuries  of  time,  than  the  other  moniunents 
of  the  arts,  they  were,  and  stUlou-e,  more  the  wonders  of 
the  world.  They  were  carried  to  such  a  height  of  per- 
fection, that,  after  it,  the  Athenians  themselves  could 
never  surpass  tliemj  while  otliers  have  never  been  able  to 
equal  them.  Now,  what  has  been  the  effect?  Literature 
and  the  arts  have  gatiiered  around  that  city  a  charm  that 
was,  and  is,  felt  by  all  mankind ;  which  no  distance,  no  time, 
can  dispel.  No  scholar,  of  any  age  or  clime,  but  has  made 
(in  fancy,  at  least)  a  pilgrimage  to  its  shore;  there  to  call 
around  fum  the  shades  of  their  mighty  dead,  whose  minds 
stiU  live,  and  delight  and  astonish  in  their  immortal  works. 
It  is  empliatically  the  city  of  the  heart,  where  the  affections 
delight  to  dwell;  the  green  spot  of  the  earth,  where  the 
fitacy  loves  to  linger.  How  poor  is  brute  force — even  the 
most  magnificent,  even  the  Roman— compared  to  the  em- 
pire of  mind,  to  which  all  other  minds  pay  their  volun- 
tary homsjge!  Her  literature  and  her  arts  acquired  to 
Athens  this  empire,  which  her  remains  still  preserve,  and 
always  will  preserve.  In  contemplating  the  phenomenon 
of  her  literary  achievements,  a  great  and  profound  writer 
coidd  not  forbear  saying,  "that  it  seemed  a  providental 
event,  in  honor  of  human  nature,  to  show  to  what  per- 
fection the  species  might  ascend."  Call  it  providential, 
if  you  please — as  every  event  is,  in  some  sense,  pro- 
vidential— but  it  was  the  effect  of  artifical  causes,  as  much 
fio  as  the  militarv  power  of  the  Romans;  it  was  the  effect 
of  a  policy,  early  adopted,  and  always  aiVerwards steadily 
pumied.  I  know  the  opinion  that  ascribes  all  this  to  a 
peculiar  felicity  of  nature.  Horace,  I  know,  says — 

**  Graitf  inj^maoi;  Oraiis  dtdit  ore  ralando 
**Muw  loqui;  pr.  icr  laudcm  niitliu4]ivaru.'* 

But  what  g«ve  thero  that  absorbing  avarice  of  &me? 
It  was  infused  into  them  by  their  institutions;  it  was  that 
one  universal  sentiment,  generated  by  those  institutions; 
and  what  he  calls  the  gin  of  genius,  bestowed  by  the 
muses,  was  the  common  mind,  exalted  and  refined  by  the 
operation  and  force  of  tlie  same  institutions.  It  was  these 
which  had  refined  an  Athenian  mob,  as  the  Atlicnian  peo- 
ple are  sometimes  called,  into'an  audience  of  critical  taste. 
The  Attic  eloquence,  called  so  by  way  of  pre-eminence, 
was  but  a  conformity  to  the  requirements  of  that  taste. 


Such  is  the  wonderful  efficacy  of  steadiness  of  punwt, 
(as  we  have  seen  (£3pla;^ed  in  those  instancies,)  by  a  o^ 
tion  pursuing  national  objects  by  adequate  means. 

But  to  return  to  this  protecting  policy.  It  seems  to  me 
strange,  passing  strange,  that  enlightened,  and  reflecting, 
and  patriotic  men  should  doubt  tlie  expediency  oftbu 
policy  for  our  country,  or  be  cold  in  the  pursuit.  But  tlw 
bitter  hostility  it  encounters  from  such  men,  is  to  me  av 
tonishjng;  it  puzzles  and  confounds  me  when  I  would  ac- 
coiwt  for  it.  But  for  my  respect  for  tliem,  I  should  aj  it 
was  like  the  fanaticism  of  hallucinated  minds,  feeding  on 
their  own  chimeras;  so  irrational,  so  visionary,  it  apporsto 
me,  to  impute  any  distress  that  may  exist,  in  any  part  of 
our  country,  to  this  policy  as  its  cause.  It  appears  to  me 
hke  the  insanity  that  nustakes  a  friend  for  a  foe,  and  undei 
that  delusion  is  fatally  bent  on  destroying  that  friend. 

We  have  an  ample  revenue  from  imports,  an  iucrcu- 
ing  revenue  from  imports,  and  made  so  by  this  very  policy; 
unincumbered  with  debt,  or  soon  to  be  disiDcumbered; 
ample  for  our  civil  list;  ample  for  all  the  works  of  ei- 
ternal  defence,  and  all  works  of  iutemal  improvenieul— 
works  called  for  by  all  the  interestsof  the  country— works 
that  would  cost  the  Government  nothing  but  the  advance 
of  the  capital,  to  be  again  returned  to  the  treasury  with 
interest — works  that  would  reimburse  tbemselvca,  tea 
times  told,  in  the  increased  wealth  of  the  country  thereby. 
And  this  policy,  from  which  this  ample  and  increasing  re- 
venue spruigs,  us  from  a  perennial  fountain,  is  to  be  utm- 
doned;  not  suspended,  but  abandoned,  now  and  forever! 
Tlic  idea  of  improving  the  condition  of  the  country  for 
intercourse  is  to  be  abandoned  now  and  forever,  stieut, 
so  far  as  this  Government  is  to  be  concerned.    The  de- 
preciation, the  loss,  the  ruin,  as  to  works  of  tliis  luod, 
now  in  being  or  progress,  whether  by  States  or  individual], 
whicli  will  be  involved  in  the  abandonment  of  tiiis  policjr 
as  its  necessary  consequence;  the  final  bar,  as  anotlitr  ne- 
cessary  consequence  of   such  abandonment,  to  furtlier 
like  enterprises,  either  by  States  or  individuals;  the  entire 
and  the  (.ternal  loss  of  this  whole  object  to  our  country,  ai» 
disregarded,   and  treated  as  trifles   light   as  air.    Tli» 
ample  revenue — ^ample  for  all  the  purposes  indicated,  and 
ample  for  the  further  purpose  of  laying  those  foundations 
which,  in  due  time,  would  make  this  countr}'  as  illiistrioia 
in  mind,  and  its  immortal  productions  as  pre-eminent  for 
pliysical  resources  and  prosperous  condition — tiiis  ample 
revenue,  Uiat  does  not  bear  upon  the  country  with  tie 
weight  of  a  feather — that  is  not  felt  by  thejjeoplc  as  a  bur- 
den, more  than  tiie  ur  Uiey  breathe,  is  to  be  abandoned, 
and  for  what?    To  favor  foreign  industry,  at  tlie  eipense 
of  our  own:  for,  whatever  may  be  intended,  tliis  will  b« 
the  effect.     The  stimulus  it  gpves  to  our  industry,  and  the 
increased  profits  of  that  industry,  make  the  supposed  bur- 
den merely  imaginary.     Besicfes,  tiie  necessary  effect  of 
the  policy  is  to  reduce  prices;  Uiis  is  not  denied,  nor  c»s 
it  be;  but  it  is  said  the  effect  is  not  immediate.    In  Ifg* 
lation,  are  we  to  look  only  to  the  present  moment  and  un- 
mediate  effect?    Is  the  State  tlie  being  of  a  day?    Have 
we  not  children  to  come  afler  us?    Will  they  not  have 
children  to  come  afler  them?    Have  those  who  are  tode- 
scend  from  us  no  claim  to  our  providence  for  tlieir  so™- 
The  patriot  statesman  acts  for  the  State,  and  with  refe^ 
once  to  the  being  and  the  wellbeing  of  the  State,  now  and 
hereafter — for  a  long  hereaf\er — and  in  the  hope  of  anever 
ending  hereaf\er.     Are  we,  as  patriot  statesmen,  inoida 
to  avoid  asl.ght  and  transient  burden  to  ourselves,  (if''  I" 
one,)  to  throw  away  the  opportunity  and  means  of  pro- 
viding for  Uie  i^at  and  permanent  interests  of  tlie  counlij 
for  all  future  time'  . 

I  do  not  mean  to  deny  that  tliere  is  distress  in  the  South- 
ern States.  The  gentiemen  of  the  South  tell  us  so;  IheJ 
.ire  better  judges  of  that  matter  tlian  I,  who  have  nt\a 
been  there,  can  be;  and  I  believe  them.  I  l'»P'  ""^ 
gentlemen  will,  in  turn,  reciprocate  the  courttq'i  •» 
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■when  tbey  ttdk  of  the  unprotperoai  condition  of  the 
Nortfaem  States,  and  the  unhappy  state  of  their  manufac- 
turing pi^MiUtion,  that  they  wUI  allow  as,  who  live  in 
diose  States,  to  be  better  judges  of  that  matter  than  they 
are.  We  aak  them  to  believe  us,  when  we  tell  them,  as 
ve  do,  that  their  condition  is  not  unproaperous;  that  tlie 
state  of  their  maiiif&kcturio^  population  is  not  unhappy; 
tfat,  on  tlie  ooiAraiy,  our  prosperi^  is  Treat,  and  daily 
increasuig';  that  the  vivid  picture  drawn  a  that  prosperi- 
ty by  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky  is  not  ov«r- 
dnwn;  it  is  true  to  the  lile<  and  it  belongs  only  to 
«Ioqnence  like  his  to  give  to  the  picture  its  true  expression 
and  its  true  ccJors.  I  do  Bot  deny,  I  repeat,  the  distress 
■of  the  South;  but  I  deny  that  the  revenue  is  the  cause, 
and  ckaOenge  them  to  the  proof.  Here  we  are  all  equally 
competent  judges;  that  is,  all  have  equally  the  means  of 
yadgiag.  Show  tlie  connexion  between  the  revenue  as 
the  cause,  and  your  distress  as  the  effect;  show  it  as  a 
matter  of  fiict,  and  widiout  the  aid  of  the  metaphysics  of 
that  ignia  fatma  of  a  science  called  political  economy. 
For  no  ignit  fatau*  was  ever  a  more  treacherous  guide. 
It  has  no  certainty  in  it  bt)t  its  uncertunty;  almost  every 
age  has  some  new  i^stem  of  the  science  broached  and 
bruited.  If  it  take,  the  older  system,  its  predecessor,  is 
laid  on  tite  shelf,  or  consigned  to  the  tomb  of  tite  Capu- 
leta.  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  these  systems  have 
successively  appeared;  each  has  bad  its  day,  and  then 
lias  gone  into  the  dust  of  (^ivion.  A  real  science  has 
not  tliese  mutations;  the  geometry  of  Euclid  is  still  tlie 
geoaietry  of  the  world.  But  if  this  pscudo  science  were 
exempt  from  this  uncertainty,  K  still  would  be  an  unsafe 
guide.  Por  it  is  not  predicated  upon  the  actual  existing 
sUte  of  the  world,  but  supposes  a  stale  of  things  that 
does  not  exist,  and  cannot;  and  this  is  especiUly  true  of 
the  free  trade  system.  That  supposes  the  system  to  be 
adopted  by  all  nations,  and  then  that  «H  would  find  their 
account  in  it.  Even  then  this  result  would  not  take  place ; 
ftr,  to  take  place,  all  nations  must  be  equal  in  knowledge, 
and  *UU,  and  capital,  and  political  institutions,  when  they 
start  ID  the  race.  The  metaphysics  of  this  pseudo  science; 
why,  the  legerdemain  of  necromancy  will  not  show  you 
more  Mirprising  feats.  They  will  show  you,  for  instance, 
that  the  cotton  planter,  on  the  banks  of  the  Savannah, 
pays  the  'duties  on  die  penknife  in  my  pocket;  and  so  of 
any  other  article  that  is  imported  from  England,  provided 
kia  cotton  goes  there;  and  no  matter  who  sends  it.  Ifthese 
aaetaphyncs  did  not  distress  the  South  more  than  the  re- 
venue does,  I  believe  they  would  be  a  much  more  con- 
tented people.  Show  me,  I  again  ask  it,  the  connexion 
between  the  revenue  as  the  cause,  and  your  distress  as 
the  effect,  and  show  it  without  the  aid  of  these  jugglinf;; 
metaphysics.  Voiircomplaints— what  are  they?  Uneis, 
that  your  lands  are  worn  down,  and  that  your  crops  arc 
unprofitable.  Pray,  is  the  revenue  the  cause  of  that 
sterility?  Another  is  the  low  prices  of  your  crops.  Now, 
but  for  the  revenue,  those  low  prices  would  be  still  lower; 
fin-  daat  enlarges  the  demand,  and  sustains  the  market  of 
your  crop*.  The  last  is,  the  prices  you  pay  for  your 
supplies.  But  these  prices  are  lower  than  they  were  be- 
fore the  "accursed  tariff"  was  imposed.  To  this,  you 
say  that  these  low  price*  wouM  have  been  still  lower  but 
for  the  accursed  tariff.  Here  lies  yoiir  whole  case;  for, 
•nteas  you  show  this,  every  cause  of  complaint  agtunst 
the  tariff,  as  the  cause  of  your  distress,  vanishes  at  once. 
Now,  this  is  a  question  of  probabilities,  and  admits  of  no 
certain  solution.  All  we  can  do  is,  to  weigh  the  proba- 
bilitjea,  pro  and  am,  and  strike  the  balance  as  well  as  we 
can.  The  probabiLties,  pro  and  ton,  have  been  stated  in 
this  debate,  and  need  not  now  berccuted.  If  the  foreigner 
bad  now  the  supply  and  control  of  our  market,  as  he 
would  have,  had  we  no  tariff,  to  one  it  appears  probable 
tint  these  prices  would  be  higher  than  they  now  are;  to 
you  tlte  contrary  appears  probable.    At  best,  then,  the 


thing  is  uncertkin.  I  ask,  then,  are  these  gsnflemen 
wining  and  prepared  to  break  up  this  Union,  because  it 
may  be  that  the  low  prices  they  now  pay  for  tlieir  snp- 
plies  wouM  have  been  still  lower  if  we  had  had  no  tariff, 
to  do  that  irreparable  injury  to  their  country,  and  to 
theroaelvea  as  a  part  of  the  country,  and  to  taenMelret 
more  than  to  any  other  part? 

The  gentlemen  of  the  South  seem  to  think  there  is 
wanting  to  them  a  fraternal  feeling  in  the  North,  that  re- 
fuses to  do  them  justioe  in  this  case.  This  is  not  so. 
When  has  the  South  appealed  to  the  justice  of  this  Go* 
vemment,  in  a  just  oaitse,  and  has  made  the  appeal  in 
vain?  Never.  When  have  we  refused  to  do  justice  to 
the  virtues  of  the  South,  public  and  private?  To  thel* 
liberal  sentiments,  their  chivalrous  spirit,  their\pattiotie 
merits,  to  their  ardent  genius,  and  its  brilliant' demon* 
strations?  Never.  Is  not  their  pride  in  the  fiane  of  thrir 
great  men  our  pride  too?  When  have  we  withheld  firom 
that  fame  ,the  meed  of  praise?  When  have  we  stinted 
that  praise,  or  pven  it  grudgingly  ?  Never.  Why,  then, 
if  they  ask,  why  do  we  not  reduce  the  revenue  in  ocder 
to  relieve  th«r  distress?  It  is  because  we  do  not  believe 
it  to  be  the  cause  of  that  distress,  or  that  it  contributes  to 
that  distress  in  any  degree;  and  because  we  believe  that, 
if  we  yielded  to  then-  wishes,  they  would  find  that  dis- 
tress aggravated  by  it,  instead  of  being  relieved.  To 
yield  to  their  wishes  would  be  death  to  us,  and  to  them  it 
wonid  do  no  possible  pood.  The  South,  we  even  believe, 
beside  their  common  interest— common  with  their  coon- 
try — ^have  a  pecaUar  interest  in  this  policy.  Are  their 
immense  resources,  now  dormant,  forever  to  remun  dor- 
mant? Are  they  never  to  be  developed?  I  mean  their 
resources  in  power,  by  water  and  by  steam,  so  ^undant 
as  it  is,  (in  New  England  it  is  not  so  abundant,)  and  in  the 
abundance  of  the  raw  material  for  manufaeture  wittu* 
themselves.  These  can  only  be  developed  by  this  policy. 
If  tliat  be  continued,  its  march  will  be  onward;  it  wiH  in 
time  fUl  their  high  lands  with  thriving  villages,  and  cover 
them  with  a  tliriving  population.  Their  streams  will  not 
be  idle;  they  will  carry  mills,  and  feed  canals;  &e  rich 
producU  of  their  soil  and  industry  will  be  water-boms  , 
from  place  to  place;  and  this  reprobated  policy  ••  will 
scatter  plenty  o'er  tlieir  smiling  land."  Capital  and  en- 
terprise will  find  their  way  tliere;  and  if  they  have  not 
there  the  population  fitted  for  the  labor,  population  will 
flock  there  that  is  fitted.  This  will  give  to  then-  slava 
and  field  labor  •  new  value,  and  to  them  a  new  source  of 
security. 

I  have  done.  Tn  pleading  the  cause  of  tlua  policy,  I 
have  the  most  intimate  conrictions  that  I  have  been  pleads 
ing  the  cause  of  our  country,  of  oar  whole  country, 
and  of  every  part  of  our  country— of  every  man,  wonan, 
and  child,  in  our  country — not  as  its  importance  required 
— no,  by  no  means — but  as  my  feeble  powers  permitted. 
To  oor  natural  parents  we  owe  all  the  pious  oflBces  of  lifei 
but  to  another  parent,  our  country,  we  owe  more — w« 
owe  life  itself,  when  her  ffooA  requires  its  devotion. 
Were  this  effort,  poor  u  it  is,  the  effort  of  my  expiring 
life — expiring  t^  the  effort — m  that  final  moment,  and 
last  struggle,  I  should  be  happy  in  the  feeling  and  belief 
that  I  was  expiring  in  my  counties  cause. 

Ur.  MOORE  then  gave  notice  that  he  intended  to  ad. 
dress  tiie  Senate  on  the  subject;  when 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOHDAT,  MaBSB  5. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  apportionment  bill  being  under  consideration, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  had  made  »ome  sKght  variation 

in  the  amendment  which  he  sitbmitted  on  Thursday  last. 

This  proportion  now  assumed  the  number  of  the  Hous* 

to  be  356,  and  ascertsaned  tb«  nnmber  of  representatiTes 


Digitized  by 


Google 


503 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


504 


SlHATE.] 


JSpporHmment  BilL 


[MjLW:a5,1833. 


of  each  State  by  the  simple  rule  of  proportion.  Taking 
the  representitiTe  numbers  of  the  United  States  as  the 
first  term,  the  number  of  the  House  (256)  as  the  second 
term,  and  the  representative  population  o(  each  State  as 
the  tliird  term,  forty-ox  thousand  nine  hundred  and  nine- 
ty-seven would  be  the  common  representative  number; 
and,  at  this  ratio,  the  number  of  the  House  would  be  340. 
There  would  then  be  left  Bxteen  members  to  distribute 
to  the  large  fractions,  that  is,  to  fractions  exceeding  a 
moiety  of  die  ratio;  the  other  fractious  left  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly imalL 

Mr.  MABCT  said,  having  been  a  member  of  the  select 
committee  to  which  the  apportionment  bill  from  the  other 
House  was  referred,  and  also  one  of  the  majority  that 
instructed  the  chairman  to  report  that  bill  as  it  came  to  us, 
it  is  proper  that  I  should  submit  to  the  Senate  my  views  in 
relation  to  it,  and  in  opposition  to  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts.  He  places 
his  opposition  to  the  bill  on  two  grounds;  upon  its  inequa- 
lityfand  its  unconstitutionality.  If  I  rightly  apprehend  his 
remarks,  the  latter  objection  is  a  consequence  of  the  for- 
mer. He  holds  it  to  be  unconstitutional,  because  it  is  strik- 
ingly unequal.  I  think,  nr,  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that 
the  araendiDent,  on  his  own  principles,  is  liable*  to  the 
lame  objections,' and,  in  my  opinion,  to  another  still  more 
ibnnidable :  it  is  not  only  unequal,  but  it  allots  members 
npon  fractions,  contrarv,  as  I  conceive,  to  a  construction 
of  the  constitution,  settled  forty  years  ago.  The  ratio  of 
Ibrty-seven  thousand  seven  hundred  was  adopted  by  the 
House;  and,  when  applied  to  the  federal  or  representative 
numbers  of  the  several  States,  it  resulted  in  bringing  out 
a  rei>reaentation  of  two  hundred  and  forty  members.  The 
fractions  produced  by  this  ratio,  it  is  said,  are  very  unequal. 
They  are  large  in  small  States,  and  small  in  large  States. 
As^e  honorable  Senator  grouped  the  States  together,  he 

g resented  cases  of  considerable  inequality:  this  inequality 
e  would  remove  by  adopting  a  second  ratio,  much  smaller 
than  hb  principal  one,  and  applying  it  to  the  large  frac- 
tions^ and  thereby  allot  fifteen  additional  members  upon 
tke  fractions.  He  distributes  these  additional  members 
for  the  express  purpose  of  producing  equality;  but  it  is  a 
little  remarkable  tliat  he  does  not  allot  them  to  the  frac- 
tioiM  which  he  has  used  to  show  the  inequality  of  the  bill. 
He  uses  a  different  ratio  from  that  in  the  bill,  which, 
dioughitdoesnot  alter  the  number  of  the  representatives 
in  My  one  State,  it  makes  great  and  striking  changes  in 
°tiie  fntctions  on  which  he  allots  the  additional  members. 
He  does  not  apply  his  remedy  to  the  same  patient  whose 
case  he  has  presented  to  us.  The  fractions  produced  by 
the  use  of  his  principal  ratio  are  not  small  in  large  States, 
•nd  ]iiTge  in;smaU  States.  The  ratio  of  forty-seven  thou- 
sand produces  large  fractions  in  the  four  lai^;est  States. 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  and  Ohio,  the  four 
largest  States,  hare  fractions  in  each,  varying  from  33  to 
43,000.  Their  aggrt«ate  fractions  amount  to  m(»«  than 
150,000;  almost  equal  to  the  aggregate  fractions  of  any 
other  four  States  that  can  be  selected  from  the  remaining 
twenty.  If  the  States  are  divided  into  large  and  small 
States,  the  twelve  large  ones  have  an  amount  of  fractions 
of  40,000  more  than  the  twelve  small  SUtes.  The  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  says  that  the  seven  hundred  in  the 
Mtio  in  the  bill  is  illusoty,  because  the  number  of  repre- 
sentatives in  each  State,  and  consequently,  in  tiie  whole 
House,  will  be  the  same  whether  the  ratio  be  47,000  or 
47,700.  Whether  the  one  or  the  other  be  used,  is  material 
only  when  members  are  allotted,to  fractions.  If  Uie  ratio  of 
47,700  is  used,  and  an  additional  member  is  allotted  to  every 
fraction  of  25,000,  there  will  be  only  nine  fractions  that 
will  draw  apember;  but  if  the  ratio  of  47,000  be  used,  as 
it  is  in  the  amendment,  there  will  be  fifteen  fractions  over 
35,000  each.^hich  will  b=  each  entitied  to  a  member.  If 
.fifteen  members  are  distributed  on  the  fractions  produced 
Jty  tiie  ratio  of  47,700,  they  will  not  bUto  the  same  SUtes 


as  the  fifteen  distributed  on  the  fractions  created  b;  die 
use  of  a  ratio  of  47,000.  In  the  first  case.  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  would  not  get  members,  but  Maine  and  Mii- 
nssippi  would;  in  the  second.  New  York  and  Penmylvuii 
would  each  get  a  member,  and  Vaine  and  Hiasiisippi 
would  not  There  are  at  least  700  ratios,  and  1  belicre 
many  more,  which,  when  applied  to  the  federal  number 
of  each  State,  will  produce  the  same  number  of  repmes- 
tatires,  yet  each  of  these  ratios  will  produce  diiferent 
fractions.  This  fiust  proves  that  the  fraction  does  not  indi. 
cate  the  true  relative  loss  of  the  State.  The  truth  is,  sir, 
you  may  sport  almost  as  you  please  with  the  fraction!,  and 
produce  almost  any  result.  This  alone  shows^  if  thcte 
were  no  constitutional  objection,  the  impropriety  of  allot- 
ting members  for^fractions.  I  might  ask  the  honortble 
mover  of  the  amendment  why  he  adopts  47,000  instead  d 
47,700,  or  any  other  number  between  these  two;  why  be 
designates  355  fbr  the  number  of  his  House;  orvhybe 
takes  25,000  for  the  ratio  to  be  applied  to  the  fractions  to 
give  additional  members.  But  I  will  not  press  these  ques- 
tions, because  he  has  intimated  an  intention  to  make  some 
changes  in  these  ntmtbers. 

The  honorable  mover  of  the  amendment  contends  tbal 
the  bill  is  unconstitutional.  The  constitution  require^  it 
is  said,  members  to  be  apportioned  among  the  States  ac- 
cording to  their  respective  numbers.  New  York  gtli 
forty  members  by  the  biU,  and  the  six  New  Englaiul  States 
with  a  population  of  between  30  and  40,000  more  thai 
New  York,  get  only  thirty-eight.  This  is  so;  it  is  oca- 
sioncd  by  tiie  loss  on  account  effractions.  There  must  be, 
I  contend,  a  loss  on  fractions,  and  the  inevitable  conse- 
quence is,  that  six  States  will  be  exposed,  in  the  operatioii, 
to  lose  six  times  as  much  as  one  State.  But,  sir,  dcesthe 
amendment  improve  the  matter?  It  is  true  it  restores ai 
equality  between  the  representation  of  New  York  aid 
New  England,  but  it  creates  inequalities  in  other  parts  d 
the  Union.  It  gives  to  New  York  forty-one  members,  and 
to  New  Hampshire,  Vermont,  New  Jersey,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Ahd>ama,  IXHiisiaiia,  and  Hisrassippi,  wboee  ap 
gregate  .federal  or  representative  numbers  are  less  this 
that  of  New  York,  fbrQr-threc  members.  Again,  air,  the 
States  of  Maine,  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Mississippi,  IllinoiSi 
and  Tennessee  can  ruse  the  same  complaint  on  the  amend* 
ment  as  to  inequality,  when  compared  with  New  Tork, 
that  New  England  can,  on  the  bill.  These  States  baveaa 
agg^gate  representative  population  about  equal  to  Set 
York,  yet  the  amendment  gives  them  two  less  representa- 
tives than  are  apportioned  to  New  York. 

The  bill  gives  to  New  York  one-sixth  of  the  whole  re- 
presentatives  in  the  other  House;  but  she  has  no''  ■** 
said,  but  one-seventh  of  the  representative  numbers  of  tbe 
Union.  This  is  stating  the  case  too  strongly.  She  to 
one-sixth  and  twenty-two  hundredths  of  one-sixth  of  the 
population  of  the  Union.  It  is  true  she  has  less  <1>»"  "^ 
sixth  of  the  whole  population,  and  a  full  one-siith  of  tie 
representation;  but  it  this  is  objectionable  in  tbe  bill,  » 
amilar  objection  lies  against  the  amendment.  Deh»are 
has  only  a  hundred  and  fifty-eighth  part  of  the  wbde  popu- 
lation, and  the  amendment  gives  her  more  than  a  buna'*'' 
and  twenty-seventh  part  of  the  whole  representatifes.  " 
the  other  States  should  be  all  represented  as  fuUyasDe** 
ware  will  be,  [if  we  adopt  the  amendment,  the  Bouse 
would  have  three  hundred  and  sixteen  raembeis;  " '*P'*" 
sented  as  Maine  would  be,  according  to  tije  amendmem, 
it  would  be  composed  of  two-hundred  and  thirtr-mw 
members.  If  the  largest  States  were  to  be  as  fully  ^epI^ 
sented  by  tile  amendment  as  Delaware  is,  New  '^<"^'"r" 
be  entitled  to  nine  more  members  than  is  asagneo  ™  o"' 
Pennsylvania  to  six,  Virginia  to  five,  and  Ohio  ">  "*'• 

We  were  asked  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  »>»■ 
chusetts,  if  a  tax  of  i240.000  were  to  be  levied  on  ik 
United  SUtes,  would  New  York  p.^y  *40,000?  I«m»J 
no?    I  wouW  ask,  in  return,  in  rtference  to  the  anw"' 
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Bwnt,  if  (he  would  pay  $41,000  of  a  tax  on  the  United 
States  of  #355,000.  No!  Not  precisely.  Would  Dela- 
ware pay  of  such  a  tax  #2,000?  No,  sir,  she  would  only 
pay  #1,580,  or  thereabouts. 

Taking'  into  view  these  ineaualities  produced  by  the 
amendment,  I  come  to  this  conclusion — a  conclusion  from 
vtiicb  I  think  the  Senator  from  Uaasachusetls  cannot  es- 
cape— that,  if  the  bill  is  unconstitutionu],  by  reason  of  the 
ioequalities  it  produces  in  the  representation  of  the  dif- 
ferent States,  bis  amendment  is  unconstitutional.  If  liis 
srgument  on  this  point  is  strong  enough  to  orerthrow  the 
biU,  it  is  equally  potent  for  the  destruction  of  his  own 
imendment.  Indeed,  sir,  it  will  apply  to  any  bill  that  can 
be  fonned.  Equality,  perfect  equality,  cannot  be  obtain- 
ed; sad,  therefore,  it  is  beyond  Uie  ingenuity  or  the  wit  of 
man  to  form  a  bill  that  will  not  be  obnoxious  to  the  con- 
stitutional objection  interposed  to  the  bill  now  before  the 
Senate.  , 

Inequality,  which  t  regardas  inevitable,  arises  when  the 
apportionment  is  made,  as  it  is  by  the  bill,  and  as  it  always 
Mgfat  to  be  made,  by  the  application  of  a  single  <Uvision 
to  the  federal  number  of  each  State.  In  that  case,  each 
State  is  exposed  to  a  loss  on  account  of  fractions;  and 
that  Iocs  may  be — indeed,  tuT,  it  will  be,  as  large  in  some 
of  the  smallest  States  as  in  some  of  tlte  largest.  If  the 
Mictions  in  a  snnaU  State  and  in  a  large  one  are  absolutely 
equal,  there  will  be  great  relative  mequality.  If  Dela- 
vare  has  a  fraction  aslarge  as  that  of  New  York,  and  the 
cbance  is  equal  that  she  will  have,  her  relative  loss  must 
betwenty-tive  times  as  large  as  New  York,  because  New 
York  has  twenty -five  times  her  population. 

There  are  considerations  which  I  must  be  pardoned  for 
alluding  to,  that  ought  to  repress,  at  once,  any  rising  dis- 
content which  the  small  States  may  at  first  view  feel  dis- 
po«d  to  indulge  on  account  of  this  comparative  inequality 
of  loss.  If  New  England,  with  a  little  larger  population 
than  New  York,  gets  by  the  bill  a  less  number  of  repre- 
Kntatives  in  the  other  House  than  New  York,  by  two,  she 
has  in  this  House  ten  more  voices  than  New  York.  She 
hu  nx  times  the  power  here  tliat  New  York  has.  She 
baseight  more  votes  in  the  election  of  a  Chief  Magistrate. 
Tbe  Senate  has  a  check  upon  every  thing  the  House  does; 
but  in  many  things  it  is  without  any  check  from  the  House. 
When  we  conuder  tlie  amount  and  importance  of  Execu- 
tire  bunneas,  and  the  preponderating,  unequal  power 
vhich  tbe  small  States  have  in  the  choice  of  a  President 
and  in  legislation,  we  ought  not  to  feel  so  much  anxiety 
and  sjfinpathy  for  their  comparatively  small  loss  of  power 
intbeother  House,  occauoned  by  an  inevitable  loss  on 
hctioos,  nor  ought  we  to  busy  ourselves  in  inventing  cu- 
noos  theories  of  allotting  members,  unknown  in  any  for- 
um practice,  and  contrary  to  a  settled  construction  of  the 
constitution,  for  the  purpose  of  repairing  and  more  than 
repairing  their  loss.  I  do  not  allude  to  the  advantages  of 
tbt  anall  States,  by  way  of  comphunt.  They  have  them 
by  the  constitution,  and  they  are  entitled  to  them.  The 
Wge  States  submit  to  this  condition  of  things  as  to  a  dis- 
peaation  of  Providence,  desig^ied  and  operating,  as  we 
sre  willing  to  believe,  for  our  common  good;  but  we  think 
the  snail  States  ought  to  submit,  in  the  same  spirit,  to  tbe 
little  loss  they  sustain  in  organizing  the  other  House;  it  is 
imposed  on  them  by  the  constitution,  and  they  have  abun- 
dant reasons  for  rewgnation  to  itj  for,  in  the  organization 
of  the  Senate,  and  in  the  choice  of  a  Chief  Magistrate, 
they  are  most  munificently  rewarded  for  any  loss  they  may 
■ustain  by  apportioning  members  in  the  long  established 
node. 

I  trust  that  neither  the  remarks  I  have  made  on  tlie  su- 
poior  nower  tliat  the  small  States  have  in  this  House 
•ndin  the  choice  of  the  President  nor  the  frequent  allu- 
Mn  to  such  States  to  show  the  unequal  operation  of  the 

wicndment  under  consideration,  will  be  regarded  as  fur- 

""hing  the  slightest  evidence  of  an  unfriendly  disposition 


to  those  States.  I  would  not  withhold  from  any  one  of 
them  the  smallest  particle  of  its  legitimate  power  or  influ- 
ence, nor  would  I  transfer  to  it  any  power  or  influence 
that  rightfully  belongs  to  any  large  State.  I^t  each  have 
all  that  the  constitution  gives,  and  no  more.  New  York 
and  Delaware,  the  largest  and  the  smallest  States,  are  the 
two  prominent  points  of  comparison.  When  reference  is 
made  to  the  former  to  sustain  an  objection  to  the  bill  for 
giving  large  States  too  much,  it  would  be  injustice  to  infer 
that  the  reference  is  prompted  by  illiberal  feelings  to- 
wards that  State;  and  when  reference  is  made  to  Delaware 
to  show  that  the  amendment  confers  on  her  undue  advan- 
tages, it  is  done  only  to  prove  an  objection  or  illustrate  an 
argument,  and  should  not,  I  presume,  will  not,  be  cona- 
dered  an  exhibition  of  an  unkind  spirit  towards  that  State. 

The  amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts presents  to  us  for  adoption  the  principle  of  allotting 
members  to  States  for  fractions.  Tikis  is  a  grave  consti- 
tutional question,  which  was  raised,  much  discussed,  and 
settled,  as  I  think,  in  1792.  The  Senator  has  attempted 
with  great  ingenuity,  but,  so  far  as  regards  myself,  without 
success,  to  convince  us  that  his  amendment  does  not  pre- 
sent either  of  the  constitutional  objections  which  General 
Washington  interposed  to  the  apportionment  bill  to  which 
he  affixed  his  veto.  It  does  not,  I  concede,  present  the  se- 
cond ground  of  objection,  but  it  meets  the  first  directly 
in  the  face;  and  we  cannot  adopt  this  amendment,  without 
tramplingitunder  our  feet.  He  attempts  to  avoid  that  ob- 
jection, by  raising  a  second  ratio  of  25,000,  and  applying 
It  to  the  fractions.  This  he  calls  a  complex  ratio.  I  cui 
it  a  double  ratio,  and  the  use  of  it  effectually  destroys  the 
proportion  which  the  constitution  requires.  He  applies 
both  ratios — tlie  large  and  small  one — to  fifteen  States, 
and  the  large  one  only  to  nine  States;  and  this  is  called  ap- 
portioning equally  among  the  States  the  representatives 
according  to  their  numbers.  This  twofold  operation  vio- 
lates, necessarily  violates,  the  rule  of  proportion. 

General  Washington's  first  objection  to  the  bill  of  l/QS 
was,  that  "tlicre  was  no  proportion  or  divisor  which,  ap- 
plied to  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States,  will  yield 
the  number  and  allotment  of  representatives  proposed  by 
the  bill."  Now,  sir,  I  ask  the  mover  of  the  amendment 
to  tell  us  what  proportion  or  divisor,  applied  to  the  re- 
spective numbers  of  tlie  States,  will  produce  his  House  of 
255  members.  I  venture  to  assert  there  is  none.  If  Gene- 
ral Washington  had  conceived  that  he  was  at  liberty  to 
resort  to  what  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  calls  a  com- 
plex ratio,  and  what  I  think  would  be  better  described  by 
being  called  double  ratios,  he  could  soon  have  worked  out 
a  result  corresponding  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  of  1792. 
If  two  ratios  would  not  have  done  it,  I  see  no  stronger  ob- 
jection to  three  than  to  two,  provided  equality,,  or  a  greater 
approximation  to  it,  is  thereby  obtained.  The  bill  of  1793 
confessedly  produced  a  great  degree  of  equality.  The 
truth  is,  sir,  the  bill  of  1792,  and  the  amendment,  pro- 
ceed on  the  same  principle;  and  that  principle,  and  not  the 
second  ground  of  objection  mentioned  in  the  message  of 
General  Washington,  was  mainly  considered  in  pronounc- 
ing that  bill  unconstitutional.  Neither  Judge  Marshall'* 
account  of  this  measure,  nor  the  debates  in  the  House,  so 
far  as  I  have  seen  them,  have  a  single  allusion  to  the  second 
ground  of  objection  stated  in  the  Premdent's  message.  I 
will  read  those  passages  in  Marshall's  Life  of  Washington, 
which  relate  to  the  bill  of  1792: 

"  Construing  the  constitution  to  anthorize  a  process  by 
wh'ch  the  whole  number  of  representatives  should  be  as- 
certained on  the  whole  population  of  tlie  United  States, 
and  afterwards  '  apportioned  among  the  several  States  ac- 
cording to  their  respective  numbers,'  the  Senate  applied 
the  number  thirty  thousand  as  a  divisor  to  tlie  total  popu- 
lation; and  taking  the  quotient,  which  was  one  hundred  and 
twenty,  the  number  of  representatives  given  by  the  ratio 
which  had  been  adopted  in  the  House  where  the  bill  had 
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originated,  they  apportioned  th&t  number  among  the  se- 
veral States  by  that  ratio,  until  as  many  representatives  as 
it  would  give  were  allotted  to  each.  The  residuary  num- 
bers were  then  distributed  among  the  State*  having  the 
highest  fractions." 

It  is  admitted  by  Judge  Marshall  that  this  resulted  in  a 
more  equitable  apportionment.  It  produced  what  the 
Senator  from  Massachusetts  thinks  his  amendment  will  do. 
Looking  at  the  effects  of  the  amendment,  some  of  which 
I  have  stated,  it  may  well  be  doubted  whether  his  expec- 
tations, in  this  particular,  will  be  realized.  "But  the 
rule,"  says  Judge  Marshall,  "  was  novel,  and  overturned 
opinions  which  had  been  generally  assumed,  and  were 
supposed  to  be  settled."  There  was  a  difference  of  opi- 
nion in  the  President's  cabinet.  "The  Secretary  of 
State,  (Mr.  Jefferson,)  and  the  Attorney  General,  (Mr. 
Ed.  Randolph,)  being  of  opinion  that  the  act  was  at  vari- 
ance with  the  constitution!  the  Secretary  of  War,  (Gene- 
ral Knox,)  rather  undecided;  and  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  (General  Hamilton,)  thinking  that,  from  the  ex- 
pression in  the  clause  relating  to  the  subject,  neither  con- 
struction could  be  absolutely  rejected,  and  that,  therefore, 
it  would  be  proper  to  accede  to  the  interpretation  given 
by  the  Legislature."  "After  weighing  the  arguments 
which  were  urged  on  each  side  of  the  question,  the  Pre- 
sident was  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  the  population  of 
each  State,  and  not  tlie  total  population  of  tne  United 
States,  must  give  the  numbers  to  which  alone  could  be 
applied  the  process  b^  which  the  number  of  representa- 
tives was  to  be  ascei-tamed." 

The  bill  was  returned  to  the  House  wherein  it  originat- 
ed, and  it  was  rejected.  "  Thus,"  says  Judge  Marshall, 
"  was  this  interesting  part  of  the  American  constitution 
finally  settled."  I  have  read,  I  believe,  all  those  passages 
that  have  a  bearing  on  the  constitutionality  of  the  ques- 
tion decided  by  the  rejection  of  the  bill  of  1792,  and  it 
will  be  remarked  that  tlicre  is  nat  a  single  observation  that 
has  relation  to  the  second  ground  of  objection  in  the  mes- 
sage. The  proposition  of  dividing  on  fractions  is  expli- 
citly considered,  directly  passed,  and  clearly  repudiated  as 
unconstitutional.  .The  number  of  representatives  is  to  be 
ascertained  by  a  single  process,  not  by  a  series  of  processes, 
applied  to  the  population  of  each  State;  it  must  result 
from  the  application  of  a  proposition  or  divisor,,  and  not 
two  or  more  propositions  or  divisors,  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  States. 

To  show  what  the  views  of  Mr.  Madison  were  on  this 
constitutional  question,  I  will  present  to  the  Senate  two 
short  extracts  from  the  debate  on  the  apportionment  bill 
of  1792. 

"  The  idea  of  fractions,  said  he,  was  not  there  contend- 
ed for,  but  has  since  become  the  very-  essence  of  the  oppo- 
sition; and  we  are  called  on  to  violate  the  constitution, 
by  adopting  a  measure  that  will  give  representatives  to 
those  separate  and  distinct  fractions  in  the  respective 
States.  If  this  reasoning  is  good,  why  do  the  gentlemen 
stop  at  this  boundary  of  representation  by  States?  Why 
nut  proceed  to  erect  the  whole  United  States  into  one  dis- 
trict, williout  any  division,  in  order  to  prevent  the  inequality 
they  conceive  to  exist  in  respect  to  individual  States?" — 
Debate,  19//.  Dec.  1791. 

"  Mr.  Madifon  repeated  the  substance  of  what  he  had 
before  offered  in  objection  to  tliis  proposiUon.  Fractions 
will  exist,  said  he,  on  every  possible  plan.  This  is  to  be  a 
permanent  law,  and  in  its  operation  will  probably  increase 
those  fractions.  The  constitution  refers  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  Slates,  and  not  to  any  aggregate  number. 
The  proposition  breaks  down  the  barriers  between  the 
State  and  General  Governments,  and  involves  a  consolida- 
tion."—/JtWe,  February  16,  1792. 

I  cannot  understand,  from  the  language  of  these  pas- 1 
sages  ill  the  Life  of  Washington,  and  these  extracts  from  ' 
the  debates  on  the  bill  of  1793,  any  thing  lets  than  an  ex-  J 


plicit  condemnation  of  Oiat  princi|de  of  the  amendment, 
which  proposes  to  dbtribute  members  on  fractions;  and, 
coming  from  the  quarter  this  language  does,  I  cannot 
withhold  from  it  the  highest  respect.  It  was  uttered  by 
the  framers  of  the  constitution,  who  are  to  be  presumed 
to  have  understood,  better  than  any  others,  the  import  oi 
the  expressions  they  had  used.  Though  we  are  not  abso- 
lutely concluded,  by  any  authority  on  such  a  question, 
we  ought  to  yield  the  greatest  deference  to  siich  opinions. 
They  are  a  contemporaneous  exposition  of  the  constitu- 
tion, given  by  five  of  Virginia's  most  distingtiidied  sons- 
more  distinguished,  probably,  than  any  other  State,  in  any 
other  age,  will  ever  produce.  On  another  occasion,  which 
I  may  not  specify,  there  was  an  emphatic  call  on  Virginis 
for  an  opinion  on  what  was  regarded  a  constitutional  ques- 
tion.  It  was  then  siud,  "  I  want  to  hear  a  voice  from  Vir- 
ginia; I  want  to  see  if  she  will  stand  by  the  constitution." 
On  tliis  most  ifnportant  constitutional  question,  we  hire 
heard  a  voice  from  Virginia,  and  she  ditl  stand  by  the  con- 
stitution. That  voice  was  uttered  forty  years  ago  by  her 
most  wise  and  patriotic  sons,  then  on  the  scene  of  action. 
It  was  powerful  in  effect;  it  put  to  rest  this  pretension  of 
distributing  members  on  fractions,  which  has  remained 
quiet  for  forty  years.  It  is  now  awakened  again.  I 
want,  on  this  occasion,  to  hear  the  voice  of  Virginia,  and 
to  see  if  she  yet  stands  by  the  constitution.  I  flatter  my- 
self that  the  distinguished  men  of  that  State,  now  on  tit 
stage  of  action,  will  speak  as  her  sages  did  in  times  psst; 
and  will  again  put  this  pretension  to  rest,  where,  I  hope, 
it  will  not  only  sleep  forty  years,  but  to  the  end  of  sO 
time. 

The  constitution  requires  us  to  apportion  members  »c- 
cording  to  numbers.  This  is  said  to  mean  as  nearly  u 
possible.  The  qualification  is  not  expressed  in  the  con- 
stitution. Our  powers  are  circumscribed  by  a  line;  tnd 
it  is  contended  that  if  we  cannot  come  up  to  the  fine  on 
one  side,  which  I  call  the  constitutional  side,  by  reason  of 
a  natural  imposubility,  we  may  get  around  on  to  the 
other  side,  and  Uke  our  pontion  there,  provided  we  can, 
in  that  way,  get  nearer  to  that  line.  We  are  bound  to 
approach  as  nearly  to  it  as  practicable,  but  it  must  be  o« 
the  constitutional  side,  and  not  on  that  side  that  lies  be- 
yond the  limits  of  our  power.  The  amendment  attempts 
to  come  to  this  line  on  the  wrong  side.  _ 

I  know,  sir,  that  suppoatitious  cases,  though  intended 
for  elucidation,  very  often  produce  confusion;  butlthink 
I  can  state  one  that  will  give  to  the  Senate  a  better  com- 
prehension of  my  views  than  I  have  yet  been  able  to  «»• 
vey  to  it.     I  will  suppose  that  a  company  of  twenty-swr 
persons  are  the  owners  of  certain  property,  and,  u  we 
have  been  made  during  the  last  six  weeks  exceeding  ft™- 
liar  witli  cotton,  I  will  name,  as  this  property,  two  liundrtd 
and  fi  fty-five  bales  of  cotton.     The  interest  of  the  respect- 
ive partners  in  this  cotton  corresponds  with,  and  *««• 
according  to,  tlie  popuUtion   of  the  respective  8ta'» 
They  wish  to  distribute  among  themselves  the  .''»'"?[ 
cotton  according  to  their  interest  in  it;  but,  not  being  »1)» 
to  do  it  to  the  satisfaction  of  all,  they  call  upon  x"?^"^ 
mon  friend  to  do  it  for  them.     He  undertakes  the  friendly 
office,  and  calls  upon  them  for  their  directions.    Tliey  eij 
plain  to  him  the  amount  of  their  respective  in'*'*'''' '"^ 
then  say,  apportion  among  the  owners  accortling  '"  .  .^ 
respective  interests;  but  understand  no  bale  can  ''*"''! 
ed  into  parts.     He  meets  with  no  difficulty  in  distnbutii* 
two  hundred  and  forty  of  the  bales,  but  serious  enib»n»»- 
ment  exists  as  to  tlie  rewduary  fifteen?    He  finally  <=<* 
eludes  that  it  is  best  to  dispose  of  these  fifteen  ba^e»i^ 
giving  one  to  each  of  the  fifteen  pai-tncrs  who  he  ""'"  ^ 
an  interest  in  them  exceeding  one-half  of  a  bale.    B 
calls  the  company  together,  and  explains  his  views  re* 
tive  to  the  surplus  bales.     Fiflecn  of  the  comp*"?' *"^ 
own  each  a  major  fraction  of  a  bale,  see  no  <*J'*'j.''j|^ 
the  score  of  interest,  and  are  disposed  to  approve  <» 
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determination  of  the  distributor;  but  a  member,  who  has 
in  interest  equal  to  two-fifths  of  a  bale,  says  to  the  distri- 
butor, will  you  be  so  good  as  to  explain  to  me  by  what 
tight  you  assume  to  give  my  interest  in  one  of  those  bales 
to  my  psrtner?    The  common  friend  replies,  your  partner 
owns  more  of  that  bale  than  you  do;  he  owns  three-fifths, 
and  you  Only  two-fifths  of  it.     I  admit  that;  but  does 
his  right  to  tliree-fifUis  give  him  a  right  to  my  two-fifths 
ibo?   The  friend  says,  strictljr  considered,  perhaps  it 
<locsnot,  but  he  owns  more  of  it  than  you  do,  and  it  will 
be  more  equitable  to  give  it  to  him  than  to  you,  and  I  shall 
then^fore  g;ivc  it  tu  him,  and  it  will  be  generous  in  you  to 
consent  to  this  disposition  of  it     The  reply  to  tliis  would 
be,  I  do  not  ask  you  to  give  the  bale  of  cotton  to  me,  and 
therefore  there  is  no  question  as  to  the  balance  of  equity. 
Tott  talk  about  generosity  where  it  is  strictly  an  aflair  of 
justice.    When  you  are  disposing  of  your  own  property, 
joo  may  be  generous;  but  in  this  matter  you  are  disposing 
of  my  property,  and  you  have  no  right  to  show  your  gene- 
rosity at  my  expense.     Your  authority  is  to  distribute  in  a 
putxmlar  manner.     A  deviation  from  this  manner  b  a  vio- 
ktion  of  your  instrtictions.     You  cannot  apportion  one  of 
the  fifteen  bales,  without  a  violation  of  those  instructions. 
Tlie  question  is  asked,  what  shall  be  done  with  the  undis- 
tributed bales?     If  you  cannot  distribute  them  in  the  man- 
ner you  are  directed  to  distribute  them,  let  them  alone. 
They  must  remain  the  jcnnt,  undivided  property  of  the 
company.    Our  situation,  Mr.  President,  I  consider  to 
be  precisely  similar  to  the  person  appointed  to  appor- 
tion the  bales  of  cotton.    We  cannot  distribute  on  frac- 
tions without  violating  the  rule  g^ven  us  to  regtilate  our 
conduct  in  this  matter.     Will  Maine  consent  that  her  frac- 
tion shall  be  transferred  to  Massachusetts,  for  the  purpose 
if  having  another  member  apportioned  to  the  latter  State? 
or,  if  it  is  not  regarded  as  a  transfer,  will  she  consent  that 
>  member  shall  be  given  to  Massachusetts,  by  the  use  of  a 
ntio  of  35,000,  applied  to  a  part  of  her  members,  while 
»e  refuse  to  apply  to  Maine,  and  several  other  States,  any 
ratio  less  tlian  47,000?     Maine  is  disposed,  I  presume,  to 
sUnd  on  her  strict  rights.     She  will  not,  and  she  ought 
not,  to  yield  a  single  inch  of  her  territory  to  the  British 
provinces;  and  1  venture  to  say  she  will  not  submit  to 
the  transfer  of  a  single  particle  of  her  political  power  to 
Massachusetts,  or  any  other  State.     Will  her  champion 
ocar  me,  [Mr.  Holxss,]  after  being  devoted  to  her  ser- 
vice for  thirty  years,  now,  when  about  retiring,  as  he  has 
publicly  announced,  from  the  bustle  of  public  life,  to  me- 
ditate on  death  and  eternity,  be  unfiiithiul  to  her  interest, 
Md  sit  silent,  and  see  her  curtuled  of  any  portion  of  her 
poritive  or  relative  power?    No,  sir.     I  venture  to  affirm 
he  will  not.    The  honorable  mover  of  the  amendment 
scarcely  need  be  reminded  that  inequality  is  as  certainly 
>nd  fully  produced  by  giving  too  much,  as  by  not  giving 
tnough.    He  has  truly  said  that  what  one  gains,  another 
must  lose.     The  result  of  my  reflections  is,  that  the  ine- 
quality is  not  essentially  diminished  by  the  amendment. 
1.1  tome  respects  there  is  a  greater  approximation  to 
eqaaTity  than  is  produced  by  the  bill;  but,  every  thing 
considered,  tlie  improvement  is  not,  I  presume,  as  great  as 
"as  expected.     The  great,  and,  to  my  mind,  invincible 
objection  to  the  amendment  is,  that  it  establishes  the  prin- 
ciple of  allotting  members  upon  fractions.    Tliis  1  regard 
>s  unconstitutional,  and  must,  therefore,  ever  resist  it. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had,  he  said,  formed  the  opinion  that 
Uie  bill  is  unconstitutional,  iacorrect,  as  it  docs  not  appor- 
tion the  representatives  according  to  the  respective  num- 
ber of  the  several  States.  Congress,  he  thought,  had  fall- 
en into  an  error  in  applying  to  the  several  States  a  common 
division.  The  principle  was  iineqiia]  in  its  operation,  and 
led  to  monstrous  results.  The  injustice  to  the  smaller 
Slates,  from  tlie  application  of  a  common  ratio  or  division, 
»ouM  increase  every  census.  The  fair  proportion  of  New 
Vork,  with  her  population  of  1,908,553,  in  a  House  of  two 


hundred  and  forty,  was  thirty-eight;  but  the  bill  gave  her, 
as  the  result  of  the  ratio,  forty  members.     Suppose  the 
population  of  New  York  to  be  double,  as  it  soon  will  be, 
and  3,837,106,  divided  by  the  ratio  of  47,700,  will  give 
eighty  members;  but  the  number  to  which  tjie  State  would 
be  fairly  entitled,  according  to  the  rule  of  tiiree,  would 
be  but  sixty-six.     Fourteen  members  would  be  gained  by 
the  application  of  a  common  division,  not  one  of  whom 
would  have  a  mngle  man  at  home  to  form  bis  constituency. 
He  would  fike  to  know  if  this  was  constitutional,  if  tliis 
was  an  apportionment  accortling  to  numbers.     This  evil 
has  heretofore  been  submitted  to,  because  it  was  not  very 
great;  but  as  the  large  States  increase,  or  as  the  divisions 
increase,  the  evil  wUl  become  intolerable.     By  the  very 
next  census,  if  the  principle  of  apportionment  by  the  com- 
mon division  be  continued.  New  York  will  have  six  mem- 
bers on  the  floor,  who  have  no  constituency;  for,  if  her 
population  be  then  two  and  a  half  millions,  as  it  probably 
will  be,  the  ratio  will  give  her  fifly-two  representatives, 
though  her  population  would  entitle  her  only  to  forty-six. 
Delaware  arid  South  Carolina  had  hitherto  suffered  more 
than  any  other  States  by  the  present  system  of  appor- 
tionment.    The  aggregate  fractions  of  South  Carolina, 
since  the  last  census,  nad  been  118,  and  those  of  De< 
la  ware  111,000.     The  unrepresented  fractions  of  those 
States    had  been    229,000,   while  the   aggregate    frac- 
tions of  New  York  were  only  40,133.     It  was  not  pos- 
sible that  the  small  States,  in  assenting  to  the  constitutions, 
contemplated  such  striking  inequality  in  the  popular  re- 
presentation.     But  the  Senator  from  New  York  says,  it 
was  foreseen  that  the  small  States  would  suffer  by  frac- 
tions, and,  therefore,  they  were  compensated  for  the  anti- 
cipated loss  by  their  admission  to  equ.ility  of  representa- 
tion with  the  large  States  in  the  Senate.     A  reference, 
said  Mr.  C,  to  the  history  of  the  adoption  of  the  constitu- 
tion, will  convince  the  Senator  that  he  is  wholly  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  representation  of  the  small  States  in 
the  Senate  was  allowed  in  consequence  of  the  surrender 
by  them  of  any  right  to  equal  representation  in  the  popu- 
lar branch.     If  he  looks  to  the  bond  which  Delaware  sign- 
ed, he  will  find  that  she  made  equal  representation  of  the 
States  in  the  Senate  a  rine  qua  tion.     That  was  a  funda- 
mental and  unchangeable  provision  of  the  constitution, 
without  which  the  small  States  would  have  preferred  a  fo- 
reign alliance  to  a  Union.     It  was  this  provision  which 
marked  the  Government  as  a  confederated  instead  of  a 
consolidated  republic.     Mr.  C.  made  several  statements, 
showing  the  unequal  and  unfair  operations  of  the  ratios 
adopted  under  tliis  and  former  apportiunmcnts,  in  regard 
to  the  State  of  Delaware;  and  he  urged  the  necessity  of 
arresting  the  evil  now,  by  adopting  a  different  rule  of  ap- 
portionment.    He  contended  that  the  representation  of 
fractions  was  constitutional  and  unavoidable.     Pennsylva- 
nia has  twenty-eight  members  by  the  bill;  but  her  propor- 
tion was  only  twenty-seven  and  one-tenth.  But  Delaware  has 
but  one  member,  and  her  proportion  is  one  and  six-tenths. 
Do  yoii  give  a  member  to  the  fraction  of  one-tenth  in 
Pennsylvania,  and  refuse  it  to  a  fraction  of  six-tenths  in 
Delaware?    The  proportion  of  Rhode  Island  is  one  and 
nine-tenths,  and  you  gfive  her  two  members;  and  yet  you 
say  to  represent  uactions  is  unconstitutional.     Mr.  C.  then 
considered  the  objections  urged  by  General  Washington 
against  the  bill  of  1792,  and  argiied  that  they  applied 
chiefly  to  the  fact  that  the  bill  gave  more  than  one  mem- 
ber to  every  thirty  thousand,  and  tiiat  it  did  not  affect  this 
bill. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked,  tiiat  the  great  injustice  done  to 
his  native  State,  Connecticut,  at  the  lost  apportionment 
in  1822,  by  which  she  was  deprived  of  one  member,  and 
left  with  one  of  the  largest  fractions  in  the  Union,  had 
called  his  attention  particularly  to  this  subject;  and  he  had 
examined  it  with  care  and  attention,  with  a  view  to  find 
a  remedy  for  the  unequal  representation,  piHxluced  by  the 
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present  mode  of  apportioning  representatives  to  the  9ev& 
ral  States.  He  could  feel  no  particular  interest  in  this 
bill;  his  State  would  not  be  affected  by  it. 

On  glancing  at  this  bill  when  it  came  from  the  House 
of  Representatives,  said  Mr.  F.,  my  mind  was  forcibly 
struck  with  the  great  inequality  in  the  representation  it 
proposed,  and  the  palpable  injustice  to  the  smaller  Stales. 
Believing,  as  I  do,  that  it  is  the  right  as  well  as  the  special 
duty  of  the  Senate  to  guard  the  interests  of  the  States, 
whose  representatives  we  are,  in  a  peculiar  sense,  my  at- 
tention was  turned  to  the  constitution,  to  see  whether 
some  remedy  might  not  be  found;  or  whether  tlut  sacred 
instrument  had  left  us  without  the  power  of  securing  an 
equal  representation,  or  had  failed  to  secure  the  rights  of 
the  States,  and  their  citizens,  on  this  all-important  and 
fundamental  principle  of  free  Government. 

The  inequality  and  injustice,  in  the  apportionment  by 
this  bill,  are  too  palpable  to  require  from  me  any  elucida- 
tion; and  they  have  been  already  fully  exposed;  and,  in 
my  opinion,  its  provinons  are  inconsistent  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  constitution,  which  declares  that  "represen- 
tatives shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  States  ac- 
cording to  their  respective  numbers."  Can  it  be  possible 
that  New  York,  with  a  population  of  1,919,136,  can  be 
entitled  to  forty  representatives,  while  the  New  England 
States,  with  1,954,593,  is  entitled  t&  only  thirty-eight  re- 
presentatives.' Is  this  equal?  Is  it  just?  Is  this  consist- 
ent with  the  provisions  of  the  constitution' 

The  second  section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitution 
contains  every  provision  in  relation  to  this  subject.  What 
is  the  language:  "Representatives  and  direct  taxes  shall 
be  apportioned  among  the  several  States  which  may  be 
included  within  this  Union,  according  to  their  respective 
numbers."  It  then  proceeds  to  declare  in  what  way  tlie 
representative  population  shall  be  ascertained:  "the  num- 
ber of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  every  thirty 
thousand,  but  each  State  shall  have  at  least  one  repre- 
sentative." 

The  lang^iage  of  the  constitution  is  perfectly  plain,  and 
its  meaning  cannot  be  misunderstood.  The  entire  popu- 
lation, entitled  to  representation  under  the  constitution, 
is  to  be  represented  as  nearly  as  it  can  be  done.  The  re- 
presentatives are  to  be  distributed  amongthe  several  States 
in  proportion  to  their  relative  population;  and  it  is  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  make  such  distribution  as  will  do  as 
equal  justice  as  possible  in  the  apportionment — exact  equa- 
lity is  impossible;  for  there  will  be  fractions  in  any  distri- 
bution which  can  be  devised;  and  it  is  our  duty  to  approxi- 
mate as  near  to  equality  as  possible.  The  question  then 
presents  itself,  in  what  way  is  this  to  be  effected? 

Tlie  (louse  of  Representatives  in  this  bill  liave  declared 
that  the  ratio  of  representation  shall  be  47",  700.  Taking 
this  ratio  as  a  divisor  for  the  whole  representative  popula- 
tion, and  it  gives  two  hundred  and  fifty -one  representa- 
tives, with  a  small  fraction.  The  bill  apportions  to  the 
several  States  but  two  hundred  and  forty  representatives; 
leaving  eleven  representatives,  to  which  the  people  are 
entitled,  under  the  ratio  fixed,  to  be  provided  for,  unap- 
portioned,  or  rejected.  Did  the  (ramers  of  the  constitu- 
tion ever  contemplate  such  a  result?  Does  the  constitu- 
tion warrant  such  a  measure?  Can  Congress,  acting 
under  the  constitution,  say  to  480,000  citizens  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  you  shall  not  be  represented?  Impossible! 
Congress  has  not  the  power  to  deprive  any  portion  of  the 
citizens  of  their  just  proportion  of  representatives.  They 
are  entitled  to  those  representatives  which  your  ratio  gives, 
and  wc  are  bound  to  apportion  them  among  the  several 
States  accortling  to  their  "  respective  numbers,"  as  the 
constitution  has  directed.  If  these  eleven  members  are 
apportioned  to  those  States  which  have  the  largest  unre- 
presented fractions,  the  distribution  will  be  in  strict  ac- 
cordance, not  only  with  the  spirit,  but  tlie  letter  of  the 
constitution.     The  representatives  will  be  apportioned 


among  the  several  States  according  to  their  respective  nom- 
bers.  It  is  impossible  to  make  the  distribution  more  e<pil 
by  any  calculation  which  I  have  been  able  to  make. 

By  such  a  distribution  equal  justice  will  not  only  be 
done,  but  a  complete  check  will  be  provided  against  com. 
binations  of  States,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  an  undue 
proportion  of  representatives.  Under  any  other  mode  of 
distribution,  it  is  very  apparent  that,  by  fixing  a  ratio  wiiidi 
shall  throw  the  fractions  upon  the  smaller  States,  it  is  in 
the  power  of  a  few  large  States  to  combine  their  influ- 
ence 90  as  to  have  their  whole  population  represents, 
and  exclude  two-fiflhs  of  the  population  of  some  snull 
States.  By  this  bill.  New  York,  with  s  population  less  by 
227,000  than  seven  smaller  States,  has  tlie  same  number 
of  representatives!  and  is  lefl  with  a  small  fraction,  when 
these  seven  States  have  a  fraction  of  233,178.  Does  not 
this  injustice  and  inequality  require  correction?  Look  fbr 
a  moment  at  its  effects  upon  the  ratio  of  representation  si 
fixed  bv  the  bill.  The  ratio  fbr  New  York  is  47,700:  the 
ratio  or  representation  for  the  other  seven  States,  collect- 
ively, is  57,540,  for  Missouri,  65,000;  and  for  Dela«Tre, 
75,417! 

It  will  be  readily  perceived  that,  as  the  population  and 
the  ratio  increased,  the  loss  to  the  smaller  States  will  be 
constantly  increasing — the  aggregate  fractions  alwiji 
bearing  a  proportion  to  the  number  of  States  whose  po- 
pulation will  entitle  them  to  the  same  number  of  repre- 
sentatives as  one  of  the  largest  States. 

By  adopting  the  principles  of  the  constitution  as  our 
guide,  without  any  dispute  about  fractions,  and  appor- 
tioning the  eleven  representatives  to  those  States  hivinj 
the  highest  numbers  unrepresented,  we  shall  not  onlyip- 
proximate  very  nearly  to  perfect  equality,  but  produce* 
very  equal  distribution  of  tliis  surplus  apportionnicnt  is 
the  diflerent  sections  of  the  country,  as  they  have  oftta 
been  classed. 

To  the  six  New  England  States,  having  an  aggregate 
fraction  of  near  two  hundred  and  fift^-  thousand,  it  will  gire 
three  representatives.  By  this  bill.  New  York,  with  a  le» 
population  than  New  England  of  near  fifty  thousand,  hai 
two  more  representatives  than  New  England.  This  wHI 
adjust  the  claims  and  rights  of  each. 

To  tiie  four  Middle  States  it  gives  three  representaliTti, 
to  which  their  fractions  entitle  them. 

To  the  four  Southern  States  it  gives  one,  upon  die  tame 
principle  of  equality.  _ 

To  the  five  Northwestern  States  it  gives  one,  tiieir  frac- 
tions being  small. 

To  the  four  Soutii western  States  it  gives  three— anal 
will  cheerfully  give  my  vote  for  it. 

What  objection  can  be  made  to  this  apportionment, 
which  comes  so  near  equality,  and  gives  an  equal  ^ep^^ 
sentation?  . 

It  is  said  fractions  cannot  be  represented;  and  Tliy. 
The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  MabctJ  has  told  us  that 
General  Washington  returned  the  bill  of^  1792  as  uncon- 
stitutional, because  it  represented  fractions.  I  do  not  » 
understand  his  objections.  Nothing  is  said  of  fracboM. 
His  objections  were,  that  eight  States  were  represents 
by  more  members  than  one  for  each  thirty  thousand, 
which  is  clearly  unconstitutional.  But  this  objectJondoM 
not  apply,  at  all,  in  the  present  case.  No  nicniber  wiu 
represent  less  than  thirty  thousand. 

Representation  and  taxation  are  to  be  equallv  appw- 
tioned;  and  we  only  require  that  tiiey  shall  be  ■"*"/ ''?j|^ 
On  wliat  principle  was  your  tax  of  six  millions  of  douw 
laid  in  1815?  The  answer  is,  in  exact  equal  proportuw. 
The  quota  of  New  England  was  $1,328,555  SO-^f", 
New  York  was  f  860,2©  24.  How  is  the  representawn^ 
New  England  has  but  thirty-eight  members;  New  "fj^ 
by  this  bill,  has  forty  members.  Apply  the  same  pni»» 
pie  to  the  direct  tiu:  which  this  bill  apportions  to  rep 
scnUtives,  and  you  will  find  New  England  paysj'"'"?" 
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082.7;  while,  in  New  York,  nch  p»y»  bat  OTS.S, 
is  manifestly  unjust;  it  is  unconstitutional. 
_  We  claim  only  our  just  and  eaual  rirhts — the  constitU' 
tion  secures  us  equal  rights — and,  by  aooptin^  the  prSnci- 
ple_  of  the   amendment,   those  rights  wUl  be  protected 
gainst  any  combination  which  can  be  formed  by  shifting 
inctions  to  oppress  the  smaUer  States. 
Tb«  Senate  then  adjoorned. 

TUISDAT,  Habgb  6. 

The  apportionment  bill  was  talcen  up, 
Mr.  CLAYTON  explained  his  views  of  the  bill,  and  of 
*l»c  various  amendments  which  had  been  moved  or  sug- 
g-ested,  and  corrected  certain  misapprehensions  of  his 
meaning  which  had  been  expressed  by  gentlemen  oppos- 
4<i  to  his  views. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  addressed  the  Senate  at  considera- 
bly length  in  support  of  the  biH  as  it  came  from  the  Home 
of  Representatives,  and  against  the  amendment  which  had 
been  offered. 

After  aoine  forther  remark*  by  Messrs. 
TAZEWELL,  and  EWINO, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  offered  an  amendment. 

Mr.  W.  explained  and  defended  the  amendment  which 
he  had  proposed,  namely,  to  allow  to  those  States  having 
a  major  fraction,  one  member,  in  addition  to  the  number 
which  would  be  given  them  by  the  ratio  proposed;  which 
was  to  be  con«dered  and  divided  according  to  the  simple 
mle  of  proportion,  as  far  as  this  rule  extended;  and'then 
to  add  one  member  to  ereiy  State  having  a  fraction  ex- 
ceeding five-tenths  of  the  ratio.     After  Mr.  W.  concluded, 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  the  Senate  to  postpone  the  bill,  and 
take  up  the  question  on  the  tariff;  but,  on  the  suggestion 
of  gentlemen  opposed,  he  wuved  his  suggestion;  and. 

After  some  further  remarks  fi^m  Messrs.  TAZE  WELL, 
BIBB,  CLAY,  HAYNE,  WEBSTER,  and  FOOT, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Wedkisdat,  HlBCB  T. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  tlie  consideration  of  this  bill — tile 
question  being  on  the  amendment  submitted  yesterday  by 
Xr.  'Wbbstxr,  viz.  to  strike  out  the  provisions  of  the  bill 
from  the  other  House,  and  insert  the  following: 

"  That,  from  and  after  the  3d  day  of  March,  one  thoa 
sand  eiglit  hundred  and  thirty-three,  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives shall  be  composed  of  such  anumber  of  members, 
chosen  within  each  State,  as  shall  bear  to  the  representa- 
tive population  of  such  State  the  same  proportion  as  the 
number  two  hundred  and  fifty-six  bears  to  the  whole  re- 
presentative population  of  the  United  States;  and  of  one 
ad£tional  member  to  every  State  in  which  the  addition  of 
such  m-mber  will  bring  its  number  erf"  representatives 
nearer  to  its  exact  proportion  than  the  omission  of  such 
additional  membert  the  said  number  of  representatives  in 
any  State  not  exceeding  one  for  every  thirty  thousand 
persons:  that  is  to  s^,  within  the  State  of  Maine,  nine; 
Brithin  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  six;  within  the  State  of 
Masaaehosetts,  thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Rhode  Island, 
two;  within  the  State  of  Connecticut,  six;  within  the  State 
of  Vermont,  six;  within  the  State  of  New  ¥ol%,  forty-one; 
within  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  seven;  within  the  State 
of  Pennsylvania,  twenty-nine;  witliin  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, two;  within  the  State  of  Maryland,  nine;  within  the 
State  of  Virginia,  twenty-two;  within  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  fourteen;  within  the  State  of  South  Carolina, 
ten;  within  the  State  of  Georgia,  nine;  witiiin  the  State  4^ 
Kentucky,  thirteen;  within  the  State  of  Tennessee,  thir- 
teen; witl^n  thS' State  of  Ohio,  twenty;  within  the  State 
of  Indiana,  seren;  within  the  State  of  Louisiana,  four; 
within  the  State  of  lUinois,  tiireei  wiSttn  the  State  of 
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This  Alabama,  six;  tiritMii  the  State  of  MiaaisMppI,  two;  witkiQ 
the  State  oTMiMOiiri,  tlu«e." 

With  his  amendment,  Mr.  WEBSTER  submitted  the 
following  expknatoiy  statement;  whicb  was,  at  the  same 
time,  oraered  to  he  printed,  viz. 

The  representative  popidi^n  of  the  United  Stated  is 
eleven  million  nine  hundred  and  twenty-nine  thousand 
and  five.  A  House  of  Representatives^  consis^ng^  of  two 
hundred  and  fifty-six  members,  would  give  fbrty-auc  tboo- 
sand  five  hmidred  and  ninety  •seven  as  the  common  repre- 
sentative number,  and  would  leave  a  fractioo  of  only  173. 

The  foHowiiw  table  exhibits  the  apportionment  of  two 
hundred  and  finy-six  members  among  the  States,  accord- 
ing to  their  representative  populatioii,  wpon  the  pnneiple 
of  giving  to  each  State  the  mimbier  of  representatives 
nearest  to  its  true  propoition.  Wber*  a  fraction  exceed* 
a  moiety  of  the  common  re|wt«««WiTe  stunber,  it  »  con- 
sidered that  the  g^reatest  attainable  equality  requires  an  ad- 
ditional representative;  and  where  it  is  liess  than  a  moiety, 
that  the  same  equality  requires  that  there  shpuld  b«  none. 

The  first  column  gives  the  representative  numbers  <«> 
CLAYTON,  population  of  the  several  Statesithis  second  column  gives 
the  proportion  <tf  tT«  huadsedi  and  fifty-six  ivembeis,  to 
which  each  State  is  entitled,  in  numbeis  and  deeimal  frac- 
tions; the  third  column  gives  the  number  of  members 
proposed  fikr  each  State,  being  that  number  which  a  near- 
est to  its  exact  nathematical  proportion^  the  fourth  and 
fifth  columoa  cootajn  the  fVactwns  belonging  to  the  States 
respectively,  hieing  the  excesi  or  deficiency  in  tbeir^pre- 
sentative  numbers,  over  or  under  their  exact  proportion. 


Rrprnenla- 

Propor- 

No. 

Fraelioni 

rrastloM 

tiw  aaistin. 

tioae< 

PS>P^ 

(CpTCMDI- 

Baticpre- 

STATES. 

S48. 

Ml. 

rdoTcr 

ttaepopa- 

lauMi^ 

Maine, 

399,435 

8.58 

9 

19,938 

N.  Hampsh. 

269,326 

5.78 

6 

10,25* 

Vermont, 

280.657 

6.02 

6 

• 

1,075 

Maasach'tts, 

610,407 

13.10 

13 

. 

4,646 

Connecticut, 

297,665 

6.39 

6 

. 

18,083 

R.  Island, 

97,194 

2.09 

- 

4.000 

N.  York, 

1,918.623 

41.18 

41 

. 

8,146 

N.  Jersey, 

319,922 

6.87 

7 

^6,257 

PennsyWa, 

1,348,072 

28.93 

29 

3,241 

Delaware, 

75,432 

1.62 

2 

17,762 

Maryland, 

405,843 

8.71 

9 

13,530 

Virginia, 

1,023,503 

21.97 

32 

1,631 

N.  Carolina, 

639,747 

13.73 

14 

12,611 

S.  Carolina, 

455,025 

9.77 

10 

10,945 

Georgia, 

429,811 

9.22 

9 

. 

10.438 

Ahibama, 

262,508 

5.63 

6 

17.074 

Mississippi, 

110,358 

3.37 

2 

. 

17,164 

Louisiana, 

171,904 

3.69 

4 

14.484 

Tennessee, 

625,263 

13.43 

13 

. 

19,502 

Kentucky, 

621,832 

13.34 

13 

. 

16,071 

Ohio, 

935,882 

20.08 

20 

. 

3,942 

Indiana, 

343,030 

7.35 

7 

. 

16.851 

Illinois, 

157,147 

3.36 

3 

.    . 

17,356 

Missonri, 

150,419 

2.80 

3 

9,372 

11,929.005 

356.00 

256 

137,101 

137.274 

Deduct  ag- 

gregate fVac- 

tion, 

-J-iiiij 

137.101 

173 
137,101 

[The  main  object  of  the  aimndment  is  rimply  to  ap- 
pronmate  more  nearly  to  »n  equitable  representatioD,  hy 
giving  ts  each  State,  having  a  fraction  exceeding  s  moi«hr 
of  the  tatio  rspreseatatioD,  ooe  ad^tioiiBl  membo.] 
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Jlppvrtiiiiuneai  Bill. 


[Uasch  8, 1833. 


.^TER  addreteed  tbe  Senate  at  cowlderable 
,  m  support  of  his  plan,  and  in  reply  to  Messrs. 
xftCT  and  Tazb-will. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  demanded  a  divisioD  of  the  quection, 
BO  as  to  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate  separately  on  that 
part  wbtoh  proposed  to  give  representatives  to  the  mi^or 
inctioiis. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  rejoined  in  furtbet  opposition  to  the 
ameadnient. 

Mr.  8FRAGUE  followed  in  a  speech  in  support  of  tbe 
amendmenti  and, 

Aft*r  some  additional  remarks  by  Messrs.  MASCY, 
WEBSTER,  and  CLAYTON, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

TaiHMSAT,  Mabcb  8. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS,  from  the  Committee  on  Roads  and 
Canals,  to  which  the  petition  was  referred,  praying  for  the 
aid  of  Congress  to  constract  a  railroad  tram  Biiffklo,  in 
New  York,  to  tbe  Misnasippi  river,  asked  to  be  discharged 
from  the  fiirther  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  CLAY  requested  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 
the  reasons  why  the  committee  asked  to  be  discharged. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  was  not  instructed  by  the 
committee  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  reasons  of 
th«r  decision.  He  would  aay,  however,  tliat  the  consti- 
tutional question  was  not  taken  into  consideration,  because 
the  committee  were  of  the  opmion  that  the  country  was 
not  in  a  conation  to  sustain  tbe  expense  which  the  work 
would  neceisarBy  require. 

The  ttmthAona  wbmitted  yeaterds^  were  taken  up,  and 
agyeed  to. 

The  bin  provi^ng  for  the  continuation  of  the  Cumber- 
land road  m  the  States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois,  and  for  the 
erection  of  bridges  over  the  Scioto  and  Wabash  rivers, 
was  taken  up. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  tliat  the  progress  which  had 
been  made  in  the  construction  of  this  road  through  the 
States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois,  was  perfectly  satis&ctory 
to  the  people  there.  The  money  had  been  expended  in 
a  proper  manner.  The  present  appropriation  was  made  in 
consequence  of  a  bin  which  origijiated  in  the  Senate  some 
years  since.  The  bill  was  then  ordered  lo  a  third  reading. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

This  bill  was  then  again  taken  up,  tcMfCther  with  the 
substitute  offered  by  Mr.  Waasria,  and  the  motion  of  Mr. 
FoBSTTs  to  strike  out  from  the  substitute  the  clause  pro- 
Tiding  for  the  representation  effractions. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  contended  that  no  apportionment  bill 
had  everpasaed.  which  did  not,  in  effect,  represent  frac- 
tion*. The  bill  of  1792,  rejected  by  Preudent  Waahipg- 
'  ton,  reprinented  fractions,  and  was  rejected  solely  on  the 
grovnd  that  it  gave  more  than  one  representative  for  each 
thirty  thcmaad  to  several  of  the  States.  The  rule  applied 
t9  that  bill  must  have  been  this:  that  the  representation  of 
each  State  dtould  bear  to  the  whole  number  of  represen- 
tative* tl)e  same  proportion  which  the  representative  po- 
pulation of  each  State  bore  to  the  population  of  the  United 
State*.  By  that  kill.  New  Hampdure  had  five  members, 
and  was  entitied  to  but  four:  Massachusetts  had  sixteen, 
but  was  entitled  to  only  fifteen,  and  had  a  fraction  of  se- 
vens-seven hundredths:  Delaware  was  entiUed  to  but  one 
by  the  rule,  with  a  fraction  of  eight-tenths,  but  had  two 
members  by  the  bill,  &o.  Gentlemen  say  the  bill  was  re- 
jected because  fractions  were  represented  by  the  biU. 
General  Washington  said  there  was  no  cfHnmon  divisor, 
or  ratio,  a|tplied  to  the  bill.  He  found  no  proportion,  no 
equaU^,  m  tbe  UU.  Utece  waa,  m  &ct,  no  possible 
common  div^or  which  would  give  the  results  of  tliat  bill; 
a«d  this  was  a  fair  ground  of  objection.  But,  by  the  bill 
which  General.  Waslungton.  did  sign,  fi»otions  were,  io 
fact,  repreaented.    The  whole  number  of  representativeii, 


without  fractions,  given  by  the  bill,  was  but  mnety-fiTc, 
and  the  House  of  Representatives  waa  composed  of  one 
hundred  and  five.  It.was  not  (rue  that  any  Freadent  ctct 
declared  that  representation  by  fractions  was  unconstitu- 
tional.    The  next  bill,  which  was  approved  by  Prfadei* 
Jefferson,  was  drawn  upon  the  very  same  principle  witli 
that  now  submitted  by  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  fron 
Massachusetts.     The  same  ratio  adopted  in  1792  wu  con- 
tinued in  1802.  He  showed  that,  by  this  biU  of  1802,  eight 
or  ten  States  got  each  one  member  more  than  the  rule  en- 
titled them  to.     Georgia  had  four  members  by  tbe  bill, 
and  was  entitled  by  tlie  rule  to  only  three,  with  a  large 
fraction;  and  yet  the  genUeman  from  Georgia  now  ays 
that  the  representation  effractions  is  unconstitutional.  Tlie 
third  apportionment  bill,  which  was  approved  by  Mr.  Madi. 
son,  also  allowed  repiesentations  for  fractions.    The  nlio 
assumed  by  tbe  House  was  thirty-seven  thousand.    It  vu 
rejected  in  the  Senate,  ou  the  ground  that  it  was  uiieqiul  in 
its  operation,   giving  an  undue  advantage  to  the  Lirger 
States.     The  Senate  did  not  consider  themselves  bound  by 
the  decision  of  the  House.    They  undertook  to  do  justice. 
They  put  the  ratio  at  35,000,  and  increased  the  nuaikr 
from  170  to  186.  Mr.  C.  then  showed  that  several  Sutes, 
by  that  bill,  had  got  one  more  member  than  tlie  rule  of 
apportionment  entitled  them  to.     Georgia  again  wss  en- 
titled to  but  five  members,  wltii  a  fraction  of  seventy-thrte 
hundredths,  but  she  got  six  members  by  the  biU.    The 
Senate  objected  to  the  bill  from  the  House  on  the  vtiy 
grounds  which  are  now  urged  againrt  the  bill  bjefore  us, 
and  the  bill,  as  amended  by  tbeBenate,  was  finally  piaed 
Mr.  C.  then  went  on  to  show  that  the  apportionment  bill 
of  1822,  signed  by  Mr.  Monroe,  gave  representnives  for 
fractions.     Georgia  again  had  one  more  representatife  by 
the  bill  than  the  rule  of  apportionment  entiUed  her  to; 
and  several  other  States  a  similar  proportion.     Under  the 
biU  now  before  us,  sent  to  us  from  the  House,  the  appr- 
tionment  was,  he  contended,  grossly  unequal  and  unjust. 
It  allowed  representatives,  in  sevenu  cases,  for  small  fnc- 
tions,  and  refused  them  to  very  large  fractions.    This  re- 
sulted from  tbe  assumption  of  an  arbitrary  divisor,  vUA 
gave  a  result  favorable  to  the  large  States,  and  oppretsiTe 
to  Uie  small  States.     He  went  on  to  give  many  statement! 
in  support  of  this  position.     The  objection  to  Tbe  bill,  re- 
sulting from  its  operation  in  regard  to  New  York,  wmI* 
lum  insuperable!  and  he  could  not  conceive  bow  bomnble 
gentiemen  could,  by  any  mathematical  or  metaphysical  sub- 
tlety, reconcile  it  to  tiieir  sense  of  justice  ana  propriety. 
New  York,  by  the  rule  of  proportion,  was  entitled  to  thirty- 
eight  members.  The  bill  gives  her  forty.  She  had  those  tn 
representative*  without  coitBtituenta  at  home.    Who  vat 
the  peoplewhomthosetwomemberarepresented?  Where 
did  thev  reside.'    The  member  from  Delaware  is  choKi 
by  76,000  freemen;  and  he,  their  representative,  sits  by 
the  aide  of  two  members  who  represent  nobody.    1^ 
Senator  from  New  York  calls  upon  the  State  of  Virginia 
to  support  Uie  bill.   I  call,  saiti  Mr.  C,  upon  South  Cuo- 
Una,  upon  IlUnois^  upon  aU  tbe  small  States,  to  help  f» 
in  opposition  to  those  large  States;  for  they  are  all  small 
in  comparison  with    tiiote  two  Slates — New  York  aiii 
Virg^ia.     But  he  remembered  the  time  when  Yirginii, 
too,  stood  by  the  small  States,  in  the  contest  for  equal  re- 
presentation, against  the  assumption  of  the  large  Slatci: 
he  referred  to  the.  course  of  Messrs.  Giles  and  Brent  in 
1811,  in  relation  to  the  apportionment  bill  in  Uiat  year 
passed.    The  hard  bearing  of  tiie  bill  upon  tbe  newSiata 
be  next  considered.     Missouri  was  left  with  a  fraction  ol 
six-tenths,  while  Tennessee  had  one  member  for  a  smaller 
fraction.     This  injustice  arose  from  tiie  arbiti-ary  assump- 
tion of  the  number  of  the  House,  and  the  assumption,  at 
the  same  time,  of  an  arbitrary  divisor.     Mr.  0.  vent  into 
several  statcneBts  to  show  that  thia  mode  of  appoitioa- 
mcat  must  necessarily  operate  to  accumulate  the  tiact.ons 
upon  the  small  Statea.    This  mode  of  uppoitiui>inei.t  »b> 


Digitized  by 


Google 


517 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGftfiS«. 


519 


llmcii  9,  1832.] 


Apporti'onment  Bitt. 


[Bbhats. 


adopted  fur  the  benefit  of  the  large  States;  and  as  long  as 
the  Senate  suffers  them  to  continue  it,  they  will  have  an 
tdraoti^  over  the  small  States  in  the  popular  representa- 
tion. The  fire  large  States  had  a  representation  of  131 
members,  but  were  entitled  only  to  a  representation  of 
113  members.  The  nineteen  smaller  States,  with  a  popa- 
htioD  of  232,000  more  than  that  of  the  large  States,  had 
only  119  representatives,  but  were  entitled  to  123  mem- 
bers. After  some  other  remarks,  Mr.  C.  concluded  by 
inrokinj  the  aid  of  the  snull  States  in  the  support  of 
be  rights  of  the  small  States.  He  hoped  they  would 
sen.)  the  bill  back  to  the  House,  as  the  bill  of  1812  was 
xsA  back;  and,  if  the  House  objected  to  it,  be  hoped  the 
Seiute  would  insist  upon  their  amendment,  as  the  Senate 
did  in  1813. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  briefly  to  the  Senator  from  Dc- 
Unre,  insisting  that  he.  had,  to  make  out  his  proposition, 
asumed  what  he  ought  to  hare  proved — that  his  rule  of 
ipportionment  was  ute  rule  which  the  constitution  requir- 
ed. The  State  of  Georgia,  in  his  view  of  the  rule,  had 
tlvtfs  had  a  large  fraction  unrepresented;  and  the  rule 
by  which  the  gentleman  would  represent  tliat,  was  alto- 
gether arbitrary.  If  the  application  of  30,000  as  a  com- 
non  ratio,  in  1792,  was  constitutional,  then  the  amilar  ap- 
pEcatioo  of  a  higher  ratio  at  this  time  was  constitutional. 
The  State  which  be  represented  had  no  particular  interest 
ia  tliis  matter.  Her  number  of '  representatives  would  be 
the  same  under  the  amendment  as  under  the  bill.  He  had 
Estencd  to  the  arguments  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  with 
idispoation  to  be  convinced;  but  he  had  come  to  the  con- 
ehson  that  the  representation  of  fractions  was  unconsti- 
tutioinl. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said,  in  reply,  the  ratio  he  had  esta- 
blished was  not  arbitrary.  The  true  ratio  must  be  obtain- 
ed by  a  fair  proportionment.  This  b  the  only  rule  which, 
h  the  nature  of  tilings,  can  be  just  and  equal.  Any  Tatio, 
p^  from  other  process  than  fair  proportionment,  must  be 
irbitrary,  and  therefore  unjust.  Unless  the  gentleman 
CM  show  that  the  good  old  rule  of  three  b  incorrect,  he 
caiuiot  sustain  the  bill,  nor  the  ratio  adopted  in  the  bill. 
The  geutiaman  does  not  undertake  to  show  us  how  it  is 
that  the  representation  given  to  New  York  by  the  bill  is 
her  fair  proportion.  Some  one  was  evidently  mistaken  as 
to  this  subject,  and  it  was  important  tliatit  should  be  as- 
certained who  it  is.  It  was  to  bim  important — ^because  he 
«s  sworn  to  support  the  constitution.  The  gentleman 
ays  his  State  is  not  interested  in  the  result.  But  lie  con- 
tended that  Cieorgia,  by  tiie  bill,  got  an  advantage  -which 
ibe  denied  to  other  States.  The  bill  was  not,  as  the  gen- 
tleman said,  temporary  in  its  operation.  For  five  succcs- 
Kte  Congresses  it  gave  an  undue  portion  of  political  power 
tothe  large  States. 

Mr.  HAYNE  had,  he  said,  listened  attentively  to  the 
ifgumcnt  on  both  sMes,  but  he  now  found  a  difficulty. 
He  had,  at  one  time,  come  to  tlie  conclusion  to  vote  against 
the  amendment.  But  he  had  been  struck  with  the  argii- 
"lent,  that,  under  the  apportionment  proposed  in  Uie  bill 
■romthe  House,  fractions  were  represented.  Now  iffrac- 
•ioM  were  to  be  represented  at  all,  he  thought  the  most 
"jailible  mode  of  representing  them  was  that  presented  in 
lie  bill.  He  wished  the  Senate  to  fix  its  attention  upon 
'ho  fact:  New  York  has  more  than  one-sixth  of  the  whole 
fepresenfatives,  but  she  has  less  tlian  one-sixth  part  of  the 
icholc  population.  If  so,  she  has  a  representative  for  her 
friction.  He  wished  to  sec  this  view  met.  He  coidd  not 
conceive  how  we  could  give  a  State  more. than  belonged 
to  her;  though  be  would  imagine  tiiat  oftentimes  it  might 
w  necessary  to  give  her  less.  By  tiie  assumption  upcm 
"(•'trary  ratio,  or  an  arbitrary  number  of  members  of  the 
Bouse,  it  would  be  easy,  as  he  showed  by  cases  which 
w  pat,  to  do  great  injustice  to  the  smaller  States.  This 
resolution  would  be  to  send  the  bill  to  a  committee  with 

™fnictions  to  iiiquite  whit  appoMionmeiit  would  be  the 
sa-t  equitable  and  constitutional. 


Mr.  WEBSTER  again  advocated,  and  Mr.  UARCT 
and  Mr.  TAZEWELL  ftirther  opposed,  the  amendment 
At  half  past  four  the  Senate  adjourned. 

FatDAT,  Maiich  9. 
APPOHTIONMENT  BILt» 

Tills  bill  being  again  taken  up, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  s.iid  that,  although  the  inequalities,  and, 
as  he  thought,  the  injustice  of  the  existing  provisions  of 
the  bill  seemed  to  have  been  demonstrated,  yet  he  was  in- 
duced to  present  some  other  expositions  of  those  inequali- 
ties, in  which,  however,  he  should  be  very  brief,  as  the 
Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Cuattok]  had  already  pre- 
sented several  views  of  tbe  effect  of  the  bill,  in  its  present 
form,  to  which  he  [Mr.  S.]  should  otherwise  have  solicnted 
the  attention  of  the  Senate;  but  which  he  should  now  no 
further  notice,  than  to  express  hi*  confidence  in  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  calcuIaUons  and  views  of  that  gentleman 
upon  this  subject. 

The  first  oojection  which  be  should  make  to  (bis  bin, 
Mr.  S.  said,  was,  that  it  reduced  the  representation  of  some 
of  the  parent  States  to  four  less  than  it  then  was,  by  de- 
priving each  of  the  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Maseachu* 
setts,  Maryland,  and  Virginia,  of  a  portion  of  their  pre* 
sent  representation. 

In  behalf  of  one  of  the  copartners  upon  whom  it  waa 
intended  to  impose  thia  reduction  of  power,  (it  was  not 
for  him  to  explain  the  views  of  the  other*,)  he  would  sa; 
that  such  consequences  ought,  in  bis  judgment,  to  b« 
avoided  if  it  coukl  be  done  without  inflicting  greater  in- 
jury upon  other  sections  of  the  Union.  Although  not 
an  advocate  for  an  overwhelming  legislative  body,  Mr.  S. 
observed  that  be  had  ever  entertained  the  opinioB  that 
the  representation  of  the  old  States  should  not  be  reduced 
either  earlier  or  faster  than  was  absolutely  necessary,  and 
he  could  not  perceive  the  necessity  for  such  a  reduc^n  at 
this  time.  Another,  and  stronger,  objection  to  the  bill  wa% 
Mr.  S.  said,  tiiat  it  <»used  a  most  Lunequal  distribution 
of  the  unrepresented  fractions,  as  he  would  endeavor  to 
show  by  some  statements  which,  he  believed,  bad  not  been 
presented  by  any  one  who  bad  preceded  bim  in  this 
debate,  and  as  supplementary  to  some  of  those  which  bad 
been  presented  by  others. 

Mr.  S.  said  that  the  whole  population  to  be  repre- 
sented was  11,928,731,  which,  at  a  ratio  of  47,700,  a* 
proposed  by  tha  bUl,  woidd  give  250  representatives  and 
a  fraction  of  3,731.  That  the  number  of  representative! 
proposed  by  the  bill  was  340,  with  an  aggregate  fraction 
of  480,731:  that  this  aggi-eg&te  fraction  was  equal  to  four 
per  cent,  of  the  whole  population  to  be  represented: 
that  the  aggregate  fraction  of  the  six  New  England  Statet^ 
upon  their  population,  was  about  seven  and  one-third  per 
cent.,  while  the  fractions  of  all  the  other  Statestban  those  of 
New  England  was  only  three  and  one-third  per  cent.;  and 
the  fractions  of  eleven  of  the  States,  having  175  of  the 
240  representatives,  and  more  than  two-thirds  of  the 
whole  population,  was  only  about  ''one  and  three-feurth* 
per  cent. :  that  these  eleven  States/  with  a  population  of 
8,497,935,  and  175  representatives,  have  fractions  of  only 
150,430,  while  the  six  New  England  States,  with  a  popul^ 
tion  of  only  1,954,684,  and  38  representatives,  (lesstbaa 
one-fourth  the  population,  and  but  little  over  one-fifUi  thA 
representation  of  those  eleven  States, )  have  fractions  to  the 
amount  of  143,084;  and  three  adjoining  New  England 
States,  viz.  New  Hampshire,  Massachusetts,  and  Vermont, 
with  a  population  of  1,160,390,  and  22  Kp)resentatiTe% 
have  fractions  to  the  amoupt  of  1 10,990,  veiy  nearly  one* 
tenth  of  their  whole  population,  besides  losing  two  of  their 
present  representation. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  S.,  I  know  diat  an  inequality  of  these  frao- 
tiona  cannot  be  entirely^  avdded{  but  I  doubt  if,  anothf^ 
ratio  con  be  devised,  which  will  impose  upon  any  six  con- 
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tiguous  States  of  the  Union,  or  upon  uiy  lix  States  that 
are  not  eontiguoui,  and  that  have  a  population  of  about 
two  mUlioni,  such  an  inequality  as  is  imposed,  by  this  bill, 
upon  the  six  Nei^  England  States. 

Mr.  S.  proceeded  to  state  that  the  arerace  number  of 
constituents  represented  by  each  of  the  175  delegates 
from  those  eleven  States  «rould  be  48,559;  the  arerage 
■number  by  each  of  the  202  delegates  from  eig-hteen 
States  would  be  49,377;  while  the  average  number  re- 

g resented  by  each  of  the  38  delegates  fi^im  the  six  New 
n^nd  States  would  be  51,439.  That,  under  the  pro- 
risions  of  this  bill,  the  seven  States  of  Virginia,  Maryland, 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Tennont,  Massachusetts,  and  New 
Hampshire,  will  not  only  lose  four  representatives,  but 
will  have  iractions  appertaining  to  their  remaining  58  re- 
presentatives, to  the  amount  of  218,490,  eqiuil  to  an  ex- 
cess of  3,767  to  each  representative — while  seven  other 
States,  vi^.  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  Indiana,  and  Rhode  Island,  with  112  repre- 
sentatives, have  fractions  of  only  41,425,  oe  an  excess  of 
only  369  to  each  representative,  being  less  than  one-tenth 
lit  the  excess  to  be  represented  by  each  of  the  58  dele- 
gates from  tfje  other  seven  States:  that  Vermont,  witli 
only  5  representatives,  would  have  a  larger  fraction  than 
the  seven  States  last  named,  with  112  representatives:  that 
Pennsvlvania,  wtth  28  representatives,  would  have  a  frac- 
tion or  12,472;  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Rhode  Island, 
with  28  representatives,  would  have  fractions  to  the 
•mount  of  8,739;  but  Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  Klas- 
•achusetts,  and  New  Jersey,  with  the  same  number  of  re- 
presentatives, (28,)  would  have  factions  to  the  amount 
trf  144,712: -that  the  State  of  New  York,  with  a  popula- 
tion of  1,918,623,  would  have  40  representatives;  while 
the  New  England  States,  with  a  population  of  1,954,684, 
would  have  but  38  representatives,  with  a  popuUtion 
33,061  less.  New  York  would  have  a  representation  of 
two  members  more,  than  the  six  New  England  States. 
The  SUte  of  New  York  would  have  one-sixth  part  of  the 
whole  representation  of  the  Union,  with  69,544  less  than 
one-sixth  of  its  population.  The  18  members  from  Ver- 
mont, New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  and  Missouri,  Mr.  9> 
said,  would  have  an  excess  of  141,724,  or,  7,873  to  each 
member;  while  the  90  members  from  New  York,  Pennsyl- 
rania,  Georgia,  and  Kentucky,  would  have  an  excess  of 
only  25,338,  or  281  to  each  member;  the  average  number 
of  constituents  to  the  first  18  members  being  55,573,  and 
to  the  other  90  members  only  47,981. 

Mr.  S.  said  he  knew  it  to  be  tedious  to\ear,  even  more 
so  than  to  prepare,  these  arithmetical  calculations;  but  he 
had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  present  them  to  the  Senate, 
ftir  the  purpose  of  showing,  better  than  he  could  do  it  in 
any  other  way,  some  of  tlie  injurious,  and,  a«  he  could 
not  but  think,  uiyust  effects  or  the  existing  provisions  of 
the  bill;  and,  with  one' or  two  further  expositions  of  the 
tame  kind,  he  should  take  leave  of  them,  and,  probably, 
of  further  partidpation  in  this  discusrion. 

It  will  be  seen,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  a  division  of  the  ftac- 
tions'of  the  seven  States  of  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louisi- 
ana, amongst  their  24  members,  will  give  to  each  of  those 
members  a  fraction  very  nearly  as  large  as  that  of  the 
whole  New  York  delegation  at  40  members;  the  24  mem- 
bers from  those  seven  States  have  fractions  to  the  amount 
of  213,318,  proportionable  to  which  tlie  fraction  to  the 
40  members  from  New  York  should  be  355,363,  whereas 
It  was  only  10,633.  Thus,  while  the  average  number  of 
constituents  represefited  by  each  of  the  40  members  from 
Kew  York  wtU  be  47,963,  the  average  number  represented 
by  each  of  the  34  members  ftt>m  the  other  seven  States 
will  be  50,584;  and  the  number  represented  by  tlie  mem' 
ber  from  Delaware  will  be  75,433. 

The  whole  representative  population  of  the  Union,  said 
Mf.  8.,  it  11,928,731}  one-hdf  of  which  is  5,964,365. 


The  five  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  VirgisU, 
Ohio,  and  Kentucky,  with  a  population  of  5,947,844,  be- 
ing 16,521  less  than  one-half  of  the  whole  populatiog, 
•re  entitled,  by  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  to  121  of  tlie 
240  members  of  which  the  House  of  Representatives  ii 
to  be  composed;  while  the  other  niaeteen  States,  »idi 
16,521  over  a  moiety  of  the  whole  pupulation,  are  enti- 
tled to  but  119  of  the  240  members — giving  to  a  minority 
of  the  populxtion  a  majority  of  the  representation,  and  to 
a  majority  of  the  population  only  a  minority  of  that  re- 
presentation. 

The  six  States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Oh'o,  Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky,  and  North  Carolina,  with  a  population 
of  6,089,351,  being  124,986  over  one-half  tlie  whole  po- 
pulation, are  entitled  by  the  bill  to  126  members,  leafing 
a  population,  in  the  other  States,  of  but  124,986  lessthan 
one-half  the  whole  population,  and  entitled  to  118,  vith 
only  114  members. 

Can  this,  said  Mr.  3.,  be  called  a  representation  "ap- 
portioned amongst  the  several  States  according  to  tlieir 
respective  numbers?"  He  thought  it  could  not,  and  hoped 
the  bill  would  be  so  amended  as  to  approximate  scunevbat 
nearer  to  such  a  representation  than  it  then  did,  before  it 
received  the  sanction  of  that  body.  Touching  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  bill,  or  of  any  amendment  whicli  bad 
been,  or  which  might  be,  offered  to  it,  Mr.  S.  said  be 
had  but  a  single  remark  to  make,  which  was  this— tbat 
he  had  previously  believed,  and  had  become  more  and 
more  confirmed  in  the  belief,  that  by  regarding  fractionj 
we  should  approach  much  nearer  to  sucn  a  representa- 
tion as  is  prescribed  by  the  constitution,  than  by  dian- 
garding  them. 

L«t  us  suppose,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  this  bill  had  comets 
us,  from  the  other  House,  without  any  mention  of  tb« 
ratio  which  had  been  adopted  there,  (and  it  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  ra*Jo  should  be  stated  in  the  bill,)  but  with 
merely  the  provimons  that  the  House  of  Representatira 
a^ould  be  composed  of  240  members,  of  which  number 
the  State  of  Maine  should  have  eight,  &c.  &c.  &c  In 
such  case,  what  mode  of  calculation  would  most  naturally 
occur,  to  ascertain  if  those  240  members  had  been  cor- 
rectly apportioned  to  the  several  States?  "Would  it  not 
be  this — as  the  whole  population  of  the  Union  is  to  24ft 
what  is  the  proportion  of  these  340  members  to  the  p> 
puUtion  of  each  State?  The  result  of  such  a  mode  of 
apportionment  was  upon  all  our  tables,  and  so  far  differed 
from  the  proviaons  of  the  bill,  that,  by  disposing  of  the 
extra  12  members  (beyond  the  228  which  would  be  dis- 
posed of  by  the  first  process)  to  the  twelve  States  having  the 
largest  fractions,  and  exceeding  the  moiety  of  a  constittt- 
ency,  each  of  the  three  Stales  of  Vermont,  Delaware,  and 
Missouri,  would  get  one  more  member,  and  each  of  the 
States  of  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Kentucky,  »ould 
have  one  member  less  than  by  the  provimons  of  the  bill. 

As  between  this  ir.ode  of  apportioning  the  240  member* 
amongst  the  States,  and  that  which  has  been  adopted  in 
the  bill,  Mr.  S.  Said  that,  with  his  present  impressioni  on 
the  subject,  he  could  not  but  consider  the  former  as  the 
most  correct  of  the  two.  He  hoped  the  bill  would  not,  m 
its  present  form,  be  sustained  by  the  Semite. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Tennessee,  said  tlie  proposition  no» 
before  the  Senate  was,  whether  that  part  of  the  substitute 
of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  which  proposes  the 
direct  representation  of  fhictions,  shall  be  stricken  out. 
Unless  something  more  should  suggest  itself  to  his  niind 
on  the  subject,  he  should  determine  that  the  representa- 
tion of  fractions,  as  such,  was  unconstitutional-  The  na- 
tural course  by  which  the  representatives  were  to  be  ap- 
poi-tioned,  was  to  assure  a  convenient  number  for  w 
House,  and  then  to  adopt  •  common  divisor,  by  which  the 
number  of  repre--ntatives  from  each  State  should  be  as- 
certained. Tlie  divisor  would  be  ascertained,  sHef  f*" 
periment,  and  chosen  in  reference  to  its  equal  operatioa 
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00  the  KTcnl  State*.  The  object  to  be  attuned  ■•  to  be 
made  a  just  apnortioninent.  If  a  just  apportionment  be 
ttuioed,  it  is  of  no  coosequetKe  what  is  the  process  taken; 
butwb^rer  rule  yoa  ulopt,  must  be  one  which  applies  to 
the  respective  numbers  of  each  State.'  To  the  rule  pro- 
posed by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  he  objected 
that  it  was  not  an  equal  rule,  applicable  to  each  State,  and 
operating  io  like  manner  upon  each  State.  The  rule  gives 
10  lAlitional  member  to  each  of  the  twelve  major  fi-ac- 
tions,  and  withhoIdB  it  from  the  twelve  minor  mictions. 
What  one  State  gains  the  gentleman  says  truly  another 
State  loses,  and,  therefore,  the  States  h'uviiig  the  mujor 
fractions  have  the  full  benefit  of  the  aggregate  minor 
fiiclioDs.  It  was  the  same  old  plan,  presented  in  a  new 
Aape,  which,  forty  years  ago,  was  repudiated  as  unconsti- 
tutional. Each  State  must  be  received  as  a  distinct  body, 
to  be  distinctly  and  sepai'ately  represented.  The  doctrine 
that  a  part  of  the  political  power  or  representative  nuvn- 
ber  of  one  State  could  be  transferred  to  another,  was  the 
doctrine  of  consolidation.  This  was  the  fifth  time  that 
the  nl^ect  has  been  before  the  Senate  i  and  how  is  it  that 
this  plan  of  representing  fractions,  of  operating  upon  the 
States  as  a  consolidated  body,  was  never  before  proposed? 
At  the  last  apportionment,  the  State  of  South  Caroliiui 
would  have  been  entitled  to  one  more  representative,  by 
lowering  the  ratio  adopted  only  one  or  two  hundred;  but 
her  Senators  did  not  suggest  the  idea  that  this  fraction 
ought  to  be  represented.  The  apportionment,  according 
to  the  whole  spirit  of  the  constitution  and  form  of  the  con- 
iederation,  must,  according  to  the  respective  numbers  of 
the  States,  be  considered  as  distinct,  separate  communi- 
ties. Perfect  equality  was  not  expected;  it  was  known  to 
be  unattainable,  in  the  apportionment  oif  men — for  they 
ire  not,  like  money,  divisible.  It  is  true  that  the  large 
States  have  an  advantage  in  the  apportionment,  because 
their  fracti'on,  whatever  it  is,  must  bear  a  less  proportion 
totbdr  whole  number  of  repreaentative*  than  the  frac- 
tions of  the  smaller  States  to  their  number  of  representa- 
tives. But  this  was  an  advantage  of  which  you  cannot 
deprive  the  large  States,  constitutionally.  You  give,  how- 
erer,  to  four  of  the  large  States,  which,  you  say,  have 
already  more  than  their  proportion,  an  additional  member 
to  eadi.  Tennessee  has  a  fraction  of  19,902,  but  is  not 
toharean  additional  member;  but  Maine,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  ori^nal  bill,  had  a  fraction  of  but  17,000,  is  to 
liare  an  additional  memlier.  Thirty-one  tliousand  persons 
ue  to  be  transferred  from  Tennessee  to  Maine,  to  be 
there  represented  as  citizens  of  a  State  they  were  never 
m,  and  by  a  person  whom  they  never  saw.  This  was  the 
practical  effect  of  this  scheme,  which  was  forced  and  urged 
upon  us  as  one  of  equal  operation.  Pennsylvania,  by  this 
Kheme,  was  to  b.ive  a  representative  for  a  number  short 
of  the  ratio  by  three  or  four  thousand,'  and  Tennessee 
»aa  to  have  but  one  representative  for  a  number  esceed- 
mg  the  ratio  by  nineteen  thousand  and  over.  Twelve 
Sutes  were  to  be  over-represented,  and  twelve  were  to 
be  under-represented — and  the  over-represented  States 
*erc  those  among  the  largest  States,  and  tliose  under-re- 
preieated  were  botli  smiUl  and  new  State*,  and  yet  the 
pan  was  recommended  as  promotive  of  equality.  The 
bill  vas  better  as  it  stands.  It  produced  less  injustice  than 
fte  plan  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Maissachusetts. 
He  would  risk  nolliing  in  saying  that,  if  the  census  of  six 
oew  States,  Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Indiana,  and 
iUinois,  would  be  taken  over  again  at  this  moment,  it 
»ould  be  found  that  they  had  an  increased  population  add- 
ed to  them  since  the  census  was  taken,  which,  in  addition 
to  the  fractions,  would  entitle  each  of  them  to  another  re- 
presentative; and  yet  this  scheme  was  recommended  to  us 
by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  as  being  especially  fa- 
Torahle  to  new  States.  The  fractions,  if  h«  could  fix  them, 
uould  Edl  upon  the  old  States,  whose  pt^Milatkia  was  sta- 
oonaty,  aad  not  upon  ttM  new  Stikt«%  wbw  ptipuktion 


was  increasing  with  unparalleled  rapidity.  He  did  not 
consider  that  the  substitute  was  as  favorable  to  the  new 
and  growing  States  which  he  had  named,  as  the  original 
bill.  In  regard  to  Tennessee,  if  the  substitute  prevailed, 
this  would  H[>e  the  fourth  time  that  that  rapidly  growinK 
State  will  have  been  put  off  with  a  large  unrepresented 
fraction.  If  the  bill,  as  it  stands,  is  unequal,  it  can  only  be 
changed  by  altering  the  ratio,  or  the  number  of  the  mem' 
bers  of  the  House;  and  he  believed  it  u  as  tlie  part  of  the 
House,  exclusively,  to  fix  upon  such  a  number  as  to  them 
may  seem  most  fit  and  convenient,  unless,  indeed,  it  should 
be  manifest  to  us,  tliat,  by  an  alteration,  some  great  bene- 
fit was  to  be  obtained.  As  to  the  ratio  proposed  in  the 
bill,  he  believed  it  was  productive  of  as  much  equality  and 
justice,  in  relation  to  the  several  States,  as  could  be  ob- 
tained by  any  other  ratio.  Even  if  the  constitutional  ob- 
jection to  the  substitute,  which  with  him  was  insuperable, 
was  out  of  the  question,  he  would  prefer  the  bill  as  it  came 
from  the  House,  to  the  substitute  proposed  by  tlic  Senator 
from  Massacliuaetts.  . 

Mr.  SPRAOUE  spoke  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee,  and  in  opposition  to  the  motion  to  amend  the 
substitute.  He  contended  tliat  fractions  had,  by  every 
bill,  been  substantially  represented,  though  not  so  by 
provisions  expressed  on  the  face  of  the  bill;  that  such 
representation  was  in  accordance  with  tlie  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  which  required  a  just  and  equal  appor- 
tionment of  representatives;  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
substitute  attained  a  greater  degree  of  equality  thnn  those 
of  the  ori^nal  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  also  advocated  the  amendment  at  some 
length;  and  then 

The  Senate  adjourAed  to  Monday. 

MoiTDAT,  Mabch  13. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  this  b'll,  with 
the  amendment  thereto  offered  by  Mr.  Websteh,  and  the 
amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Foasmi. 

Hr.  DICKERSON  said:  Coming,  as  he  did,  from  a  State 
which  has  severely  felt  the  unequal  and  unjust  operation 
of  the  laws  heretofore  adopted,  and  again  to  be  adopted, 
if  the  present  bill  should  pass,  for  apportioning  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  United  States  among  the  several 
States,  it  was  his  duty  to  his  constituents  to  join  Senator! 
from  States  similarly  situated,  in  an  effort  to  arrest,  as  &r 
as  practicable^  this  system  of  oppresson. 

Great  injustice  has  been  done  to  the  small  States,  said 
Mr.  D.,  in  withholding  trwa  them  their  proper  share  of 
power,  weight,  and  influence,  in  the  councils  of  the  na- 
tion}; more  eapeeially  as  it  respects  their  numerical  force 
in  the  House  of  Representatives,  while  they  have  been 
compelled  to  bear  their  undiminisbed  share  of  public 
buroens.  'The  condition  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
contrasted  with  that  of  her  potent  naghbors.  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania,  will  put  this  subject  in  a  strong  point 
of  view.  In  the  apportionment  of  1810,  when  the  ratio 
was  fixed  at  35,000,  New  Jersey  had  an  unrepresented 
fraction  of  31,222,  while  New  York  had  a  fraction  of 
8,043,  and  Pennsylvania  a  fraction  of  4,773,  added  to- 
gether amounting  to  12,816.  The  fraction  of  New  Jersey 
bdng  nearly  three  times  as  great  i^i  that  of  New  York  and 
Pennsylvania  together;  while  New  York  had  a  represen- 
tation of  27,  Pennsylvania  of  33,  and  New  Jersey  6.  In 
the  apportionment  of  1820,  when  the  ratio  was  filed  at 
40,000,  New  Jersey  had  a  fraction  of  34,551,  while  New 
York  had  a  fraction  of  8,775,  and  Penn^lvania  of  9,449| 
and  in  the  apportionittent  of  1830,  acconling  to  the  pre- 
sent bill,  with  anttioof  47.700,  New  Jersey  has  a  fraction 
of  .33,632,  while  New  York  has  a  fraction  of  9,953,  and 
Pennsylvania  of  13,052.  In  this  way  several  States  have 
suffered  neatly  m  modi  *•  New  Jersey,  and  (^e  State  of 
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Apportionment  Bill. 


[Mabch  13, 1833. 


Delaware  much  more.  And  shall  the  Senators  of  these 
States  not  complain'  Shall  they  not  inquire  whether  the 
constituUon,  wiiicli  was  adopted  for  the  common  benc€t 
pf  all,  can,  when  fairly  constmed,  authorize  such  grosa  in- 
justice? And  being  convinced  that  a  fair  construction  of 
the  constitution  would  secure  to  them  a  more  equal  re- 
presentation, shall  they  not  avail  themselves  of  their 
strength,  in  this  body,  to  assert  and  obtain  their  just  rights? 

By  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  representation 
and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
States  according  to  their  respective  numbers.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  comply  strictly  with  the  terms  of  the  constitution; 
but  it  is  the  duty  of  Congress  to  approach,  as  nearly  as 
possible,  to  a  just  apportionment  of  representatives  as 
well  as  of  taxes. 

The  plain  meaning  of  the  constitution  i%  that,  of  what- 
ever number  the  popular  branch  of  Congfress  shall  con- 
sist, it  shall  be  so  divided,  adjusted,  and  apportioned  among 
the  several  States,  that  the  representative  strength  of  each 
State  in  that  body  shall  be,  as  its  actoal  comparative 
strength,  measured  in  federal  numbers  In  the  Union,  tliat 
tlie  whole  representative  population  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  to  the  whole  number  of  representatives,  as  the 
\reprcsentative  population  of  any  State  shall  be  to  its  share 
of  such  representatives.  And  this  division,  adjustment,  or 
apportionment,  cannot  be  made  in  accordance  with  the 
constitution,  until  we  liave  arrived  at  the  nearest  practical 
approximation  to  this  principle.  And  has  this  been  attain- 
ed in  the  bill  before  us?  It  has  not|  on  the  contrary,  thia 
bill  is  a  reiteration  and  continuation  of  old  abuses,  which 
have  become  more  oppressive  as  our  population  has  in- 
creased; and  when  the  Senators  ftom  the  States,  feeling 
the  oppressive  operation  of  this  bill,  endeavor  to  amend 
it,  they  are  met  with  the  most  determined  opposition  from 
the  Senators  of  States  having  m(H«  than  their  share  of 
this  joint  stock  of  power;  and  the  great  States  seem  to 
make  it  a  common  cause,  to  deprive  the  small  States  of 
their  proper  rights  and  influence  in  the  House  of  ReprC' 
sentatives. 

The  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Mabct,]  after  urging 
all  the  arguments  which  the  case  admits  of,  for  the  bill  ano 
against  the  proposed  amendment,  calls  loudly  upon  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tacswsii.,]  and  begs  that  the 
voice  of  Virginia  may  be  heard  upon  this  question;  where- 
npon  the  Senator  from  Virginia  comes  forward  with  a  for. 
midable  array  of  unaccommodating  ratios,  and  similitudes 
of  ratios,  and  various  scientific,  technical,  and  mathema. 
tical  terms  and  phrases,  calculated  to  exclude  every  prin- 
oiple,  not  based  upon  the  exact  sciences,  from  the  rules 
to  be  adopted  in  making  the  apportionment  of  the  repre- 
sentatives among  the  several  States.  And  he  managed 
his  weapons  with  such  admirable  Aitl  and  address,  that  he 
seemed  to  perplex  the  whole  Senate — at  least,  I  am  quite 
willing  to  acknowledge  that  be  perplexed  me;  and  all 
tlicse  strict  and  accurate  principles-  are  made  to  depend 
upon  the  word  apportion.  • 

Now  it  so  happens  that  the  word  apportion  is  decidedly 
ungeometrical;  it  is  neither  technical  nor  scientific,  it  does 
not  imply  mathematical  accuracy,  nor  is  it  found  in  any 
ttwtliematical  book.  Perhaps  terms  of  mathematical  ac- 
curacy were  studiously  avoided  in  this  part  of  tlie 
constitution,  from  a  fear  that  they  might  be  used  to 
prevent  a  just,  fair,  an<l  equitable  apportionment  of  re- 
presentatives among  the  States;  for  fear  of  giving  just 
cause  for  the  difficulties  whidi  gentlemen  now  urge  against 
the  aittendment  to  this  bill. 

The  Senator  from  Virgiiua  doe*  not  seem  wiUingto  rest 
upon  his  mathematical  principles  alone.  He  calls  to  his 
aid  the  decision  of  Washington  in  1793,  and  the  practice 
under  it  for  forty  years.  The  argwneati  of  the  Senators 
from  Masiinchusetts  and  Delaware  [Sftr.  Webstks  and  Mr. 
CxjiTToa]  have  entirely  convinced  me  that  the  objections 
to  tb«  apportionment  bill  of  17Si3  d«  aat.  apply  to  the 


amendment  now  under  conslderationj  and  if  they  4d,  I 
diould  not  consider  them  as  finally  conclusive.  The  small 
States  have  always  resisted,  as  far  as  they  constitutionally 
could  do  so,  the  passing  of  the  different  apportionment 
bills  which  have  operated  so  injuriously  to  their  interest. 
Any  right  to  a  more  fair  and  equitable  rule  of  apportion- 
ment, which  they  possessed  before  the  first  apportion- 
ment, they  possess  now.  Their  acquiescence  in  laws  to 
which  they  were  obliged  to  submit,  cannot  be  considered 
as  a  relinquishment  of  any  right. 

I  am  surprised  that  the  Senator  from  Virginia  should 
place  so  much  reliance  upon  decisions  of  constitutional 
points,  as  to  give  them  tJie  force  of  precedents,  even 
when  they  are  of  forty  years'  standing.  If  I  am  notmnch 
mistaken,  I  have  hean)  an  opinion  from  that  Senator,  thit 
no  decision  against  the  principles  of  the  constitution  could 
acquire  the  force  of  law  by  any  lapse  of  time.  If  the 
principle 'of  the  law  of  1792  was  in  accordance  with  the 
constitution  then,  it  is  so  now:  and  if  the  present  bill  is 
upon  the  same  principle,  it  cannot  want  the  aid  of  prece- 
dent, but  may  safely  rest  upon  constitutional  grounds  alone. 
The  precedent  can  only  be  of  service,  upon  the  supposi- 
tion that  the  principle  of  the  bill  wants  constitutional  sup- 
port. And,  m  sucn  case,  it  would  be  desirable  to  know 
how  long  a  precedent  like  that  of  the  year  1792  must  re- 
main undisturbed,  before  it  becomes  an  amendment  to  the 
constitution.  The  precedent,  as  carried  out  in  the  diffw- 
ent  apportionment  laws,  is  decidedly  that  the  large  IractioM 
shall  be  thrown  upon  the  small  States;  from  which  there 
is  no  departure  in  the  bill  before  us.  And  shall  an  un- 
willing acquiescence  in  this  abuse,  for  forty  year^  gire 
sanction  to  an  exercise  of  power  against  every  prindple 
of  justice,  and  against  the  plwn  and  undoubted  meaning 
of  those  who  formed  this  compact  of  our  Union? 

By  the  bill  sent  to  us,  the  whole  number  of  representa- 
tives is  fixed  at  240.  It  is  altogether  immaterial  by  wh»t 
process  the  House  of  Representatives  came  to  the  con- 
cIuMOn  that  this  should  be  the  number:  it  is  arbitrary,  >nd 
altogether  independent  of  any  constitutional  proviaon; 
bnt  when  adopted,  it  forms  an  indispensable  datum  inwe 
calculation  by  winch  .the  apportionment  is  to  be  made 
among  the  States.  The  whole  representative  population 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  whole  representative  popu- 
lation of  the  individual  States,  are  also  given,  upon  whirti 
the  constitution  directs  the  mode  of  apportionment,  which 
must  be  among  the  several  States,  according  to  their  re- 
spective numbers.  ^ 

As  the  whole  federal  number  of  people  in  the  Unitrt 
States  is  to  the  whole  number  of  representatives,  so  must 
betije  whole  federal  number  of  the  people  of  any  Slate  to 
its  share  of  «uch  representatives.  The  truth  of  this  prin- 
ciple has  not  been  contested,  and  cannot  be;  yet,  when 
applied  to  New  York,  gives  her  but  38  representitirtS 
otit  of  the  240,  whereas  the  bill  before  us  gives  berw. 
As  11,928,935  is  to  240,  sola  1,918,553  to  38  andafiac- 
tion.  In  this  proposition,  the  first  and  second  terms  »« 
constant,  being  the  whole  population  and  the  whole  nuni- 
her  of  representatives;  the  third  term,  the  popnlatio'"" 
any  Stale,  must  be  multiplied  by  the  second  term,  an"** 
vided  by  the  first,  which  wiH  pve  the  fourth  propoit'on, 
or  number  of  representatives  to  which  such  State  is  enlrtlrf' 

By  dividbtg  the  fii-st  and  second  terms  by  any  number 
whatever,  we  obtain  equivalent  terms  which  may  be  aio* 
stVtuted  for  those  respectively.  If  we  divide  both  terms 
by  tiie  number  240,  we  obtain  49,707  for  the  first,  and  1 
for  the  second.  The  proportion  will  then  be  as  49,7":' 
:  :  1,918,553  t38,  with  a  fraction  of  29,687.  As  the  se- 
cond term  is  unity,  tiie  multiplication  is  dispensed  witu, 
and  the  first  term  becomes  a  common  divisor,  for  each  Sn'^ 
when  the  whtile  number  of  representatives  is  240. 

In  fact,  however,  the  common  divisor  of  47,700  has  M«n 
adopted  far  a  represetitatian  of  240,  when  that  numoef. 
or  rath«r«7,!'l«,tt  *e  ptoper«vis«  for  a  represeot»t« 
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UiX.  Foru  11,998,935  :3S0  :  :  1,918,553  :40.  Divide 
the  two  first  terms  by  250,  »i>d  We  h»ve  47,715  : 1  : : 
1,918,553: 40<  so  that  fOTty  reprcaenHttives  are  all  that  New 
York  can  claim  from  a  House  of  250.  And  in  this  eonsiiits 
tlie  error  in  the  bill  before  os.  ScTcral  of  the  States  are 
allowed  their  iUll  share  of  a  House  of  350,  which  is  to  con- 
Mt  of  no  more  than  340.  It  is  true  that  if  vou  apply  this 
coBmon  dirisor  to  all  the  States,  tritiiout  allowing  repre* 
icntxUTCs  iat  any  of  the  fiaetions,  it  will  leave  you  with  a 
Hoiw  of  bat  340  repreaentativea,  as  the  aggfregate  of  all  the 
fiutioiu  will  amount  to  a  sufficient  number  to  give  ten 
Rpresentatives.  Yet  it  is  equally  true  that  no  State  can 
hiTe,  under  any  just  construction  of  the  constitution,  more 
thin  her  proper  share  of  the  actual  House  of  Representa- 
trves.  To  give  to  the  Slates  having  their  full  share  of  a 
Hook  of  Representatives  of  330,  a  just  didm  to  such  re- 
prtsentatian,  the  House  most  aotnally  consist  of  that  num- 
ber; ind  this  cannot  be  done,  but  by  giving  the  ten  frac- 
tioral  representatives  to  the  States  having  fractions;  and 
justice  requires  that  they  should  be  given  to  the  States 
haring  the  largest  fractions,  as  this  wili  be  the  nearest 
poaible  approximation  to  a  jnst  appojrtionment.  It  is 
d«r  that  all  the  States  baviog  rcpresentMives  over  their 
just  proportion  of  a  House  of  340,  h»ve  them  in  conse- 
quence  of  the  fractions;  their  extra  representatives,  there- 
fore, are  the  representatives  of  fraetions.  The  Hotise  is 
to  conast  of  340  actual  aixl  10  constractiTe  members,  the 
te  being  representatives  of  the  fractions;  but  tliey  are 
iH  to  stand  op  together,  as  good  enoogh  representatives, 
tin  the  apportionment  is  made,  and  certain  States  have  re- 
ceired  tlieir  fiill  abare  of  the  whole  nwnber;  ami  then 
these  ten  are  to  be  <fismisKd  the  service.  These  construc- 
tirc  members — these  men  of  straw,  are  to  be  counted,  to 
mil  the  dividends  of  certain  States,  and  then  to  vanish, 
ubcing  of  no  further  use;  but  when  they  vanish,  tl>ey 
canyon  with  them  every  pretence,  on  the  part  of  these 
States,  for  having  a  single  representative  over  and  above 
tiieir  strict  proportion  of  340.  liie  aggregate  of  fractions 
HDOuntato  477,335,  which,  divided  by  47,715,  gives  ten 
representatives.  If  these  fractions  are  to  be  of  no  avail, 
to  give  Vermont,  with  a  fl«ction  of  43,000,  another  re- 
pttseatative,  then  let  them  have  no  avail  in  giving  to  New 
York  two  more  representatives  than  she  is  entitled  to,  and 
to  KTcral  other  States  one  eadi  more  than  ther  are  en- 
titled to.    Deduct  these  fractions  from  the  whole  popula- 


that  number,  to  have  one  representative  for  such  fraction. 
This  rule  is  uniform;  applies  with  equal  justice  to  all  the 
States,  large  and  small;  is  not  restricted  by  any  fair  con- 
struction or  the  word  apportionment;  is  in  accordance 
with  every  princij;^  of  justice,  and  with  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution. 

The  small  States  hava  oompkiined,  from  the  year  1793 
to  tfiia  day,  of  the  unjust  operation  of  the  apportionment 
bills;  and  they  will  probably  continue  to  complain,  for  I 
have  but  Httle  hope  that  justice  will  now  be  done  them. 

Mr.-  HAYNE  said,  if  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  should  &il,  he  should  move  a  recommitment  of 
the  bill.  His  mind,  he  acknowledged,  had  fluctuated 
much  in  regard  to  the  question  during  its  discuss' on;  but 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  great  injustice  might 
be  done  by  the  node  of  apportionment  adopted  by  the 
House.  By  the  process  adopted,  assuming  the  number  of 
the  House  at  340,  twelve  members  are  taken  from  the  frac- 
tions, and  thrown  upon  tlie  large  States.  The  fractions 
were  thus  represented,  but  not  in  such  a  way  as  preserved 
the  rehitive  power  of  the  several  States  according  to  their 
respective  numbers.  He  should  move,  if  the  Senate 
should  determine  that  fractions  may  be  represented,  to 
recommit  the  bill,  with  general  instructions  to  the  com- 
mittee to  apportion  340  members  among  the  several 
States,  as  equally  as  may  be,  according  to  their  represen- 
tative population. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  should  not  oppose  the  recom- 
mitment, and  be  agreed  tliat  much  of  the  amendment 
mig;ht  be  omitted,  and  the  committee  be  merely  instructed 
to  distribute  the  members  of  the  House,  assuming  their 
number  at  340,  among  the  several  States  according  to 
their  respective  numbers. 

Mr.  FREUNGHUYSEN  sud  he  bad  listened  vritii  the 
most  anxious  interest  and  attention  to  tlie  discussion  on 
the  important  and  exciting  question  involved  in  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts. Every  personal  and  political  consideration 
unite  to  persuade  him  in  favor  of  it.  But  sir,  said  Mr. 
P.,  after  the  best  reflection  in  my  power  has  been  devoted 
to  tikis  sobject,  I  feel  constrained  to  differ  ftom  thow 
with  whom  I  generally  agree,  and  to  vote  for  the  propor- 
tion that  will  reject  the  amendment. 

I  cannot  but  regard  titis  amendment  as  presenting  the 
same  difficulties  which  arrested  the  ratio  bill  of  1792.     1 1  is 


'XK,  throw   them  out  of  the  calcvkttion,  and  let  these  an  endeavor  to  accomplish  a  more  equitable  representation. 


States  take  their  share  of  the  repreoentstives  of  the  whole ' 
popuhdion  so  reduced.  The  aggregate  firaction  taken 
tnnnthe  whole  population  would  leave  but  11,451,600, 
vliich,  divided  by  47,715,  will  give  no  more  than  240  for 
the  House  of  Representatives,  instead  of  250;  and  this 
iramber  will  give  New  York  but  38  for  her  share.  It  is 
llinefore  demonstrably  true  that,  under  tlie  present  bill,  2 
of  the  representatives  of  New  Tork  rest  upon  fractions; 
uidif  the  Senator  from  Virginia  insists  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  his  strict  mathematical  principles  to  this  case,  he 
><  met  with  an  insuperable  difficulty  in  giving  to  any  State 
•■ore  than  her  proportion  of  340  representatives.  The 
rale  of  apportionment  adopted  in  the  bill  is  neither  con- 
■Meot  with  the  principles  of  mathematics,  the  principles 
of  juitice,  nor  the  principles  of  the  constitution.  A  strict 
■o^wmatical  rule  wiU  operate  much  more  decidedly 
>P>nt  the  bill  than  against  the  amendment. 

The  amendment  under  consideration  is  fbonded  apon 
"tnxx  principles.  The  assumed  number  Of  256,  of 
•l»ch  it  is  proposed  the  House  of  Representatives  shall 
«»»<,  will  require  as  a  common  (fivisor  the  number  of 
■tSjige,*  and  each  State  having  a  fraction  over  the  half  of 

.  *  Tke  nfealaiian  upon  Ike  miio«r  4T,Tft  ia  siada  Ofaa  Ktona  giv- 
tL  ■^'I"''*'""  at  ll,gi«,935;  that  ol  Luuiaiaiia  at  171,»M. 

T«  Mmcinl  reiunu  gin,  ibr  »kol«  auMlaliMI  ac  ll,9]9,73l.  and 
2\t*l!<^»»  or  Loniauna  at  17l,e»4.  'riiewlcslxiaa  Iwa  UoMa 
wuOkgudc  upun  Ike eamcicd  RMnM. 


by  bringing  the  frictions  of  the  several  States  into  ac- 
count; Md  it  will  readily  be  perceived  that  the  process 
adopted  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware  to  illus- 
trate his  (riijections  to  the  bill,  is  substantially  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  calculations  which  led  the  wav  to  the  rejected 
bill  of  1793.  My  friend  takes  for  his  first  number  the 
aggregate  population  of  the  United  States,  amounting  to 
11,928,731;  and  then  states  that  as  this  number  is  to  the 
proposed  number  of  the  House  of  RepresentHtives,  (240,) 
so  is  the  population  of  any  State  to  its  share  of  the  repre- 
sentation. Now,  Mr,  the  first  g^cat  mistake  in  this  rule 
is  committed  in  the  very  first  numbsr;  that  is,  the  popula- 
tion of  the  whole  Union,  comlnning,  of  course,  all  the 
fractions  of  the  several  parts,  is  constituted  tlie  control- 
ling wunber  to  bring  about  the  distribution  of  representa- 
tives among  the  sevml  States  according  to  their  respective 
numbers.  It  cannot  fail  to  strike  the  mind  that  tlie  con- 
stitutional apportionment  is  based  upon  the  federative 
principle.  It  regards  not  the  whole  tweii«;f-four  States  as 
consolidated,  but  separated,  distinct,  individual.  It  is 
true,  sir,  the  bill  of '93  invaded  another  clause  of  the  con- 
stitution, besides  the  one  which  is  opposed  to  this  amend- 
ment. It  gar*  to  some  of  the  States  more  than  one 
member  far  orcry  30^000  of  the  inhabitants  of  such 
States. 

But  I  hope  to  show  that  this  other  clause  flowed  out  of 
the  one  vlttoh  ia  now  coMidorccI,  Md  was  its  just  oorollary. 
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I  insist,  then,  in  the  first  place,  til.  President,  that  a  con- 
stmction  was  given  to  the  coostitution  by  President  Wash- 
ington, in  1793,  that  settles  and  concludes  the  present 
question;  and  it  has  received  the  constant  acquiescence 
of  this  whole  Union,  at  four  eventful  periods  since.  He 
distinctly  resisted  a  process  that  subjected  the  whole  fede- 
ral number  of  the  United  States  to  a  common  divisor;  and  as 
distinctly  required  the  application  of  such  divisor  to  the 
population  of  each  State. 

He  felt  most  sensibly  tliat  tlie  rule  of  the  constUiitioii 
dealt  with  tlie  States  individually,  and  that  tbe  call  for  this 
tliare  ^f  power  could  not  be  made  as  from  small  States 
combined,  or  large  States  combined;  that  it  could  be 
claimed  only  by  each  State  on  the  fnx>und  of  its  federal 
numbers,  and  as  often  as  these  could  meet  some  common 
ratio  or  division,  of  universal  application  to  all  the  mem- 
bers of  the  confederacy.  Such  was  the  state  of  the  ques- 
tion under  the  constitution.  Apportionment  was  to  be  made 
among  twenty-four  different  subjects,  each  differing  from 
all  the  utiiers  in  numbers,  and  an  apportionment  too  of 
representatives — benefits  that  were  integral  in  their  nature, 
and  not  susceptible  of  division  or  liable  to  fractions.  Now, 
what  could  be  done,  sir,  but  first  to  settle  how  many  per- 
sons should  constitute  one  representative;  and,  when  that 
was  ascertained,  to  go  with  this  number  or  i;atio  around 
to  these  twenty-four  States,  and  to.  yrant  to  each  a  mem- 
ber for  as  many  times  as  its  population  could  involve  the 
ratio?  That,  in  the  result  of  this  process,  fractions  would 
remain,  was,  no  doubt,  seen  by  the  fraroers  of  the  con- 
stitution— as  these  necessarily  are  incident  to  the  case; 
yoa  cannot  avoid  tliem — ^the  amendment  proposed  dors 
not  get  rid  of  them — ^the  ingenuity  of  man,  no  mat- 
ter how  acute  it  may  be,  can  devise  no  mode  with 
such  materials,  whereby  we  can  escape  the  consequences 
of  unrepresented  numbers.  And,  sir,  I  cannot  yield 
to  the  argument  as  satisfactory,  that  the  amendment 
approaches  nearer  to  this  equalization  than  to  leave 
fractions  unrepresented  altogether.  Fw,  in  the  first 
place,  altlioiigli  it  may  be  so,  under  the  arrangements  of 
the  honorable  Sciiator  from  Massachusetts,  yet  I  can  con- 
ceive of  various  propositions  that,  by  hia  principle  of  dis- 
tribution, would  aggravate  the  evil.  But,  in  the  second 
pbce,  my  embarrassment  arises  not  from  its  being  more 
or  less  equal  in  its  operation,  but  because  it  is  not  war- 
ranted by  tlie  constitution.  I  cannot  better  illustrate  the 
luture  of  the  rule  that  was  adopted  by  President  Wash- 
ington, as  he  deemed  to  be  in  conformity  with  the  con- 
stitution, tlian  by  applying  the  clause  in  question  to  the 
rrpreser.tatiun  in  tJie  Legislature  of  any  State.  Take, 
for  example,  the  State  of  New  Jersey;  suppose  a  law 
should  there  be  passed,  directing  that  representation  should 
be  apportioned  to  the  several  counties  according  to  tlieir 
respective  numbers.  It  sliould  next  be  determined  that 
10,000  inhabitants  should  have  a  representative;  we  go! 
witli  tliis  ratio  to  Essex  county,  and  find  48,000— giving' 
four  representatives,  and  a  fraction  of  8,000;  what  could' 
we  do  with  it  under  this  rule?  Could  we  give  Essex' 
another  member?  Surely  not;  if  so,  we  exceed  the  limits 
of  llie  rule.  Well,  sir,  we  go  next  to  her  neighbors,  the' 
county  of  Morris,  and  find  tliere  26,000  mhabitanta,  yield-i 
ing  two  members,  and  a  fraction  of  6,000.  Could  we  give 
Morris  anutlier  member?  or,  under  any  sound  construc- 
tion of  the  rule,  could  we  combine  these  fractions,  and 
assign  another  member  to  either  county,  on  account  of 
the  combination?  Why,  sir,  nothing  can  be  pUiner  to 
my  humble  apprehension,  tlian  that  such  a  disposition  of  I 
the  subject  would  be  utterly  indefensible.  But  here  it  is 
ur^cd  that  the  proposed  amendment  brings  the  represent 
taUon  as  near  to  just  proportions  as  nmj  be.  That 
although  it  does  apportion  members  to  States,  as  to  frac- 
tions for  a  less  number  of  federal  numbers  than  it  appor- 
tions the  otlier  members,  yet  k  is  mart  inecnioiMly  argued 
that  tlie  rule  doe*  not  m  &r  «xc««d  tk»  geonml  two  ■> 


"ur  principle  falls  sliwt  of  representing  all  the  people. 
But,  sir,  it  should  not  be  forgotten  ttnit  our  rule  pe^ 
forms  all  it*  functions— equally  distribute*  to  all  their  fal 
share  of  repreaentation,  and  only  ceases  to  operate,  vben, 
from  the  indivisible  nature  of  a  representative,  it  can  pi«. 
cecd  no  further.  But  the  spirit  of  the  amendment  tna- 
scend*  the  constitution,  as  it  distributes  political  power 
unequally,  and  not  according  to  numbers;  as  in  the  ok 
of  Maine,  that  would  receive  a  portion  of  representativa 
fur  19,938  more  federal  number*  than  live  within  her  ta> 
ritory ;  and  the  general  reautt  of  the  amendment  sbo«% 
tlwt,  to  accomplish  it*  object,  fractions,  amountiiig  t> 
137,101  persons,  are  repre*ented  above  the  true  popali- 
tion  of  the  Statesto  wbicn  ftmctional  members  are  assigisL 
The  truth  is,  that  in  this  matter  of  representation  tlie 
States  are  n«t,  and  cannot  be,  considered  in  any  cditcl- 
ive  sense.  The  rule  applies  to  them  as  poBtieal  iei» 
rei^tiea,  distinct  in  tbeir  existence,  and  each  entitled  1* 
chum  only  its  own  portion  of  power,  by  reason  of  its  on' 
federal  numbers. 

So  Prerident  Washington  treated  the  subject  when  it 
CAme  before  him,  under  the  imposing  authority  of  bok 
Houses  of  Congress.     The  National  Legisbtnre  of  lint; 
day  had  subjected  the  whole  population  of  the  Cratci| 
States  to  a  divirion  of  30,000 — the  proposed  namberftr' 
each  repreaentative;  and  the  process  gave  120  meiiibeiv> 
more  members,  of  course,  than  the  same  divisor,  whsi 
applied  to  the  separate  States,  would  produce;  andtli^.' 
disposed  of  the  saipln*  members,  by  diattibutiiigtbeM 
among  the  States  having  the  highest  fraction*,    "nie  bl 
was  warmly  debated  in  Congress,  and  eventually  sent  H^ 
the  Prendent  by  a  very  smul  majority.     It  presented  W\ 
his  mind  a  vety  interesting  case,  and  a  very  solemn  dutr,'. 
He  was  called  upon  to  give  a  practical  exporitiontotb* 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  on  a  branch  of  i 
well  calculated  to  excite  very  warmly  the  public  feeta 
He  examined  the  act  with  the  sagacious  acrutin;  of* 
statesman,  about  to  settle  a  great  question  in  the  ap|Mtti(» 
ment  of  political  power.     He  was  not  content,  on  findiif 
one  fatal  objection  to  this  bill,  to  rest  his  rejection  thcRi 
and  return  it  to  Congress;  he  made  his  exceptioni  ubniid 
as  the  case  presented  to  him.     He  detected  two  aihtu- 
tial  objections;  and  that  which  struck  him  as  proawot, 
and  which  he  placed  in  the  foreground  of  his  eoiBBaii» 
tion,  was,  as  I  apprehend,  the.  very  difl^ulty  intovUdi 
the  present  amendment  will  brmg  us.     Witbput  Ms 
remark,  I  will  now  read  the  reasons  urged  by  PrcaM 
Washington  for  returning  the  ratio  bill  without  hiscsoM'- 

"  Aran  5, 1^92- 

"  Gentlemen  of  tie  B6u*e  of  BmrtieniaUvei: 

'*  I  liave  maturely  considered  the  act  passed  by  tlie  l»  j 
Houses  entitled  <  An  act  for  an  apportionment  of  rcpit* 
seutatives  among  the  several  States  according  totheSnt 
enumeration,'  and  I  return  it  to  your  House,  wbereu  t 
originated,  with  the  following  objections:  FirA  T* 
constitution  has  p;-escribed  that  representatives  ibtU 
apportionedamongthe  several  States  according  to  their 
spective  numbersi  and  there  i*  no  one  proportion  ordir 
which,  applied  to  the  reflective  numbers  of  the  '" 
will  yield  the  number  and  allotment  of  represei 
proposed  by  the  bilL  Second.  The  constitutiaB  bM 
provided  that  the  number  of  representative*  shall  not 
ceed  one  for  every  30,000,  which  restrictionisk  by  *e< 
text,  and  by  fair  and  ebTiou*  conatruction,  to  be  sppl 
to  the  separate  and  respective  numbers  of  the  8tate%' 
this  bill  has  allotted  to  eight  of  the  SUtes  mote  tins 
for  every  30,000. 

"GEORGE  WASHINGTON- 

The  Senate  perceive,  then,  that  the  objecfiont  h<^ 
tjnct  in  tbeir  application,  but  that  both  insisted  oi>  'M 
same  principle;  that  the  States  ih  their  sepsrafe  W^ 
tion  were  to  be  regaraed;  and  it  U  further  wortor" 
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notice  that  the  second  objection,  Instead  of  beings  the 
principal,  or,  as  has  been  insisted,  the  only  sabstantial  diffi- 
culty with  the  President,  was,  in  truth,  only  a  just  infer- 
ence which  he  drew,M  he  ezpUcity  states,  from  the  first 
objection. 

In  presentin{^  the  first  objection,  the  President  seemed 
to  consider  it  quite  su6Bcient  barely  to  state  the  fact  of 
there  ensting  no  one  proportion  or  divisor  tlut  would 
ptoduee  the  result  of  the  bill  before  him.  He  enters  into 
so  argument,  but  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  produce 
coDTictian  vith  any  mind.  The  debates  that  were  had  on 
this  rejected  bill  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  con- 
firm the  views  which  I  had  the  honor  to  urge.  The  repre- 
sentation of  fractions  was  then  resisted  on  constitutional 
grounds. 

Mr.  Madison  opposed  it  in  terms  for  this  cause,  and  urg- 
ed the  foflowing  cogent  consideration:  "You  are  calling 
upon  us  to  invade  the  constitution,  by  adopting  a  process 
that  will  give  representatives  for  those  several  and  distinct 
fractions  of  the  different  States." 

AFhen  this  bill  was  returned,  the  Congress  passed  a 
nev  bill  with  a  ratio  of  33,000,  and  applied  that  to  the  po- 
pulation of  each  State:  New  Jersev,  luving  at  that  time 
1(9,570  federal  numbers,  recf  ived  by  the  bill  five  mem- 
btn,  irith  a  fraction  remaining  of  14,570;  an4  the  whole 
ipportionment  of  representatives  on  the  population  of  that 
era,  (being  3,615,920,)  left  an  amount  of  fractions  exceed- 
ing 150,000.  Yet,  sir,  it  was  submitted  to— so  in  1800— 
^ain  in  1810— and  last,  in  1830,  witit  increased  fractions  at 
each  period,  but  with  the  same  acqniescenee  in  the  con- 
sanction  of  President  Washington,  in  1792.  Mr.  Presi- 
ilent,  if  I  could  think  this  a  debatable  point  originally, 
such  an  adjustment  of  it,  followed  by  such  confirmation, 
vould  prevail  to  quiet  all  scruples.  I  should  feel  bound 
to  bow  with  respect  to  the  weight  of  a  precedent  of  such 
commanding  authority.  While  I  consider  the  present  bill 
tsCir  from  adopting  that  just  ratio  which  wouki  relieve  as 
nuch  as  practicable  the  heavy  fractions  upon  the  small 
Slates,  yet  I  must,  though  with  reluctance,  vote  against 
tie  amendment,  because  it  is  opposed,  in  my  judgment,  to 
the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  as  expounded  in  1792, 
•nd  since  approved  of. 

Asagenertd  question  of  public  policy,  I  can  find  some 
consolation  in  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  when  he 
ns  urging  the  adoption  of  the  great  charter — that  the 
^^  States  can  make  no  law  for  thesmaller  States,  that 
vill  not  be  law  for  themselves.  Sir,  excepting  in  our 
electoral  colleges,  there  is  no  national  interest  or  agricul- 
tarci  commerce,  or  manufiustures,  on  which  New  York  and 
femaylvania  can  give  a  vote,  that  is  not  as  deeply  import- 
•M  to  them  as  to  New  Jersey.  I  feel  this  to  be  a  securi- 
ty. >»  well  as  a  consolation.  At  this  crisis,  sir,  it  is  no 
nutter  for  regret  that  these  States  stand  forth  as  the  sus- 
tiining  pillars  of  the  great  system  of  domestic  industry  so 
'iWlj  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  New  Jersey,  and  every 
other  State,  great  or  small. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Delaware  complains  that 
M  State  has  been  hardly  dealt  by,  and  I  agree,  sir,  that 
ne  has  good  cause;  but  I  fail  to  be  convinced  that  Dela- 
j^re  has  greatly  suffered  on  this  account.  If  right  has 
"leeii  withheld,  I  am  aware  that  it  is  no  plea  to  justify 
♦frog;  but  it  is  to  my  mind  a  grateful  pnlliation  that  her 
feeble,  numerical  strength  has,  through  her  whole  liisto- 
fj,  thrown  her  upon  her  moral  and  intellectual  resources, 
w  attracted  to  the  public  councils  of  the  country  from 
that  small,  but  honored  State,  something  vastly  more  pow- 
eifal  than  mere  numbers;  something  that  exalted  her  to  a 
iiche  as  elevated,  and  an  influence  as  commanding,  as  any 
-«»en  the  proudest  of  her  sistere  on  this  floor. 

ft-  SPRAGUE  an4  Mr.  WEBSTER  spoke  briefly  in 
t^Vh  to  Mr.  FaiiwoHiTisFir . 

Mr.  MANGUM  gave  his  reasons  for  his  intended  vote  in 
OTOr  of  the  motion  to  amend  the  amendment,  and  in  fisvor 
Vol.  Tni.-34 


of  a  motion,  should  one  be  made,  fur  recommitting  tha 
bill,  for  the  purpose  of  modifying  it  so  as  to  render  ttlesa 
unequal  in  its  operation. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  added  some  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Fbilisohcisiit. 

The  question  being  then  taken  upon  the  motion  of  Mr. 
FORSYTH  to  strike  out  the  clause  of  the  amendment 
which  provides  for  the  representation  of  fractioes,  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellia, 
Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  HiU,  Kane, 
Ring,  Marcy,  Mangum,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Haggles, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wil- 
klna.— 24. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Fool^  Hayne,  Hcdmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Waggaman,  Web- 
ster.—23. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  remarked,  thatthe  other  portion  of  th« 
amendment  offered  by  him  was  no  longer  of  any  conse- 
quence, and  he  would  withdraw  it,  or  vote  against  itskdop- 
tton.     The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HILX.  moved  to  strike  out47,700  from  the  bUI,  and 
insert  44,000. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  motion  waa 
divided;  and  the  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to 
strike  out,  it  was  decided  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  should  now  vote  against  the  bill 
as  a  practical  violation  of  the  constitution. 

The  question  being  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a  third  read- 
ing, it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Kane, 
King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Mar^,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Ro- 
binson, Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkina.— 27. 

NAYS — .Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 
Dickerson,  Foot,  Freling^ysen,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Waggaman,  Webster.— 30. 

:Mr.  Benton,  on  giving  lus  vote  in  the  affirmative,  re- 
marked that  he  was  much  dissatisfied  with  the  provision* 
of  the  bill,  biit  voted  for  it  because  it  was  necessary  to  pas* 
it,  even  in  this  shape. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TuxsoAT,  Ma>CB  13. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

,  Mr.  DALLAS,  fi-om  the  select  oomn^ttee  appointed  on 
the  subject,  reported  a  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of  th« 
Bank  of  the  United  States  for  the  term  of  fifteen  years,  t« 
take  effect  subsequent  to  the  expiration  of  the  present 
charter  in  the  year  1836;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
a  second  reading. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Robbiii* 
yesterday,  was  taken  up  for  consideration,  viz. 

Jieiohed,  Thatthe  Secretary  of  the  Senate  beaotlioris- 
ed  to  subscribe  for  sixty  copies  of  the  Legislative  and  Do- 
cumentary History  of  U»e  Bank  of  the  United  States,  com- 
piled by  M.  St.  CW  CUrke  and  D.  A.  Hall,  whereof  on« 
copy  shall  be  distributed  to  each  member  of  the  Senate, 
one  copy  to  the  President  and  Secretary  of  the  Senate, 
and  the  residue  retained  for  the  library  of  the  Senate, 
provided^that  the  price  of  the  work  shall  not  exceed  tha 
sum  of  five  dollan. 

Mr.  ROBBINS  said  that  the  resolution  submitted  in 
the  House  of  Representatives,  providing  for  the  purchase, 
had  been  considered  by  the  committee  to  which  it  was  re- 
ferred, and  they  had  reported  in  its  fiavor.  The  cooimit- 
tec  in  the  Senate  were  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  work 
aboold  be  furnished  to  the  members  of  this  b«dv,  n  tfa* 
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information  would  be  of  gfreat  adTsnttge  in  enabling  them 
to  come  to  a  decision  on  the  question  of  recharteiing  the 
bank.  He  therefore  hoped  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  passage  of  the  resolution> 

Mr.  HIIX,  of  New  Hampshire,  said:  The  proposition  is 
to  procure  sixty  copies  of  a  book  relatire  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  of  which  each  one  of  us  is  to  have  a  copy.  It 
may  not  become  me  to  oppose  such  a  proposition — it  may 
be  considered  obtrunve  in  a  new  member  to  do  it  Our 
tables  have  been  loaded  (and  the  burden  continues  almost 
daily  to  accumulate)  with  documents  in  behalf  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  The  printing  on  that  subject  alone, 
during  the  present  session,  probably  amounts  to  some  thou- 
sands of  pages;  and  as  yet  we  have  had  but  a  foretaste  of 
what  is  to  follow.  Numerous  petitions  from  the  several 
local  banlu  are  here  presented,  with  an  array  of  such  names 
as  may  be  gathered  in  behalf  of  any  subject  wliateTer,in  the 
purlieus  of  our  cities.  A  few  days  nnce  I  found  before  me 
an  elaborate  printed  argument  in  favor  of  the  bank  from  the 
directors  of  a  country  bank  in  New  Hampshire,  which 
bank,  I  am  confident,  could  have  no  othermotive  than  fear 
to  induce  it  to  make  such  a  request.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that 
most  of  the  local  banks,  in  several  States,  have  been  im- 
periously required  to  prefer  petitions  for  the  renewal  of 
the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States?  Has  not 
the  Prendent  of  the  mammoth  monopoly  told  Congress 
that  he  had  it  in  his  power  to  dose  the  doors  of  the  local 
banks.'  What  can  they  do  but  petition  when  they  are  re- 
quired to  petition?  Can  it  be  supposed  that  these  local 
banks,  which  are  liable  to  State  taxation,  and  which  are 
taxed  by  the  States,  will  voluhtarilv  ask  Congress  to  place 
a  rival  establishment  among  them,  having  the  Government 
deposites  at  all  times  in  its  hands,  with  which  to  wrong 
and  oppress  them,  and  exempt  from  every  species  of  State 
taxation?  No  man  of  sense  will  beUeve  it.  If  an  humble 
individual,  having  an  honest  chum  on  the  Government, 
would  lay  the  merits  of  that  claim  before  Cong^ress,  he  is 
obliged  to  pay  the  expense  of  printing  himself;  but  every 
possible  argument,  whether  founded  on  fiu:t  or  fallacy, 
that  can  be  presented  in  &vor  of  perpetuating  a  monstrous 
mcmopoly— a  monopoly  that  has  the  means  of  corruption 
in  its  own  bands,  and  may  apply  tliem  if  it  will — must  be 
printed  at  the  public  expense!  I  venture  to  tay  that  a 
majority  of  the  members  have  been  unable  to  read  one 
hall  of  what  has  already  been  ordered  to  be  printed  in  re- 
lation to  the  bank.  They  cannot  read  it,  and  attend  prO' 
perly  to  the  other  public  bumness.  It  is  now  proposed  to 
furnish  an  additional  volume  of  some  eight  hundred  pages 
— a  very  pretty  volume,  gilt,  and  bound  in  calf,  perhaps 
to  decorate  the  libraries  of  gentlemen,  when  they  shall 
return  home,  after  the  bank  bill  shall  have  been  passed: 
fiw  that  must  be  passed  (so  say  its  friends)  .during  the 
present  session.  I  am  satisfied  with  the  information  that 
IS  daily  developed  in  rdation  tothishank,  without  making 
ao  additional  charge  on  the  public  treasury  for  the  pur- 
chase of  this  book.  I  want  to  know  no  more  of  its  liistory 
tkan  to  knew  that  this  institution  can  control  tlie  whole  cur- 
rency of  the  country '-that  it  can,  at  pleasure,  raise  and  de- 
press prices— that  it  caa  make  money  plenty  or  scarce— that 
it  is  tiie  source  of  action  and  reaction  on  business — that  it 
CMi  foiee  speculation  by  liberal  issues,  either  of  bank  bills 
or  illegal  orders,  and  produce  consternation  and  ruin, 
either  oy  omitting  discounts  or  calling  in  its  debts.  Tlie 
charge  for  printing,  in  relation  to  this  bank,  during  the 
present  session,  on  (lie  treasury,  will  be  several  thousand 
dollars;  and  tlu  mass  of  printing,  as  well  as  of  original 
papers  and  documents  as  of  those  heretofore  presented 
and  printed,  appears  to  be  enormous.  In  addition  to  the 
or^oary  printing,  thirty  thousand  dollars  were  expended 
on  the  diplomatic  correspondence — some  one  or  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  are  expending  in  reprinting  the  old 
documents  of  Congress;  and  other  projects  are  on  foot, 
the  printing  of  which  may  iovoKe  the  expenditure  of  half 


a  million  of  dollars.  The  members  of  Congress  vill  un- 
doubtedly be  credited  for  great  liberality  by  the  gentle- 
men printers  who  are  favored  with  the  munificent  con- 
tracts; but  would  it  not  be  quite  as  much  to  the  credit  of 
our  disinterested  liberality  if  we  furnished  our  libraries  it 
our  own  expense,  as  if  we  do  it  at  the  expense  of  the  pub- 
lic treasury?  A  Senator  from  Maine  said,  the  other  ixj, 
that  "  this  Senate  was  constituted  as  a  bulwark  against  (he 
popular  will."  I  hope  to  see  the  time  arrive  when  thii 
body,  and  all  other  bodies  in  this  Government,  who  take 
part  either  in  enacting  or  executing  tiie  laws,  slul]  be 
amenable  only  to  an  enlightened  and  virtuous  popular  Till. 
I  do  not  believe  that  an  intelligent  people  will  cawiit- 
nance  the  principle  of  the  public  servants  converting  the 
public  property  to  their  own  future  use  while  engaged 
temporarily  in  tiie  public  service;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
contesting  this  principle,  I  move  that  the  resolution  be  laid 
upon  the  table. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUTSEN  said,  tiie  Committee  on  the 
Library  had  been  induced,  by  public  conaderationi,  to 
offer  the  resolution,  not  imagining  that  they  would  eBctt 
by  it  a  philippic  against  the  bank.  The  book  contained 
valuable  information  against  the  bank,  and  in  favor  of  it; 
all  the  arguments  ever  used  against  it  by  its  opponents 
were  here  to  be  found.  All  the  debates  and  decinons  had 
in  reference  to  the  bank,  for  the  last  thirty  yeara,  were 
contained  in  this  volume.  It  was  true  that  our  tables  vere 
laden  with  papers  respecting  this  institution;  but  were 
they  fW>m  its  friends  or  its  opponents?  From  day  to  da; 
we  have  had  resolutions,  and  answers  to  resolutions,  bid 
on  our  tables  at  the  wish  of  those  who  were  oppowd  to 
the  bank.  At  this  stage  of  the  business,  when  the  bill  for 
rechartering  the  bank  has  been  reported,  and  is  about  to 
come  before  us  for  (Uscussion  and  decision,  what  it  so  ap- 
posite, what  so  proper,  what  so  necessary,  as  to  place  be- 
fore the  Senate  the  information  furnished  by  this  book? 
He  would  not  step  aade  from  the  question  to  defend  the 
bank.  It  had  been  called  a  monopoly.  What  did  it  mono- 
polize? Nothingbutthe  public  confidence.  It  had  brought 
a  spurious  currency  into  a  sound  currency,  and,  therebjr, 
it  was  the  poor  man's  friend.  If  he  sought  popularity,  if 
he  could  stoop  to  the  dunghill  for  praise,  he  would  rote 
in  fiivor  of  the  bank,  as  the  poor  man's  friend.  Nothing 
but  this  bank  stood  between  the  poor,  honest,  and  indus- 
trious citizen,  and  the  dealers  in  spurious  local  currencjr, 
by  which  the  poor  were  defrauded  of  a  large  portion  of 
Uieir  hard  earnings.  The  other  day,  the  Senator  from 
New  Hampshire  had  voted,  without  compunction  or  dis- 
pute, for  a  resolution  for  printing  a  report  of  the  Britiih 
House  of  Commons  on  alum  salt — a  subject  of  much  ksi 
importance  than  that  which  was  to  cost  one  thousand  nine 
hundred  dollars.  The  sum  which  this  resolution  >]>■ 
propriated  was  not  over  three  hundred  dollars.  He 
loved  Uie  people,  but  would  not  stoop  to  flatter  them. 
Popular!^  or  no  populari^,  he  would  support  such  mea- 
sures as  this.  He  was  not  afraid  that  his  constituents  should 
know  that  he  voted  public  money  to  purchase  booksfiir 
his  private  use — books  to  acquaint  him  with  infinwtx" 
which,  in  his  public  station,  he  required. 

Mr.  BENTON  had  not  intended,  he  said,  to  say  a  word 
in  relation  to  this  question,  nor  should  he  now  rise  to  speak 
upon  it,  but  for  what  had  fallen  from  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey.  That  gentleman  had  gone  from  the  resolu- 
tion to  the  bank,  and  from  Uie  bank  he  had  gone^ 
statements  respecting  his  resolution  on  alum  salt,  ■v\m 
were  erroneous.  Day  by  day,  memorials  were  poured 
in  upon  us  by  command  of  tiie  bank,  all  representing,  o 
the  same  terms,  the  necessity  of  renewing  its  cbart'f' 
These  memorials,  the  tone  of  which,  and  the  time  of  theT 
presentation,  showed  their  common  origin,  were  daily  or- 
dered to  be  printed.  These  papeis,  forming  a  1»^ 
mass  than  we  ever  had  on  our  tables  before,  and  all  singinft 
to  the  same  tune,  the  pnuses  of  the  bank,  were  otdere« 
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to  b«  printed  without  hesitation.  The  report  which  he 
lud  aored  to  have  printed  for  the  benefit  of  the  fimners, 
vu  itnick  at  by  the  Senator  of  New  Jersey.  In  the  first 
pbce,  the  Senator  was  in  error  as  to  the  cost  of  print- 
wf  the  report.  He  bad  stated  it  to  be  one  diouaand 
Bine  hundred  dollars,  whereas  it  was  only  one  thousand 
one  hundred  dollars.  A  few  days  ago,  two  thousand  co- 
pies of  a  report  of  the  British  House  of  Commons  on  the 
aibject  of  railroads  was  ordered  to  be  printed.  Follow- 
ing,the  language  of  that  resolution,  be  had  mored  the 
printing  of  another  report  of  that  body,  whioh  would  in- 
terest k  thousand  of  our  citizen^  where  that  report  would 
blereit  one.  There  was  not  a  fiumer  in  America  who 
woold  not  deem  it  a  treasure.  It  coTcred  the  whole  saline 
kingdom^  and  those  unacquainted  with  its  nature  bad  no 
Biore  idea  of  it  than  a  blind  man  had  of  the  solar  rays.  It 
was  of  the  highest  value  to  the  fiumer  and  the  grazier. 
It  showed  the  mineral  kingdom  upon  the  animal  kingdom  i 
and  its  views  were  the  results  of  the  wisdom,  the  expe- 
nence,  and  the  fii^  talents  of  Great  Britain.  The  asser- 
tion of  the  Senator,  that  the  bank  aided  in  producing  a 
•mod  currency,  he  would  disprove  by  fiicts  and  dates. 
In  1817  the  bank  went  into  operation.  In  three  or  four 
jtsn  after,  forty-four  banks  were  chartered  in  Kentuckv, 
ud  tttt\j  in  Ohio,  and  .the  United  States'  Bank,  so  far 
from  bemg  able  to  put  them  down,  was  on  the  verge  of 
bankruptcy.  With  the  use  of  ei(^t  milfions  of  public 
money,  it  was  hardly  able,  from  day  to  day,  to  sustun  itself 
Glercn  millions  of  dullan,  as  be  could  demonstrate,  the 
people  had  lost  by  muntaining  the  bank  during  this 
crisis.  But  for  a  wagon  load  of  qiecie  from  the  mmt,  as 
Mr.  Cheves  informs  us,  it  would  have  become  bankrupt. 
In  addition  to  this,  the  use  of  Government  deposites,  to 
the  extent  of  eight  millions,  was  necessary  to  sustain  it; 
sod  the  country  lost  eleven  millions  by  the  diversion  of 
tliose  deposites  to  thb  purpose.    Congress  authorized  the 

psithase  of  the  thirteen  millions  of  mree  per  cents at 

that  time,  they  could  have  been  purchased  at  sixty-five 
cestJ,  now  they  were  at  ninety-six  per  cent  This  was 
one  item  of  the  amount  lost,  and  the  other  was  the  inte- 
it«  on  the  stock  from  that  time  to  the  present,  amounting 
to  six  millions  more.  It  was  shown  by  Mr.  Cheves  that 
(he  United  States'  Bank  owed  its  existence  to  the  local 
hanks— to  the  indulgence  and  forbearance  of  tiie  banks  of 
Philadelphia  and  Boston,  notwithstanding  its  receipt  of 
Hie  silver  from  Ohio  and  Kentucky,  which  drained  that 
eouutiy,  destroyed  its  local  banks,  and  threw  down  the 
nine  of  every  description  of  its  proper^.  The  United 
States'  Bank  currency  was  called  by  the  Senator  the  poor 
■an'a  friend.  The  orders  on  the  branches— these  drafts 
Bwed  in  Dan  and  made  payable  m  Beersheba— had  their 
•igin  with  a  Scotchman;  and,  when  their  character  was 
discoTcted,  they  were  stopped  as  oppressive  to  the  poor; 
and  this  bank,  which  was  cried  up  as  the  poor  man's  friend, 
wied  those  same  orders,  in  paper  so  simihu-  to  that  of  the 
huik  notes,  that  the  people  could  not  readily  discern  the 
dference  between  them.  It  was  thought  that.the  people 
pigtit  mistake  the  signature  of  the  little  cashier  and  the 
Me  president  for  the  great  cashier  and  the  great  presi- 
Wnt.  The  stockholders  were  foreigners,  to  a  great  extent 
--<liey  were  lords  and  ladies — reverend  dereymen  and  mi- 
•KMy  officers.  The  widows,  in  whose  behalf  our  sympathy 
»»s  ret^uired,  were  countess  dowagers,  and  the  Barings, 
*ra«  ot  whom  owned  more  of  the  stock  than  was  pos- 
»»ed  in  sixteen  SUtea  of  this  Union.  He  would  not  go 
•jirtlier  into  these  things  at  present,  and  he  was  sorry  that 
^  attack  made  on  his  alum  salt  bill  had  made  it  necessary 
*»  him  to  say  so  much. 

*■■  HILL,  in  reply  to  the  Senator  fiwn  New  Jersey,  said 
™tthe  resolution  for  printing  the  report  on  the  salt  tax 
*Mno  mensurc  of  his,  and  had  passed  the  Senate  without 
Wractingany  attention  from  hhn  or  from  any  one.  If  it 
*«  a  criiBe  to  charge  the  bank  with  monopoly,  he  con- 


fessed his  criminaEty — but  he  could  produce  to  tiie  S«iate 
the  authority  of  high  names  in  support  of  that,  and  other 
still  hardier  language,  in  regard  to  this  institution.  He 
begged  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  report  on  the  sub* 
ject  of  the  bank,  made  in  the  Senate  in  the  year  1811. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  the  report  made  to  the  Senate  in 
1811  by  Mr.  Clat  i^nst  renev^g  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States.] 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  the  whole  qiie^tion  is  whether  w« 
shall  purchase  a  document,  furnishing  ua  with  much  im« 
portant  information  on  this  subject,  at  a  reasonable  price, 
or  whether  we  should  rely  for  information  upon  tx  ftrU 
statement*.  The  alarm  was  sounded  that  the  bank  waa 
danj^erous.  There  was,  he  believed,  no  great  danger 
arising  from  die  possesion  of  its  notes— not  more,  at  aH 
events,  than  fh>m  the  possession  of  the  money— all  which 
l^  been  denounced  as  the  root  of  evil.  He  would  not 
now  enter  into  a  discussion  of  die  bank  question.  When 
the  bill,  this  morning  reported,  came  before  us  for  discus- 
sion and  final  action,  he  should  guide  his  course  in  regard 
to  it  by  the  instructions  of  his  own  understanding.  Hi* 
instructors  at  home  needed  instruction.  Moreover,  he 
believed  that  the  instructions  from  the  Maine  Legislature 
were  secondhand  instructions.  They  went  from  tUs  dt^ 
to  Maine,  and  are  now  returned.  He  was  K»ty  that  hn 
neighbor  from  New  Hampshire  had  seen  fit  to  reply  to  the 
remark  he  had  made  upon  another  subject,  in  regard  to 
the  p<^ular  and  federative  will.  He  did  say  that  the  Se> 
nate  was  not  the  representative  of  the  popular  will,  and, 
were  it  otherwise,  the  small  States  mi^t  be  swallowed  up 
by  the  ]>opular  will.  In  the  convention,  a  member  froim 
Connecticut  held  it  as  a  uru  qua  nan  that  the  small  State* 
should  be  equally  represented  with  the  large  States  in 
the  Senate;  and,  if  this  principle  were  net  admitted,  he 
should,  he  declared,  take  his  hat,  make  his  bow,  and  leave 
the  assembly.^  The  time  may  come  when  the  popular 
will  may  predominate — when  the  will  of  the  people,  as  ex* 
pressed  in  the  other  House,  may  overcome  tAe  will  of  the 
States  as  here  represented,  but  that  day  will  be  the  last  of 
the  constitution. 

Mr.  BIBB  spoke  in  &vor  of  the  resolution.  He  had,  be 
sud,  examined  the  work,  and,  in  his  opinion,  H  ought  te 
be  possessed  by  every  member  of  Congress,  and  wa* 
worthy  of  a  place  in  the  Library.  It  was  an  impartial  and 
full  digest  ot  the  debates  and  deciaions  on  the  subject  of 
the  bulk. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  tins  debate  was  very  irreguhu-| 
but,  as  the  gentleman  ttvoi  Missouri  ha*  deemed  this  a 
proper  occasioif  Ibr  renewing  a  charge  of  a  reiy  serieu* 
nature  against  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  he  hoped 
the  Senate  would  indulge  him  with  enmple  explana* 
tion. 

Mr.  J.  'said  he  understood,  then,  that  the  gentleman 
now  stated  that  the  Government  had  lost  ten  millions  of 
dollars  in  sustaining  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

This  cliarg^  had  been  made  at  the  close  of  the  last  se^ 
sion,  under  circumstances  that  precluded  a  reply:  it  had 
been  printed  and  circulated,  upon  his  authori^,  very  ex> 
tensively  through  the  counfry. 

The  charge  was  founded  upon  the  fact,  that  there  were 
ten  millions  in  the  treasury  during  the  year  1817,  which 
might  have  been  employed  in  purchasmg  the  three  per 
cents,  at  sixty-five  in  the  hundred. 

Now,  said  Mr.  J.,  what  had  the  bank  to  do  with  the 
money  in  the  treasury,  or  the  purchase  of  the  stocks?  The 
Government  had  appropriated  ten  millions  to  the  sinking 
fiind;  they  had  placed  this  fund  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
missioners;  and  they  had  directed  them  to  apply  it  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  stocks,  and  had  authorized  them  to 
buy,  among  the  others,  the  three  per  cents,  if  they  could 
be  had  at  sixty -five. 

The  fair  and  reasonable  presumption  is,  that  that  very 
able  board,  with  the  aid  of  the  Secretary  tk  the  Treasury, 
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executed  this  tmst  ■coning'  to  the  best  of  their  judg:- 
meat,  for  the  intereat  of  the  country. 

It  was  not  neeeaaaij  for  him  to  vindicate  them;  their 
Ugh  character  will  defend  them  against  the  imputation  of 
having  mismanaged  the  public  fiinds  committed  to  tiieir 
care,  or  having  the  design  to  sustain  the  bank  at  the  pub- 
lic expense.  They  did  precisely  what  was  proper  and 
practicable  to  be  done.  They  did  purchase  one  million 
and  a  half  of  the  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five;  but  the 
price  rose,  and  they  could  buy  no  more;  and  that  is  an  an: 
swer  to  the  wboI<  charge. 

There  were  nominal^  in  the  bank,  at  the  credit  of  the 
Government,  ten  milEons  during  the  year  1817.  But 
what  were  they?  Transfers  of  the  deposites  in  the  banks 
of  the  several  States!  Cotild  they  be  rendered  immedi- 
ately available?  Could  discounts  have  been  made  ap<m 
such  capital? 

But  it  was  not  until  March  of  that  year  that  Congress 
passed  the  act  appropriating  ten  millions  annually  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt;  which  fund  was  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Vice  Presdent,  the  Chief  Justice,  the  Secre- 
taij  of  State,  and  others,  to  be  by  them  applied  to  that 
object.  They  directed,  at  the  proper  time,  liow  and  when 
the  payments  should  be  made,  and  the  bank  paid  their 
warrants  on  demand.  If  the  money  remained  in  bank  du- 
»ing  that  year,  it  was  an  afliur  of  the  Government;  it  may 
have  resulted  from  a  defect  of  the  law,  but  it  cannot  at- 
tach any  blame  to  the  commiaaoners,  either  for  the  want 
of  attention  or  judgment  in  discharging  this  duty.  But 
what  bad  the  bank  to  do  with  it,  except  to  pay  the  money 
when  ordered? 

But  the  commissioners  applied  this  money  to  the  pur 
chase  of  stocks  bearing  six  per  cent,  instead  of  buying 
the  three  per  cents,  at  ^xty-ftve,  by  which  operation 
the  gentleman  says  Government  has  lost  ten  millions  of 
doUws. 

Mr.  J.  sud  he  should  like  to  know  by  what  curious 
process  of  calculation  such  a  result  could  be  obtained. 

It  must  be  apparent  that,  if  the  fact  is  true  that  the 
Government  hare  lost  ten  millions  by  not  purchasing  the 
three  per  cents.,  the  holders  of  the  stock  have  saved  it 
by  not  selling,  or,  rather,  they  would  have  lost  it  if  they 
had  sold. 

Now,  it  is  not  reasoitable  that  those  sagacious  men  who 
deal  in  stocks  would  have  sold  thirteen  millions  of  stock 
upon  such  terms  as  to  lose  ten  milEons  in  fifteen  years. 
It  is,  moreover,  not  to  be  pfiesuraed  tliat  the  intelligent 
men  who  manage  the  pubhc  funds,  did  not  know  the  dif- 
ference between  three  per  cents,  at  sitty-five,  and  tlie 
other  stocks  in  the  market.  Nor  can  it  be  imag^ined  that 
the  stockholders  did  not  know  their  interest  too  well  to 
sell  at  any  such  sacrifice.  But  the  genUeman  has  miscal 
culated  the  difference,  and  committed  an  extraordinary 
error.  The  actual  difference  between  having  purchased 
the  three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five,  and  buying  now  at 
ninety-five,  ison]yf2,186,350.  But  this  is  enough  to  show, 
to  any  man  conversant  with  stocks,  that  the  Government 
could  never  have  made  such  an  advantage  by  purchasing 
stock.  Why  did  the  Government  direct  the  purchase  at 
the  limited  price  of  axOr-five?  It  was  because  tiiat  was 
°  more  advantageous  than  to  buy  six  per  cents.,  and  it  was 
because  three  per  cents.,  at  sixty-five,  were  worth  more 
than  six  per  cents,  that  no  one  would  sell  them  for  tliat 
sum,  and  ttiey  rose  as  high  or  higher  than  other  stocks  in 
the  market. 
The  three  per  cents,  ammmting  to,  •  $13,350,000 
Interest,  three  per  cent,  fifteen  years,  .       5,962,500 


These  stocks,  at  KXty-five«  would  have  been 

bought  at #8,612,500 

Wluch,  at  six  per  cent.,  for  fifteen  years,      7,75l,25Q 


Makes,     . 
Difference, 


.   16,363,750 
•     2,186,350 

#18,550,00(^ 


To  be  purchased  now  at  ninety-five, 


19,212,500 

Cr>2,500 


$18,550,000 


But,  said  Mr.  J.,  the  gentleman  arrives  at  bis  concls.^ 
sion  by  this  summary  process.  If  the  Uiree  per  cents,  htd 
been  bought  at  sixty-five,  there  would  have  been  a  reduce 
tion  of  capital  of  four  nullions,  and  six  millions  have  beo^ 
paid  in  interest  upon  the  three  per  cents.,  making  ten  niil.| 
lions— a  very  sh<^  and  convenient  calculation;  but  he  Ini 
entirely  forgotten  that  the  money  was  employed  in  extin^ 
guishin^  a  debt  bearing  wx  per  cent.,  and  for  which, 
amounting  to  near  eight  millions,  be  has  totally  omitted  to 
give  credit. 

But,  said  Mr.  J.,  the  point  of  tlie  charge  does  notEs 
here.  The  charge  is,  that  the  Government  lost  tenmil- 
lions  in  sustaining  the  bank. 

Now  it  is  most  obvious  that  the  bank  was  the  men 
deporitory  of  the  money;  that  it  bad  nothing  to  do  witli 
the  purcliasing  of  stockis;  that  it  paid  the  money  as  de- 
manded; that  the  commissioners  could  not  purchase  tin 
three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five;  that  they  purchased  whrt 
was  most  advantageous  to  the  Government;  that  two  mil- 
lions only,  and  not  ten,  would  have  been  saved  if  this  stock 
could  have  been  purchased  at  the  price  limited;  that  this 
two  millions  would  have  been  lost  by  the  holders,  if  they 
had  taken  that  price;  that  tlie  Government  had  no  rigbt 
to  expect  her  citizens  would  take  less  than  the  vakic  o^ 
their  stocks. 

But  how  was  the  bank  sustuned  ? 
The  bank  went  into  operation  the  1st  January,  1817. 
It  liad  thirty -five  millions  of  capital,  besides  individual  dfr 
uosites.  It  was  impossible,  during  the  first  year,  to  emplof 
its  own  capital.  It  must  be  apparent  it  did  not  sod  cixild 
not  employ  the  Govemnoent  deposites.  But  suppose  it 
could,  »t  the  rate  of  six  per  cent  The  sinking  fiind  «c» 
passed  near  the  end  of  the  first  quarter  of  1817.  Tbe 
money  remained  in  liand  for  three  quarters  of  that  jc«r, 
which  would  have  amounted  to  $450,000;  but  one-fiftbof 
that  belonged  to  tlie  Government,  which  reduces  the 
amount  to  $360,000.  But,  then,  as  they  had  to  pay  it  out 
on  the  1st  January,  they  could  not  employ  it  dunsgtli' 
last  axty  days. 

In  this  manner  it  is  made  to  appear  that  the  Goieni' 
ment  has  lost  ten  millions  of  dollars  in  sustaining  the 
bank,  while  it  is  clear  the  bank  had  not  the  capcit)'  of 
employing  its  own  capital  so  soon  after  it  went  mto  ope- 
ration. 

Mr.  J.  said  that  he  had  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  S^ 
nate  merely  to  set  this  matter  right. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  in  reply  to  tbe  gentleman  firo» 
Louisiana,  [Mr.  Jobsston,]  and,  to  avoid  all  chance  'or 
error,  would  have  recourse  to  official  statements.  He  bso, 
at  an  early  period  of  the  session,  called  for  information 
from  the  Treasury  Department,  on  all  the  poinU  iie<^ 
sary  to  understand  the  nature  of  this  loss  of  nearly  eleven 
millions  of  dollars  for  not  paying  the  three  per  cent.  AvX 
in  1817,  according  to  the  authority  in  the  sinking  f""" 
act  of  tliat  year.  He  had  called  for  the  price  of  the  stoct, 
and  the  answer  to  that  call  (page  three  of  the  docurocrt 
he  held  in  his  hand)  showed  it  to  be  from  sixty-three  ai« 
tliree-fourths  to  sixty-four  cents  in  the  dollar,  "e  «» 
called  for  the  amount  of  public  money  in  the  hands  of  tii» 
bank,  at  the  end  of  each  month  to  the  end  of  tlie  .«>^ 
(1817,)  and  it  was  shown  to  average  about  ten  milw''' 
being  in  July  as  high  as  sixteen  million*,  (lacking  »  J"^ 
tion.)  and  about  seven  and  a  half  millions  at  tbe  ciiooi 
the  year.    He  had  called  for  the  amount  of  slock  » H" 
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«  linking  fund  act  was  passed,  (March  3,  1817,)  and  it 
IS  shown  to  be  •  fraction  over  sixteen  milliona.  He  had 
lied  for  the  amount  purchased  under  that  act,  and  it  was 
own  to  be  a  fraction  less  than  three  millions.  He  had  call- 
I  for  the  amount  of  interest  paid  since  on  the  three  per 
nt  stocks,  and  it  was  shown  to  be  a  fraction  over  six 
ilUons  of  dollars.  He  had  called  for  the  present  price 
rthis  stock,  and  it  was  shown  to  be  about  ninety-six  cents 
I  the  dollar.  Upon  these  data  be  had  bottomed  his  esti- 
»te  of  a  loss  of  near  eleven  millions  of  dollars  to  the 
sited  States  for  not  purchasing  it  in  1817,  and  the  fact 
ss  clearly  made  out.  The  stock  had  risen  one-third,  and 
lat  added  upwards  of  four  millions  to  it|  we  bad  paid 
^e  six  millions  of  interest;  and  the  two  sums  made  near 
leven  millions  of  dollars.  The  stock  mi^ht  have  been 
ou^ht  for  about  eight  millions  in  1817,  and  so  prevented 
lie  increase  and  saved  the  interest;  but  the  money  was 
A  m  bank,  and  she  had  the  benefit  of  it  without  pay- 
if  »ny  interest.  Mr.  Cheves,  in  his  report  to  the  stock- 
aiders  in  1819,  says,  the  bank  had  the  benefit  of  upwards 
t  eight  millions  of  public  deposites:  and  tlie  list  of  bal- 
aces,  in  the  hands  of  the  bank,  proves  the  same  thing. 
The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  says,  the  United  States 
ivtd  two  millions  by  purchasing  six  per  cents,  instead  of 
Irec  per  cents. ;  and  here  lies  the  cardinal  error  of  that 
gentleman.  He  supposes  all  the  money  was  taken  out  of 
tak  to  pay  the  six  per  cents.,  when  the  fact  is  proved 
kt  it  was  not  taken  out  for  that  or  any  other  purpose; 
t  remained  in  bank,  to  an  amount  of  average  of  ten  mil- 
Una,  the  whole  year,  and  the  bank  had  the  use  of  it  without 
interest.  Mr.  B.  bad  nothing  to  say  against  men.  He  was 
lot  trying  to  blame  this  or  that  man;  he  was  going  against 
IS  institution  which  was  in  its  nature  too  powerful  for  the 
Coremment.  He  was  friendly  to  Mr.  Crawford  and  Mr. 
Cheves;  but  it  is  incontestable  that  the  United  SUtes  had 
k»t  eleven  millions  of  dollars  by  favoring  the  bank  with 
the  gratuitous  use  of  the  public  deposites  in  the  year  1817. 
The  bank  was  now  doing  business  upon  the  deposites 
uA  the  credit  of  the  United  States.  She  had  eight  mil- 
Bons  of  depiraites  in  the  name  of  the  treasurer,  and  near 
two  miUions  in  the  name  of  public  officers,  and  but  seven 
BiUions  of  specie,  and  twenty-two  hundred  dollars  of 
fimdeddebt  Her  capital  could  only  consist  of  specie  and 
wnded  debt.  So  said  the  charter.  She  had  not  capital 
«>oughtopay  the  public  deposites,  and  had  about  eight 
mlions  of  private  deposites,  besides  an  issue  of  nearly 
fortjTKmc  millions  of  notes,  as  they  were  called.  It  is 
evident  she  was  doing  business  upon  the  credit  and  reve- 
Buej  of  the  United  States.  And  who  were  those  favored 
people,  who  thus  had  the  public  money  and  the  name  of 
tte  United  States  to  bank  upon  gratuitously?  They 
Jjcre,  ina  great  part,  foreigners!  Lords  and  ladies  of 
w»t  Britain;  knights  and  barons;  military  and  naval 
{™"'?i '■e^erend  clergymen  and  country  squires:  they 
Mia  eight  and  a  half  millions  in  their  own  name,  besides 
*™t  was  m  the  naihes  of  their  trustees.  The  name  of 
™  bank  was  a  misnomer.  It  was  essentially  a  British  in- 
wtution!  And  what  was  striking  was,  that  these  English 
people  made  no  compensation  fbr  the  use  of  the  people's 
"»ney  m  their  bank  here,  while  they  had  to  make  a  large 
wiipensation  to  the  BritUh  Government  for  the  use  of 
""'  ™»eniment  deposites  there. 

Ill  D  ■  *'^'  *"*  *''"  '"°''*  curious  was,  that  a  member  of 
^e  British  Parliament,  who  issued  orders  from  his  country 
™>kin  Engknd  in  1826,  and  had  them  suppressed  there, 
"BOW  doing  the  same  thing  in  the  United  States,  and  we 
wmot  juppress  them  here!  Mr.  B.  said  it  would  be 
i?"''"&  "  it  was  not  distressing,  to  see  the  people  in  the 
f«  call  for  more  capital  to  their  branch  banks.  He 
""lUiatthe  printed  returns  lying  on  (or  under)  every 
»!„  ?*  '  ****'*  would  show  that  not  a  cent  of  capital  was 


ticuUr  as  others  to  whose  name  a  million  is  assigned.  It 
was  all  moonshine!  They  had  as  well  have  a  vial  of 
moonshine  lying  under  the  steps  of  the  bank,  as  this  state- 
ment of  a  milhon  in  the  vaults.  The  capital  could  be 
nothing  but  coin  or  funded  debt.  The  charter  fixed  that. 
She  bad  but  seven  millions  of  coin  in  the  whole,  and  that 
was  due,  and  doubly  due,  and  nearly  three  times  due,  to 
depositors.  She  had  but  twenty-two  hundred  dollars  of 
funded  debt;  which  was  nothing  in  so  large  a  concern. 
She  had  little  to  go  upon  but  the  credit  and  revenues  of 
the  United  States.  Foreigners  enjoy  this  credit  and  these 
revenues.  They  wear  the  name  of  the  United  States. 
They  blazon  it  in  huge  letters  on  their  bank  notes,  and 
on  the  orders  which  were  intended  to  be  palmed  upon 
the  ignoramuses  of  the  West  for  real  bank  notes.  The 
correspondence  of  the  president  of  the  bank  with  Mr. 
Rush  shows  that  these  orders  were  intended  to  be  passed 
for  notes. 

They  were  to  have  the  same  marks,  and  figures,  and 
devices,  and  edgings,  and  general  appearance,  and  to  be 
signed  by  a  little  president  as  well  as  a  little  cashier,  who 
the  people  might  think  were  the  president  and  cashier 
intended  in  the  charter.  And  they  gotjthese  "  substitutes 
for  notes"  received  in  payment  of  public  dues,  though 
the  present  Secretary,  in  his  report  to  the  Senate,  shows 
us  that  he  has  no  official  information  that  they  are  received. 
Mr.  JOHNSTON,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Bkhtox,  said,  the 
gentleman  has  entirely  forgotten  the  point  he  rose  to  ex> 
plain.  The  charge  was,  that  the  hank  had  been  sustained 
by  a  loss  of  ten  millions  to  the  Government.  The  point 
of  the  charge  is  the  loss  to  the  Government.  It  was  my 
object  merely  to  exphun  away  tliat  error;  but  not  in  this 
irregular  way  to  be  drawn  into  a  discussion  of  the  whole 
affairs  of  the  bank.  I  looked  with  some  interest  for  the 
facts  and  reasons  upon  which  he  maintained  tliis  extraordi- 
nary proposition.  The  gentleman  has  merely  reiterated 
the  charge,  and  has  contented  himself  with  showing  from 
the  tables  that  ten  millions  were  in  bank,  unemployed,  in 
1817.  That  is  not  the  question.  The  point  in  issue  is, 
has  the  Government  lost  any  thing?  Could  the  commis- 
sioners have  employed  the  money  differently  or  more 
advantageously?  Could  they  have  purchased  the  three 
per  cents,  at  «xty-five,  and  did  not?  and  if  they  had 
purchased,  would  that  have  made  a  diiTerence  of  tea 
millions?  And  was  this  loss  incurred  with  a  view  to  sus- 
tain a  bank  just  going  into  operation?  and  had  it  that 
effect?  These  are  the  points  necessary  to  maintain  tliia 
serious  charge,  and  which  I  thought  the  gentleman  had 
risen  to  make  good. 

The  gentleman  says  it  was  not  his  intention  to  impugn 
the  coMUCt  of  the  commissioners  of  tlie  sinking  fund; 
but  the  conclusion  is  irresistible.  The  money  was  placed 
in  thrir  hands  to  pay  the  public  debt;  if  they  have  so 
managed  the  fund  as  to  lose  ten  miUions  to  the  Govern- 
ment, it  would  evince  tiie  grossest  mismanagement;  and 
if  with  a  view  to  support  the  credit  of  the  bank,  it  would 
become  a  chaise  of  a  more  serious  character.  But  the 
fund  has  been  ably  administered;  and  there  is  no  just 
ground  of  censure  or  complaint  any  where.  They  have 
regularly  applied  the  money  to  the  purchase  of  the  stocks 
bearing  the  highest  interest,  and  which  were  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  Government. 

I  have  shown  that  the  difference  between  three  per 
cents,  at  mxty-five,  in  1817,  and  at  ninety-five  now,  is  little 
more  than  two  millions.  But  the  advantage  of  buying  at 
sixty-live  is  a  mere  question  of  time.  If  they  were  to 
be  redeemed  in  fifteen  years,  they  were  wortli  more  than 
sixty-five;  but  in  twenty-five  years  they  were  worth  com- 
paratively, with  the  other  stocks,  less  than  Mxty-five.  It 
was  tlierefore  a  mere  matter  of  speculation,  then,  whether 

^  „  _.  ,..„.„_  the  Government  would  redeem  tlie  three  per  cents,  at 

^»^ient  to  Mobile,  Natchez,  or  St  Loub;  but  he  was  par,  in  fifteen,  or  twenty,  or  twenty-five  years.     The 
^"''^ these  branches  were  about  a*  well  off  in  that  par-)  holders,  belienng  the  stock  would  be  redeemed,  in  all 
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probability,  in  fifteen  or  sixteen  yean,  refilaed,  of  course, 
to  take  sixty-five,  and  the  result  will  justify  the  calcula^ 
tion.  They  were  just  as  able  to  estimate  all  the  probabili- 
ties, and  all  the  advantages,  as  the  Government  The 
value  of  these  three  per  cents,  now  depends  on  the  will 
of  the  Government — they  are  not  demandable.  The  Go- 
rernment  may  postpone  the  payment  indefinitely)  and 
does  not  the  gentleman  perceive,  if  the  payment  is  defer- 
red only  six  years,  the  effect  wiU  be  the  same  as  if  they 
had  been  purchased,  in  1817,  at  iixt^-five;  and,  if  to  ten 
years,  we  shall  have  done  better  thain  to  have  bought  at 
that  time;  and  thai,  by  prolong^g  the  payment,  the  Go- 
vernment will  gain,  every  year,  the  difference  between 
three  per  cent,  and  the  interest  wlucb  she  now  receives 
from  the  banki  that  is,  seven  percent.?  That  is,  in  other 
words,  the  seven  millions  of  stock  in  the  bank  will  pay 
the  interest  on  the  thirteen  millions  of  three  per  cents, 
forever.  The  admin'istration  is  now  urging  us  on  to  pay 
this  debt,  at  this  sacrifice  of  six  millions  of  dollars.  The 
loss  which  will  arise  from  paying  the  three  per  cents., 
will  be  three  times  as  great  as  any  loss  that  mi^ht  have 
arisen  from  not  purchasing  the  three  per  cents  atsixty-five. 
But  the  gentleman  says  there  were  ten  millions  in  bank 
in  18ir.  That  is  true;  it  was  deposited  there,  and  pud 
out  when  called  for.  This  charge,  at  most,  could  only 
amount  to  the  interest  that  year.  But  then,  in  order  to 
make  good  the  charge,  it  must  appear  that  they  employed 
the  money.  But  it  was  the  first  year  of  their  operations, 
and  they  could  not  put  in  activity,  in  so  short  a  period,  all 
their  capital.  It  will  be  seen  that,  during  the  year  1817, 
they  had  much  less  in  circulation;  so  that  it  must  be  ap- 
parent they  derived  no  benefit,  and  were  not  sustuned  by 
the  Government. 

It  will  also  appear,  that,  during  the  year  1819,  the 
period  of  the  greatest  distress,  almost  all  the  funds  were 
withdrawn,  there  being  little  more  than  half  a  miUion.  In 
1820,  it  amounted  to  near  a  million,  but,  in  the  year  follow- 
ing, it  was  overdrawn  as  much.  In  1832,  it  did  not  exceed 
a  million  and  a  half.  In  1823,  and  part  of  1824,  five 
miUions  remained  in  bank,  because  there  was  no  applica- 
tion of  the  money  by  the  commisnoners,  in  consequence, 
probably,  of  there  being  no  debt  redeemable,  and  no 
authority  to  purchase;  but,  in  the  last  quarter,  there  was 
half  a  million  overdrawn. 

But,  admitting  the  whole  fact,  to  what  does  it  amount? 
That  the  United  States' Bank  received  twenty-four  or 
twenty-five  millionsayear  indeposite  for  the  Government, 
and  pay  it  over,  upon  the  warrant  of  the  treasurer,  to 
meet  appropriations  by  Congress,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  general  an  average  balance  of  three  millions 
in  bank  in  advance. 

Now,  every  dollar  of  this  whole  revenue  isappropriated 
in  anticipation;  and  every  dollar  of  this  three  millions  is 
appropriated,  and  is  no  longer  the  property  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  waits  to  be  Mlled  for  by  tliose  who  have 
claims  upon  it,  and  have  a  right  to  demand  it.  But  it 
must  be  obvious  that  all  individuals,  in  the  military,  naval, 
and  civil  service,  in  different  parts  of  the  United  States, 
and  in  the  Mediterranean  and  Pacific,  cannot  close  their 
accounts,  and  draw  the  money  during  the  precise  year;  it 
must  require  six  weeks,  or  two  months,  to  draw  out  all 
the  appropriations  of  the  preceding  year. 

But  the  money  is  applied  but  twice  a  year  to  the  public 
debt,  and  it  must,  in  the  interval,  accumulate. 

This  sum  of  three  millions  is  not  more  than  the  revenue 
of  six  weeks,  and  the  Government  have  not  had,  on  an 
average,  for  twelve  years,  more  than  six  weeks'  receipts 
in  the  hands  of  its  agent  to  meet  all  demands;  and  this 
•urn  has  been  at  all  times  appropriated,  and  not  properly 
the  fund  of  the  Government.  But  if  this  operation  was 
pel  formed  by  tlie  treasury  or  State  banks,  it  would  be 
necessary  to  have,  at  all  times,  a  certain  fund  on  hand  to 
meet  engagements. 


It  is  now  urged,  as  matter  of  compbunt,  that  the  buk 
has  the  use  or  this  sum  without  interest,  which  would 
amount  to  $150,000;  a  sum  too  inconsiderable  to  be  the 
subject  of  so  much  complaint. 

But  does  the  bank  perform  no  duties,  and  render  m 
services  to  the  Government  ?  Does  it  not  receive  and  pjy 
out,  at  various  places,  during  each  year,  twenty-five  mil- 
lions of  dollars'  Is  the  labor,  and  responsibility,  and 
expense  of  this,  no  equivalent? 

The  gentleman  now  varies  the  attack,  and  the  chirp 
now  is,  that  the  bank  has  no  resources,  or,  as  has  bets 
sud  in  another  place,  ••cannot  pay  its  debts." 

Sir,  here  is  a  bank  that  has  forty-nine  millions  of  nofei 
falling  due  in  nxty  days,  and  sixteen  millions  of  bills  fill- 
ing due  on  an  average  of  ninety  days,  with  seven  niillioH 
of  specie,  and  two  millions  of  notes  of  other  banks,  bcsdei 
real  estate,  with  eight  millions  of  regular  individiul  it- 
posites,  besides  those  of  the  Government,  which,  it  is  nor 
said,  has  not  the  means  of  paying  its  debts,  and  wbidi 
amount  to  only  twenty-one  millions,  independent  of  the 
depomtes;  that  is,  the  bank  has  sixty-five  miUions  of  piper 
falhng  due,  and  seven  millions  of  specie,  and  two  miUioa 
of  bank  notes,  and  has  less  than  twenty-one  milliomia 
circulation. 

Is  it  possible  that  any  man  who  understands  the  primi 
pies  of  banking  can  suppose  such  an  institution  unnfe, 
either  for  the  stockholders  or  the  people  of  the  cotintjj? 
The  Bank  of  England,  with  a  capital  of  fourteen  million 
of  poundu,  issues  twenty  milfions,  while  that  of  France, 
with  ninety  millions  of  francs,  issues  two  hundred  and  tbir^ 
millions;  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  has  less  tlan  two- 
thirds  of  hers  in  circulation. 

The  country  may  well  trust  its  administration  to  the  ex- 
perienced men  who  have  been  chosen  to  direct  it  _  Tbs 
bank  could  not  fail,  without  the  loss  of  thirt)'-five  milliooi 
to  the  stockholders;  and  what  motive  or  interest  can  then 
be  to  endanger,  in  the  slightest  degree,  the  safety  of  the 
institution  ?  The  bank  hiu  been  in  easy,  and  regular,  ind 
safe  operation  for  ten  years;  it  discloses  its  businesj  ereix 
month;  there  are  five  directors  on  the  part  of  the  Goren- 
ment:  it  enjoys  the  highest  confidence  every  where,  uid 
is,  in  fact,  m  most  successful  operation. 

But  the  gentleman  says  the  bank  has  no  capital.  There 
is  but  two  thousand  two  hundred  dollars  of  fiindeddebt; 
and  why?  Because  the  bank  has  permitted  the  Govern- 
ment to  redeem  its  stock.  How  can  the  bank  hare  fiind- 
ed  debt,  when  the  Government  is  paying  it  off,  »''^J'" 
ceasing  to  exist?  It  is  but  three  years  since  the  bank  beJd 
sixteen  millions,  but  tlie  Government  has  extinguished  it 

But  the  charg^e  is  seriously  made,  that  the  bank  hisWa 
seven  millions  of  its  capital  in  its  vaults.  Does  the  gen- 
tleman suppose  the  bank  is  to  lock  up  its  capital  in  Jp^ 
cie?  That  tliis  institution  b  to  withdraw  from  circuUtioa 
thirty-five  millions  of  specie;  for  the  public  funds  wiu  now 
cease  to  be  capital.  What  would  the  bank  operate  upon 
She  could  not  have  in  circulation  notes  to  an  ""J"?* 
greater  than  her  capital;  and  what  advantage  co"' .~J 
derive  from  an  issue  equal  to  her  capital,  if  she  retain** 
her  capital?  j^jj,» 

The  bank  formerly  held  a  large  amount  of  funded  dw^- 
That  has  been  paid  off,  and  was  replaced  in  bank b»sp 
cie.     What  must  the  bank  do  with  it?    Lo<:kuP»S^ 
a  portion  of  the  circulating  medium  of  the  country     » 
we  should  hear  of  embarrassment  and  derangement,  ol 
withdrawal  of  specie,  and  of  inundating  the  '=?'"'5L'IJ^ 
bank  notes.     But  now  the  argument  is  turnedintheotn 
direcUon.     The  bank  has  been  too  liberal.    It  has  P"'  jj 
activity  its  own  capital,  and  increased  its  circulation- 
has  extended  its  accommodation,  and  given  ^*^'''*'' '" -j. 
mercial'operations,  it  is  said,  to  the  extent  of  twenty 

Tlie  whole  of  this  arises  from  the  imperfect  kno'k  |« 
of  the  subject.    The  bank  held  the  (Wed  debt  <«  »» 
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Goreminent  to  the  amount  of  sixteen  millions,  which  has 
been  changed  into  money,  and  has,  besides,  received  seven 
BJUioiis  from  the  Government  in  payment  for  its  own 
itoclc,  making'  twenty-three  millions.  What  was  to  be 
jone  vith  this  part  oi  the  capital?  Let  it  lie  idle  and  un- 
productive in  the  vaults?  It  more  wisely  determined  to 
put  the  funds  in  circulation.  But,  instead  of  having  the 
effect  of  inducing  over-dealing,  it  has  had  the  effect  to  re- 
ScTc  the  country  from  its  necessary  consequences:  in  the 
phce  of  curtailing  its  operation^  when  tM  pressure  was 
teh,  as  the  local  and  limited  banka  are  compelled  to  do,  it 
extended  its  accoounodation,  met  the  crisis,  and  gvve  re- 
k£  Tbe  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  also  charged  that 
the  bank  has  forty  millions  of  paper,  as  well  as  its  capital, 
IB  drculation.  This  is  an  error.  I  oannot  be  mistaken, 
vbeo  I  repeat,  as  I  do,  with  perfect  confidence,  that  the 
piper  in  circulation  is  not  more  than  twenty-one  millions. 
It  is  necessary  to  distinguish  between  the  paper  issued, 
vhich  I  believe  does  amount  to  forty  milUoDs,  and  the 
mount  put  into  circulation.  The  amount  retained  on 
bud,  deducted  from  forty  millions,  (pves  the  circulation, 
grihe  amount  for  which  the  bank  is  indebted,  which  is 
ibout  twenty-one  millions. 

.Another  objection  is  now  taken  to  the  foreign  stock- 
koiden,  and  an  attempt  is  made,  by  parading  their  names 
and  titles^  to  produce  some  personal  prejudice.  They 
IK  persons  of  rank,  entitled,  from  their  character  and  con- 
ditioa  in  life,  to  our  respect  here.  They  are  holders  of 
ilock,  because  the  necessities  of  the  countnr,  and  the  policy 
of  our  laws,  gave  them  the  privilege.  The  country  was 
exhausted  by  the  war;  there  existed  a  great  scarcity  of  the 
stecious  metals.  It  was  the  interest  of  the  country  to 
onw  foreign  capital,  or  to  induce  investments  in  this  bank, 
IS  the  other  public  stocks  were  paid  off. 

This  was  rendered  the  more  necessary,  as  the  whole 
■onetaty  system,  in  a  very  short  period,  underwent  an 
entire  revolution,  and  the  paper  circulation  was  reduced 
Kw  sixty  millions;  and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that,  in 
icduciog  the  specie  circulation  to  fifty  millions,  three  to 
four  miUions  were  annually  paid  to  foreign  Elders  of  pub- 
lic stock. 

The  investment  of  foreigners  evinces  the  universal  con- 
idence  in  the  stability  of  uus  institution. 

This  question  may  properly  arise  under  die  bill  for  re- 
dBrtering  the  bank.  It  is  certainly  of  much  less  conse- 
itnenee  now  tlian  formerly;  but  there  are  considerations 
uv  that  ought  to  be  duly  weighed.  Foreigners  now  hold 
ibout  ten  millions  of  the  public  debt,  which  it  is  proposed 
to  psy  off  in  the  course  of  a  year.  This  sum  (U8pla<:ed, 
onnot  Cul  more  or  less  to  disturb  the  circulation.  The 
casntry  now  feels  the  effect  of  this  drain,  produced  as 
much  by  paying  off  stocks  held  by  foreigners,  as  by  over- 
impertat'ioB. 

The  gentleman  objects  that  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  may  exert  g;reat  political  power  and  corrupt  influ- 
ence. Honey  is  power,  certainly,  whether  in  the  hands 
of  iotfinduals,  of  local  banks,  or  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
Ststes.  The  concentration  of  a  large  sum,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  men  having  little  to  do  with  elections,  or  with  po- 
etical parties,  under  the  general  superintendence  of  fave 
ditcctois,  appointed  by  the  Government,  divided  into 
tventy^bur  States,  under  separate  boards  of  directors, 
chosen  among  the  most  respectable  persons  of  different 
pohhcal  principles,  acting  under  public  instructions,  .can- 
not become  a  political  engine,  and  will  exert  less  influence 
"lu  in  the  hands  of  individuiUs.  The  object  of  the  stock- 
holders is  profit,  not  power.  They  have  the  highest  mo- 
^I'csnot  to  interfere,  and  not  to  excite  prejudice  ag^nst 
them. 

No  such  argument  or  inference  can  be  drawn  from 
wh»t  his  hitherto  occurred.  They  liave  acted  upon  gene- 
"d  principles,  and  have  not  permitted  even  tlie  officers  of 
tw  Government  to  dictate  to  them,  and  they  have  resisted 


the  improper  interference  of  Government.  They  have 
deserved  the  public  confidence  as  much  by  their  indepen- 
dence as  by  the  just  and  liberal  administration  of  their 
affairs.  There  is  as  little  danger  of  their  becoming  a  tool 
of  power,  as  a  tool  of  party. 

I  trust  a  suitable- occasion  will  occur  to  reply  to  all  the 
charges  that  have  been  put  forth;  they  are  all  susceptible 
of  as  clear  and  satisfactory  explanation  as  those  he  has  set 
forth  to-day. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  said,  he  seldom  took  part  in 
discusnons  in  which  there  was  no  particular  object — ^the 
vote  on  which  concluded  nothing;  but  as  the  day  was  near- 
ly spent,  and  nothing  else  would  probably  be  taken  up, 
he  asked  leave  to  submit  a  few  observations. 

The  motion  now  before  the  Senate,  said  he,  is,  whether 
the  Senate  will  authorize  the  purchase  of  sixty  volumes  of 
a  work  which  I  consider  highly  useful  to  a  correct  under- 
standing of  the  affairs  of  Uie  Bank  of  the  Umted  States; 
which  work  containsevery  document  which  has  been  here> 
tofore  presented,  and  every  speech  which  lias  been  deli- 
vered on  the  subject  of  this  institution,  and  on  this  ques- 
tion. The  whole  subject  of  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of 
the  bank  has  been  indulged  in.  And  what  will  the  vote 
on  this  question  show?  That  the  Senate  baa,  or  has  not, 
agreed  to  purchase  the  books.  Of  course,  then,  tlie  vot« 
on  this  question  will  show  nothing  whatever  relative  to  ths 
bank  itself;  and  thus  do  we  waste  the  time  which  ought  to 
be  devoted  to  the  essential  business  of  the  session. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  HiuJ  came 
prepared  with  a  speech  on  this  subject,  and,  aSter  its  deli- 
very, moved  to  lay  the  resolution  for  the  purchase  of  tha 
books  upon  the  table,  and  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
thus  concluding  debate.  In  some  way  or  other,  (and  con- 
trary, in  my  opinion,  to  order,)  the  debate  has  been  con- 
tinued; and  now,  by  unanimous  consent,  it  has  been  per- 
mitted to  proceed. 

I  ought,  perhaps,  Mr.  President,  to  entertun^  soma 
doubts  whether  I  am  at  all  acquainted  with  the  subject  of 
banking,  differing,  as  I  do,  with  the  Senator  from  Missou- 
ri, [Mr.  Bextos,]  who  has  been  making  it  his  particular 
study,  and  who,  after  laborious  investigation,  has  brought 
forth  opinions  so  directly  opposite  to  my  ideas  of  banking. 
At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  that  Senator  presented  a 
resolution  in  relation  to  the  bank,  and  accompanied  it  with 
a  speech  of  great  length,  which  speech  was  circulated  in 
pamphlet  form  from  Maine  to  Louisiana.  It  met  here  with 
no  reply  from  any  Senator.  It  therefore  had  a  fair  chance 
to  inform  the  public  mind  on  the  particular  side  of  the 
question  which  it  represented.  And  what  has  been  the 
result?  Why,  that  the  bank,  it  appears,  has  become  more 
popular  than  even  its  friends  bad  believed;  and  why?  Be- 
cause the  charges  contained  in  the  speech  induced  men 
to  inquire-  into  them;  and  the  more  general  this  inquiry 
was,  so  in  proportion  was  the  public  satisfied  that  the 
bank  was  eminently  beneficial  to  the  nation — to  the  trea- 
sury— ^to  the  people,  and,  in  fiict,  that  the  Government 
could  not  conduct  its  business  with  promptitude  and  with 
safety,  without  the  aid  of  a  bank  over  which  it  could,  at 
all  times,  exercise  a  salutary  control. 

Tlie  Senator  [Mr.  Bistoh]  has  stated  the  issues  of  notes 
made  by  the  bank  to  be  forty-one  millions  of  dollars:  wRe- 
ther  he  is  right  or  wrong  in  his  statement,  I  know  not.  Now, 
Mr.  President,  Senators  may  believe  that  "  issues"  mean 
notes  in  circulation — not  so;  there  is  a  wide  difference 
between  notes  issued  and  notes  in  circulation.  Notes  is- 
sued mean  simply  notes  which  have  been  signed  by  the 
president  and  cashier.  Whenever  that  duty  has  been  per- 
formed, the  amount  of  notes  thus  mgned  is  always  added 
to  the  amount  of  issues:  but  every  one  who  is  in  the  least 
degree  acquainted  with  banking  operations,  knows  that 
one-third  or  mure  of  such  notes  are  always  in  the  bank 
or  its  branches,  ready  to  meet  any  demand  which  may  be 
made  for  bank  notes;  so  that  the  Senator  [Mr.  Joaxsroif] 
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was  probably  right  when  he  said  that  the  notei  in  circula- 
tion did  not  exceed  twenty-one  million*  of  dollars. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bkittok]  complains  of  the  depo- 
sites  made  in  the  bank  by  Government  and  others.  The 
amount  of  the  deposite  is  that  on  which  the  bank  is 
to  make  its  jfroiit.  If  the  bank  discounted  only  on 
the  amount  of  its  capital,  it  could  not  five  a  fair  divi-, 
dend.  A  bank,  after  three  years'  operations,  may  find 
that  the  deposites  amount,  on  an  average,  to  one-third  of 
its  capital  stock:  the  bank,  therefore,  has  a  rig;fat  to  consi- 
der these  deposites  as  a  fiind  on  which  it  may  safely  calcu- 
late, and,  as  a  matter  of  course,  the  business  of  the  bank 
in  relation  to  discounts  is  arranged  accordingly,  by  consi- 
dering these  deposites  in  the  same  light  as  capital.  Hence 
arises  a  profit,  of  which  all  banks  of  discount  and  deposite 
avail  themselves.  Merchants,  capitalists,  and  others,  de- 
posite their  money  in  the  bank,  because  they  consider  it 
safer  while  in  the  vault  of  the  bank,  than  in  Uieir  own  iron 
chests.  The  Government  makes  its  deposites  in  the  bank, 
because  it  is  safer  than  in  a  strong  box  at  the  treasury. 
The  money  necessary  for  the  expenditures  of  the  Govern- 
ment can  be  drawn  from  the  bank  as  occasion  may  require, 
and  this,  too,  without  any  risk,  or  the  possibility  of  loss. 
Can  this  be  said  of  any  other  mode  of  securing  the  public 
funds?  The  Senator  [Mr.  Bestow]  says,  that,  from  the 
Government  deposites  in  the  bank,  the  bank  derives  aa 
advantagpe — granted;  and  so  it  does  from  individual  depo- 
sites to  a  greater  amount.  Does  the  Government,  or  do 
individuals,  sustain  an  injury  thereby?  Suppose  there 
was  no  United  States'  Bank,  the  Government  deposites 
would  necessarily  be  made  in  some  of  the  State  banks, 
and  tliese  State  banks  would  enjoy  all  the  profits  of  which 
the  Senator  complains — in  which  profit  the  Government 
could  not  participate;  and  in  the  management  of  its  funds, 
while  in  deposite  in  these  State  banks,  the  Government 
could  exercise  no  control.  At  the  present  moment,  the 
Government  enjoys  one-fifth  of  the' gain,  arising  not  only 
from  its  own  deposites,  but  from  those  of  Individuals;  and 
the  public  funds  are  perfectly  safe,  ready  at  all  times  when 
required,  and  at  any  part  of  the  Union.  These  advanta- 
ges are  enjoyed  by  the  Government  without  any  expense, 
or  any  loss  by  inland  exchange.  Can  these  things  be  said 
of  State  banks?  Suppose  there  were  no  banks  of  any 
kind,  then  the  amount  which  has  been  mentioned  must 
be  kept  in  a  strong  box  at  the  treasury,  there  locked  up, 
and  excluded  from  tlie  necessary  circulation,  to  the  great 
injury  of  the  whole  nation.  Such  an  arrangement  would 
be  attended  with  no  beneficial  effect  whatever.  Such, 
indeed,  we  know,  was  the  course  pursued  by  the  ancient 
despotic  Governments,  against  which  every  man  of  com- 
mon sense,  all  economists,  and  all  history,  has  protested, 
as  ruinous,  and  destructive  of  the  interest  of  the  people. 
Would  the  Senator  wish  us,  in  our  financial  affairs,  to  re- 
turn to  the  age  of  barbarism? 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bestow]  has  told  us  that  foreigners, 
English  noblemen,  dowagers,  &c.,  own  of  the  stock  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the  amount  of  eight  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  and  this,  he  says,  is  a  grievance.  We 
have,  Mr.  President,  an  enterprising  people,  and  they 
can  and  do  manage,  not  only  their  own  capital  to  advan- 
t.igp,  but  also  that  of  foreigners,  whenever  they  are  per- 
mitted to  do  so.  If  foreigners  speculate  in  our  stocks,  it 
gives  us  means,  on  which  our  citizens  can  operate  to  ad- 
vantige.  Foreigners  can,  under  the  charter,  become 
stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  but  they 
can  have  no  influence  in  directing  the  operations  of  the 
institution;  they  have  no  vote  for  directors.  Tliey  feel 
an  interest  in  the  dividends  only.  Provided  they  receive 
good  dividends,  they  care  but  little  who  manage  the  af- 
fairs of  the  institution.  But  the  Senator  [Mr.  Bestok] 
thinks  that  these  foreigners  hold  stock  to  the  amount  of 
four  millions  in  trust  to  our  own  citizens,  who  can  thereby 
vote.     What  an  idea!     Who  is  there  that  can  for  one 


moment  believe  that  any  foreign  gentleman,  or  »ny  dow- 
ager, would  vest  in  our  citizens  their  property,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  thera  to  vote  at  the  electjonof 
directors?  Who  is  there  that  can  believe  that  there  ii 
one  foreigner  who  would  betray  such  a  want  of  conunan 
sense  and  common  prudence,  as  to  adopt  such  a  course' 
Who  is  there,  1  ask,  who  believes  that  any  foreigner,  hold- 
ing stock  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  cares  one  fir. 
thmg  whether  A  B,  C  D,  or  E  F,  are  directors  of  tie 
bank?  Bank  stock  of  the  United  States,  Pennsjlrai 
stock,  Ohio  stock,  Louisiana  stock,  and  other  Americja 
stocks,  have  been  sent  to  England  as  a  remittance,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  mercantile  transactions,  there  sold,  aid 
bought  by  English  subjects.  Does  the  Senator  [Mr.  Btj- 
toh]  wish  to  prevent  such  useful  accommodation— sach 
ordinary  commercial  operations,  (attended,  as  they  certain. 
ly  are,  with  great  mercantile  advantages,  J  by  represcntiiw 
as  objectionable  the  holding  of  our  stocks  by  foreigners' 
Our  own  citizens  contract  with  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Ne» 
York  j  and  other  States,  to  take  large  loans:  do  they  do  so  with 
the  view  of  permanently  holding  such  stocks?  Certainl; 
not;  butforthepurposeof  profit, bysellingthemathomc^ 
or  sending  them  to  England,  where  money  is  cheaper. 
All  this  hostility  to  foreigners  holding  our  stocks  is  un- 
wise, impolitic,  injurious  to  our  interests,  and  whoDvit 
war  with  the  views  of  gentlemen  who  aspire  to  the  cha- 
racter of  statesmen.  I  will  ask  the  Senator  [Mr.  Bettoj] 
—no,  rip,  I  will  ask  his  colleague  [Mr.  BrcKssa]  the  ques- 
tion, if  Baring,  Brothers,  &  Co.  should  establish  a  bank, 
with  a  capital  of  a  million  of  dollars,  on  their  private  ac- 
count, at  St.  Louis,  whether  the  good  people  of  that  city 
would  consider  it  a  grievance;  or  whether  the^  wouM  not 
consider  it  a  great  advantage  in  thus  introducing  a  millioa 
of  hard  dollars  into  their  community.  At  the  time  the 
Senator  [Mr.  Bestow]  was  speaking,  lastyear,  in  relation 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  1  was  told  by  a  gentle- 
man from  Missouri  that  hisSenator  [Mr.  Bestos]  wasrais. 
taken  in  his  views  relative  to  the  bank;  for  that  thebmnch 
bank  at  St.  Louis  had  conducted  its  operations  in  a  man- 
ner highl}'  beneficial  to  the  community.  As  an  eridcnce 
of  the  truth  of  the  remark,  the  city,  he  said,  had,  in  con- 
sequence, gfreatly  increased  in  the  number  of  its  buildings 
and  public  improvements,  and  its  commerce  had  become 
greatly  extended. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Bestow]  concludes  that  the  bailU 
insolvent,  bec-iuse  it  has  not  a  sufficient  amount  of  specie 
in  its  vaults  to  meet  all  the  notes  it  has  in  circulation,  and 
its  other  debts.  No  bank  ever  had,  or  ever  can  h»Te,sp^ 
cie  to  this  extent.  Insolvency,  in  banking  institutions, 
sometimes  occurs;  bat  these  cases  are  where  the  sound- 
ness of  the  bank  is  questioned,  and  its  ability  to  pay  be- 
comes a  matter  of  public  doubt.  In  such  an  event,  me* 
holding  the  notes  of  the  bank,  and  fearing  the  loss  of  their 
money,  make  a  run  on  the  bank,  which,  unable  to  nieet 
such  unexpected  demands,  is  crushed.  Such  has  hetn 
the  fikte  of  nuuiy  of  the  private  bankers  in  Great  Britu"; 
and  if  the  Senator  [Mr.  Bswros]  could,  by  his  ^peechc^ 
induce  the  creditors  of  the  bank  to  believe  that  their  pro- 
perty was  in  danger,  a  run  on  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  might  be  injurious,  but  not  fatal.  I  yield  to  tint 
Senator  the  credit  of  having  used  his  best  exertions  agsinrt 
the  bank,  but  I  feel  assured  tiiat  the  people  understand 
this  subject  as  well  as  we  do;  and  they  i^st  fully  satisSed 
with  the  knowledge  that  their  property  in  the  bank  i» 
secure,  because  they  know  that  the  affairs  of  the  bank  are 
managed  with  Judgment,  with  prudence,  and  with  a  re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  all  concerned.  Public  confidence 
sustains  a  bank,  and  not  the  amount  of  specie  contained 
in  its  vaults.  A  person  possessing  a  note  of  the  Bank  of 
the  Urtited  States,  does  not  ask  whetlier  the  bank  has  a 
certain  amount  of  specie  in  its  vaults;  he  simply  asks,  >• 
this  note  current  for  all  purposes  of  money  transactions 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Biktob]  has  read  a  great  deal  on 
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the  subjects  of  banks  and  banking.  He  has  introduced  to 
us  the  Scotch  banks.  How  are  these  banks  sustained? 
Thcjr  have  never,  since  the  period  of  their  establishment, 
been  called  upon  for  more  than. ten  thousand  pounds  ster- 
ling. Their  security,  and'the  public  confidence  in  them, 
vises  fiom  the  correct  management  of  their  afiairs. 

There  is  a  constant  action  and  reaction  in  money  opera- 
lioin.  In  tiie  year  1830,  money  was  so  plenty,  that  the 
highest  interest  in  die  money  market  was  five  per  cent. 
Money,  indeed,  was,  to  my  knowledge,  orfTered  at  four  per 
cent  Achange  took  pUrtse  in  1831.  Owing  to  an  excess 
«r importations — to  larjpesums  being  disposed  of  in  roads 
tnd  canals — in  larg^  manufacturing  establishments,  &c. ; 
and,  added  to  this,  the  stocks  held  by  foreigners  having 
been  paid  off  by  the  Oovemment,  and  there  being  no 
iminediate  means  of  profitable  investment,  exchange  rose, 
from  these  circumstances,  to  an  advance  so  great  that  it 
beume  profitabls  to  remit  specici  and  an  immense  amount 
of  specie  has  in  consequence  been  exported.  From 
whence  was  this  specie,  required  for  exportation,  to  be  ob- 
tained' From  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its 
bnacbes.  The  bank  must  pay,  and  hence  the  necessity 
to  draw  specie  from  its  sevet^  branches,  and  to  call  in  the 
debts  due  by  tlie  State  banks.  This  has  caused  great,  but 
imroidable  injury. '  The  State  banks  have  been  com- 
pelled, in  consequence,  to  lessen  their  discounts.  The 
Bank  of  the  United  States  and  its  brandies,  with  a  view  of 
aiding  the  merchants,  have  recently  increased  their  dis- 
tount);  a  reactii-n  has  taken  place,  and  exchange  has 
tdlen  so  low,  that  the  exportation  of  ^ecie  is  no  longer 
(irofitible.  This  reaction  is  owing,  in  some  degree,  to  the 
lid  afforded  to  our  commercial  community  by  Sie  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  auid  also  to  the  large  shipments  of  cotton, 
«hich  has  thrown  bills  on  London  into  the  market,  and 
reduced  the  exchange. 

Many  think,  Mr.  Pre«dent,  and  among  the  number  is 
tlK  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bkxtow,]  that  the  bank 
derives  great  profit  from  the  circulation  of  bank  notes;  and 
thii,  to  a  certain  extent,  is  true.  The  issue  of  notes  j  usti- 
tcsthe  bank  in  the  increase  of  its  discounts.  But  if  good 
piper  for  discount  be  not  offered,  beyond  what  the  bank 
can  act  upon,  equ»l  to  the  amount  of  its  papital  and  de- 
pnites,  the  issue!  of  bank  notes  is  of  no  use  whatever. 
Such  notes  are  an  expense  which  may  be  repaid  by  the 
loeand  destruction  of  notes.  The  issuing  of  bank  notes 
><  the  only  means  by  which  a  run  on  the  bank  may  be 
•sdcj  and  if  none  were  issued,  the  dividends  would  be 
«liiillj'  good,  for  the  bank  might  with  perfect  safety  dis- 
count to  an  amount  as  large  as  they  now  do.  It  is  from 
thediacounts  that  profit  is  made,  and  not  from  the  issue  of 
notes,  llus  fact  is  easily  shown.  The  Savings  Bank  of 
Ntimore  is  prohibited  from  issuing  bank  notes.  The 
lunl;,  therefore,  discounts  on  deposites  alone,  and  divides 
tijht  per  cent.,  which  Is  more  than  any  other  bank  in  the 
City  has  lately  given,  and  yet  the  Savings  Bank  pays  a  small 
interest  on  the  amount  of  the  deposites.  It  is  conducted 
n  the  principle  of  the  Scotch  banks. 

Bank  notes  are  a  g>real  convenience  as  a  circulating 
Bedium,  and  are  extremely  useful  to  the  people,  but  they 
"e,  in  truth,'  dangerous  to  the  institntion  which  issues 
ftfm.  I  am  aware  tliat  this  latter  idea  differs  from  the  re- 
ctired  opinion  on  the  subject;  yet  I  feel  confident  that  it 
»  substantially  correct.  Bank  notes  of  any  Institution, 
»liich  are  in  common  circulation,  may  be  readily  col-, 
Kcted,  and  to  such  an  amount,  that,  on  being  presented  to 
•is  bank  for  payment  in  specie,  the  bank  may  not  be  able 
'1  meet  die  sudden  demand,  and  its  credit  will  be  thereby 
Winetl.  Public  confidence  in  any  bank,  having  been  once 
™,eannot  easily  be  regained. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Bbxtos]  entertains 

Pat  apprehensions  from  the  influence  that  the  bank  may 

»'e  in  the  elections.  In  fact,  he  seems  to  think  the  bank 

Wlcontrolandgovern  the  nation.     Tliisidca  appears  to 

Vol.  VHI. 


me  altogether  visionary.  The  bank  knows  its  own  inte» 
rests  better  than  to  interfere  in  any  manner  with  the  elec- 
tions. It  well  knows  that  the  old  bank  lost  its  charter, 
partly  by  reason  of  its  inteHerence  with  the  elections, 
and,  in  part,  by  its  refusal  to  increase  its  capital;  which  in- 
crease of  capital  to  thirty  millions  might  have  changed  the 
directors,  and  thtis  have  corrected  the  evil  cortiplained  of. 
If  I  were  disposed,  Mr.  President,  to  commence  an  elec- 
tioneering campaign,  I  would  desire  no  better  aid  than  the 
people  would  give  me,  when  they  saw  a  moneyed  institu- 
tion take  the  field  against  me.  I  speak  from  experience. 
The  branch  of  the  ok!  Bank  of  the  United  States  in  Balti- 
raore  opposed  my  election.  The  president,  cashier,  and 
directors,  tec.,  paraded  the  streets  at  the  head  of  » 
large  body  of  federalists,  passed  my  door  by  vm  of  in- 
sult, refused  discount  to  democrats,  and  turned  out  of 
office  the  only  director  of  the  bank  who  was  a  democrat. 
Their  folly  recoiled  upon  tliemselves.  Tlie  people  took 
offence  at  the  conduct  of  the  bank  officers,  as  they  al- 
ways will  do  at  any  attempts,  whether  by  the  bank  or  any 
thing -else,  which  interfere  with  the  elective  franchise. 
The  result  of  this  interference  was  my  election  by  a  ma- 
jority of  eight  hundred  votes.  The  present  bank  discoun- 
tenances every  interference  of  the  kind  by  its  officers; 
and,  as  an  instance  of  Uie  correctness  of  this  remark,  I 
may  observe,  that  I  have  a  copy  of  a  letter,  addressed  by 
the  president  of  the  Bank  of^thc  United  States  to  the 
president  of  one  of  the  branches,  reprehending  such  con- 
duct, and  informing  him  that  the  officers  of  the  bank  mutt 
abstain  from  all  interference  in  elections,  or  retire  from 
their  offices— that  they  are  bankers  and  not  politicians. 

The  Senator  [Mr.  Beittos]  has  charged  that  tlie  Go- 
vernment lost  ten  millions  of  dolUrs  by  the  public  money 
having  been  permitted  to  lay  in  tiie  bank  for  its  support, 
without  which  the  bank  must  have  been  ruined  in  1817 
or  1819.  And  how  has  the  Senator  proved  this  great  losa.^ 
Thus:  that  tlie  act  of  1817  authorized  tiie  purchase  ofthe 
three  per  cents,  at  sixty-five  per  cent ;  at  which  price  it 
might,  he  says,  then  have  been  purchased,  and  thu« 
have  saved  the  difference  between  sixty-five  and  ninety- 
six  per  cent.,  (the  present  price,)  and  that  the  ten  nul- 
lions  in  the  bank  might  and  ought  tlien  to  have  been  ap- 
plied to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per  cents.  1  am  not  at  ' 
present  prepared  to  speak  from  documents,  and  am  wholly 
unprepared  for  a  discussion  on  this  point.  I  can  only  say 
that  there  was  a  large  amount  of  public  money  in  the  bank 
early  in  1817,  when  the  bank  commenced  its  operations^ 
which  atmount  was  of  no  use  whatever  to  the  bank,  the 
capital  of  the  bank,  at  the  period  referred  to,  having  beea 
more  than  sufficient  for  its  business  at  the  commencement 
of  its  operations.  The  l.irgc  amount  referred  to  made 
the  average  public  dcposite  of  that  year  appear  very  large, 
when,  perhaps,  the  greatest  part  was  applied,  on  the 
1st  of  July  of  that  year,  to  the  purchase  of  the  three  per 
cents,  and  other  stocks;  for  in  that  year  an  amount  ex- 
ceeding twenty -four  millions  of  dollars  had  been  paid  for 
the  purchase  ofthe  public  debt.  But  the  Senatorsaid  that 
there  remained,  at  the  end  of  tliat  year,  ten  million*  of 
dollars  in  the  bank,  a  part  of  which  we  aU  know  was  ap- 
plicable to  the  appropriations  for  the  fourth  quarter  of 
that  year,  and  the  residue  must  have  been  applied  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt,  on  the  1st  or  2d  of  January, 
1818.  The  Bank  of  the  United  States  was,  I  aver,  under 
no  embarrassment  in  the  year  1817,  and  could  have  wanted 
no  aid  from  Government  I  must  presume,  also,  that  the 
bank  did  not  receive  any  ud,  although  involved  in  some 
difficulty  in  1819;  for,  ifmy  recollection  on  the  subject  be 
correct,  there  was  little  of  the  public  money  left  in  the 
bank  during  that  year,  and  not  one-half  of  tlie  two  mil- 
lions which  the  law  directed  should  be  reserved  in  the 
treasury  to  meet  unforeseen  engagements.  So  far  from 
being  able  to  protect  tiie  bank  in  1619,  Government  was 
itself  so  straitened  in  Its  funds,  as  to  be  unable  to  pay  la 
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this  year,  towards  the  principal  and  interest  of  the  debt,  by  way  of  New  Orleans.    Now,  sir,  it  so  happens  tbt 


more  than  seven  miUion  seven  hundred  and  thr^e  thou- 
sand nine  hundred  and  twenty-six  dollars,  instead  of  the 
ten  millions  of  dollars  which  the  law  directed  to  be  annu- 
ally paid.     But,  nr,  if  all  that  has  been  said  is  true,  what 
fkuk  has  the  bank  committed?    None  that  I  can  see.  The 
bank  answered  every  call  made  upon  it  by  the  commis- 
noners  of  the  sinking  fund,  and  this  was  all  that  could 
be  required  of  the  Dank.     If  there  has  been  an  error 
committed,  it  must  have  been  made  by  the  commissioners. 
TTiey  did  not,  the  Senator  says,  purchase  tlie  three  per 
cents.     He  [Mr.  Bektos]  sa^s  that  they  only  purchased 
one  and  a  half  millions.    I  tbmk,  sir,  that  they  purchased 
m  lareer  amount,     I  have  no  doubt,  however,  tliat  they 
bought  from  all  who  would  sell;  and  not  being  able  to  get 
more,  they  faithfully  applied  the  readue  of  the  public 
money  to  the  payment  oi  the  six  per  cents.,  which,  in  a 
pecuniary  point  of  view,  was  a  more  advantageous  pur- 
chase.     I  hare  no  doubt  that  the  commissioners  pur- 
chased all  the  three  per  cents,  that  could  be  bought.    No 
person  (unless  pressed  for  money)  would  sell  his  three 
per  cent,  stock.    It  was  well  known  to  the  stockholders, 
'  Out  the  Government  must,  at  some  time  or  other,  pay 
^em.     The  law  which  created  this  stock,  (the  three  per 
cents.,)  pledged  the^ublic  domun  for  its  payment  at  par; 
and  when  the  revolutionary  six  per  cents,  were  extia 
guished,  some  of  the  holders  of  the  three  per  cents,  ap- 
plied by  memorial  for  payment'&om  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands.    Their  petition  was  not  granted,  but  they 
well  knew  that  the  honor  of  the  Government  was  pledg^ed 
for  its  ultimate  redemption.     They  relied  on  Uiat  pledge, 
and  refused  to  sell  their  three  per  cent,  stock.    No  cen- 
sure, therefore,  can  attach  to  the  commissioners  of  the 
sinking  fiind,  and  certunly  none  to  the  bank,  in  relation 
to  this  matter.  The  State  of  Maryland  holds  to  the  amount 
of  three  hundred  and  sixty^ve  thousand  dollars  of  the 
three  per  cents.     That  State  will  not  sell,  and  cares  but 
Vttle  whether  this  stock  is  paid  off  or  not.     Paradoxical 
as  it  may  appear,  Maryland  has  borrowed  money  at  five 
per  cent.,  rather  thanjiart  with  her  Government  three 
per  cents.  This  view  ofthe  subject  being  founded  in  fiust, 
the  charge  of  the  loss  of  ten  millions  of  dollars  is  utterly 
unfounded.    The  truth  is,  there  was  a  saving  to  the  pub- 
lic by  the  payment  of  the  debt  bearing  an  interest  of  six 
per  cent.,  which  has  been  shown  by  the  Senator  from 
Louiuana,  [I^Cr.  Johitstoh.] 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  of  Missouri,  said:  I  do  not  precisely 
know  what  at  tliis  moment  is  the  proper  subject  of  discus- 
aon,  whether  it  is  the  bank,  or  alum  salt;  but  I  suppose, 
as  all  have  been  glanced  at  by  others,  I  may  do  so  too;  but 
my  object  in  risincr  was  more  particularly  to  answer  some 
remarks  which  fell  from  my  honorable  colleague  on  the 
subject  ofthe  bank.  As  for  the  book  and  alum  salt,  at 
present  I  will  pass  them  over. 

Sir,  it  Mraa  said  by  my  colleague,  [Mr.  Bsktoit,]  that 
fhe  bank  was  insolvent,  that  she  was  not  able  to  pay  her 
depomtes,  much  less  is  she  able  to  pay  her  bills,  &c.  Sir, 
•uch  a  charge  as  this,  coming  from  a  Senator  in  his  place, 
is  serious;  and,  if  the  statement  be  relied  on,  is  calculated 
to  do  much  good  or  harm,  and  ought  never  to  be  nude  up- 
on sHght  authority,  or  carelessly.  If  the  bank  is  insolvent, 
Ae  people  ought  to  know  it,  that  they  may  save  themselves 
from  injury  by  it;  if  not,  such  attempts  as  this  to  dispar- 
age the  currency,  and  injure  the  bank  and  the  people  by 
rinking  the  paper  in  their  hands,  are  unwarrantable.  Fair 
and  manly  oppomtlon  to  any  measure  is  justifiable,  but  on 
no  account  ought  we  ever  to  ■go  beyond  this. 

Sir,  what  is  the  authority  of  that  Senator  for  this  re- 
mark? Mere  hypothesis;  and,  if  in  that  he  is  as  much  mis- 
taken as  in  many  other  of  bis  statements,  there  can  be  but 
little  cause  for  alarm.  Sir,  on  a  former  occasion,  speak- 
ing ofthe  importation  of  alum  salt,  he  told  us  thirteen 
muKonsof  bushels  were  imported  into  the  United  States 


this  is  about  the  whole  amount  imported  into  the  wholeof 
the  United  States.  Does  it  all  come  to  New  Orleans?  And 
in  his  speech  last  summer,  at  St.  Louis,  on  the  subject  of 
the  bank  checks,  he  boldly  told  the  people  that  sitetj 
millions  of  dollars  of  that  cuirency  was  in  circolation,  iS 
of  which  was  void,  and  not  paj'able,  &c.     And  a  few  ixft 
since,  in  his  place,  he  told  us  that  about  thirty  millicaiswtn 
in  circulation,  as  if  Bxteen  nullions  could  not  aisnn  tkl 
people,  thirty  should.     And,  sir,  what  does  the  report* 
our  tables  prove?    Why,  sir,  that  a  little  more  thm  Sit 
millions  of  dollars  are  in  circulation  of  that  paper.    Kiny 
I  repeat,  if  he  is  as  much  mistaken  in  his  supposition  iM. 
the  solvency  ofthe  bank,  as  he  is  generally  in  other  tling^ 
when  he  says  she  u  insolvent,  the  certainty  is  that  sheniit 
be  In  a  very  flourishing  condition,  and  perfectly  soItoA 
He  told  us,  in  one  of  his  severul  speeches  on  this  Hi> 
ject,  that  the  West  wa*  injured  by  the  bank— timi 
drained  the  country  of  specie — that  last  June  ^00,(l( 
had  been  taken  from  St.  Louis  by  the  mother  bank.  Ki 
he  tells  us  not  a  dollar  was  ever  put  in  that  bank,  thcic| 
insinuating  that  said  bank  cannot  pay  her  debts,  and  fl 
her  notes  are  not  valuable.     Which  of  these  incomin 
statements  are  we  to  take?    The  gentleman  has  ccraa 
become  confused  with  much  thought  on  thisirritaiinga 
ject.     Sir,  there  are  some  subjects-upoD  which  soacpe 
pie  are  more  sensitive  than  others.    If  the  Senator  iii 
much  mistaken  in  plain  matters  of  tuX  and  law  on  li 
question,  is  it  not  fur  to  suppose  him  as  much  so  is 
bis  theory  and  prophecy  on  the  same  subject?  Does  it  i 
sliow  that  his  view  ofthe  whole  subject  cannot  be  greri 
relied  on?     Sir,   in  truth,  1  have  no  doubt  butthiti 
whole  view  of  this  subject  is  a  miscalculation,  and,  to 
is  a  bundle  of  confiision  and  error.     In  his  speech  Itst « 
non  on  this  floor,  be  said  the  Union,  Uke  France,  sfaM 
come  to  a  hard  money  currency,  but  that  he  would  vole  I 
the  substitute  for  this  bank,  as  recommended  by  thePw 
dent.     Is  there  any  nmilitude  between  hard  moMjr  I 
that  substitute  ?     He  now  tells  us  the  States  ought  to  la 
this  subject — they  should  have  banks,  sir,  and  thp  c< 
out  tlie  secret  at  last;  be  wants  State  banks.    Sir,  I  - 
thought  that  gentleman  had  enough  of  State  banb-^] 
least  I  am  sure  bur  State  (Missouri)  has  entirehr  o^p 
of  that.    Experience,  it  is  said,  is  the  mother  «f  ■?^'*H 
and  will  that  gentleman  pnAt  nothing  by  npcnuxn 
He  complains  that  this  bank  broke  down  the  Stttc  t>3i>^ 
and  thus  oppresses  the  States.    Not  so  is  the  fact,  ts  1 IM 
derstand  things;  the  bad  management  of  those  rotten  cm 
bU^ments  broke  themselves   down.     What  broke  Jjj 
State  banks  of  Missouri,  the  St.  Louis  bank,  and  tiie  bi« 
of  Missouri?   That  Senator  is  better  informed  on  thrt  ^| 
ject  than  myself,  and,  if  he  chooses,  can  tell  a  tale  to 
Senate  that  will  satiny  them  on  that  subject.    If  the  f' 
banks  are  injured  by  this  bank,  tell  me,  «r,  why  "''^^ 
most  of  the  solvent  State  banks  are  petitioning  this  bofl 
for  a  renewal  of  the  charter?    And  why  is  it  thit  tij 
rotten  establishments,  and  the  friends  of  them,  soi  ^ 
as  perhaps  best  know  the  operations  of  them,  are 
found  opposed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes'  S% 
will  he  come  down  plainly  and  tell  us  what  he  wsnt>|  0* 
moment  he  is  for  a  hard  money  currency,  the  next,  is  i» 
hng  to  vote  for  the  substitote  recommended  by  the  P* 
sident;  then  he  urges  the  claim  of  the  States  to  h* 
banks;  yet  he  is  against  all  banks;  says  they  are  dangenM 
to  liberty,  create   lords,  and   sustain    noble  foitijM» 
Sir,  could  not,  and  would  not  those  very  foteignw  W 
a  right  to  p'ut  their  funds  in  State  banks?  and  woiJd  ■» 
many  of  them  put  their  funds  in  the  State  banks  *  ** 
York  if  the  United  States'  Bank  is  not  rechartered   ■ 
there,  mr,  any  coincidence  and  fitness  in  this  view  ^"J 
plan,  which  oug^t  to  recommend  his  course  to  tlie  p"?*- 
On  the  contrary,  is  there  not  perfect  dissimilitude  sod 
fusion  in  his  whole  view  of  this  subject? 
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b  one  speech  he  tells  us  it  is  dangerous  to  hare  a  ^eat 
moneyed  monopoly  in  the  countryj  that  it  will  influence 
elections,  and  sap  the  freedom  of  the  people)  and  in  ano- 
ther he  tells  us  the  bank  is  insolvent  Sir,  how  can  an 
iosolrent  bank  be  a  moneyed  monopoly,  control  the  elec- 
tioni,  and  sap  the  freedom  of  the  pecmle?  And,  if  it  u  a 
nonejed  monopoly,  it  cannot  be  insolvent.  Have  not  the 
Senator's  remarks  this  incongfruity?  Will  the  people  not 
leethis  matter  in  its  true  lig'ht?  Can  they  be  humbugged 
-4sn  any  one  think  so  lif^itly  of  the  people  as  to  believe 
them  capable  of  swallowing  such  a  complication  of  jargon? 
Sir,  any  man  who  believes  the  American  people  can  be 
indttcea  by  the  influence  of  the  bank,  or  any  outer  means, 
to  betny  their  liberty,  makes  a  bad  calculation  on  the  dis- 
porition  and  noble  nature  of  his  countrymen.  Tell  me, 
sr,  where  an  election  has  been  carried  by  the  influence  of 
the  bank;  where  the  American  people  have  sacrificed 
Ihdr  frredom  and  independence  from  a  love  of  gold  or 
lerrillty  to  wealth.  Will  a  man,  representing  a  Western 
State,  say  it  happened  in  his  State'  If  it  is  mtended  to 
ipphr  that  insinuation  to  Hiasoori,  I  repel  it,  sir,  with  that 
iwimation  I  know  the  noble  nature  of'  my  fellowK:itizens 
Tould  dowere  they  personally  present.  Who,  in  Missouri, 
on  be  found  that  will  admit  that  he  voted  to  please  the 
bul,  or  that  ever  will  do  so? 

Permit  me,  Mr.  President,  here  to  take  a  short  view  of 
Hk  honorable  Senator's  hard  money  notions,  and  his  State 
hat  s\'stem.  First,  of  the  hard  money  plan.  Will  it  not 
keseen  by  the  most  humble-minded  man  in  the  nation,  who 
hu  any  knowledge  of  the  policy  of  this  people,  that  such  a 
Kheme  will  not  do,  either  as  it  relates  to  the  general  inte- 
rest of  the  nation,  and  especially  the  Western  and  South- 
western interest?  I  mean  the  new  States  in  the  latter  re- 
nark.  What  would  be  the  condition  of  this  republic 
'  tithout  commerce  ?  Jt  is  commerce  that  ettables  the  agri- 
enlturist  to  convert  his  produce  into  money,  and  it  Into 
nil  estate.  What  would  be  the  condition  of  the  farmer, 
%  ifier  he  had  labored  and  anuased  a  large  quantity  of 
poduce,  he  had  no  market  for  it?  Sir,  it  would  rot  on 
bis  hands,  and  his  incentive  to  industry,  improvement,  and 
enterprise  of  every  sort  would  be  lostj  ana  idleness,  neg- 
lect of  his  farm,  and  degfeneracy  of  every  kind  would 
fcllov  throughout  the  whole  of  this  now  prosperous  and 
kappy  land;  and  no  part  would  feel  this  calamity  more 
deeply  than  the  West,  and,  in  a  pre-eminent  degree,  the 
Slate lin  part  have  the  honor  to  represent,  (Missouri,) 
ad  whose  rights  and  interests  I  here  defend,  and  ever 
«ill  defend,  whilst  honored  with  her  confidence;  and 
when  that  shall  be  lost,  I  will  retire,  and  sorrow  over  the 
im^uided  and  ruinous  policy  of  my  country.  Sir,  the 
whole  of  this  plan  of  opposition  to  the  bank  will,  if  adopted, 
injsre  maternlly  the  State  of  Missouri — it  will  retard  emi- 
pation;  it  will  ruin  her  commerce,  her  trade  of  all  kinds; 
hut  more  especially  the  furtrade,  and  the  mineral  trade,  the 
"otccs  of  so  much  prosperity  to  us.  How,  if  this  bank  is 
•topped,  will  the  Eastern  capitalists  transmit  specie  across 
the  mountains  to  be  used  in  this  trade?  Sir,  a  hard  money 
currency  will  not  suit  this  traifi.  And  will  the  people  of 
that  State  be  wjling  to  stcrifice  a  trade  that  yields  them 
»  much  profit  now?  Though  the  bank  capitidists  in'  Phi- 
Wclphia  and  New  York,  and  _other  cities,  can  trans- 
•lit,  and  do  transmit,  large  suras  to  be  applied  in  that  trade, 
to  the  great  profit  of  the  country,  are  the  people  willing 
to  see  their  lead  mjnes  and  iron  mines,  for  which  now  they 
find  a  market  for  their  produce,  and  »;Jiere  they  can  be 
wiployed  as  laborers,  or  hire  their  slaves  for  a  fair  price 
in  cash?— are  they  willing  now  to  see  this  trade  lost,  and 
««  all  the  benefits  we  now  enjoy  from  it?  But  the  Sena- 
tor speaks  of  State  banks.  Sir,  I  will  tarn  now  to  that 
proposition;  experience  will  teach  us  something  in  this 
wtter.  We  once  had  State  banks  in  tlie  Western  coun- 
tij;  and  who  that  recollects  that  period  of  our  affairs,  that 
i>liM  it  agjOn?    How  many  honest  men  were  swindled 


out  of  their  property  by  those  institutions?  How  great 
was  the  difference  in  the  value  of  the  paper  of  those  State 
banks?  How  often  did  the  people  of^ Missouri,  who  moT> 
ed  from  the  Southern  and  Middle  States,  and  espedallr 
Kentucky  and  the  two  Cardinas,  have  to  sell  the  bank 
paper  they  brought  with  them  at  a  Urge  diacovnt?  WiH 
not  these  things  happen  again  by  the  establishment  of 
State  banks?  Great  inequality  in  the  value  of  their  paper 
will  prevail;  and  as  all  Southern  money  must  always  be 
lowest  in  Missouri,  every  one  who  emigrates  tmax  the  South 
will  be  compelled  to  pass  his  paper  at  m  discount  (or  eveiy 
thing  he  buys  afler  he  comes  to  Missotiri.  Will  not  tlus 
be  a  great  disadvantage  to  the'  emignition  to  our  State  f 
Eastern  funds  will  alvrays  be  highest  ia  our  market,  be* 
cause  our  merchants  will  want  it  to  take  to  the  East.  But, 
sir,  above  all,  there  is  another  strong  reason  why  we  ought 
not  to  have  State  banks,  ahd  that  is,  that  by  so  dtnng  yen 
throw  the  whole  commerce  of  this  nation  into  the  power 
and  control  of  a  single  city,  (New  Vork,)  to  the  iigury  of 
every  other  in  the  nation.  What  city  wiU  be  able  to  cope 
with  New  York  or  Albany?  Sir,  this  bank  has  equa]izM» 
as  near  as  can  be,  the  whole  currency  of  the  country;  iti* 
a  soimd  and  valuable  currency,  receivable  every  where, 
even  out  of  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  at  par.  And 
wh^  shall  we  speculate  on  imaginary  evils,  or  be  frighten- 
ed at  the  many  hobgoblins  and  horrible  pictures  of  anti- 
republicanism  which  too  much  ingenuity  can  invent?  Hu 
any  of  the  many  imagined  injuries  yet  happened?  Why« 
then,  when  the  country  is  prospering,  and  the  people  con- 
tent, shall  we  alarm  Uiem  with  imaginary  evil,  that  may, 
yes,  sir,  that  never  will  happen?  Are  the  people  of  the  Wwt 
prepared  to  see  steamboat  navigation  through  their  coun- 
tries destroyed,  which  to  them  is  a  source  of  wealth  and 
convenience?  iWithout  funds  no  branch  of  bunness  can 
flourish.  Yet,  sir,  there  is  another  reason  why  this  bank 
ought  not  now  to  be  stopped,  as  far  as  Western  interests 
are  consulted,  which  is  this,  that  now  it  affords  us  th« 
means  with  which  to  improve  our  condition;  the  peopl* 
are  greatly  supplied  by  the  bank,  and  a  great  sum  is  on* 
to  the  bank.  Now,  sir,  if,  insteaid  of  being  supplied  with 
twenty  millions  of  dollars,  we  have  this  suddenly  with- 
drawn, and,  beudes,  are  called  on  to  pay  this  amount  to 
the  bank,  which  we  owe  her,  how  great  will  be  the  re- 
verse of  our  condition  then  from  the  present?  What  witt 
the  people  say,  sir,  then?  The  man  who  now  believesthia 
opposition  to  be  the  high  road  to  fiune  and  popularity* 
will  find  it  to  be  a  millstone  that  wiU  grind  him  to  powder. 
The  people  will  ask,  who  has  done  the  mischief?  Sir,  how 
can  tlie  bank  exercise  an  influence  over  the  peopled 
Such'a  thing  is  impossible.  '  The  strength  of  the  republie^ 
and  the  purity  oi  its  principles,  abide  with  the  fan»er% 
with  the  agriculturists.  And,  sir,  what  have  we  to  do 
with  your  bank?  If  all  the  farmers  would  follow  my  ex- 
ample, (and  I  presome  many  do,)  the  bank  would  never 
have  an  influence  over  them.  I  never  borrowed  a  dollar 
out  of  any  bank  in  all  my  life;  I  have  no  stock  in  one;  and 
^et,  sir,  1  am  benefited  by  this  bank;  and  so  are  we  all 
in  tiie  Western  country.  No  farmer  who  knows  how  to 
manage  his  own  affairs  will  ever  go  to  the  bank  to  bor- 
row money;  but,  sir,  it  is  the  trader  who  goes  there;  ho 
^ets  the  money  on  his  responsibility,  and  lie  gives  it  to 
the  farmer  and  to  the  laborer  for  their  labor  and  pro- 
duce. Thus  we  get  the  money  for  our  produce,  and  at 
a  fair  price,  too,  whilst  another  stands  between  us  and  the 
bank.  How,  then,  can  tliat  bank  influence  the  farmir» 
who  owes  it  nothing?  But,  sir,  if  the  trader  had  not  tho 
money  to  g^ve,  he  could  not  purchase  the  produce  of  the 
fiirmer;  and,  by  destroving  the  bank,  you  take  the  meana 
from  the  trader,  and  lessen,  of  course,  the  value  of  the 
produce  of  the  farmer,  lliis  b  as  clear  as  that  two  and 
two  make  four,  and  the  farmer  understands  it  too.  In 
speaking  the  otiier  day,  the  Senator  said,  in  reference  toi 
tttese  bank  checks,  that  they  had  been  test  unon|f  tho 
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ignorant     They  bad  been  sent  to  the  West«  the  Old  Do- 
minjon,  the  seat  of  "^ntelliKcnce,  where  sharp  lawyers 
were  supposed  to  reside,  had  been  spared  this  issne.  Sir, 
I  take  no  exception  to  the  compliment  paid  to  the  good 
OM  Dominion.    I  hyre  her  with  as  much  reverenec  as 
does  that  gentleman.  Bat,  sir,  on  this  remark  be  hss  com' 
mitted  two  weat  errors.     First.  He  will  find,  aftera  litde 
reflection,  that  a  great  quantity  of  this  currency  has  been 
seat  to  the  Old  Dominion;  and,  sir,  unless  the  sending 
him  and  mytetf  here  to  represent  a  Western  State  is  taken 
as  a  specimen  of  ignorance,  I  cannot  think  as  much  igno- 
raace  prevails  in  the  West  aa  be  contemplates.    There  are 
sone  sharp  lawyers,  too,  in  Missouri,  who  are  not  Sena- 
tors though.    Yes,  sir,  there  is  one  from  whom  it  woitM 
be  no  disparagement  to  the  honorable  Senator  himst-lf  to 
say,  I  had  bsped,  by  the  aMe  argument  that  gentleman  set 
befive  the  country  on  this  rety  subject,  the  Senator  hhn- 
sdf  might  have  ieamed  mach.    I  allude  to  the  speech 
of  H.  8.  Oeyer  on  the  bank  checks,  in  reply  to  a  legal 
opinion  jpyen  to  the  people  of  Missouri  by  my  colleague 
last  iall  at  8t.  X/nuA.    I  mrite  public  attention  to  this  ar- 
gument of  Mr.  Geyer,  and  aver  it  to  be  a  perfect  refuta- 
tion of  all  the  honorable  Senator's  views  on  that  subject. 
Sir,  the  honorable  Senator  has  decried  these  checks  and 
the  bank.     I  propose  to  take  a  little  notice  of  his  argu- 
ment on  that  branch  of  the  subject;  and,  first,  I  will  here 
remark,  that  I  Ad  bone,  after  tlie  resolution  which  that 
Senator  offered  at  the  commencement  of  the  session 
had  been  disposed  of,  that  the  consideration  of  this  cpies- 
tioa  would  not  ag«n  be  pressed,  and  that  we  shooM  have 
been  spared  (be  labor  of  investigating  the  legality  of  the 
carrent^,   so  much    complained  of  by  my  honorable 
friend.     But,  mr,  it  seems  in  that  I  was  mistaken,-  and, 
fitMn  the  manner  amd  firequency  with  which  he  presses  the 
subject,  I  feel  cidled  on  to  justify  the  reason  of  my  oppo 
ntion  to  his  course,  and  at  once  to  meet  the  question. 

Sir,  il  i>  always  a  source  of  regret  to  me  when  com- 
pelled to  differ  with  my  friends,  and  especially  one  with 
whom  I  am  associated  in  the  discharge  of  a  high  political 
trast.  But,  sir,  painfUI  a*  may  be  the  task,  when  my 
judgment  points  out  the  way,  I  shall  fVeely  follow  its  dic- 
tates; and  if  I  &il,  yet  will  I  find  solace  and  comfort  in 
the  eonscious  rectitude  of  my  course,  and  a  heart  singly 
devoted  to  the  cause  of  my  country.  1  have  no  bank 
stockt  I  never  borrow  from  the  bank;  in  short,  I  am  no- 
wise interested  or  connected  with  the  institution;  nur 
WM I  ever,  at  any  time  of  my  whole  life,'  with  any  bank- 
I  have  an  interest  only  in  common  with  iJI  my  felloWrCtfi- 
zens  in  the  many  great  advantages  and  blessings  which 
the  genial  influence  of  this  institution  has  spread  abroad 
throughout  the  land.  In  the  discussion  of  this  subject, 
I  am  influenced  by  no  other  feeling  than  a  sense  of  duty 
to  my  country,  and  that  duty  I  shall  attempt  fully  to  dis- 
cbarge. 

I  hold  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  essential 
to  the  wellbeing  of  the  people  of  tlie  United  States,  and 
pre-eminently  so  to  those  in  the  Western  States,  and  in  an 
<especial  manner  to  the  people  of  Missouri;  and  that  who- 
soever opposes  this  institution,  opposes  the  interests  and 
wishes  of  that  State. 

Sir,  my  honorable  colleague  and  myself  have  the  same 
object  in  view — the  promotion  of  our  common  country's 
good.  But  we  diflfcr  materially  as  to  the  mode  of  cfTfccl- 
ing  that  great,  that  noble  object.  I  have  no  doubt  that  we 
arc  alike  impelled  by  the  same  noble  impulse  of  patriot- 
ism, and  shall,  therefore,  treat  this  matter  as  an  honest 
difference  of  political  opinion;  but,  sir,  as,  from  the  oppo' 
idte  position  we  occupy,  we  cannot  both  be  right,  and 
as  I  most  conscientiously  believe  I  am  right,  and  that  he 
is  wrong,  t  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  freely  and  fcaileisly  to 
press  my  views.  Then,  or,  let  us  examine  the  subject; 
let  us  reason  together,  and  prove  the  truth.  He  assumes 
the  ground  that  the  bank  is  a  devouring  monster{  a 


scourge  and  curse  to  the  country.     I  boTd  a  different  doc- 
trine.    He  assumes  the  ground  that  the  cherfcs  drawn  by 
the  president  of  the  branches  of  the  Batik  of  the  United 
States  on  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank  are  illegal  and 
void,  and  that  no  one  is  bouftd  to  pay  them,  unless  the 
drawer  and  endorser  is;  and  they  only,  after  presentatioii 
at  Philadelphia,  and  returned  trith  notice  or  protest  for 
non-acceptance  ilnd  non-payment.    1  hold  the  contrary  to 
be  the  truth  of  things.    Now  how  does  all  this  -matter 
stand.     Let  us  examine — 
1st.  The  ilature  of  these  <Aeckft 
2d.  The  right  the  bauk  has  to  issoe  them. 
3d.  The  good  or  ill  effects  of  the  bank  on  the  country. 
Much  pains  has  been  taken  by  the  gtentlelAan  to  name 
this  paper  security,  and  to  ascertain  the  place  of  pay- 
ment; but  he  has  not  been  abfe  to  satisfy  himself  on  either 
point,  but  concludes  it  is  to  be  treated  under  tl»e  law  u 
bills  of  exchange,  and  that  tllese  checks  may  be  sued  on 
at  Philadelphia. 

As  names  »re  arbitrary  and  immaterial,  to  gratify  the 
genlleman,  I  will,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  call  them 
bills  of  exchange  at  the  present;  and,  as  they  may  be  sued 
on  at  Philadelphia,  it  may  be  fairly  assumed  that  they  «r« 
payable  there,  or  at  any  branch  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  as  payment  by  tlie  brancli  is  payment  by  the 
principal  bank.  It  cannot  be  a  matter  of  any  interest  to 
the  holder  of  the  check  how  the  bank  settles  her  own 
affairs;  if  the  individual  presenting  the  check  gets  the 
money  on  it,  he  ought  to  be  satisfied;;  yes,  sir,  and  be  will 
be  satisfied. 

It  is  altagether  immaterial  to  the  inquiry  into  the  vali- 
dity and  negotiability  of  these  checks,  whether  tlicy  are 
called  bills  of  exchange,  checks,  orders,  or  drafts.  It  ia 
all  the  same  in  substance;  and  that  the  people  undcrstaixf 
better,  and  regard  more,  than  any  parade  about  emptjv 
unmeaning  form. 

Now,  sir,  let  us  look  at  the  substance  of  (his  question, 
and  see  what  it  is.  And,  meeting  the  gentleman  on  his 
own  ground,  on  the  hypothesis  tliat  they  are  bills  of  ex- 
change, or  subject  to  the  law  which  acts  on  bills  of  ex- 
change, win  he  then  show  how  they  are  illegal  and  void. 
He  has  not  yet  been  able  to  do  so.  What  is  a  bill  of  ex- 
change >  It  is  defined  to  be  an  open  letter  of  request  froffl 
one  person  to  another,  to  pay  a  third  person  a  sum  of 


money  therein  mentioned,  generally  payable  to  order, 
but  may  be  made  payable  to  bearer.  A  drafl  or  order  u, 
in  substance  and  efl'ect,  the  same  thing.  A  check  is  »n 
order  or  draft  on  a  bank,  in  form  much  the  same  as  a  bUl 
of  exchange,  and  may  be  sued  on  as  such.  In  Englanuf 
the  essential  difference  between  a  bill  of  exchange  and  a 
check  is  created  by  the  statute  imposing  ,a  stamp  aaff 
on  the  former.  In  this  country,  their  form  and  «""'  • 
ascertained  by  the  common  law.  Orders,  checks,  drafls, 
and  bills  of  exchange,  are  all  of  them  requests  to  p»y  mo- 
ney; all  substantidly  in  effect  the  same.  All  import  s 
consideration,  and  equally  negotiable,  and  have  the  s«ne 
legal  privileges.  The  Senator  himself,  whciwver  hu 
argument  touches  these  checks,  treats  tliem  as  b«'»o' ^ 
change,  yet  says  they  are  not  such;  that  they  are  void  w* 
illegal,  Hovf  strangely  inconsistent  are  his  assumptjoiis- 
If,  in  all  respects,  the  law,  in  relation  to  bills  of  """""Sf^ 
is  to  govern  these  checks;  and  if,  in  phraseology  j''"'?'^ 
stance,  they  are  the  same,  why  strive  to  prove  th«l  tiey 
are  not  bills  of  exchange,  are  unauthorized  by  •'"'  ^''^ 
ter,  and  are  void  ?    If,  in  truth,  they  are  just  such  cbedo 

as  all  b**"^'     ../.!., .n«rlA/4n^»    nfnt\i%r  *e\    hf.  flraWH    OH  tiienlp 

either  1 
bank  i 


s  all  banks  acknowledge  proper  to  be  drawn  on  mm 
ither  by  their  own  officers  or  any  private  person,  »n<ii» 
lank  is  in  the  daily  habit  of  paying  them,  «*?■*,"  r! 
ovelty  of  (his  currency,  which  the  Senator  lIiinfc»W?" 
iscovtrcd  ?    Where  the  propriety  of  all  this  al»rm  wli;cn 


nov 


he  would  spread  far  and' wide  over  the  whole  counti)i 
from  a  supposed  discovery  of  a  supposed  violation  «  »  ' 
on  the  part  of  the  officers  of  the  bank,  with  mtcni" 
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nrindle  the  people  by  circulating  what  thejr  know  not  to 
be  binding  on  the  bank?  Being  satisfied  that  the  law  re- 
ginling  bills  of  cxcbanre  governs  this  anonymous  cur- 
rency, IS  he  has  been  pleased  to  call  it,  he  applies  what 
be  cills  tests  of  transfer  and  negotiabilityj  and,  sir,  I  con- 
ka  they  are  such  as  I  never  understoocl,  and  sueh,  I 
preiuine  to  say,  he  will  not  find  in  any  approved  legal 
itttlfsrity  of  the  present  age.  tie  insists  that  the  dra<\s 
beinj  payable  to  order,  they  cannot  be  transferable,  but 
by  special  endorsement  to  order,  and  that  every  subse- 
quent transfer  must  be  by  like  endorsement.  2d.  He  fur- 
ther contends  that  they  are  payable  to  a  fictitious  payee, 
tiid  therefore  must  be  specially  endorsed  to  order. 

Mr.  President,  I  must  be  permitted  to  express  my  sur- 
prise th>(,  in  this  body,  a  Senator,  professing  a  knowledge 
of  the  law  of  the  land,  should  undertake  to  enlighten  this 
body,  ind  the  nation,  on  a  question  so  important  to  her 
bterest,  with  no  better  recollection  of  the  principles  ap- 
plicable to  the  subject,  and  that,  too,  in  open  and  avowed 
opposition  to  a  decision  made  by  one  of  the  judges  of  the 
Sapreme  Court  of  tlie  United  States^  Sir,  who  has  dis- 
phyed  the  greatest  legal  knowledge  on  the  subject  of 
Ihne  orders,  the  judge  who  sust^ned  them,  or  the  hon- 
onble  Senator  wbo  opposes  ihem?  This  question  let 
tbe  nation  answer.  Had  the  honorable  Senator  consulted 
ipproved  treatises  on  bills  of  exchange,  checks,  and  pro- 
Biisory  notes,  he  "would  have  found  that  most  of  his  doc- 
liines  on  the  subject  of  the  transfer  of  bills  are  at  war 
with  established  legal  principles.  These  principles  are 
imiliar  to  most  who  hear  me,  and  the  experience  of  many 
present  will  attest  the  correctnesa  of  what  I  state  to  be 
the  ffcU^ettled  law  of  the  land.  A  note,  or  bill,  payable 
toonler,  may  be  endorsed  to  bearer,  and  thereby  becomes 
nc^tiable  by  delivery,  without  the  necessity  of  any  fur- 
ilier  endorsement  by  subsequent  holders,  the  same  as  if 
it  hid  been  made  payable  to  bearer)  nor  would  the  fact 
thit  tbe  name  of  payee  is  fictitious,  (if  suck  was  true,)  re- 
'  luirc  91  special  endorsement.  On  Uie  contrary,  such  a  bill 
requires  no  endorsement  at  all,  but  is,  in  effect,  payable 
to  bearer,  and  may  be  declared  on  aa  such  against  all  par- 
ties having  such  notice  of  fiction.  But  as  the  clerks  of 
tbe  bank,  who  are  the  payees  and  endorsers  of  these 
drafts  or  orders,  are  not  fictitious,  there  can  be  no  diffi- 
oilty  on  this  point. 

It  is  admitted  tliat  these  orders,  or  checks,  an*  issued 
under  the  autboriU'  of  a  resolution  of  the  board  of  direc- 
tors of  the  Banker  the  United  States,  to  whom  is  commit- 
ted the  management  of  the  affairs  of  tliat  institution.  It 
Tin  not  be  denied,  I  presume,  tliat  the  presidents  and 
Miners  of  the  branches,  by  whom  they  are  signed  and 
countersigned,  tlie  payees  and  endorsers,  and  the  cashier 
ofl  whom  they  are  drawn,  are,  all  of  them,  the  legally 
Miutituted  agents  and  officers  of  the  corporation.  Nor 
ait  contended  that  the  bank  cannot  draw,  endorse,  and 
•ccept  a  bill  of  exchange,  or  draft,  within  the  scope  of 
their  authority,  and  in  their  official  character,  for  whicli 
Hiey  are  not  individually  liable.  Wherefore,  then,  all  this 
<nen>us  ceremony  of  presentation,  protest,  and  notice — 
^mm«ccepUnce  and  non-payment,  as  described  by  the 
Senator,  if,  after  all,  those  persons  are  not  individually 
lable  for  their  official  acU?  But  although  they  ate  not 
individually  liable  for  their  official  acts,  the  bank  isi  be- 
cause it  is  tlie  act  of  the  bank,  being  done  by  the  autho- 
nft  of  the  bank.  For  an  authori^  to  an  agent  to  draw 
ahiU on  his  principal  is  the  act  of  the  principal,  and  is, 
of  ilielf,  an  acceptance,  at  the  insUnt  of  creating  the 
•Iraftj  and  as  the  acceptance  is  irrevocable,  without  the 
coflsent  of  the  holder,  it  follows  that  an  accepted  bill, 
<vart,  check,  or  order,  is  as  obligatory  as  a  promissory 
"oteiand,  at  common  law,  has  higher  privileges^  for 
1>niaiissory  notes  were  not  negotiable,  and  did  not  im- 
port a  consideration,  until  they  weee  placed  on  a  footing 
ii(h  tulU  of  exchange  by  statute.     These  bills  being 


drawn  by  one  authorized  agent  or  another  of  the  bank« 
are  nothing  more  nor  less  than  bills  drawn  by  the  corpo- 
ration on  itself,  in  which  they  are  drawer,  endorser,  and 
accepter,  and  are  therefore  as  much  -bound  to  pay  them 
as  they  are  any  promissory  note  or  bank  bill  they  ever 
issued — as  much  as  would  be  an  individual  who  would 
draw  a  bill  on  himself  and  endorse  it  to  bearer.  Thus  made 
negotiable,  in  such .  a  case,  would  it  not  be  superla- 
tively ridiculoiu  to  require  the  holder  to  make  presenta- 
tion to  the  drawer,  and,  if  not  accepted  or  paid,  protest 
the  bill  for  non-payment  or  non-acceptance,  and  notify  the 
party  that  he  did  not  accept  or  pay  his  own  note?  The 
maker  of  a  note  payable  to  the  order  of  another,  is  bound 
to  pay  it  to  the  endorser  or  holder,  because,  by  making 
the  note,  it  k  an  admission  that  be  has  effects  of  the 
payee  in  hb  hands,  and  authorizes  him  to  draw  his  order 
on  the  note  for  the  amount)  and  the  endorsement  by  the 
payee  is  no  more  than  such  order. 

This  instrument,  which  before  could  not  be  assigned, 
or  sued  on,  is  placed,  after  endorsement,  upon  the  foot- 
ing of  a  bill  of  exchange.  The  endorser  of  a  note  is  vie  w- 
ed  as  the  drawer  of  a  bill,  of  which  the  drawer  of  the  note 
is  accepter,  by  virtue  of  his  previous  promise  to  pay  the 
amount  when  the  order  shall  be  made.  The  resolution  of 
the  board  of  directors,  authorizing  the  emis^on  of  the  bills 
in  (question,  amountf,  in  law,  to  a  promise  to  pay  all  such 
bills  as  tlieir  agents,  the  presidents  of  the  branches,  shall 
draw  on  their  agent,  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank)  and 
their  obligation  to  pay  them  is  the  same  as  if  they  had  made 
and  issued  promissory  notes,  payable  to  tbe  order  of  the 
presidents  of  the  branches.  A  promissory  note  is  spe- 
cial authority  to  the  payee  to  avow  for  the  amount  speci-. 
fied.  The  resolution  before  alluded  to  is  a  genend  au- 
thori^  to  draw  a  number  of  bills.  This  is  all  the  differ- 
ence in  fact,  and  the  legal  effect  is  the  same  in  both  cases. 

But  it  is  sud  there  is  no  promise,  on  the  part  of  the 
bank,  to  pay  these  bills:  nor  was  there  ever  a  bill,  draft, 
or  order,  in  wliich  any  of  the  parties  made  an  express 
promise^to  pay)  and  this  the  honorable  Senator  certainly 
knows;  and  this  objection  can  have  no  other  effect  than  to 
mislead  the  credulous  and  uninformed,  and  to  do  great 
mischief  throughout  the  country — not,  sir,  to  the  bank, 
but  to  the  holders  of  this  pager,  who  have  honestly  earned 
it!  and  this  I  proclaim  to  my  constituents,  and  admonish 
them  to  beware  of  the  consequences  of  this  absurdity. 
Sir,  the  true  doctrine  is  this:  the  drawer  requires  the 
drawee  to  pay  to  the  payee,  or  order,  a  sum  of  money)  the 
payee  directs  it  to  be  paid  to  some  other  person,  or  to 
bearer  generally,  and  the  accepter  writes  on  the  instni- 
ment,  "  accepted."  Now,  in  all  this  proceeding,  there 
is  not  a  word  about  promise.  The  law,  though  regarding 
the  substance  and  not  the  form  of  things,  declares  that  aU 
those  persons  have  made  a  promise,  and  shall  be  compel- 
led to  perform  it.  Another  objection  is,  that  these  bills 
being  once  taken  up,  or  paid,  cannot  afterwards  be  re- 
issued  so  as  to  bind  the  bank.  Very  well :  and  is  not  this 
law  alike  applicable  to  the  promissory  notes  with  which 
the  Senator  seems  so  in  love'  It  is  true,  sir,  that  when  a 
bill  or  note  is  paid  off,  it  cannot  afterwards  be  negotiated 
so  as  to  bind  any  of  the  parties  to  it  wbo  do  not  as.sent  to 
the  reiasuei  but  it  is  equally  true  that  all  concerned  in 
putting  such  bill  in  circulation  are  bound  by  it.  The 
principles  of  law  are  eqiiaUy  applicable  to  notes  as  to  bills 
of  exchange,  here;  but,  in  England,  there  are  exceptions 
in  favor  of  promissory  notes,  by  statute,  which  regulate 
what  notes  shall  be  retssiiable;  so  that  if  tbe  argument  is 
g^ood  against  these  bills,  it  is  equally  f:ital  to  the  reiAue 
of  the  Senator's  much  preferred  promissory  notes.  Bu^ 
sir,  all  these  obstacles  only  exist  in  the  overstrained  imagi* 
nation  of  my  honorable  friend.  The  supposed  obstacles 
to  a  reissue  of  bills  and  notes  never  have  existed,  to  my 
knowledge,  in  reference  to  bank  bills.  But  if  we  were 
to  apply  to  the  biUs  under  consideration  all  the  rules  ap-  - 
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pUcable  tq  bills  of  exclutnee,  with  the  most  consummate 
strictness,  still  they  would  be  reissiiable.  The  corpora- 
tion, as  has  been  shown,  is  the  only  party  to  them  in  their 
creation,  and  alone  is  concerned  in  their  reissue,  and, 
upon  the  principle  referred  to,  is  as  much  bound  to  pay 
them,  as  upon  their  first  emission.  The  bank,  in  con- 
templation of  law,  has  promised  to  pay  those  bills,  both 
as  drawer  and  accepter,  and  has  put  them  into  circula- 
tion, and  is  bound  to  pay  them  upon  every  principle  of 
law,  unless  there  exists  a  prohibition  in  the  charter  to  issue 
them,  and  disqualifies  the  bank  from  making  such  con- 
tract. I  say  disqualifies,  Iiecause  one  incompetent  to  con- 
tract cannot  be  botmd  by  a  supposed  contract,  or  one 
attempted  to  be  made.  Disqualification  renders  the  con- 
tract absolutely  void;  and  is  this,  sir,  the  doctrine  the 
honorable  Senator  wishes  to  establish?  and  if  it  were 
established,  against  whom  would  it  militate?  Against  the 
bank?  No  sir;  the  bank  has  put  oceans  of  this  paper  into 
circulation — has  received  great  profit  by  it;  and  this  paper 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  people — and  there,  ar,  would  this 
doctnne  sink  it,  to  the  utter  ruin  of  hundreds  of  honest 
men.  Or,  suppose  the  doctrine  erroneous,  as  I  most  con- 
scientiously believe  it  to  be,  yet,  sir,  if  by  this  course  the 
currency  is  disparaged,  the  people  will  be  the  losers  by 
it,  and  the  bank  will  certainly  gain.  Men  who  have  taken 
this  paper  at  par  will  be  obliged  to  sell  it  at  a  disconnt — 
and  who,  sir,  will  buy  it  up  ?  Why  the  bank,  by  her  agents, 
will  do  it;  and,  sir,  no  part  of  this  Union  will  share  this 
loss  equally  with  the  Western  country,  where  most  of 
this  kind  of  bills  cireulate.  I  call  on  members  of  this  body 
to  pause,  and  examine  the  subject  I  invoke  the  people, 
my  constituents,  to  examine  for  themselves,  before  they 
swallow  tlic  fatal  drug.  Sir,  the  Western  people  are 
prosperous,  happy,  and  content.  They  want  no  change 
in  the  currency  or  revenue  of  the  country.  Take  not 
from  us  the  means  of  improving  the  internal  condition  of 
the  country,  and  it  is  all  we  desire.  This,  sir,  we  need, 
and  have  a  right  to  demand,  and  ought  to  receive;  and 
this,  ar,  we  never  will  surrender.  Mr.  Preadent,  I  have 
said  thus  much  to  show  that,  by  the  common  law,  or  law 
merchant,  the  bank  had  a  right  to  issue  these  bills,  and 
are  bound  to  pay  them.  How  far  I  have  succeeded,  1 
leave  for  others  to  judge.  I  will  now  proceed  to  examine 
the  prohibition  said  to  exist  in  the  charter;  and,  first,  I  will 
take  occasion  now  to  say  that  I  do  not  admit  that  a  cor- 
poration has  no  other  power  than  that  expressed  in  the 
act  of  incorporation.  I  maintain  that  a  power  necessa- 
rily incidental  to  what  is  given  by  the  letter  is  as  fully 
granted  as  if  described  by  words,  and  is  a  part  of  the 

{)ower  specifically  granted.  This  doctrine  is  fully  esta- 
>lishcd  by  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Cotirt  of  the  United 
States,  in  an  action  against  the  Bank  of  Columbia,  on  a 
contract  made  by  a  committee  of  directors  for  building  a 
banking  house.  And  the  doctrine  established  by  that  de- 
cision has  since  been  fully  recognised  as  the  undoubted 
law  of  the  land  by  the  supreme  court  of  New  York,  and 
in  other  States  of  this  Union.  So  far,  then,  from  the  bank 
having  no  power  but  what  is  given  by  the  letter  of  tlie 
clurter,  it  has  full  power,  by  its  authorized  agents,  to 
make  all  contracts  within  the  legitimate  scope  of  its  bank- 
ing duties,  except  such  as  are  forbidden  by  the  terrtis  ofi 
its  charier.  Now,  let  us  see  what  are  forbidden.  We 
ane  informed  by  my  colleague,  that  all  the  chartered 
powers  are  contained  in  the  eleventh  section  of  the  act  of 
incorpumtion,  and  that  the  institution  has  no  other  riglits 
tliaii  chartered  rights^  Here,  sir,  I  must  state  my  entire 
dissent  to  this  position.  There  is  not  a  single  rijrht 
granted  to  tlie  bank  in  any  one  of  the  seventeen  articles 
contained  in  tliat  section.  They  are  all  what  they  purport 
to  be — rules,  restrictions,  limitations,  and  provisions.  Re- 
strictions, limitations,  &c.  are — what,  sir'  Will  the  Sena- 
tor say,  the  chartered  privileges  of  the  bank?  I  presume 
not.    liut  they  are  limitations,  &c.  oa  the  original  natural 


rights  which  all  American  citizens  have  to  connect  them, 
selves  together  as  a  private  banking  companv,  and,  u 
such,  to  do  any  thing,  not  against  the  law  of  the  hndj 
and,  as  such,  they  had  a  right  to  issue  the  bills  in  ques- 
tion, and  to  issue  bills  of  any  size,  and  for  any  amount 
But  the  charter,  among  many  other  things,  restricted  the 
issue  of  notes  to  the  minimum  sum  of  five  dollars,  but  did 
not  restrict  the  issue  of  these  checks.     In  short,  tlie  bank, 
by  fair  legal  right,  may  do  all  things  aa  bankers,  which 
are  not  restricted  by  the  charter.     The  ninth  and  twelfth 
articles  have  been  examined,  with  great  porticularit)-,  by 
the  Senator,  to  prove  that  the  power  to  issue  these  orders 
does  not  reside  there.     Here,  he  is  nutnifestly  wrong. 
He  connders  these  as  grants  of  power.    Tbepr  are  not 
such.     The  ninth,  instead  of  conferring  power,  is  entirely 
a  limitation  of  power,  and  restricts  the  natural  and  originu 
rights  of  private  citizens  to  deal,  or  trade,  in  any  manner 
they  may  deem  best     No  one,  in  his  right  senses,  who 
once  understood  legal  principles,  fi>r  a  moment  ever  gup- 
posed  that,  under  this  clause,  the  bank  derived  its  power 
to  deal  or  trade  in  bills  of  exchange,  gold  and  silver  bul- 
lion, or  merchandise.    The  clause  was  intended  to  re- 
strain the  exercise  of  Ae  power  to  deal,  which,  in  iti 
absence,  would  have  extended  to  other  things,  and  other 
purposes,  than  those  named.     Docs  any  one  believe  thit 
to  deal  or  trade  in  bills  of  exchange  means  to  make  and 
issue,  or  accept  them.'  or  does  any  one  believe,  to  trade 
or  deal  in  merchandise  means  to  manufacture  and  sell  it? 
It  is  conceded,  sir,  that,  under  the  ninth  fundamental  arti. 
cle,  the  bank  does  not  derive  a  power  to  issue  paper  w. 
curities  of  any  lund.     Where  does  it  get  it,  then?    Sir, 
the  right  is  derived  fi^m  a  higher  authority  than  the  sta. 
tute  of  incorporation;  it  is  founded  in  tlie  genius  of  free- 
dom which  everj-  American  citizen  possesses,  and  which 
can  only  be  taken  away  by  his  own  consent,  expressly 
given.     Then,  sir,  how  far  have  those  intuitive  and  sacred 
rights  been  surrendered,  under  the  provisions  of  the  chiN 
ter  which  the  bank  has  accepted  ?    As  far  as  they  are  no- 
rendered,  the  bank  does  not  possess  them,  but  no  further. 
It  is  said  that  the  twelfth  fiindamental  article  enumentes 
and  defines  the  different  species  of  paper  securities  which 
this  corporation  may  issue,  andcontiuns  a  grant  of  power; 
and  it  is  insisted  that  bills  obligatory  under  the  corporate 
seal,  and  bills  or  notes  signed  by  the  president  and  coun- 
tersigned by  the  cashier,  are  aJl  the  paper  securities  the 
bank  can  issue.     But  it  will  be  seen  that  no  power  wbit- 
everto  issue  any  paper  security  is  given  by  that  article.  But 
suppose  the  position  of  my  friend  to  be  true,  and  whatii 
the  result?    Why,  sir,  that  we  have  a  bank  which  cannot 
transact  the  appropriate  business  of  banking,  or  accom- 
plish any  of  the  purposes  of  its  institution — that  can  nei- 
ther transfer  the  public  funds,  nor  furnish  the  commumlf 
with  the  ordinary  fiu;ilities  of  commercial  exchange.    But 
the  honorable  Senator  attempts  to  escape  this  difficulty,  hy 
admitting  that  the  bank  may  make  and  accept  bills  of  ex- 
change, but  not  to  be  circulated  as  a  currency. 

But,  sir,  as  he  denies  that  the  bank  has  any  power  qie- 
cifically  granted,  and  that  all  paper  securities  notaiithoii*' 
ed  by  the  twelfth  article  are  forbidden,  may  I  ask  him 
whence  he  derives  the  power  to  make,  accept,  or  is«ie 
bills  of  exchange  at  all?  The  term  bills  in  die  twelfth  a^ 
tide  cannot  mean  bills  of  exchange,  as  he  sometimes  tf 
!  pears  to  conjecture;  for,  sir, to  enact  that  a  bill  of  eichangei 
payable  to  order,  sliall  be  assignable  by  endorsement,  a 
like  manner  and  with  like  effect  as  bills  of  exchange 
would  certainly  be  entirely  useless,  not  to  use  a  plaiii« 
word.  Besides,  he  denies  any  paper  securities  muefl 
by  the  bank  to  be  vaKd,  unless  they  are  signed  by  ^VT 
sident,  and  countersigned  by  the  cashier  of  the  bank.  »» 
that  no  bill  of  exchange  could  be  made  at  any  other  p»« 
than  Philadelphia;  so  that  neither  the  Government  or  U7 
individual  couki  obtain  a  transfer  of  funds  but  by  *<'*°*' 
portation  of  specie.    ClMcks,  orders,  drafts,  certifi«»» 
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ofdepciiteg,  tad  bilb  of  excbann.  are  alike  excluded  by 
kis  view.  So  that  the  most  beneficial  objects  contemplat- 
ed in  the  establishment  of  the  bonk,  will  be  defeatedunder 
liit  Tiew  of  its  powers. 

Bj  the  common  law,  bills  obligatorjr  were  not  asng^- 
Ue,  nor  could  the  assienee  recover  in  lus  own  name.    The 
amedifficulty  in  relation  to  promissory  notes  existed.  They 
vere  not  negotiable  or  assignable,  so  as  to  enable  tlie  as- 
■pwe  to  recover  on  them  in  hb  own  name,  nor  could  the 
ptfte  recover  on  them  himself,  without  averring  and  prov; 
ni  the  consideration  for  which  they  were  given.     This 
liffioilty  in  England,  as  to  promissory  notes,  was  obviated 
bj  the  statute  of  Anne,  which  made  them  assignable  by 
endonement,  and  placed  them  on  a  footing  with  bills  of 
exchiDR,  the  validity  and  negotiability  of  which  had  been 
estibliffied  at  common  law.     Most  of  tlie  States,  it  is  true, 
lare  made  sealed  instruments. assignable,  and  have  adopt- 
(dinwme  form  the  substance  of  the  statute  of  Anne  in 
relation  to  promissory  notes;  but  because  their  laws  do  not 
generally  apply  to  contracts  of  corporations,  we  see  the 
trelfth  article  in  this  charter  incorporated  in  almost  every 
bank  charter,  and  clearly  operates  as  an  enabling  power  to 
pajfers  of  bills  obligatory  and  jjromissory  notes,  by  ena- 
bling them  to  assien,  and  the  assignees  to  recover.    It  de- 
clares the  effect  of  the  contract  when  made  and  assigned, 
bgt  does  not  givejiower  to  make  it.     As  far  as  the  bank 
ii  tifected  by  the  twelfth  article,  iU  power  b  restrained. 
Tbe  prohibition  to  make  bilb  obligatory  of  less  amount 
duo  five  thousand  dolbrs,  or  to  make  notes  not  payable 
on  demand  for  a  sum  less  than  one  hundred  dollars, 
a  a  longer  credit  than  sixty  days,  certainly  cannot  be  con- 
itnied  as  a  power  to  make  those  paper  securities.     The 
rejuK  then  is,  that  bills  obligatory  and  promissory  notes 
ire  nowhere  specifically  authorized,  and  must  take  the  fate 
of  orders,  drafts,  checks,  and  bilb  of  excliange;  all  of 
whioh  depend  upon  the  same  grant  of  power  or  original 
tight,  and  they  are  all  within  the  principle  decided  by  the 
Sopreme  Court,  which  b  tlie  approved  l»w  of  the  bnd,  as 
before  alluded  to.     The  most  that  can  be  said  of  the  twelftli 
micle,  is,  that,  by  the  limitation  imposed  on  the  general 
tight  and  power  to  make  bilb  obligatory  and  promissoi^ 
notes,  the  original  power  to  do  so  is  admitted.     There  is 
no  specific  grant  of  power  to  make  loans,  or  take  paper 
lecurities,  directly  or  by  transfer;  but  the  tenth  funda- 
Dental  article  imposes  a  limitation  on  the  power  to  do  so, 
ud  consequently  recognises  its  existence.     The  charter 
don  not  by  its  letter  authorize  the  corporation  to  deal  or 
Inde  in  bilb  of  exchange,  gold  or  mlver  bullion,  or  in  the 
ale  of  goods;  but  the  ninth  article  fimits  and  thus  recog- 
Bses  tte  existence  of  a  general  power  and  authority, 
tlioap;h  nowhere  granted  in  words.     There  is  nowhere  a 
ipecific  power  to  contract  debts,  or  issue  paper  securities; 
but  the  eighth  article  limits  the  amount  which  the  corpora- 
tion oiay  owe,  whether  by  bond,  bill,  note,  or  other  con- 
•wet   Here  is  •  clear  expression  of  the  opinion  of  Con- 
pm,  that  without  this  limitation  the  bank  might  have 
Mittaeted  debts  to  any  amount,  by  bond,  bill,  note,  or  any 
«h«r  species  of  contract.-    Sir,  it  is  a  clear  recognition  of 
tgenend  power  to  contract,  in  any  form,  and  to  any  ex- 
teat,  not  expressly  forbidden.    It  is  worse  than  idle  to 
■y,  rir,, that  the  eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  or  twelfth  articles 
confer  any  power  whatever.     They  are  all,  as  far  as  the 
bank  is  concerned,  limitations  and  restrictions  of  power  ex- 
isting independently  of  them.     Sir,  it  woidd  be  the  most 
onpardonable  legisbtive  folly  to  limit  and  restrict  the 
!(•■»,  trade,  deahngs,  and  contracts  of  the  bank,  if,  with- 
nit  those  limitations  and  restrictions,  the  bank  could  nei- 
tWmake  loans,  trade,  deal,  or  make  contracts. 

The  eighth  article  recognises  the  power  to  contract 
Witsby  blU,  bond,  or  otker  contract,  without  limitation, 
«ieept  as  to  amount;  and  even  in  case  of  excess,  the  con- 
<iKt  b  not  declared  void,  but  the  directors  are  made  liable 
*  wen  as  the  bank.     It  appears,  then,  that  this  corpora^ 


^ion  was  understood  by  the  framers  of  the  charter  to  be 
authorized  to  make  contracts  other  than  bilb  obligatory 
and  promissory  notes;  and,  as  there  is  no  restriction  as  to 
the  form  or  the  amount  of  these  contracts,  it  follows  tliat 
the  bank  has  all  power  to  make  any  contract  which  indivi- 
duals might  make,  and  with  like  effect,  with  no  other  limi- 
tation than  that  h  aliall  be  within  the  scope  of  the  legiti- 
mate purposes  of  the  institution,  (as  checks,  drafts,  orders, 
bilb  of  exchange,  certainly  are;)  that  no  contract  in  the 
form  of  a  bill  obligatory,  shall  be  made  for  a  less  sum  than 
five  thousand  dollars,  and  po  promissory  note  shall  be 
made  on  demand  for  less  than  five  dollars,  nor  a  credit  for 
a  less  sum  than  one  hundred  dolbrs,  on  a  longer  time  than 
sixty  days;  so  that,  instead  of  bilb  obligatory  under  seal, 
and  bills  or  notes  signed  by  the  president  and  countersi^- 
ed  by  the  cashier,  oeiiig  the  only  paper  security  which 
the  corporation  of  the  bank  can  issue,  they  are  the  only 
form  of  contract  in  which  there  are  any  limitations  or  re- 
strictions imposed  on  the  power  of  the  corporation.  Ano- 
ther set  of  testa  has  been  resorted  to  by  the  Senatar  to 
show  that  the  paper  securities  in  questioo  are  not  within 
the  scope  of  the  legitimate  purposes  of  the  corporation. 
The  fii'st  is,  that  they  are  not  signed  by  the  president  and 
countersigned  by  the  cashier  of  the  parent  bank,  but  are 
therefore  not  authorized  by  the  twelfth  fiindamental  arti- 
cle.  Sir,  it  is  sufficient  that  they  are  not  prohibited  by 
that  of  any  other  article,  and  that  they  are  signed  by  the 
authorized  agents  of  the  corporation. 

Mr.  President,  I  liave  now  done.  I  beg  pardon  for  hav- 
ing so  long  trespassed  on  the  patience  of  the  Senate,  with 
an  argument  entirely  accidental,  and  the  introduction  of 
which  I  did  think  uncalled  for;  but,  sir,  it  was  introduced 
not  by  me — but  after  it  was,  I  believed  it  my  duty  to  give 
my  views.  I  have  done  so  as  concisely  as  possible.  I 
shall  not  trodble  the  Senate  with  any  remarks  on  the 
alum  salt  part  of  the  honorable  Senator's  argument,  nor 
with  any  particular  reasons  for  my  vote  in  favor  of  the  re- 
solution under  consideration.  I  believe  it  to  be  my  duty 
to  acquire  all  the  information  in  my  power  to  enable  me 
to  discharge  my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  my  country, 
and  for  t^  reason  will  vote  for  the  resolution,  and  take 
a book. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  opposition 
to  the  resolution,  and  from  Mr.  KANE  and  Mr.  FOOT  in 
its  support,  the  resolution  was  agreed  to  by  yeas  and  nays, 
as  follows: 

YEAS.^Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
Ilng^uysen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Kni^t,  Miller, 
Naudain,  Poindeiter,  Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Robinson,  Rup- 
gles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wd- 
kms.— 29. 

NAYS — Messrs.    Brown,   Dickerson,  Ellis,   Forsyth,  • 
Grundy,  Hayiie,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Marcy,  Moore, 
Mangum,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 17. 
TUe  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Wedhcsdai,  Makcb  14. 

APPORTION.\IENT  BILL. 

The  bill  to  apportion  representatives  among  the  several 
States,  being  read  a  third  time, 

Mr-  WEBSTER  rose,  and  remarked,  that  he  did  not 
wish  to  protract  the  opposition  to  the  bill  beyond  reasona- 
ble bounds,  and  he  confessed  that  tliere  were  circumstan- 
ces discouraging  to  a  protracted  opposition;  but,  viewing 
the  bill  as  unjtut  and  oppressive  in  i»s  operation  upon  the 
smaller  States,  he  should  not  feel  his  duty,  in  relation  to  the 
subject,  to  be  discharged,  until  he  luid  fully  shown  what  he 
proposed,  as  well  as  what  he  opposed.  He  then  moved 
that  the  bill  be  recommitted,  with  instructions.  This  mo- 
tion, he  was  aware,  was  susceptible  of  division:  and  if  it 
should  be  wished  to  take  the  question  first  on  tlie  recom- 
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tnitment,  he  would  modify  his  motion  to  one  simply  to  re- 
commit the  bill  to  a  new  select  committee,  instead  of  the 
select  committee  from  which  the  bill  was  reported. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  to  save  time,  would  more,  if  it  was  in 
order,  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  motion  which  instructs 
the  committee. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  motion  was  not  in  or- 
der at  present. 

Mr.  HAYNE  should  vote  a(^nst  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit, as  he  did  not  believe  it  would  result  in  any  modifica- 
tion of  the  bill,  except  a  reduction  of  the  ratio,  to  which  he 
wasopposed.     He  hoped  the  motion  would  not  be  divided. 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  that,  after  the  motion  to  recommit 
was  carried,  various  instructions  might  be  moved  for  mo- 
difying the  bill.  Though  he  was  himself  opposed  to  the 
plan  of  representing  fractions,  as  unconstitutional,  yet  he 
believed  thgt  the  bill  might  be  so  modified  as  to  lessen  its 
present  inequality.  He  should,  at  a  proper  time,  propose 
a  plan  which  he  thoufflit  would  obviate  some  of  the  ob- 
jections to  which  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  was  liable. 

After  some  further  conversation, 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that,  if  it  was  in  order  to  move  a  re 
consideration  of  the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  the 
geiitleman  irom  Massachusetts  was  rejected,  he  hoped 
that  course  would  be  taken.  He  believed  there' was  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  plan  proposed  in  that 
amendment. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MILLER,  CLAY- 
TON, and  BELL,  against  the  bill  as  it  stood, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  (to  give  an  opportunity  for  a  motion 
for  recnnsideration)  moved  to  lay  the  bi^  on  the  table. 
Agreed  to  by  a  vote  of  23  to  20. 

•  Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  then  rose,  and  said  that,  upon 
the  sugfgestion  that  a  majority,  of  the  Senate  was  in  fa- 
vor  of  the  amendment  proposing  a  representation  of  frac 
tions,  and  being  Drilling  that  the  will  of  the  majority 
should  prevail,  he  moved  a  reconsideration  of  tlie  vote 
whereby  the  amendment  referred  to  was  rejected  on 
Monday,  at  the  same  time  stating  that  bis  own  views  were 
not  changed  in  regard  to  the  subject. 

After  some  further  discussion,  in  which  Messrs.  WEB 
S TER,  KING,  MOORE,  EWING,  and  KANE  took  part. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TaiTiisDAT,  Mabcb  15. 

The  unfinished  business  of  ^esterds^  (the  apportion, 
ment  bill)  coming  up,  it  was  laid  by  for  the  present,  to 
permit  the  debate  on  the  tariff  subject  to  proceed,  &c. 

The  Senate  took  up  the  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Clat 
for  the  reduction  of 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  MOORE,  of  Alabama,  addressed  the  Senate  as  ful. 
lows: 

Nothing,  said  Mr.  M.,  but  the  magnitude  of  the  ques- 
tion, the  deep  and  pervading  interest  involved  in  the  man- 
ner of  its  final  adjustment,  could  prompt  me  to  claim  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  Senate  for  a  moment,  after  the  able  and 
eloquent  display  of  talent  and  argument  witit  which  they 
have  been  entertained,  and  so  interestingly  entertained,  by 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  roe. 

But,  sir,  the  acknowledged  importance  of  this  question 
seems  to  demand  that  I  should  nut  content  myself  to  give 
a  silent  vote,  and  that  it  is  due  to  the<occasion  that  I  should 
declare  the  views  and  feelings  of  those  whom  I  have  the 
honor,  in  part,  to  represent. 

Sir,  the  citizens  ofAlabama  have  looked  forward,  witii 
the  most  anxious  solicitude,  to  this  session  of  Congress, 
fur  a  redress  of  burdens  imposed  by  an  unjust  and  un- 
authorized system  of  taxation. 

They  have  approached  ttiis  body,  time  after  time,  witli 
memorial  after  memorial,  and  remonstrance  after  remon- 


strance, representing  the  impolitic,  unwise,  and  unjusl 
course  pursued  in  relation  to  the  tariff;  they  have  lookec 
forward  to  the  period,  which  has  now  arrived.'when  tin 
national  debt  is  about  to  be  extinct,  as  the  most  &Torabk 
era  in  our  history,  as  one  which  could  not  fail  to  afibnlre. 
lief  from  a  system  so  galling,  ruinous,  and  destructive;  iih{ 
shall  these  fond  anticipations  be  disappointed  \  Will  no) 
the  conciliatory  terms  proposed  for  a  compromise  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatici,]  in 
that  able,  convincing,  and,  I  may  add,  unanswered  and 
unanswerable  argument,  and  wliich  have  been  acceded  lo 
by  every  other  gentieman  who  has  spoken  on  the  same 
side  of  this  question,  be  received  in  that  amicable  and  psci- 
fie  spirit  which  prompted  them? 

I  regtet  that  Uie  honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  WiLKiKs]  has  so  soon  shown  a  disposition  to  retract 
the  feeling  evinced  on  that  occasion  to  meet  the  honorable 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  upon  a  fair,  compromising 
(^ound.  I  trust  it  has  not  been  the  resolutions  adopted 
by  his  State,  on  this  subject,  which  have  changed  his  dii- 
position  to  mete  out  equal  and  impartial  justice  to  hit 
Southern  brethren. 

[Mr.  WILKINS  rose,  and  said  that  he  had  not  retracted 
the  feeling  evinced  on  that  occasion,  and  still  desired  thati 
compromise  might  be  effected.  Mr.  MOORE,  in  reply, 
expressed  his  g^tification  at  learning  that  he  bad  been 
misinformed  as  to  the  gentleman's  views  on  this  point,  and 
fervently  hoped  that  the  question  would  be  discussed  is 
such  a  spirit  of  conciliation  as  to  ensure,  finally,  a  deciaoa 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties.] 

Where,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  is  that  mutual  forbearance  and 
concession,  that  God-like  spirit,  which  pervaded  the  coun- 
cils of  this  nation  in  the  formation  of  tliis  Union,  andintlie 
establishment  of  the  federal  constitution?    Where,  sir,  ii 
that  high  and  sacred  flame  of  patriotism,  which,  when  the 
opposing  and  conflicting  interests  of  the  different  sectioni 
of  this  Union  threatened,  yes,  sir,  awfully  threatened,  itj 
dismemberment,  prompted  Oie  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [.Mr.  CtAi]  to  throw  himself  in  the  breach  to 
preserve  its  integrity?     (I  mean  the  Missouri  question.) 
Then,  the  question  which  divided  parties  was  tne  daft- 
holding  States,  and  the  non-slaveholding  States.    Nov,  it 
is  north  and  south  of  the  Potomac  river;  or,  to  my  mind, 
a  more  appropriate  distinction  is,  the  portion  who  receive 
bounties,  and  the  portion  who  pay  them.     For  it  cannot 
be  disguised,  that,  for  tlie  last  ten  or  fifteen  years,  the 
means  and  substance  of  the  Southern  people  have,  under 
the  tariff  exactions  and  the  internal  improvement  systen^ 
been  dragged  from  them,  for  the  benefit  of  other  sections,  in 
a  current  as  bold,  as  rapid,  and  unceasing  as  tiiat  of  the  ma- 
jestic Mississippi;  until  we  are  reduced  to  the  roost  wretch- 
ed stiite,  and  the  last  possible  point  of  suffering.    Sir,  the 
picture  drawn  by  otlier  gentlemen  on  the  same  sideofthii 
question  presents  a  faithful  portrait  of  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  the  plantingandagricultural  interest  in  Alabama, 
except,  indeed,  in  the  latter  there  is  a  deeper  gloom,  if  pos- 
sible, hanging  over  tliis  interest.  This  unfortunate  section 
of  country  presents  precisely  the  counterpsrt  to  that 
beautiful  description  of  the  high  state  of  prosperity,  dra»B 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  of  the  condition 
of  other  sections.  While  I  was  charmed  by  the  eloquence 
of  the  honorable  Senator,  in  bis  vivid  descripton  of  the 
prosperity  of  these  the  much  favored  sections  of  ua 
Union,  I  was  appalled  and  astonished  at  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  condition  of  these,  and  the  actual  gloomy  coj- 
ditioii  of  the  entire  face  of  the  country  in  my  own  mucs 
beloved  State.  , 

From  what  source,  let  me  ask,  does  this  high  «<»» "" 
prosperity  emanate?  Not  from  natural  advantages,  «»• 
necled  with  superior  soil,  climate,  salubrious  fur,  or  watat 
for  in  these  we  believe  tlie  God  of  nature  has  been  »»  wn^ 
tifiil  to  us  as  to  any  other  class  of  citizeus  in  any  <™"' 
quarter  of  the  globe. 
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But  this  state  of  things  is  to  be  ascribed  to  artificial  ad- 
nntagrs.  It  is  much  better  that  the  Eastern  and  North- 
ern States^  including  tlie  non-slareholding  States,  shoald 
bre  the  power,  for  we  deny  the  right,  to  tax  our  slave 
bbor  at  their  own  discretion,  than  to  own  our  slaves  them- 
selrts— and  this  is  the  advantage  they  possess  by  a  union 
o(  interest  on  this  question. 

Permit  me,  Mr.  President,  to  attempt  to  illustrate  this 
iojiutice,  by  stating  what  I  deem  to  be  a  fair  and  correct 
kotsiy  of  the  case. 

The  cotton  planter  either  takes  his  produce  to  market, 
or  his  mercliant  does  it  for  him,  (the  result  is  the  same,) 
ind returns  with  articles  which  suit  his  convenience:  and 
it  will  not  be  denied  but  these  are  as  much  his  own  pro- 
perty tnd  the  produce  of  his  own  labor,  as  the  manufac- 
tured article  is  the  property  and  product  of  the  manufac- 
turer; but  here  the  Government  steps  in,  and  says  to  the 
ipicutturist,  we  demand  of  your  stock  forty  per  cent. 
For  what  purpose  ?  replies  the  planter.  Is  it  for  the  sup- 
portorGovernment.'  No — the  public  debt  is  discharged, 
and  ve  have  an  overflowing  treasury;  but  there  are  some 
vnlthy  owners  of  large  sugar  |)1antations  in  Louisiana, 
nine  cotton  and  woollen  &ctories  in  the  Eastern  and 
NorthemSlatcs,  some  wealthy  ownersof  iron  worksin  New 
Jersey  and  Pennsylvania,  salt  works  and  salt  factories,  and 
ione  cotton  bagging  fiu:toriesin  Kentucky;  they  are  all  in  a 
bi(h  state  of  prosperity,  it  is  true,  but  they  are  notsatisfied, 
uditisfortheir  benefit  we  demand  of  you  this  tribute  and 
lai. 

Is  it  a  matter  of  surprise,  then,  that  the  South  should 
fctl  deeply  and  sensibly  upon  this  subject — that  such  op- 
nession  should  fill  tlie  entire  South  with  indignation.'  For, 
let  gentlemen  not  deceive  themselves  upon  this  subject. 
This  is  the  feeling  and  doctrine  of  patriotism;  and,  as  has 
justly  and  eloquently  been  said  by  my  honorable  friend 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Millib,]  it  is  the  whig  doc- 
teine,  it  is  the  spirit  which  animated  our  fathers  in  resist- 
ing British  granny  and  British  oppression.  It  is  the  voice 
el  serenty-six.  Sir,  it  is  the  doctrine  of  the  entire  South, 
ctcept,  indeed,  a  small  portion,  where  the  soil  is  adapted 
to  the  culture  of  the  sugar  cane;  and  this  circumstance  is 
liiiHight  suiBcient  to  justify  a  system  of  legal  oppression 
sbicb  demands  a  portion  of  the  hard  earnings  of  their 
•eijhbor  for  their  own  private  emolument. 

Mr.  President,  the  time  has  nearly  arrived,  when  long- 
er to  submit  will  cease  to  be  a  virtue.  It  is  due  to  the 
oppressed,  and  to  posterity,  that  this  question  should  be 
no»  met,  and  that  this  system  of  inequality  of  taxation, 
ilus  rettraint  upon  our  natural  and  inherent  rights,  should 
receive  the  firm  and  united  resistance  of  freemen. 

Mr.  President,  the  honorable  Senator  from  Rhode  Island, 
;Mr.  RoBBt.vs,]  in  his  argument  on  Friday  last,  contend- 
ed that  "  it  was  impossible  that  the  Southern  planters 
could  pay  any  portion  of  tlie  duties  on  the  articles  consum- 
ed b]r  the  Northern  manufacturers,  and  added,  that  nothing 
<^  of  necromancy  could  convince  him  that  he  did  not 
biDself  pay  the  tax  on  his  penknife  in  his  pocket" 

Kow  we  think,  without  dealing  in  the  black  arts,  that 
*e  can  convince  the  gentleman  that  this  thing  is  quite 
I»able.  He  admits  that  the  people  of  the  tariff  States 
ilo  actually  consume  a  large  portion  of  foreign  g^oods  K- 
wived  in  exchange  for  Southern  productions. 

Ifi  as  he  says,  the  duty  lessen  the  price,  then,  of  course, 
w  plaiiter,  or  the  merchant,  who  is  his  agent  in  this 
^"xwtion,  cannot  get  back  any  part  of  the  tax;  but  if  the 
duty  is  added  to  the  price,  then  the  manufacturer  takes 
w^ to  indemnify  himself  for  any  duty  he  may  pay  on  the 
wogn  article  in  the  increased  price  of  bis  manufactures 
»ith  which  he  pays  the  pbinter. 

Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  knife.  We  will  suppose 
»e  duty  on  penknives,  witli  charges,  profits,  &c.   to  be 

«lii»l  to  fifty  per  cent,  on  the  cost.     A  Southern  pUn- 

(("ends  to  EngUnd  cotton  to  the  value  of  one  hundred 
,  Vol.  VIII.— 36 


dollars,  and  receives  in  return  one  hundred  dollars  worth 
of  English  penknives,  on  which  he  has  to  pay  duties,  &c. 
amounting  to  fif\y  dollars  more;  he  sells  these  penknives 
to  Northern  manufacturers,  and  the  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island  gets  one  of  them.  If  «he  price,  as  the  gentleman 
contends  on  the  other  side,  is  not  mcreased  by  the  duty, 
then  the  fif\y  dollars  paid  in  duties  and  charges  must  be 
lost  to  the  planter,  and  the  manufiicturers  will  pay  no  tax 
at  all  on  their  penknives.  But  if  the  penknives  can  be 
sold  to  tbem  for  the  full  price  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
doUars,  in  what,  let  usask,  do  the  manufacturers  pay  us  for 
these  articles?  Perhaps  in  cottons,  woollens,  or  iron,  enjoy- 
ing a  protection  of  from  fifty  to  one  hundred  per  cent. ;  and 
our  New  England  brethren  must  have  lost  some  portion 
of  that  wit  for  which  all  the  world  gives  them  credit,  if  they 
cannot  work  the  matter  so  as  to  put  upon  their  cloth  an 
increased  price  fully  sufficient  to  cover  any  tax  they  have 
to  pay  on  the  penknives. 

If  tlie  duty  is  added  to  the  price  of  the  knives,  so  wiU 
the  duty  be  added  to  the  price  of  foreign  cloths,  and  the 
price  of  these  foreign  goods  will  be  a  standard  by  which 
the  manu&cturer  will  fix  the  price  of  bis  domestic  goods; 
so  that,  in  the  long  run,  the  Southern  planter  will,  directly 
or  indirectly,  have  to  pay  the  duty  on  very  nearly  so  much 
of  the  foreign  articles  as  may  be  received  in  exchange  for 
his  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  no  matter  by  whom  they 
may  be  consumed.  If,  in  this  calculation,  the  gentleman 
will  only  substitute  one  hundred  and  fifVy  cents  for  one 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars,  he  will  probably  have  the  price 
of  his  own  penknife,  (if  it  has  not  been  one  furnished  by 
Uncle  Sam.)  And  if  one  dolUrbe  the  price,  and  fifty 
cents  the  tax,  and  he  has  pud  for  it  out  of  the  profits  of  a 
Rhode  Island  factory,  it  is  quite  possible  that  I,  or  some 
of  my  neiglibors,  may  have  been  compelled  to  pay  the  tax 
on  his  knife.  That  a  tax,  and  a  very  high  tax,  too,  has  in 
this  case  actually  been  paid  by  8omebody,ia  very  certain;  for 
the  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hathx] 
has  handed  to  me  two  penknives,  furnished  him  by  some 
respectable  merchant,  the  one  of  English,  the  other  of 
American  manufacture;  the  former  costing  in  England  9«. 
3</.  sterling  a  dozen,  and  standing  the  importer  $3  09  a 
dozen,  (includingdutiesand  charg^es,)  while  the  wholesale 
price  of  the  American  manufacture  is  $4  50  a  dozen;  and 
yet  I  think  any  one  who  will  examine  them,  Mrill  agree 
with  me  that  the  English  knife,  which  is  twenty-five  per 
cent,  cheaper,  is  by  far  the  better  article. 

Sir,  take  notice  that  the  good  old  buck  bom  handle 
there  is  the  English  knife.  Now,  sir,  we  have  seen  in 
what  manner  our  Northern  bretliren  are  indetpnified  for 
any  duty  they  may  be  compelled  to  pay  upon  their  pen- 
knives, or  any  other  article  of  foreign  importation.  But 
where  is  the  indemnity  for  the  Southern  planter'  It  is 
well  known  that  we  cannot  now,  nor  ever  can,  become 
manufacturers;  hature  has  forbidden  it.  The  tax,  there- 
fore, which  you  require  from  us,  is  equivalent  to  drag^ng 
that  amount  from  our  pockets,  in  order  to  put  it  into  the 
pockets  of  others. 

And  what,  sir,  is  this  American  system,  in  another  point 
of  view?  It  is  one  by  which  you  say  to  the  poor  man  in 
his  cabin,  that  he  shall  pay  an  exorbitant  tax  for  the  sah 
put  in  his  bread,  the  sug^r  and  coffee  with  which  he 
supplies  a  uck  family,  the  coat  which  he  wears  himself, 
the  flannels  with  which  he  clothes  his  wife  and  children, 
the  hats  which  f  over  tbeir  heads,  his  axe,  his  plough,  hoe, 
and  other  utensils  with  which  he  cultivates  his  crop. 
These,  sir,  are  "the  rich  blessings"  so  much  lauded  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  and 
the  consequence  is,  that  the  Southern  and  agrricultural 
portion  of  the  country,  the  real  yeomanry  of  the  South, 
are  made  the  "  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water"  for 
other  sections. 

But  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
says,  '<  as  we  have  a  fiiU  treasury,  and  taxes  not  needed. 
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lie  ia  willtiir  to  reduce  them" — but  in  wlitt  manner? 
Wkjr,  bj  appfying  a  remedy  which  ii  worie  than  the  disease. 

He  propotea  to  reduce  the  duties  upon  teas,  niks, 
wines,  velrets,  &c.— fu^cles  of  luxury,  which  ate  con- 
•umed  by  the  rich  only,  and  aristocratic  nabobs,  and  leave 
the  duties  upon  articles  of  prime  necessity,  such  as  enter 
into  the  consumption  of  every  man,  as  they  are  now,  the 
eflR^of  wUcfa  will  be  to  increase  the  protection;  to  rivet 
this  system,  in  its  most  odious  form,  upon  us,  to  the  end 
of  time)  to  throw  the  entire  burdens  of  the  Qovemment 
tipon  the  South;  to  coerce  bounties  to  enrich  the  manu- 
fccturers,  and  exempt  the  roanaheturing  States  then,  as 
they  are  now,  from  contributtn^  their  due  proportion  to 
tiie  support  of  O  wemment  And  this,  sir,  is  the  scheme 
fitMn  which  we  are  to  reoerrc  such  rich  blessingps.  May 
6od,  in  bis  infinite  mercy,  avert  it  from  us. 

But  tiie  honorable  Senator  asks,  "  why  diould  not  a 
poor  man  be  permitted  to  regale  himself  with  a  social 
glass  of  wine  occasionally,  as  well  as  the  rich?  And  why 
should  not  the  poor  man's  daughter  and  wife  be  permitted 
to  ckd  themselves  in  a  mlk  gown,  at  least  in  gang  to 
church  on  the  Lord's  day,  as  well  as  the  rich?" 

Now,  sir,  the  obvio«u  answer  to  all  this  is,  that,  being 

Slain,  country  people,  finding  the  pressure  af  the  times  so 
ird  that  they  cannot  make  buckle  and  tongue  meet, 
that,  with  the  most  intense  labor  and  industry,  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  year  will  not  meet  the  ordinary  expenses 
and  isbursements  thereof,  they  are,  therefore,  compelled 
to  submit  to  many  privations,  and  they  think  they  can 
better  dispense  with  the  tea,  the  wine,  the  silk  gown,  and 
the  prunelle  shoes,  than  to  be  deprived  of  a  tittle  salt, 
sugar,  and  coffee,  a  warm  coat,  flannels,  and  farming 
utensih.  And,  sir,  t  request  the  honorable  Senator  to  tell 
me  which  class  of  articles  the  honest  yeomanry  of  the 
countn-can  bestdisnense  with  the  use  of— those  acknow- 
kdged  to  be  articles  of  luxury,  which  the  poor  do  not 
want,  and  which  are  intended  only  for  the  mouths  and 
backs  of  a  proud  and  pampered  aristocracy,  or  those  of 
such  abaolHte  necesaty  that  nature  cannot  subsist,  nor 
agricultural  pursuits  be  carried  on,  without  them. 

I  will  not  yet  believe  but  the  honorable  Senatdr  and  his 
friends  will  see  the  propriety  of  relaxing  in  tliis  measure, 
and  making  some  concession  to  the  wounded  feelings  and 
just  claims  of  the  South.  Let  me  tell  the  lionorable  (gentle- 
men, that  they  will  urgfe  in  vain  that  this  system  is  of  bene- 
fit to  the  Southern  people,  and  that  we  are  incapable  of 
appreciating  its  value.  I  hope  gentlemen  will  not  longer 
add  to  injury  and  oppression  the  insult  of  supposing  that 
we  do  not  understand  our  own  interest. 

We  were  informed  by  the  honorable  Senator,  in  1824, 
U  we  have  been  now,  that  to  give  protection  to  home 
industry,  would,  in  a  few  years,  create  competition,  and 
thus  reduce  the  price  of  articles  protected — but  one  ounce 
of  experience  on  this  subject  is  worth  pounds  of  theory. 
And  experience  proves  that  these  calculations  and  antici- 
pations have  been  entirely  unfounded  and  fallacious. 

But  we  are  indebted  to  the  honorable  Senator  from 
llame,  {Mr.  HoLms,]  for  one  particular  instance  of  the 
mark«l  attention  and  liberality  of  the  Government  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  That  honorable  gentleman  has  in- 
formed die  Senate,  "that  much  has  been  done  for  thisinter- 
est  in  great  beiiities  afforded  to  purchasers  of  public  lands." 
Can  the  honorable  Senator  be  serious  in  this  poation? 
By  an  official  document  which  has  been  furnished  this 
body,  it  appears  there  are  in  the  Western  and  Southwest- 
ern States  one  hundred  and  forQr-one  thousand  three 
hundred  and  thirty-nine  persons  witbont  a  foot  of  land, 
and  the  Government  holding  millions  of  acres,  which  have 
been  in  market  from  five  to  fifteen  years,  at  a  minimum 
price,  so-  high  tlwt  no  man  can  or  will  purchase.*     Sir, 

•Ohio  «7,U<,  Indiana  M,4SS,  IllinoU«,*SO,MiMnari  10,118,  Ataba- 
•a  sa,S«8,  Miuusippi  S.BM,  Louxiant  3,460,  Flurida  1,MM,  Miehinn 
0N.    Tmal  ui^.    Tlimw«ea»R<anuftaBArkasuM. 


the  Government,  to  its  own  mjury,  and  the  injury  of  itt 
citizens,  hugs  the  public  domain  as  a  miser  or  Shjkxk 
would  his  strong  box,  when  no  other  Government,  except 
this,  the  most  tree  on  earth,  has  ever  pretended  to  vie* 
itt  public  domain  at  a  source  of  revenue. 

Frequent  appeals  have  been  made  to  the  Ebenlitf  «f 
this  body  in  favor  of  the  hardy  pioneers  of  the  Wot; 
frequent  memorials  have  been  presented  from  legithitira 
bodies,  recommending  the  pas»ge  of  the  bill  graduarin; 
the  price  of  the  public  lands,  generally  called  the  meunit 
of  the  honondile  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Ur.  Bhtoi.] 
And  I  am  glad  to  say,  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Stitc 
I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  represent,  has,  on  more  tha 
one  oceanon,  passed  resolves  expressive  of  the  high  seme 
of  gratitude  they  feel  to  the  honorable  Senator  for  tlie 
zesi,  exertion,  and  talent  he  lias  exercised  in  endearorinf 
to  promote  this  denrable  measure. 

But,  sir,  what  has  been  the  result?  The  meanirehti 
been  resisted  with  a  pertinacity  equalled  only  by  the  in- 
policy  of  that  resistance;  and  honest  and  respectable 
citizens  have  been  driven  from  our  own  coontiy  into  t 
neighboring  province,  where  they  obtain  better  linJi 
upon  better  terms. 

Mr.  Pre«dent,  is  there  any  plausible  apology  for  this' 
The  public  domain  has  been  pledged  for  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt.  This  debt  is  now  liquidated,  and  the 
pledge  redeemed.  Would  it  not  be  better  for  the  tio- 
vernment  to  boast  of  a  free,  happy,  and  independent 
population,  permanently  located,  improving  the  wiUe^ 
ness  and  wild  woods;  who,  having  a  permanent  intert^ 
calculated  to  increase  their  attachment  and  devotion  to  tlie 
country,  would  constitute  them  the  most  firm  and  ralaible 
defence  to  that  Government,  when  invaded  by  an  enemjr, 
than  to  boast  of  countless  millions  of  acres  of  land,  to 
them  valueless? 

Sir,  1  will  not  say  that  this  illiberality  towards  the  We* 
has  been  practised  upon  as  a  part  of  the  system  in  the 
tariff  operations,  but  I  will  say  that  the  effect  of  it  Im 
been  greatly  to  favor  that  interest,  and  to  check  the  grow* 
and  the  prosperity  of  the  West,  and  more  especially  to  in 
the  new  States. 

Sir,  you  place  a  minimum  price  upon  your  public  do- 
main, beyond  its  value;  and,  what  is  more  absurd  and  pre- 
posterous, is,  that  you  estimate  g^ood  and  bad  land  at  lie 
same  price;  soil,  which  ia  adapted  to  the  culture  of  aigir 
cane,'  that  which  will  produce  two  thousand  poundi  of 
cotton  to  the  acre,  and  poor  pine  barrens  and  manhy 
swamps,  are,  by  your  arrangement,  placed  at  the  same 
price,  and  in  this  way  you  deprive  the  poor  laborer  of  ihe 
power  or  inducement  to  purchase,  and  he  and  hi»  family 
are  compelle<l  to  enter  some  manufiicturingestablisliroent, 
or  become  tenants  at  will,  for  a  support. 

And  yet,  in  the  view  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Maine,  •'  much  has  been  done  for  the  agricultuial  inte. 
rest."  Sir,  it  is  our  misfortune  in  this  case,  alao,  asit  ii 
in  regard  to  the  tariff,  that  we  are  incapable  of  perceinnj 
or  estimating  its  advantages. 

Another  subject  intimately  connected  with  the  t*''*^ 
yes,  its  twin  sister,  marching  side  by  side,  furnishing  fom 
for  its  sustenance,  and  aid  in  placing  burdens  upon  tne 
South — is  the  S)-stem  of  internal  improvement,  by  wh"™ 
the  same  much  favoredsections  claim  the  sght  to  tax  the 
Southern  people,  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  their  breai- 
waters  and  roads  and  canals.  Yes,  sir,  by  this  syttem,  » 
citizen  of  Alabama  is  made  to  pay  his  proportion  of  tw 
tax  to  erect  the  Maysville  road  in  Kentucky,  which  I  w* 
as  equivalent  to  a  demand  upon  our  citizens  to  take  tj)^ 
pickaxes  upon  their  8houlders,and  march  with  the  Urei™ 
SUtes'  engineer  to  Kentucky,  for  the  purpose  of  errttinS 
Ihe  said  Maysville  or  some  other  road,  to  promote  the  in- 
ternal commercial  advantages  of  that  particular  quarter. 
But,  sir,  I  congratulate  the  citizens  of  the  South,  th^ 
at  hat  been  intimated  by  the  honorable  Senator  fro* 
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Maine,  [Mr.  Holxu,]  tbo  Chief  Magfwtnite  bu  not  used 
in  hit  nienages,  heretofore,  buiga«ge  sufficiently  explicit 
n  to  hi*  Tiewt  in  relation  to  tiie  tariff,  as  regards  diis 
ijitem,  be  has  been  more  ibrttinate,  and  adopts  language 
vhicb  cannot  be  miitaken,  I  think,  as  respects  bis  veto 
neaage  upon  the  Maysville  road  bill,  and  other  similar 
projects.  The  honorable  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that 
ke  hss  been  sufficiently  plain  and  decishre;  and,  sir,  I 
oonotbut  bebeve,  if  the  honorable  gentleman  could  divest 
bimelf  of  dl  partiality  for  these  dariing  bantlings,  the 
urifT  and  internal  improvement  system,  that  he  would 
ibo  unite  with  me  in  saying,  that,  for  having  crippled,  if 
sot  entirely  destroyed,  one  branch  of  this  unauthorized 
lyiteni  of  taxation,  the  President  has  (pven  evidence  of 
high  claims  to  the  contiiraed  confidence  and  gratitude  of 
(be  conmiunity. 

Mr.  President,  in  the  name  of  our  sacred  Union,  I  pro- 
Int  against  this  miscalled  American  system,  which,  con- 
Iruy  to  justice,  to  the  constitution  of  our  common  country, 
to  ail  the  sacred  riglits  of  freemen,  imposes  a  tax  upon 
BT  ooostituenta,  for  the  purpose  of  enriching  another 
Kction  of  the  Union.  It  is  an  outrage,  to  which  no  pa- 
triotism ean  prompt  any  people,  claiming  to  be  free,  to 
aibnit,  and  which,  if  perasted  in,  will  prove  a  hazardous 
eiperiment,  so  long  as  there  remains  one  spark  of  that 
ipirit  io  the  Southern  States,  which  resisted  the  unautho- 
med taxation  of  the  mother  country. 

Mr.  President,  in  concluding  my  remarks,  you  will  be 
fkiaed  to  pernut  me  to  read  some  extracts  from  a  joint 
maonstrance  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State  of 
Ahbama,  adopted  with  great  unanimity,  sir,  in  both 
bnnehea,  in  1828,  byway  of  showing  how  &rthe  feeling^ 
of  the  eitizeiis  of  the  State  of  Alabama  are  in  accordance 
tiththe  views  which  I  have  endeavored  to  declare,  as  one 
of  their  representatives. 

"The  General  Assembly  of  Alabama,  alive  to  the 
rijhij  of  the  people  they  serve,  and  the  interest  of  the 
coontiy  in  which  they  live,  (however  painful  the  duty,) 
ht\  themselves  called  on  by  the  crisis  to  protest  moat 
nicmgly  against  the  principle  asserted  by  the  General 
Goremmentto  contr<4  the  labor  of  the  nation,  by  protect- 
'w  certun  branches  of  domestic  industry,  at  the  expense 
of  others.  We  do  not  complain  of  the  power  to  nuse 
teremie  or  regulate  commerce,  lliese  powers  are  ex- 
prady  gnnted  to  preserve  the  existence  and  promote 
tbc  harmony  and  prosperity  of  the  Ooverament.  Nor  do 
*<  complain  of  the  incidental  protection  that  may  result 
Iniia  a  well  adjusted  "  tariff,"  imposed  on  the  importation 
of  fcreign  gooids,  with  a  view  to  revenue  alone,  nor  yet  of 
Iheaccanonal  inequalities  that  must  attend  the  operation 
of  uy  geacral  system." 

"  It  is  not  of  these  powers  that  we  complain,  but  it  is  the 
McrtioB  of  another,  and  a  very  different  one.  It  is  the 
BRrtion  of  the  power  to  impose  a  duty  on  any  article  of 
fereifn  commerce,  not  because  we  want  revenue,  or  the 
tpihtions  of  commerce,  as  such  require  improvement! 
liut  because  we  want  to  exclude  the  foreigpi  in  favor  of  the 
^mt^  frbric.  This  power  is  not  granted  in  the  constitu- 
^  and  must  be  sustained,  if  at  all,  by  the  pliable  doctrine 
of  implicationt  and,  as  it  is  not  necessary  to  the  power  to 
niae  revenue  or  regulate  commerce,  it  cannot  be  sustained 
uio  incideiital  pr  implied  power;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  a  sub- 
■Intive,  distinct  power,  resting  on  assumption,  and  frau^ 
*ith  frigbtfiil  danger.  It  has  no  limit  but  the  caprice  of 
thoK  who  assert  its  existence,  and  is  neceaserily  su^ect 
ta  all  the  varying  views  of  supposed  convenience,  and  the 
'<>|>tive  conceits  of  expediency.  The  unlimited  nature  of 
^  power,  and  the  dangerous  purposes  to  which  it  may 
°e  applied,  render  it  odious,  and  unfit  to  mingle  in  huinan 
iffaira.  Its  natural  offspring  is  monopoly  <  and  its  natural 
tndrncy  is  to  divide  the  community  into'nabob*  and  pau^ 
(mi  to  accumulate  overgrown  wealth  in  the  han<b  or  the 
^f  tod  to  extend  the  pover^,  the  vices^  and  the  miaeriea 


of  the  many.  This  alarminpr  principle  leads  to  the  unio* 
of  the  worst  of  human  passions.  Cupidity  and  ambition, 
under  its  deleterious  influence,  administer  to  each  other, 
at  the  expense  of  the  communis.  Cupidity  will  barter 
worlds  for  money;  and  unchastened  ambition-  will  fil^ 
from  the  poor  man's  toil  a  portion  Of  its  just  reward,  to 
appease  the  cupidity  of  tliie  cold,  calculating  monopoUat" 
"  Let  it  not  be  again  said,  that,  because  the  Soothwcit 
and  South  send  no  agents  to  beset  the  members  of  Con- 
gress, and  have  forborne  to  petition  oi*  remonstrate  in 
every  village,  or  to  call  a  counter  convention,  they  ate  so 
recreant  to  duty,  as  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposed  oppres- 
sion. On  the  contrary,  let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that 
Alabama,  in  common  with  the  Southern  and  Southwestern 
States,  regards  the  power  assumed  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment to  control  her  internal  concerns,  by  protectinr 
duties  beyond  the  fair  demands  of  the  revenue,  as  a  pat 
pable  usurpation  of  power  not  given  by  theconstitntion.'' 
Mr.  BF.NTON,  of  Missouri,  next  ruse.  The  present 
session  of  Congress,  said  Mr.  B.,  was  looked  to  wioi  great 
anxiety  by  the  people  of  this  Union,  as  tlie  one  which  was 
to  effect  a  Urge  reduction  in  the  public  revenue,  and  an 
equitable  modification  in  the  existing  tariff.  The  pe<q>l« 
expected  these  things  from  us;  but  up  to  this  moment 
they  seem  to  be  in  a  fair  way  to  be  disappointed;  for  no 
bill  has  even  yet  been  brouglit  in  to  accomplish  tiieir  just 
expectations;  and  we  are  now  well  advanced  in  the  fourth 
month  of  the  searion. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  certainly  per- 
formed his  part.  His  annual  message,  received  by  us  in 
the  first  week  of  December,  contuneid  a  strong  recom- 
mendation to  this  Congress  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  th« 
wants  of  the  Government,  and  to  adjust  the  duties  on  fo- 
reign imports  so  as  to  lavor  our  national  interest  at  home^ 
and  counteract  adverse  policy  ftom  abroad;  and  he  showed 
us,  in  the  same  message,  that  the  alaite  of  the  finanoci^ 
and  the  state  of  the  country,  requbed  these  things  to  be 
done,  and  to  be  done  now!  ThMe  recommendations  inll 
shield  the  President  from  censure  for  neglect  in  fiuling  to 
bring  the  subject  of  the  tariff  before  us;  and  it  ought  to 
shield  him  from  the  imputation  of  double  dealing  on  that 
subject  It  ought  to  sh^d  him  ihNn  that  imputatienl  Forhia 
sentiments  are  plainly  expressed,  and  are,  tfaerelere,  intel^ 
ligible.  They  are  publicly  delivcted,  and  are,  thereby, 
universally  known.  They  are  in  accordance  with  all  hit 
previous  acts  and  winds  upon  tike  tanil',  and  are,  there- 
fore, entitied  to  credit  for  candor  and  aincefi^.  I  night 
go  further,  and  say  that  his  sentiments  are  in  accordance 
with  the  public  wishes  and  the  pubfie  intcreatat  hot  I 
will  not  presume  to  speak  for  a  nation!  I  will  speak 
for  myself  alone,  and  will  say  that  the  Presideot  ha* 
well  expressed  my  sentiments  in  this  recommendation, 
such  as  I  have  often  declared  them  to  the  Senate  bera^ 
and  to  my  constituents  at  home;  and,  thia  being  the  eaae^ 
it  is  my  duty,  stQl  more  than  my  inclination,  to  defend 
these  sentiments,  at  this  time,  and  in  this  place,  arrai|g;ncd 
as  they  have  been  on  this  floor,  and  stigmatized  as  rumoa 
to  the  country. 

I  am  in  fiivor  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  the  wants  of 
the  Government,  not  only  for  the  reasons  which  have  beea 
mentioned  by  the  President  and  by  several  Senators^  but 
for  another  reason  in  addition,  and  which  presents  itself 
to  my  mind  as  a  compact  between  the  States  and  the 
Federal  Government  We  all  know  tiiat  the  present  fcm 
of  Government  grew  out  of  the  weakness  or  the  Oofttm- 
ment  of  the  confederation,  and  that  the  hUDMr  pover  was 
the  hinge  upon  which  the  change  turned.  *»«  Concre* 
of  the  cohlederation  bad  no  power  to  tax  the  peo||]e  «f 
the  States.  It  had  no  power  over  the  pune.  It  could 
only  ask  fbr  money;  and  this  being  fbund  a  slow  way  to  ob- 
tun  it,  the  power  of  taxing  was  appKed  for.  The  States 
refiised  this  power,  because  the  Congress  might  abuse  i^ 
and  levy  too  much;  they  rtfosed  to  vest  Ae  Confrcss  «r 
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the  confederation  with  power  to  levy  duties  upon  imports, 
and  to  rcgtUate  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  States,  be- 
cause they  saw  tliat,  in'granting'  these  powers,  they  yielded 
the  unlimited  and  responsible  power  of  taxation,  and  lefl 
themselves  without  oefence  ag^ainst  the  exactions  of  the 
General  Government.  They  resisted — they  refused.  To 
all  the  solicitations  of  Congress  thry  turned  a  deaf  ear, 
and  were  inexorable.  For  ten  years  they  held  out;  but 
the  convention  of  1787  inserted  these  two  powers  in  the 
new  constitution,  and  the  States,  with  infinite  difficulty, 
were  induced  to  acquiesce;  but  that  acquiescence  was  the 
effect,  not  of  areuments,  but  of  pledges! — pledges  of 
that  high  and  solemn  nature  which  no  man  of  tl^^t  day 
was  permitted  to  believe  could  ever  be  violated.  As  J 
consider  this  pledge  as  a  corner-stone,  lying  at  the  foun- 
dation of  the  present  constitution,  I  will  take  care  to  esta- 
blish it  by  proof;  and  for  that  purpose  will  have  recourse 
to  the  legislative  history  of  tlie  proceedings  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  confederation  which  led  to  the  adoption  of 
the  present  constitution,  contained  in  tlie  first  volume  of 
the  Laws  of  the  United  States.  I  read  from  the  Rhode 
Island  objections  to  the  application  of  Congress  for  power 
to  levy  duties  on,  and  regulate  foreign  commerce. 

Here  is  the  objection.     Listen  to  it. 

"TlMt,  by  granting  to  Congress  a  power  to  collect 
'  moneys  from  the  commerce  of  these  States,  indefinitely 

•  as  to  time  and  quantity,  and  for  the  expenditure  of  which 

•  they  are  not  to  be  accountable  to  the  States,  they  would 
.<  become  independent  of  their  constituents,  and  so  the 
'  proposed  impost  is  repugnant  to  the  liberty  of  the  United 
« States." 

And  here  is  the  answer  to  tliat  objection.  Listen  to  it 
also. 

"Admitting  the  principle  of  this  objection  to  be  true, 

<  still  it  ought  to  have  no  weight  in  the  present  case,  be- 
'cause  tliere  is  no  analogy  between  the  principle  and  the 
'&ct.     The  fund  proposed  is  sufficiently  definite  as  to 

<  time,  because  it  is  only  coextensive  with  the  existence  of 
'  the  debt  contracted,  and  to  be  contracted,  in  the  course 
'  of  the  war.     Congress  are  persuaded  that  it  is  as  remote 

•  from  the  intention  of  their  constituents  to  perpetuate 
'  that  debt,  as  to  extingfuish  it  at  once  by  a  faitliless  neglect 

<  of  providing  the  means  to  fulfil  tlie  public  engagements, 
f  Their  ability  to  discharge  it  in  a  moderate  time,  can  be 

<  as  little  doubted  as  their  incliivttion ;  and  the  moment  that 
'  debt  ceases,  the  duty,  as  far  as  it  respects  the  present 

<  proivition,  ceases  with  it" 

Mark,  I  beseech  you,  Hr.  Frendent,  the  language  of 
this  objection,  and  of  tliis  answer.  The  objection  is  to 
the  revenue-raisii>g  power,  and  is  titreefold  in  its  nature. 
1st  Because  the  exercise  of  the  power  was  to  be  inde- 
finite as  to  time.  3d.  Because  the  revenue  to  be  raised 
waa  to  be  unlimited  as  to  quantity.  3d.  Because  tlie 
Federal  Congress  was  to  be  unaccountable  to  the  States 
for  the  expenditure  of  this  revenue.  This  was  the  three- 
fold nature  of  the  objection;  and  tite  conclusion,  or  infer- 
ence, from  the  whole,  was,  that  such  a  grant  of  power  was 
incompatible  with  the  liberty  of  the  States.  Now,  mark 
the  anawer.  It  admits  the  conclusion  which  the  objection 
draws,  butdenies  the  premises.  Itadmits  the  incompatibility 
between  tlie  liberty  of  the  States,  and  the  grant  of  un- 
limited and  irresponsible  power  of  taxation  in  the  Federal 
Government;  but  takes  a  distinction  between  the  pu-inci' 
|>le  and  the  fact— between  the  possession  and  theexercise  of 
unlimited  power;  and,  while  admitting  the  tyranny  of  the 
princi(>lea  denies  the  analogy  of  the  fiu:t,  and  solemnly 
pledges  the  whole  faith  of  Congress  against  the  exercise  of 
the  power.  The  pledge  is  contained  in  the  solemn  declara- 
tion that  the  duties  imposed  for  the  payment  of  the  public 
debt  shall  cease  to  exist  the  moment  that  debt  is  paid! 

Such  was  the  objection,  and  sucl)  the  answer:  and  such 
they  continued  to  o«,  in  every  stage  of  tlie  process,  till 
the  convention  of  1787  was  assembled,  and  afterwards. 


until  the  new  constitution  was  ratified  by  the  States-  I  di 
not  quote  from  each  of  these  periods,  because  it  wouU 
consume  time,  and  present  innumerable  repetitiona  of  tiii 
same  thing.  But  I  will  remark,  that  the  answer  of  thi 
Congress  of  1781  to  the  Rhode  Island  objections,  wm 
drawn  by  the  men  who  were  the  bthers  of  tbc  pi« 
sent  constitution.  It  was  drawn  by  General  Hamiho^ 
Mr.  Madison,  and  Mr.  Fitzwmmons,  adopted  by  Congm 
unanimously,  and  promulgated  to  the  States  as  a  ]wbi| 
official  act.  It  was  the  manifesto  of  Congress!  and  ca« 
stantly  referred  tOt  and  relied  upon,  until  the  conatitutiai 
was  produced  by  tlie  convention  of  1787,  and  ratified  t| 
the  States.  Hamilton,  Madison,  and  Fitzsiotmons  were  pq 
sent  at  every  scenej—the  federal  convention — the  StiM 
conventions — the  public  press — ^repealing  their  pledge, 
and  going  security  for  the  new  Government  never  to  ri* 
late  it  And  thus  I  consider  a  pledge  to  abolish  the  dik 
ties  levied  on  account  of  the  public  debt,  the  naoment  tia| 
debt  was  to  be  paid,  to  be  a  compact  between  the  Stst^ 
and  the  Federal  Government,  and  a  condition  precede) 
agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  and  witlutut  nrhicb  A 
unlimited  and  irresponsible  power  of  taxation  voal 
never  have  been  given  to  this  Congress. 

Forty  years  have  passed  by — the  event  has  been  deltj^ 
far  beyond  tlie  expectations  of  the  year  1787 — but  ti 
event  has  at  last  arrived,  the  public  debt  is  paid !  for  i 
legislative  purposes  it  is  now  considered  as  paid;  a 
States,  not  one,  but  many,  not  the  new  only,  but  the  d 
ones,  who  were  party  to  the  establishment  of  the  Fedd 
Government — who  received  from  the  old  Congress  d 
s(demn  pledge  to  abolish  duties  at  the  payment  of  l^ 
public  debt — these  States  now  stand  before  you,  and  it 
mand  the  redemption  of  that  pledge.  Sixteen  miUiois( 
revenue  were  raised  for  tlie  public  debt  last  year;  the  aq 
amount  is  now  levying  for  the  debt  this  year;  but  nd 
year  it  will  not  be  wanted,  nor  in  any.  year  tUereafier;  m 
the  abolition  of  tlieie  sixteen  millions  is  now  demanded,  4 
manded  as  a  right,  and  that  by  nearly  one-half  the  Statesl 
this  Union.  The  demand  is  resisted,  and  resisted  m  d 
ground  that  the  reduction  will  destroy  the  protection  itt 

'le  country' viA 


to  domestic  manufactures,  and  will  cover  the 
desolation,  and  lead  to  the  dissolution  of  the  Union.  Sa^ 
[  pass  over  the  first  and  most  obvious  answer  to  tbit  o^ 
jectioo — tlie  answer  which  tells  us  that  the  private  iatcicA 
of  the  manufacturers  cannot  be  set  up  to  vacate  a  fuadk- 
mental  compact  between  the  States  and  the  Fedeial  G^ 
vernment  I  pass  over  that  answer  which  is  in  the  natiot 
of  a  demurrer,  admitting  tlie  fact,  and  denying  its  " 
ciency.  I  pass  over  that  answer,  because  I  do  not  i 
but  deny  the  trutli  of  the  answer.  I  take  issue  upooil 
truth ;  and  mean  to  go  to  trial  upon  tJie  fact  before  tkt 
American  people. 

I  maintain,  sir,  that  the  federal  revenue  may  be  reduced 
to  tlie  wants  of  the  Government,  as  recomtaended  in  tkt 
President's  message,  not  only  without  destroying  doin» 
tic  manufactures,  but  without  hurting  or  injuring  tbemia 
the  slightest  degree.  This  is  my  assertion!  The  prerf 
and  the  demonstration  sliall  follow;  for  I  know  how  insig- 
nificant it  is  to  make  bold  assertions  without  adeqioo 
proofs  at  hand  to  support  them.  And  here,  sir,  per«4 
me  to  presume  that  I  am  a  friend  to  domestic  iaiuXiJt 
and  voted  for  the  tariff'  of  1824  with  the  appfobatioB  of 
my  judgment,  and  for  tliat  of  1828  with  repugnance  ai 
misgivings.  I  am  a  friend  to  domestic  industry,  and  nMS 
to  protect  it,  according  to  what  I  believe  to  be  the  true  p* 
licy  of  the  country,  sanctioned  by  the  constitution  aiidite 
the  practice  of  tlie  framers  of  the  constitution.  I  •* 
give  protection,  as  an  incident  to  revenue;  and  this  i«4» 
kind  of  protection  wliich  is  coeval  witli  the  foundaliiirf 
our  Government,  and  under  whicli  manuiiu;turcs  attuiea 
a  high  degree  of  importance  under  the  first  twenty  y«»i» 
of  its  existence;  and  tliat  without  giving  the  least  dssttf- 
faction  to  any  part  of  the  Union.     As  far  back  as  the  year 
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W>,  our  muiufccture*  bad  attuned  the  anntial  value  of 
le  htindred  ami  twenty  milliona  of  dulUn,  (as  we  learn 
wn  Mr.  Gallatin's  report — a  report  «hich  otigbt  to  have 
lielded  him  from  the  reproach  which  has  been  cast  upon 
Ib  here!)  and  that  under  a  low  rate  of  revenue  duties, 
•^ng  from  five  to  fifteen  per  centum.     The  same  rate 
f  protection  would  now  produce  two  hundred  and  forty 
lUians  of  manufactures  annually — for  our  population  is 
tabled  since  1810.     But  it  is  not  desired  or  intended,  by 
tj  Senators  with  whom  I  am  acquainted,  to  reduce  ma- 
I^Uires  to  the  degree  of  protection  possessed  at  that 
ke.    The  lowest  rate  proposed  by  tlie  anti-tariff  gtntle- 
len  is  double  and  treble  what  it  then  was;  and,  tor  my- 
df,  I  shall  not  go  so  low  as  they  do. 
1  oov  proceed  to  the  proof  of  my  assertion  that  the  re- 
enae  may  be  reduced  to  the  wants  of  the  Government, 
itbout  affecting  or  impairing  the  successful  progress  of 
m  manu&cture.     And  here  1  would  ask,  how  many,  and 
inch  are  the  articles  that  require  the  present  high  rate 
f  protection  ?     Certainly  not  the  cotton  manufacture  j  for 
le  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ciat,]  who  appears  on 
lb  floor  as  the  leading  champion  of  domestic  manufac- 
ires,  and  whose  admissions  of  fact  must  be  conclusive 
|kinst  bis  arguments  of  theory !  this  Senator  tells  you, 
td  dwells  upon  the  disclosure  with  triumphant  exultation, 
|at  .American  cottons  are  now  exported  to  Asia,  and  sold 
ta  profit  in  the  cotton  markets  of  Canton  and  Calcutta! 
brely,  sir,  our  tariff  laws  of  1824  and  1828  are  not  in 
tree  in  Bengal  and  Cbina.     And  I  appeal  to  all  mankind 
tr  tlie  tnitli  of  the  inference,  that,  if  our  cottons  can  go 
•these  countries,  and  be  sold  at  a  profit  without  any  pro- 
•etion  at  all,  they  can  stay  at  home,  and  be  sold  to  our 
•rn  citizens,  without  loss,  under  a  less  protection  than  50 
ad  250  per  centum!     One  fact,  Mr.  President,  is  said  to 
R  worth  a  thousand  theories;  I  will  add  that  it  is  woKb  a 
■ndred  thousand  speeches;  and  tliis  fact,  that  American 
IMonsnow  traverse  the  one-half  of  the  circumference  of 
1^  gl(ri>c — cross  the  equinoctial  line — descend  to  the  an- 
i{>odes— seek  foreign  cottons  on  the  double  theatre  of 
tkitish  and  Asiatic  competition,  and  come  off  victorious 
fnm  the  contest — ^is  a  full  and  overwhelming  answer  to 
lU  the  speeches  thathav%  been  made,  or  ever  can  be  made, 
in  favor  of  high   protecting  duties  on  these   cottons  at 
kome.     The  only  effect  of  such  duties  is  to  cut  off  con- 
niDption — to  create  monopoly  at  home — to  enable  our 
■anufJMrturers  to  sell  their  goods  higher  to  their  own  cbris- 
Ibn  fellow-citizens,  than  to  the  pagan  worshippers  of  Fo 
Did  of  Brahma!  to  enable  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ganges 
«id  the  Burrampooter  to  wear  American  cottons  upon 
Aoftt  terms  tlian  the  inhabitants  of  the  Ohio  and  Mis- 
•siippi.     And  every  Western  citizen  knows  the  iact,  that 
when  these  shipments  of  American  cottons  were  making 
to  tlie  extremities  of  Asia,  the  price  of  these  same  cottons 
was  actually  raised  20  and  25  per  cent,  in  all  tlie  towns  of 
the  West:  with  this  further  difference  to  our  prejudice, 
that  we  can  only  pay  for  them  in  money,  while  the  inha- 
bitants of  Asia  inake  payment  in  the  products  of  their 
own  country. 

This  is  what  the  gentleman's  admission  proved;  but  I  do 
not  come  here  to  argue  upon  admiiisions,  whether  candid, 
w  unguarded,  of  tlie  adversary  speakers.  1  ^ring  my 
OVD  tacts  and  proofs;  and,  really,  sir,  I  have  a  mind  to 
naplain  that  the  gentleman's  admission  about  cottons 
bs  crippled  the  iorce  of  my  argument — that  it  has 
weakened  its  effect,  by  letting  out  half  at  a  time,  and  de- 
stroyed its  novelty,  by  an  anticipated  revelation.  The 
tluth  is,  I  have  -this  fact  (that  we  exported  domestic  oot- 
tons)  treasured  up  in  my  magazine  of  argument,  and  in- 
tended to  produce  it  at  the  proper  time,  to  show  that  we 
exported  tlus  article,  not  to  Canton  and  Calcutta  alone, 
but  to  all  quarters  of  the  globe;  not  a  few  cargoes  only, 
by  way  of  experiment,  but  in  great  quantities,  as  a  regu- 
iu  tnde  to  the  amount  of  a  roHlion  and  a  quarter  of  hi- 


lars annually;  and  that,  of  tins  amount,  no  less  than  forty 
thousand  dollars  worth  in  tlie  year  1830  bad  done  wliat 
the  combined  fleets  and  armies  of  the  worid  could  not  do{ 
it  had  scaled  the  rock  of  Gibraltar,  penetrated  to  the  heart 
of  the  British  garrison,  taken  possession  of  his  Britaimic 
Majesty's  soldiers,  bound  their  arms,  legs,  and  bodies,  and 
strutted  in  triumph  over  the  ramparts  and  batteries  of  that 
inattackable  fortress;  and  now,  sir,  I  will  use  no  mure  of 
the  gentleman's  admissions.  I  will  draw  upon  my  own 
resources;  and  will  show  nearly  the  whole  list  of  our  do- 
mestic manufactures  to  be  in  the  same  flourishing  condi- 
tion with  cottons  actually  going  abroad  to  seek  competi- 
tion, without  protection,  in  every  foreign  clime,  and 
contending  victoriously  with  foreign  manufactures  wher- 
ever they  can  encounter  them.  I  read  from  the  custom- 
house returns  of  1830 — the  last  that  has  been  printed. 
Listen  to  it! 

Domestic  Manufaciwet  exported  in  1830. 

Soap  and  tallow  candles         -            -           -  9619,238 

Leather  boots  and  shoes         ...  338,603 

Household  furniture  -            -            -            -  239,463 

Coaches  and  carriages            ...  51,130 

Hats    ......  309,362 

Saddlery 36,661 

Wax   ......  153,666 

Spirits  from  grain,  beer,  ale,  &c.       -           -  225,327 

Snuff  and  tobacco,  (manufactured)  -            -  246,747 

Linseed  oil  and  spirits  of  turpentine              -  35,039 

Cordage          .....  4,135 

Iron,  pig,  bar,  and  nails         -            •            -  96,183 

Castings  of  iron          ....  35,408 

All  manufactures  of  iron        ...  177,876 

Spirits  from  molasses             ...  49,798 

Sugar,  refifted            ....  193,084 

Gunpowder    .....  128,625 

Copper  and  brass,  (manufactured)     -            •  36,601 

Medical  drugs             ....  92,154 

Printed  and  colored  cotton  goods      -            -  61,800 

White  cotton  goods    ....  954,196 

Nankeen  cottons        ....  1,093 

Twist,  yarn,  and  thread  do.                -            -  34,744 

All  other  manufactures  of  cotton       -            -  266,350 

Wearing  apparel        ....  102,277 

Combs  and  buttons    ....  124,589 

Umbrellas  and  parasols           ...  25,796 

Leather  and  morocco  skins    ...  70,968 

Printing  presses  and  types     ...  10,261 

Books  and  maps          ....  32,004 

Paper  and  other  stationery     ...  40,334 

PHints  and  varnish      ....  13,716 

Vinegar          .....  6,699 

Earthen  and  stone  ware         ...  2,773 

Glass               .....  «0,280 

Artificial  flowers        ....  13,707 

Molasses         .....  3,968 

Trunks           .....  6,654 

Salt,  (domestic)         -           -            -.           -  22,978 

This  is  the  list  of  domestic  manufactures  exported  to 
foreign  countries.  It  comprehends  the  whole,  or  nearly 
the  whole,  of  that  long  catalogue  of  items  which  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Cuit]  read  to  us  on  the  second 
day  of  his  discourse;  and  shows  the  whole  to  be  gxiing 
abroad,  without  a  shadow  of  protection,  to  seek  compe- 
tion,  in  foreign  markets,  with  the  foreign  goods  of  all 
tke  world.  The  list  of  articles  I  have  read,  contains  near 
fifty  varieties  of  manufactures,  (and  I  have  omitted  many 
minor  articles,)  amounting,  in  value,  to  near  «x  millions  of 
dollars!  And  now  behold  the  diversity  jf  human  reason- 
ing! The  Senator  from  Kentucky  exhibits  a  list  of  arti- 
cles manufactured  in  the  United  States,  and  argues  that 
the  ghghtest  diminution  in  the  enormous  protection  tlicy 
now  enjoy,  will  overwhelm  the  whole  in  ruin,  and  cover 


Digitized  by 


Google 


671 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


572 


SlITATB.] 


2V  Tariff. 


[IbBci  15, 1831 


the  land  with  desolation.  I  exhibit  the  same  list,  and 
arffue  that  these  articles  can  bear,  without  injury,  a  very 
oonnderable  diminution.  He  says,  if  there  is  the  least 
diminution,  foreigners  will  come  here  and  undersell  them; 
I  say,  no,  because  these  article*  now  gfo  abroad,  and  un- 
dersell  foreigners,  in  foreign  markets,  without  a  particle 
of  protection.  This  is  the  difference  in  our  reasoning, 
for  our  &cts  are  the  same;  and  which  is  right,  I  leare  to 
the  common  sense  of  all  mankind  to  say. 

I  do  not  propose  to  comment,  item  by  item,  on  all  the 
articles  contained  in  this  list.  I  have  read  it  in  detail,  and 
leave  the,  reflections  which  the  reading  suggests  to  the 
understandings  of  others.  A  few  items  only  I  will  ex- 
amine, for  the  purpose  of  exemplifying  my  own  opinion 
of  the  tariff,  and  of  the  kind  of  modification  it  ought  to 
receive.  In  some  instances,  the  manufacture  is  so  gene- 
rally diffused,  and  the  price  reduced  so  low  by  domestic 
competition,  that  the  duty  is  a  dead  letter,  giving  no  pre- 
ference to  the  artisan,  adding  no  increase  of  price  to  the 
purchaser;  and,  in  such  cases,  no  practical  man  should 
trouble  himself  about  the  duty:  In  other  instances,  the 
domestic  supply  is  fiu-  from  being  equal  to  the  demand; 
large  foreign  supplies  must  be  procured,  and  the  duty  on 
the  foreign  articles  is  paid  by  the  consumer;  in  such 
instances,  there  ought  to  be  a  reasonable  reduction.  In 
other  instances,  again,  the  duty  enables  a  few  to  engross 
the  domestic  market,  and  to  exact  extortionate  prices, 
where,  in  fact,  no  duty  is  necessary  at  all  to  give  them  a 
fair  profit;  and,  im  such  cases,  the  duty  should  be  abo- 
lished. In  other  instances,  the  foreign  article  has  no 
rival  or  substitute  manuiactured  in  the  United  States;  and, 
in  such  cases,  the  foreign  article  should  be  freed  from 
dirty.  I  do  not  now  travel  over  the  list  to  exemplify  these 
positions;  the  time  will  come  for  that  exemplification 
when  we  arrive  at  the  details  of  the  bill.  I  will  take  two 
items  only  to  illustrate  some  part  of  my  meaning,  namely, 
iron  and  salt.  The  list  shows  a  large  exportation,  up- 
wards of  $300,000  worth  of  domestic  iron,  and  its  manu- 
factures. Turning  to  the  detailed  statement  from  which 
this  summary  list  is  compiled,  and  we  find  this  entry  under 
the  head  of  nails — 
"To Cuba,  l,030,3r6 lbs.— value #61,216." 

Now,  sir,  let  any  person  who  can  work  a  aum  in  the 
golden  rule  of  three,  calculate  the  price  of  these  nails  per 
pound.  He  will  find  it  to  be  less  than  six  centa;  and  whether 
theSe  expoi-ted  nails  consisted  of  an  assortment,  which  is 
most  probable,  or  were  all  of  the  lowest  price,  which  is 
impossible  to  believe,  it  will  turn  out  that  American  nails 
are  exported  for  less  than  they  are  sold  at  home :  for  it  is 
incontestable  that  the  people  of  the  West  pay  more  than 
six  cents  a  pound  for  their  nails. 

The  list  also  contains  thiaitem — 
"Salt, #22,378." 

Turning  to  the  detailed  statement,  and  we  find  that  this 
salt  of  domestic  manufacture  goes  to  Canada,  actually  goes 
into  his  Britannic  Majesty's  dominions,  where  British  salt 
comes  free  of  duty,  and  where  it  has  to  contend  witii  that 
salt,  upon  its  own  territory,  and  without  a  particle  of  pro- 
tection. Now,  why  not  contend  with  it  also  at  home, 
upon  our  territories,  upon  the  same  terms }  It  can  cer- 
tainly stand  the  competition  better  at  home  than  abroad. 
Why,  then,  does  it  want  protection  at  home'  Mr.  Pi-esi- 
dent,  another  opportunity  will  present  itself  for  going  at 
large  into  the  whole  question  of  the  salt  tax;  but  I  can- 
not permit  this  opportunity — so  forcibly  presented  by  the 
actual  view  of  American  salt  exported  to  tlie  British  do- 
minions—to pass  by,  without  unfolding  the  peculiar  opera- 
tion of  the  tariff  laws  upon  this  article  of  universal  and 
prime  necessity.  I  will  make  a  brief  exposition  of  this 
cruel  operation;  and,  first,  we  will  see  the  quantity  and 
value  of  foreign  salt  imported  into  the  United  States,  as 
shown  in  the  cuatom-house  returns  of  1830. 


Quemtity,  vaku,  and  priee,  per  btukd,  (^fSt  ttt.  J  ofidf 
imported  mU  tk*  United  Stalei,  far  the  year  IbSU. 


B«>IkI>. 

▼»hK. 

Fntt 

From  the   Swedish  West 

Indies, 

6.278 

•  500 

8 

Danish  West  Indies, 

24,233 

2,656 

11 

Dutch  West  Indies, 

95,483 

7,306 

7 
IS 

England, 

3,083.347 

469,711 

Scotland, 

1,575 

293 

18 
30 

Ireland, 

56,798 

11,556 

Gibraltar, 

37,360 

4,146 

11 

British  West  Indies, 

705,526 

65,618 

9 

British  American 

Colonies,     • 

3,926 

1,583 

m 

Other  British  Colo- 

nies,  -        .        . 

16,203 

1,250 

7i 

France,  on  the  Me- 

diterranean, 

86,582 

6,772 

n 

Hayti,    -        -        . 

7,460 

962 

m 

Spain,  on   the  At- 

lantic, 

436,690 

29,665 

H 

Spain,  on  the  Medi- 

terranean,  - 

86,372 

7,574 

8* 

Cuba,     - 

17,296 

6,849 

39J 

Other  Spanish  West 

Indies, 

607 

50 

8* 

Portugal, 

620,188 

49,631 

8 

Fayal   and    other 

Azores, 

6,489 

835 

12 

Cape  de  Verd  Islands, 

6,6«2 

510 

7 

Sicily,     - 

15,375 

569 

i 

ItiUy  and  Malta,      - 

35.915 

2,007 

i 

Trieste    and   other 

Adriatic  ports,    . 

9,363 

310 

31 

Turkey,  Levant,  and 

Egypt,        -        . 

8,588 

907 

m 

Mexico, 

157 

86 

54J 

Colombia, 

1,000 

200 

10 

Brazil,    .        .    '-- 

1,647 

173 

m 

West   Indies  gene- 

rally,          -        - 

3,906 

300 

m 

5,374,046 

671,970 

In  this  list,  sir,  behold  the  import  price— the  first  cost— 
of  all  the  variety  of  salt  imported  into  the  United  Stitei 
See  the  pure,  natural,  crystallized,  sun-made  salt,  vhidi 
comes  from  Spain,  Portugal,  France,  and  the  WcJt  In- 
dies, costing  seven,  eight,  or  nine  cents  a  bushel.  See 
that  which  comes  from  the  coasts  and  the  islands  of  the 
Mediterranean,  and  ti»e  head  of  the  Adriatic  se«,  snd 
which  is  equally  pure,  strong,  and  good,  costing  no  more 
than  three,  four,  five,  and  six  cents  a  bushel.  Then  look 
at  the  price  of  this  salt  In  the  seaport  towns,  genenll; 
ranging  between  forty  and  fifty  cents  a  bushel;  look  •* 
the  price  of  the  same  salt  in  the  interior  of  the  counW 
when  sold  to  the  farmer,  and  observe  this  price  increised 
to  about  one  dollar,  and  the  bushel  reduced  to  fifty  poundsi 
observe  these  things,  and  tell  me  the  reason  of  this  «!<**■ 
sive,  this  monstrous,  this  astonishing  disproportion  be- 
tween the  import  and  the  retail  price.  Look  it  ™« 
respective  price*  of  the  Enriish  fire-made  salt,  and  the 
natural  sun-made  salt,  which  comes  from  twenty  omtf 
countries,  and  tell  me  the  reason  why  that  which  «« 
double,  and  is  worth  but  half  as  much  as  the  o^'^*^ 
for  about  the  same  price  in  our  market.  Tell  me  whv  it 
is  that  all  qualities  are  levelled,  and  all  prices  rsisMi  •<• 
the  same  ctandaid,  and  profit*  of  fo«r  w  nve  hundred  per 
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ceniam  exacted  on  MHne  deacriptioiis  f>f  lalt.  Sifi 
I  will  tell  you  the  reaaom  of  all  theie  enonnitiea,  and 
I  will  prove  it  to  you  bendea.  It  is  the  tariiT  which  does 
it!  It  is  the  tari^  which,  giving  birth  to  a  race  of  re- 
nter) in  the  seaports,  and  monopolizers  in  the  interior, 
Iknws  all  the  foreign  salt  into  the  haiids  of  one  set,  and 
iH  the  domestic  salt  into  the  hands  of  the  other;  and  en- 
jhlu  the  two  classes  to  fix  their  own  prices,  and  to  exact 
whit  they  please  for  erery  variety  of  the  article,  without 
ttgard  to  the  difference  in  cost  or  quality. 

The  tariff  does  it,  and  this  is  the  process:  A  Teasel  ar' 

tirn  fi^>ni  the  dominions  of  a  foreign  Power  with  salt. 

Before  a  permit  cm  be  obtained  to  land  it  on  the  soil  of 

the  Umte<l  States,  the  duty  nuut  be  paid  in  ready  money, 

or  bond  and  security  given  to  pay  it  in  nine  montlis.  If  paid 

in  rodj  money,  tlie  interest  for  nine  months  is  discounted; 

if  crrdit  ia  taken,  the  principal  and  securities  in  the  bond 

tte  til  required  to  be  citizens  of  the  United  States.     This 

ii  the  liT.     Now  for  Uie  practical  operation  of  the  law. 

The  importer  who  Itas  brought  this  sdt  to  sell,  and  which 

Im  viihes  to  sell  at  four,  five,  six,  seven,  eight,  or  nine 

ctnts  a  bushel,  did  not  bring  along  witli  him  spare  cash  at 

the  rate  of  ten  cents  a  bushel,  (which  is  tlie  present  duty,) 

topiy  the  American  Government  before  he  can  sell  his 

kit  to  American  citizens.     He,  therefore,  cannot  pay  the 

duty  in  ready  money.     Credit  becomes  his  only  resource; 

ud,  to  get  American  securities  to  his  bond,  the  salt  must 

leuld  or  consigned  to  American  citizens.  Thisthrows  the 

whole  foreign  salt  trade  into  the  hands  of  a  few  men,  who 

mke  it  their  business,  and  their  profit,  either  to  go  secu- 

lity  tiK)  take  the  salt  to  sell,  or  to  buy  it  at  once  out  of 

the  bands  of  the  importer,  and  assume  the  duties  to  the 

.  Government     And  this  is  the  practical  operation  of  the 

bw.    Having  all  the  salt  in  their  own  bands,  the  next 

thing  is  to  fix  the  price,  and  that  is  done  by  adding  the  duty 

to  the  cost,  and  putting  as  many  hundred  per  cent,  as 

they  please  upon  both,  for  their  profit,  and  this  brings  the 

free  to  forty  or  fifly  cents.     This  is  the  process  of  the 

Rgnter  in  the  seaport;  the  monopolizer  in  the  interior 

keeps  pace  with   liis  brother;  and,  between  the  two,  the 

fanner  pays  four  prices  for  his  bushel  of  salt,  and  tlien 

pU  a  weighed  bushel  of  fif^y  pounds,  measuring  litde 

more  than  half  a  bushel,  instead  of  a  measured  bushel, 

veigfaing  from  seventy^ix  to  eighty-four  pounds.     Such 

is  the  operation  of  the  tariff  upon  the   price  of  salt! 

Abolish  the  duty,  and  introduce  a  free  trade,  and  what 

vould  bethe  consequence }   Why,  sir,  the  importer  would 

nerer  fall  into  the  hands  of  tlie  regfraters.    He  would 

l>nd  his  salt  without   a  permit — without  tax— without 

l>on(l— and  sell  it  in  the  river,  or  at  the  wharf,  to  any  one 

that  would  buy  it;  nr  he  would  ascend  into  the  interior 

*ilb  it,  bartering  his  salt  with  the  farmers,  against  their 

imriaons,  and  that  at  first  cost,  without  duty,  or  advance 

upon  cu5t  and    duty.     The   manufacturer  would    have 

'&>  price  for  the  domestic  article;  for  freight  would 

<V»it  as  a  protection,  and  be  equal  to  a  dut^  of  near 

twenhr  cents,  and  give  a  better  profit  upon  their  capital 

^  nnners  and  phmters  are  receiving.     This  would  be 

the  ttite  of  our  salt  trade  if  the  duty  was  abolished;  and 

nei;  interest  of  the  farmer  requires  the  abolition. 

I  pan  on  to  another  topic.  The  fine  effects  of  the  high 
'>™  upon  the  prosperity  ofthe  West  have  been  celebrated 
00  this  floor:  with  how  much  reason,  let  facts  respond,  and 
the  people  judge!  I  do  not  think  we  are  indebted  to  the 
^t^  tanff  for  our  fertile  lands  and  our  navigable  rivers; 
>nd  I  am  certain  we  are  indebted  to  these  blessings  for  the 
P'otpcrity  we  enjoy.  In  all  that  comes  from  the  soil,  the 
P'ople  of  the  West  are  rich.  They  have  an  abundant 
wpply  of  food  for  man  and  beast,  and  a  lai^  surplus  to 
^abrxiad.  They  have  the  comfortable  livuig  which  in- 
^ll^  creates  fur  itself  in  a  rich  soil;  but,  beyond  this, 
"xy  are  poor.  They  have  none  of  the  splendid  works 
*ueh  inqily  the  pr«*eiiee  of  the  moneyed  power!     No 


Appian  or  Flaminian  ways;  no  roads  paved  or  McAdain- 
ized;  no  canals,  except  what  are  made  upon  borrowed 
means;  no  aqueducts;  no  bridges  of  atone  across  our  in* 
numerable  streams;  no  edifices  dedicated  to  eternity;  no 
schools  for  the  fine  arts:  not  a  public  library  which  an  or- 
dinary scholar  would  not  apologize.  And  why  ttoni  of 
those  things.'  Have  the  people  of  the  West  no  taste 
for  public  improvements,  for  the  useful  and  the  fine  arts, 
and  for  literature?  Certainly  they  have  a  very  strong 
taste  for  them;  but  they  have  no  money!  not  enougii 
for  private  and  current  uses,  not  enough  to  defray  our  cur- 
rent  expenses,  and  buy  necessaries!  without  thinking  of 
public  improvements.  We  have  no  money!  and  that  is 
a  tale  which  has  been  told  too  often  here—chanted  too 
dolefully  in  the  book  of  lamentations  which  was  composed 
for  the  death  of  the  Maysville  road — to  be  denied  or 
suppressed  now.  I'hey  have  no  adequate  supply  of  mo- 
ney. And  why?  Have  they  no  exports?  Nothing  to  send 
abroad?  Certainly  they  have  no  exports.  Behold  Ui« 
marching  myriads  of  living  animals  annually  takii^  their 
departure  from  the  heart  of  the  West,  defiling  thiougk 
the  gorges  of  the  Cumberla'nd,  the  Alleghany,  and  the 
Appalachian  mountains,  or  traversing  the  plains  of  th« 
South,  diverging  as  they  march,  and  spreading  themselves 
all  over  that  vast  segment  of  our  territorial  circle  which 
lies  between  the  deioitchet  of  the  Hississippi  and  the  es- 
tuary of  the  Potomac !  Behold,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
flying  steamboats,  and  the  fleets  of  floating  arks,  loaded 
with  the  products  ofthe  forest,  the  Bum,  and  the  pasture, 
following  the  course  of  our  noble  rivers,  and  bearing  their 
freights  to  that  great  city  which  revives,  upon  the  bank* 
ofthe  Mississippi,  the  name*  ofthe  greatest  of  the  empe- 
rors that  ever  reigned  upon  the  banks  of  the  Tiber,  and 
who  eclipsed  the  glory  of  his  own  heroic  exploits  by 
giving  an  order  to  his  legions  never  to  levy  a  contribution 
of  salt  upon  a  Roman  ciuzen!  Behold  this  double  line  of 
exports,  and  observe  the  refluent  currents  of  gold  and 
silver  which  result  from  them !  Large  are  the  supplies- 
millions  are  the  amount  which  is  annually  poured  into 
the  WCbt  from  these  double  exportations;  enough  to  cch 
ver  the  fiice  ofthe  earth  with  magnificent  improvements, 
and  to  cram  ever)'  industrious  pocket  with  g^ld  and  silver. 
But  where  is  this  money?  foritisnotin  the  country!  Where 
does  it  go?  for  go  it  does,  and  scarcely  leaves  a  vestige 
of  its  transit  behind!  Sir,  it  g^oes  to  the  Northeast!  to  the 
seat  ofthe  American  system!  there  it  g^oes!  and  thus  it  goes! 
1.  To  pay  our  proportion  of  twenty<ight  millions  of 
duties,  and  eight  or  ten  millions  of  merchants'  profit  upon 
those  duties,  levied  upon  foreign  articles  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  high  tarifl'  system.  2.  To  pay  for  all  the  do- 
mestic goods  which  we  purchase,  and  for  which  the  ma- 
nutikclurers  will  receive  nothing  from  our  merchants  but 
money.  3.  It  goes  to  pay  our  heavy  proportions  of  the 
millions  which  are  expended  in  making  roads  and  canals, 
erecting  breakwaters,  digging  harbors,  building  sea  walli^ 
and  stretching  causeways  to  Smutty  Nose  island,  in  tb« 
Northeast.  4.  It  goes  to  pay  for  public  lands;  for  which 
object  about  three  millions  of  dollars  were  taken  from 
us  last  year;  and  the  American  system,  as  w%  have  been 
lately  told,  meant  to  keep  up  that  •nurmous  levy  for  two 
of  her  favorite  object*.  5.  Above  all,  it  goes  to  supply 
that  British  institution — that  real  head  aiid  horns  of  the 
American  system,  miscalled  Bank  of  the  United  States — 
with  perennial  supplies  of  hard  money;  and  to  pay  her 
the  sixty  days'  collection  in  advance  of  interest,  bank  in- 
terest, on  Iwenty-Bx  millions  of  bank  debt;  half  of  it  in 
domestic  bills  of  exchange,  a  sort  of  fiscal  metempsychott* 
— now,  a  promissory  note  in  the  interior;  next,  a  dnft  on 
the  seaboard — and  gathering  usance  at  each  transmigrm- 
tion  with  a  rapidity  of  accumulation  which  might  excite 


*  Drrhrrd  ikD<;  Kew  OrkaiM— Rrgmt,  DakecifOilMa»-Orina*,  ia 
rnuMc-Aareliasaa,  in  Oaul— Aweliaii,  BmpMfW. 
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the  cupidity  of  old  Siiylock  himself,  and  make  him  lift  his 
head  from  Pluto's  dreary  realms,  to  admire  and  envy.  |n 
these  five  ways,  the  We?t  is  regularly  stripped  of  its  ef- 
fective cash.  The  American  system  carries  It  off.  The 
long  arms  of  that  system  pick  up  her  gold  and  silver,  as 
an  elephant's  proboscis  would  lift  a  pin.  They  pluck  her 
clean;  they  pick  her  to  the  bone!  and  the  only  remedy  is 
to  amputate  some  of  these  arms,  and  shorten  the  others. 
Reduce  the  duties  from  twenty-eiglit  millions  to  about 
twelve;  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  make 
donations  to  settlers  and  to  the  States,  for  public  purposes; 
give  us  a  barter  rtistead  of  a  cash  trade  for  ^^oods;  let  us  have 
good  woollens,  at  low  price,  for  tobacco,  mstead  of  inferior 
ones,  at  double  price,  for  cash;  stop  our  heavy  contributions 
to  Atlantic  seaboard  improvement;  get  rid  of  the  bank  debt, 
and  its  desolating  exactions  for  interest,  and  usury,  and 
hard  money.  Do  us  these  favors,  or  rather  this  justice, 
and  the  West  will  soon  fill  up  with  gold  and  silver.  It  will 
have  money  enough,  and  good  enough,  for  it  will  consist 
of  the  precious  metals.  Public  objects  and  private  wants 
will  find  their  ample  and  their  adequate  supply.  The 
returns  from  our  exports  will  make  us  as  rich  in  money  as 
we  are  in  produce. 

I  hope,  Mr.  President,  I  have  justified  my  assertion  that 
there  is  no  danger  of  the  least  harm,  much  less  of  total 
destruction,  to  our  domestic  industry,  from  the  operation 
of  reducing  our  revenues  to  the  wants  of  the  Government. 
The  spectre  of  desolation,  so  frightfully  paraded  before 
us,  vanishes  before  a  few  plain  facts;  before  the  single  fact, 
that  nearly  the  whole  of  these  manufactures  are  going 
abroad,  without  pmtection,  which  are  to  die  at  home,  if  a 
hair  of  their  protection  is  touched.  The  reason  alleged 
against  this  reduction  of  revenue  ceases  to  exist.  The  argu- 
ment is  nullified  by  facts;  and  the  question  stands  naked  be- 
fore us  for  final  decision.  Will  this  Congress  redeem  the 
pledge  upon  which  the  unlimited  and  irresponsible  power 
of  taxation  was  obtained  fi-om  the  States?  Will  it  abolish 
the  sixteen  millions  now  raised  on  account  of  the  public 
debt,  and  no  longer  wanted  for  that  debt?  Will  it  keep 
the  faith  of  the  Congfrcss  of  the  confederation,  and  of  the 
fathers  of  the  constitution  >  Or  will  it  establish  "the  ana- 
logy between  the  principle  and  the  fact,"  between  the 
principle  of  tyranny  contained  in  the  power  to  levy  taxes 
without  limitation  of  time,  without  stmt  of  quantity,  and 
without  accountability  for  its  expenditure,  and  the  fact  of 
the  actual  exercise  of  that  power?    This  is  the  naked 

Jiuestion  which  stands  before  us!  And  I,  sir,  who  know, 
rom  the  lessons  of  all  history,  that  no  free  Government 
ever  broke  into  fragments,  or  sunk  into  monarchy,  until 
civil  rulers  had  prepared  it  for  destruction,  and  exaspe- 
rated the  people  to  madness,  will  take  ptiblic  faith,  and 
equal  justice,  and  amicable  concession,  for  my  guides  on 
this  occasion.  I  will  vote  for  relief  to  the  burden-bearing 
portions  of  this  confederacy — substantial,  visible,  and  tan- 
gible relief  to  the  South,  where  I  was  bom;  to  the  West, 
where  1  live;  I  will  vote  for  the  reduction  of  revenue,  un- 
til sixteen  millions  of  taxes  are  abolished. 

I  do  not  now  go  into  the  articleson  which  this  reduction 
should  fall;  but  there  is  one  article,  most  pre-eminently 
entitled  to  a  place  in  the  list  of  reductions,  which  has, 
nevertheless,  been  held  up  here  for  hard  and  permanent 
taxation— wliich  has  been  so  ostentatiously  claimed  as  a 
permanent  source  of  revenue,  that  1  should  be  recreant  to 
my  principles  and  my  dut^,  and  insensible  to  a  public  de- 
fiance, if  I  did  not  notice  it  I  allude  to  the  public  Unds; 
and  to  that  new  revelation  of  the  beauties  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  which  is  to  keep  up  their  price  to  an  arbitrary 
height,  and  appropriate  their  proceeds  to  seaboard  im- 
provement in  the  Northeast,  (tor  to  that  complexion  has 
our  internal  improvement  system  degenerated,)  andtotlie 
colonization  of  free  negroes  upon  the  coast  of  Africa.  Sir, 
these  lands — a  large  part  of  them — were  given  by  Virgi- 
nia, North  Carolina,  and  Georgia,  for  the  payment  of  the 


public  debt;  the  proceeds  of  all  the  lands— those  bougM 
from  France,  as  well  as  those  received  from  the  Ststes- 
were  pledged  to  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  The 
debt  is  paid!  and,  in  the  millennium  of  its  extinction,  io 
the  national  jubilee  of  a  great  nation  freed  from'nttionl 
debt,  the  fiumers  of  the  West  hoped  to  come  in  for  i 
share  of  the  enjoyment!  they  hoped  for  relaxation  in  the 
arbitrary  price  of  publie  lands.  They  hoped  for  redac- 
tion in  the  price  of  the  soil,  and  for  donations  and  Kitl^ 
ment  rights.  But  it  seems  that  the  American  system  hu 
cast  her  eye  over  the  wide  extent  of  our  public  donain. 
She  has  surveyed  the  unsold  acres!  She  has  markedtliem 
for  herown!  ThedeTouringcryoftheTtiumviralesoldiai 
on  the  banks  of  the  Fo,  is  to  resound  through  the  forat 
and  the  prairies  of  the  West:  Hsec  mea  mni! — snd  the 
suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Mc 
Lane)  "to  dispense  with  the  public  latuls  as  a  source  of 
revenue,"  is  stigmatized  in  advance  as  the  maddest  of  ill 
mad  and  wild  conceptions.  Sir,  I  do  not  mention  this  sub- 
ject to  go  into  this  discussion  now;  an  appropriate  time 
is  coming  for  that  purpose  in  the  discussion  of  the  gradu- 
ation bill,  which  is  next  in  order;  but  I  mention  it  to  lure 
an  opportunity  to  notice  the  stigma  which  has  been  cast 
upon  the  plans  of  myself  and  friends,  and  to  pled^ 
myself  to  their  vindication — to  pledge  myself  to  prove,  at 
the  proper  time,  that  the  plans  which  have  been  denount- 
ed  as  "  mad"  and  "  wild,"  are  the  plans  of  reason  and 
justice,  approved  by  the  wisdom  of  all  ages,  sanctioned 
by  the  practice  of  all  nations,  called  for  by  the  implorin; 
voice  of  the  new  States,  and  due  to  the  necessities  of  their 
actual  condition. 

I  proceed,'Mr.  President,"  to  the  second  branch  of  mj 
subject,  namely,  the  principle  on  which  the  reduction  of 
revenue  should  be  made.  Sir,  I  advocate  a  system  of  dis- 
criminating duties.  I  am  for  regulating  foreign  commerce 
accordinpr  to  the  theory  of  the  constitution,  and*ccordinf 
to  the  united  intentions  of  all  those  who  framed  and  ratified 
that  instrument.  I  go  back  to  the  true  intent  of  the  con- 
stitution, and  ask  for  the  execution  of  the  clause  which 
authorizes  Congress  to  regulate  foreign  commerce.  These 
are  the  words:  "  Congress  shall  have  power  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  nations,  among  the  several  States, 
and  with  the  Indian  tribes."  But  here  comes  a  difficulty. 
This  word,  regulate,  is  a  stiimblingblock  to  Congress:  its 
meaning  is  the  puzzle  of  the  day.  Some  suppose  it  au- 
thorizes Congress  to  levy  duties,  for  the  support  of  the 
Government;  as  if  the  power  to  levy  duties  was  not  ex- 
pressly given  in  another  place!  Some  suppose  it  contains 
a  power  to  establish  and  protect  manufactures.  Sir,  such 
interpretations  are  enough  to  make  the  ghosts  of  our  an- 
cestors shriek  from  their  graves!  Look  at  the  words!  aee 
the  word  "regulate"  applied  to  the  commerce  between 
the  States,  and  with  the  Indians,  as  well  as  to  the  com- 
merce of  forei{^  nations,  and  tell  me  if  it  is  not  bound  to 
receive  the  same  interpretation  in  each  application.  If 
you  can  raise  revenue  from  foreign  goods,  under  that 
clause,  you  can  also  raise  upon  it — upon  every  article 
which  passes  from  State  to  State.  If  you  can  protect  domes- 
tic manufiictures  against  foreign  manufactures,  underthat 
clause,  you  can  also  protect  the  manufiu:tures  of  the  States 
against  each  other;  and  if  any  of  the  State  manu&ctories 
are  in  dangler  of  being  eclipsed  by  the  superior  productions 
of  the  Indian  tribes,  we  can  grant  protection  against  their 
competition  also.  The  monstrosity  of  these  interprets- 
lions  would  be  properly  exposed  by  bringing  in  bills  to 
regulate  commerce  between  South  Carolina  and  Connec- 
ticut, and  taxing  the  manufactures  of  Connecticut  two 
hundred  per  cent,  to  raise  revenue  for  tlie  Government, 
and  protect  the  manufactures  of  South  Carolina!  and  to 
regulate  our  trade  with  the  Indians,  by  extendi)^  ow 
high  tariff  system  to  the  baskets  and  wampums,  the  buck- 
skin leggings,  beaded  mocasins,  and  buffalo  robes,  of  our 
r«d  neighbors,  to  defend  our  infant  manofaotories  of  coane 
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vooHena,  leather  boots  knd  shoes,  and  domestic  ribbons 
and  home-made  baskets,  from  the  formidable  competition 
oftlie  Kickapoos  and  Assinaboins. 

No,  sir,  such  madness  never  entered  the  heads  of  our 
mcesUsts.    The  meaning  of  this  clause  was  just  as  well 
andentood  by  the  framers  of  the  constitution,  as  we  un- 
deratuid  the  letters  of  the  alphabet.     To  levy  duties  was 
€De  poweri  to  ref^late  commerce  was  another.     The 
regulations  of  foreign  commerce,  in  their  understanding', 
ajnified  the  acquisition  of  beneficial  markets  abroad  for 
our  domestic  productions;  to  be  effected  by  discriminating 
duties,  founded  in  a  principle  of  reciprocity,  and  which 
should  measure  back  to  every  nation  the  same  degree  of 
6ror  or  dis&vor  to  its  commerce,  which  itself  measured 
out  to  ours.    This  was  the  sense  of  the  phrase,  when  the 
coDKotion  proposed,  and  the  States  ratified,  this  grant  of 
power  to  the  Federal  Government.    How  do  I  know  that? 
I  know  it  from  the  most  authentic  sources;  from  the  vene- 
nble  records  of  our  early  history;  and  the  concurrent 
uthority  of  all  the  &thers  of  the  constitution.   I  know  it, 
lit  From  the  history  of  the  proceedings  in  the  Congress 
itftlie  coofederation,  which  led  to  the  adoption  of  the  con- 
[ititution.    2d.  From  the  debates  in  the  federal  conven- 
tion. 3d.  From  the  debates  in  the  State  conventions  which 
ntifiedthe  constitution.   4th.  From  the  eleventh  number 
of  the  Federalist,  written  by  Genera]  Hamilton.  5th.  From 
I  the  letter  of  President  Washington,  in  October,  1879,  to 
Hr.  Gouvemeur  Morris,  then  our  informal  minister  in 
London.    6th.  From  the  report  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  in  the 
jjcir  1793,  on  the  commerce  and  navigation  of  the  United 
I  States.  7th.  From  Mr.  Uadison's  resolutions  for  the  regii- 
Uon  of  foreign  commerce  in  the  year  1794.    8th.  From 
lb  (Mr.  Uadison's)  speeches  in  support  of  those  resolu- 
,  Smb.    9th.  From  the  speeches  of  all  the  members  who 
i  Imi  part  in  the  extended  debate  to  which  those  resolu- 
]  (JMis  gave  rise.   Such  are  the.  sources — a  part  only  of  the 
mrces— from  which  I  draw  proofs  to  sustain  my  reading 
oftlie  con^tution.     I  do  not  produce  all  these  proofs  to 
tiie  Senate:  they  are  at  hand,  but  time  forbids  the  produc- 
tion. A  few  only  will  I  use,  aitd  beg^n  with  some  extracts 
4om  Mr.  Madison's  speeches  in  favor  of  his  famous  reso- 
btions.    Hear  him! 

"  This  subject,  as  had  been  remarked  on  a  former  oc- 
aaoD,  was  not  a  novel  one.  It  was  coeval  with  our  poli- 
tiol  birth,  and  has,  at  all  times,  exercised  the  thoughts 
'rfteflecting  citizens.  As  early  as  the  year  succeeding 
the  peace,  the  effect  of  the  forei^  policy  which  began  to 
k  felt  in  our  trade  and  navigation,  excited  universal  at- 
ttntion  and  inquietude.  The  first  effort  thought  of  was 
«  spplieation  of  Conjgress  to  the  States  for  a  grant  of 
posrer,  for  a  limited  time,  to  regidate  our  foreign  com- 
feret,  with  a  view  to  control  the  influence  of  unfavorable 
KgnUtions  in  some  cases,  and  to  conciliate  an  extension 
of  &vorable  one*  in  others.  From  some  circumstances, 
6en  incident  to  our  situation,  the  experiment  did  not 
lile  effect  •  •  •  .  out  of  this  experience 
Jtev  the  measures  which  terminated  in  the  establishment 
oft  Government  competent  to  the  regulation  of  our  com- 
inercial  interests,  and  the  vindication  of  our  commercial 
ligkts.  As  these  were  the  first  objects  of  the  people  in 
the  steps  taken  for  establishing  the  present  Government, 
they  were  universally  eipiected  to  be  among  the  first 
fraits  of  its  operation.  In  this  expectation,  the  public 
»ere  disappointed." 

Sir,  this  extract  establislies  my  reading  of  the  constitu- 
tion. U  shows  what  was  meant  by  the  phrase,  regulate. 
It  shows  that  to  control  the  influence  of  unfavorable  regu- 
wota  in  some  countries,  and  to  conciliate  an  extension 
of&rorable  ones  in  others,  was  the  object,  and  discrimi- 
"'ling  duties  the  means,  of  accomplishing  this  double  pur- 
pose—for  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Madison  turned  exclusively 
"fn  discriminatioh — upon  the  establishment  of  a  higher 
Wt  of  duties  upon  imports  from  Great  Britain,  who  then. 
Vol.  vni.— 37 


as  now,  heavily  dutied  oiu-  exports,  than  upon  imports 
from  France,  who  received  them  on  favorable  terms.  His 
resolutions  went,  if  I  may  so  express  myself,  to  the  esta* 
blishment  of  two  tariffs;  one  for  friends,  the  otherfor  foes, 
with  an  offer  to  all  nations  to  take  their  choice;  with  a 
wish  that  all  should  choose  the  better;  and  with  the  alter- 
native of  paying  the  penalty,  if  they  chose  the  worse,  and 
incurred  the  heavier  duties.  The  sole  object  of  this  dis- 
crimination, and,  bjr  consequence,  the  sole  object  of  the 
clause  to  regulate  foreign  commerce,  was  to  obtun  better 
markets  abroad  for  our  exports.  He  tells  you — no,  he 
tells  those  who  framed  tlie  constitution,  and  who  ratified 
it — that,  but  for  this  object,  the  constitution  would  never 
have  been  adopted!  He  declares  that  these  fruits,  namely, 
the  acquisition  of  better  markets  abroad,  were  expected 
to  have  been  the  fii-st  effects  of  the  new  Government;  and 
expresses  his  own  astonishment,  and  proclaims  the  disap- 
pointment of  the  people,  that  four  years  had  elapsed,  and 
these  fruits  had  not  beep  gathered.  This  was  in  January, 
1794;  and  had  no  law  for  laying  duties  on  foreign  mer- 
chandise then  been  passed?  Yes,  certainly!  the  funda- 
mental act  of  July,  1789,  establishing  the  whole  custom- 
house system;  also  the  act  of  1792,  which  repealed  that 
of  1789,  and  established  the  whole  system  over  again;  and, 
besides  these  two  genersd  acts,  fourteen  subsidiary  ones 
for  the  collection  of  duties  had  been  passed.  These  acts 
did  both  the  things  which  are  contended  for  under  the 
new-fan|^led  interpretation  of  the  regulating  clause;  first, 
(hey  levied  duties;  and,  second,  they  encouraged  domestic 
manufiictures!  Yet  Mr.  Madison,  who  was  himself  the 
leading  supporter  of  these  acts,  declares,  in  the  face  of 
those  who  framed  and  who  ratified  the  constitution,  that 
Congress  exercised  no  power  under  the  clause  to  regulate 
foreign  commerce!  a  most  authentic  declaration  that  the 
power  to  levy  duties  was  not  a  power  to  regulate  foreign 
trade!    But  let  us  proceed  with  the  speech: 

"As to  the  discrimination  proposed  between  nations 
having,  or  not  having,  commercial  treaties  with  us,  the 
principle  was  embraced  by  the  laws  of  most  if  not  all  the 
States,  whilst  the  regulation  of  trade  was  in  their  hands. 
It  had  the  repeated  sanction  of  votes  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, during  the  session  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment at  New  York.  It  has  been  practised  by  other  nations, 
and,  in  a  late  instance,  against  the  United  States.  It  tends 
to  proctve  beneficial  treaties  from  those  who  refuse  them, 
by  making  them  the  price  of  enjo}ring  an  equality  with 
other  nations  in  our  commerce.  It  tcn^  as  a  conciliatory 
preference,  to  procure  better  treaties  from  those  who 
have  not  refused  them." 

Here,  sir!  See  the  whole  operation  and  natural  effect 
of  the  discriminating  policy  is  beautifully  and  briefly  laid 
down.  The  nation  whi^h  refuses  to  trade  with  us  upon 
fair  terms — which  refuses  to  take  our  productions  at  ally 
or  loads  them  with  heavy  and  oppressive  duties,  incurs 
the  penalty  of  her  own  selection.  She  incurs  a  discrimi- 
nation of  duties;  and  her  products  will  pay  higher  in  our 
own  ports  than  tlie  productions  of  more  friendly  nations. 
The  prejudice  which  she  incurs  will  be  of  her  own  selec- 
tion, not  of  our  infliction.  It  will  continue  while  she 
pleases,  and  no  longer;  and,  while  it  does  continue,  will 
rest  upon  the  unimpeachable  basis  of  a  wise,  a  just,  and  a 
constitutional  reciprocity.  A  discrimination  of  five  to  ten 
per  cent,  was  contemplated  by  Hr.  Madison,  in  the  year 
1794;  that  same  amount  of  discrimination  may  be  sufficient 
now.  But  I  do  not  fix  the  amount-.  It  is  a  practical  ques- 
tion for  merchants  to  decide.  Whatever  will  turn  the 
scale  of  commerce,  in  the  same  article,  between  different 
nations,  will  be  sufficient.  It  will  doubtless  accomplish 
now  what  it  would  have  accomplished  in  1794;  it  will  con- 
trol the  policy  of  unfriendly  nations;  it  will  conciliate  pre- 
ferences, and  obtain  beneficial  treaties  from  those  who 
withhold  them.  There  is  nothing  in  the  state  of  our  com- 
merci^}  relations  with  foreign  nations  to  impedarthe  adop- 
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tion  of  this  policy.  The  common  stipulations,  to  be  found 
in  every  treaty,  for  all  the  advantages  g^nted  to  the  most 
friendly  Powers,  always  imply  the  same  terms;  and  the 
discriminating  policy  sets  out  with  offering  the  same  terms 
to  all,  and  ends  with  leaving  the  option  to  themselves. 
Besides,  our  treaties  are  temporary,  all  requiring  frequent 
renewals,  and  subject  to  daily  alterations;  and,  with  the 
principal  commercial  Power  (Great  Britain)  our  treaty 
IS  nothing  but  a  temporary  arrangement,  determinable  at 
a  short  notice  from  either  party.  Thei  e  is  nothing,  then, 
in  our  political  relations  to  embarrass  us;  still  less  in  the 
commercial  situation  of  the  world;  for  that  is  most  pro- 
pitious to  our  design  in  the  universal  tranquillity  which 
prevails;  and,  as  for  ourselves,  we  actually  have  a  crisis 
at  home  which  demands  its  adoption. 

Vet  us  continue  the  reading  of  Mr.  Madison's  speech: 
"  It  had  been  asked,  what  grounds  there  were  for  con- 
'  clu(Ung  that  Great  Britain  would  be  led  by  the  measure 

•  proposed  tochange  her  policy  towardsthe  United  States. 

•  He  thought  we  had  the  best  ground  for  relying  upon 
'  such  an  effect.     It  is  well  known  that  when  she  appre- 

•  hended  such  measures  would  be  taken,  she  manifested 

<  a  readiness  to  admit  a  greater  reciprocity  into  the  com- 

•  merce  between  the  two  countries.     A  bill  for  the  pur- 

<  pose  was  brought  into  the  House  of  Commons  by  the 

•  present  minister,  Mr.  Pitt,  and  would  probably  have 
'  passed  into  a  law,  if  hopes  had  not  sprung  up  that  they 

<  should  be  able  to  maintain  their  exclusive  system.    Knox, 

<  an  under-secretary,  appears,  from  a  collection  of  papers, 

<  published  by  bim,  to  have  been  the  chief  adviser  in  the 
'  cabinet,  as  Lord  Sheffield  was  the  great  champion  before 

<  the  public  of  this  experiment;  (to  maintain  their  ezclu- 
'  fflve  system,  and  dispense  with  Mr.  Pitt's  bill.)  It  was 
'  founded,  according  to  both  these  witnesses,  (among  other 
'  causes,)  on  the  belief  that  the  General  Government  was 
'  so  weak  that  it  could  not  execute  a  plan  of  retaliatory 
'  restrictions;  and  that  local  interests  and  prejudices  pre- 

•  dominated  so  much  among  the  States  that  they  would 

•  never  even  agree  to  make  the  attempt." 

I  pause,  Mr.  President,  in  this  important  reading  to 
make  a  remark.  It  is  upon  that  eternal  objection  to  the 
attempt  of  a  measure  which  is  founded  upon  its  anticipat- 
ed uniuccess.  It  is  an  insidious  objection,  tending  to  pro- 
duce what  it  professes  to  reprehend.  It  is  a  fugitive  ob- 
jection, flying  from  the  solid  argument,  which  cannot  be 
mtt,  to  the  delphic  annunciation  of  tite  sinister  event, 
which  no  man  can  foretell.  It  is  often  an  objection  in  fa- 
vor of  a  foreign  interest,  by  exciting  and  stimulating  a 
foreign  Power  to  counteract  our  policy.  Thus  it  was  in 
the  period  of  our  history  to  which  Mr.  Madison  alludes. 
Mr.  Pitt  had  yielded.  He  had  actually  brought  a  bill  into 
Parliament  to  admit  a  greater  reciprocity  into  our  com- 
mercial relations.  That  bill,  says  Mr.  M.,  would  probably 
have  passed  into  a  law.  But  an  under-secretary,  who 
probably  had  his  under-correspondents  in  America,  advis- 
ed the  British  cabinet  that  the  local  interests  and  preju 
^es  of  the  States  would  never  permit  them  to  agree  in 
any  plan  of  discriminating  duties.  The  bill  of  Mr.  Pitt 
was  withdrawn.  No  law  was  passed.  The  under-secre- 
tary was  rig^t.  He  had  good  intelligence  from  America. 
Fortj'  years  have  passed  away,  and  no  discriminating  du- 
ties have  ever  been  established.  England  has  not  relaxed 
her  restrictive  s^rstem;  on  the  contrary,  she  has  drawn  its 
bonds  doubly  tight.  The  increase  of  our  tariff  duties, 
tenfold  beyond  the  rate  proposed  by  Mr.  Madison,  has 
had  no  effect  upon  her  restrictive  system,  except  to  tighten 
it.  And  why?  Why  should  five  or  ten  percent,  alarm 
her  then,  and  fifty,  a  hundred,  two  hundred,  have  no  ef- 
fect upon  her  now .'  Because  these  tariff  duties  are  indis- 
criminate; they  fall  upon  all  nations  alike;  and  she  can 
carry  the  load  as  easily,  and  more  so,  than  other  nations. 
Her  commerce,  though  directly,  is  not  relatively  injured 
by  it.    She  is  not  put  behind  any  nation  by  it.    S^e  is  itill 


upon  a  level  with  all  nations.  The  high  tariff  policr  the 
has  fiiiled;  it  has  had  its  trial,  and  not  succeeded,  ft 
from  succeeding,  it  has  aggravated  the  evil  it  professed  t 
counteract.  Then  abanw>n  it;  return  to  revenue  dutie 
and  commence  the  policy  of  discrimination.  Tax  all  is 
ports  fairly  for  revenue,  and  incidental  protection  ( 
home  industry,  and  make  a  discrimination  of  fire  or  ti 
per  cent,  to  the  prejudice  of  those  who  will  not  make  la 
and  friendly  treaties  with  us.  My  word  for  it — no,  not  a 
word — the  word  of  Mr.  Madison,  the  act  of  Mr.  Pitt,  { 
it— she  will  relax.  She  will  grant  to  adiscriminatingda 
of  six  or  seven  per  cent,  which  she  refuses  to  the  vhi 
power  of  the  high  tariff  policy. 

We  will  read  again: 

"  The  only  remaining  hope  that  can  induce  Great  Bi 

■  tain  to  persevere  in  the  plan  of  conduct  she  has  adopB 
'  towards  the  United  States,  lies  in  the  supposed  difScu) 

■  of  reconciling  the  different  interests  and  local  prejodin 

<  The  present  occasion  will  decide  whether  this  hope  dM 
'  also  be  with:1rawn  from  her;  or  whether  she  is  to  be  i 
'  spired  with  fresh  confidence  in  pursuing  her  own  at 

•  rebts  without  a  due  respect,  either  for  our  interests,  ( 

•  for  our  rights.  He  (Mr.  M.)  could  not  but  view  the  jt 
'  sent  as,  perhaps,  the  final  chance  of  combioing  )l 
'  opinions  and  interests  of  the  several  quarters  of  t 
'  Union  in  some  proper  and  adequate  plan.  If,  at  a  ■ 
'  ment  when  so  many  occurrences  conspire  to  unite  I 

<  public  councils;  wh^n  the  public  mind  is  well  dispM 
'to  second  all  equitable  and  peaceable  tnejuis  of  Mi 

•  justice  to  our  country,  and  when  our  coonnverce  is 
'  critically  important  to  the  vital  resources  of  Great  I 
'  tain,  it  should  be  found  that  nothing  can  be  dooc^i 

•  could  foresee  no  circumstances  under  which  auccea* 
'  to  be  expected.     To  reject  the  propositions,  therrfti 

•  whilst  nothing  better  was  substituted,  must  c^onrey  i 
'  most  unfavorable  impressions  of  our  national  charaeM 
'  and  rivet  the  fetters  on  our  commerce,  as  well  as  |l 
'  long  other  causes  which  produced  such  injarious  cori 
'  qiiences  to  our  country.     He  would  not  permit  hinii 

•  to  apprehend  that  such  would  be  the  end  of  their  deB 
'  rations." 

But  such  was  the  end  of  their  deliberations.  Tbe  res 
lotions  of  Mr.  Madison  were  rejected!  rejected  by  H 
slender  majority  of  five  votes!  and.  history,  the  iaexortb 
voice  of  history,  has  set  down  that  majority  to  the  inft 
ence  of  unhappy  causes,  to  the  germination  of  politic 
parties,  which  then  began  to  sprout  into  existence,  u 
soon  afterwards,  attained  so  large  a  growth.  Tlie  resoi 
tions  were  rejected;  and  the  predictions  of  Mr.  Uaifia 
have  been  fatally  fulfilled.  It  was  tbe  last  chance  ( 
least  for  forty  years)  for  attempting  any  rcgulatiaa 
commerce.  The  wars  of  the  French  revolution  entw 
and  all  the  decrees  and  orders  of  France  and  Grtat  B 
tain,  which  gp-ew  out  of  these  wars,  and  which  a^R 
fata],  for  so  many  years,  to  all  commercial  arrangeniM 
Then  came  our  own  embargo  and  the  war  with  Engln 
out  of  which  grew  the  high  tariff  policy;  in  the  pros« 
tion  of  which  all  idea  of  the  constitutional  deagn  of  r^ 
lating  commerce  seems  to  have  been  totally  lost.  T 
consequences  have  been  such  as  Mr.  Madison  forcMl 
The  restrictive  system  of  Great  Britain  has  been  por« 
and  followed  up.  She  has  doubled  her  restrictions  <^ 
us!  she  has  riveted  her  fetters  t>pon  our  commerce!  t 
from  relaxing  in  her  high  duties  when  we  add  to  ours  J 
follows  our  example,  and  raises  hers  stiU  higher!  lb 
producing  a  real  contest  for  mutual  mischief!  <^ 
carrying  on  against  each  other  a  war  of  retaliation  <^ 
has  no  other  result  but  to  provoke  new  blows! 

I  proceed  to  quote  a  few  other  names  and  opinioo*  i 
favor  of  the  discriminating  system.  They  will  be  «« 
names,  and  such  opinions,  as  all  America  shall  hear  n 
reverence;  and  first  I  quote  from  Preadent  Waahingto 
and  Udce  his  letter  of  October,  1789,  to  Mr.  Gourerae 
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Horru,  then  in  En^and,  written  from  New  Yorlc,  before 
Hr.  Jefferson  had  been  appointed  Secretai^  of  State. 

"  The  commerce  between  the  two  countries  you  well 
'uwkntind.  You  are  apprised  of  the  feelings  of  the 
■United  States  on  the  present  state  of  it;  and  you  doubt- 
■los  hare  heard,  that,  in  the  late  session  of  Congress,  a 
■tery  respectable  number  of  both  Houses  were  inclined 
>to diKrimination  of  duties  unfavorable  to  Britain;  and 
■tint  it  would  have  taken  place  but  for  conciliatory  con- 
tentions, and  the  probability  that  the  late  change  in 
■«ur  Government,  and  circumstances,  would  lead  to  more 
<atis&ctory  arrangements,  •••••_ 
Thii  communication  ought  regularly  to  be  made  to  you 
bj  the  Secretary j)f  State;  but  tliat  office  not  being  at 
'present  filled,  my  desire  of  avoiding  delays  induces  me 
'tonttke  it  under  my  own  band." 
I  read  next  from  Mr.  JefTerson — from  bis  report,  in  the 
pnr  ir93,  upon  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
\Ues. 
I'  Snch  being  the  restrictions  on  the  commerce  and  na- 
fipjion  of  the  United  States,  the  question  is,  in  what 
wythey  may  be  best  removed,  mo^ed,  or  counteract- 
(d.  As  to  commerce,  two  methods  occur.  1.  By 
fcendly  arrangements  with  the  several  nations  with 
•hom  these  restrictions  exist;  or,  2.  By  the  separate  act 
rfour  own  legislatures  for  countervailing  their  efforts. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  but  that,  of  these  two,  friendly 
•mngement  is  the  most  eligible.  •  •  •  Would 
e'en  a  aingle  nation  begin  with  the  United  States  this 
^fiten  of  free  commerce,  it  would  be  advisable  to  begin 
4  wilh  that  nation,  since  it  is  one  by  one  only  that  it  can 
*e  extended  to  all.  Where  the  circumstances  of  either 
J«fty  render  it  expedient  to  levy'  a  revenue,  by  way  of 
■npojt,  on  commerce,  its  freedom  might  be  modified  in 
nat  particular,  by  mutual  and  equivalent  measures,  pre- 
•ning  it  in  all  others.  •»••»• 
•utthould  any  nation,  contrary  to  our  wishes,  suppose 
itmay  better  find  its  advantage  by  continuing  its  system 
<■  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  it  behooves  us  to 
protect  our  citizens,  their  commerce  and  navigation,  by 
counter  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  also.  Free 
!?"'"''"«  and  navigation  are  not  to  be  given  in  exchange 
TO  rejtriotions  and  vexations;  nor  are  they  likely  to  pro- 
duce a  relaxation  of  them." 

No»  for  General  Hamilton.  Hear  liim.  I  read  from 
•«  eleventh  number  of  the  Federalist. 
,  ,  ""Ppose  we  had  a  Government  in  America,  capable 
« excluding  Great  Britain  (with  whom  we  have  no  treaty 
,  ?■  JJW'oeree)  from  all  our  ports,  what  would  be  the  pro- 
_?Mic  operation  of  this  step  upon  her  politics.'  Would 
,~°°*'"»ble  us  to  negotiate,  with  the  fairest  prospect  of 
,~^''*> 'of  commercial  privileges  of  the  moat  valuable 
,,  'itensive  kind,  in  the  dominions  of  that  kingdom.' 
,(.  '        Such  a  point  gained  from  the  British 

'^•"T"^''  ^""^  *hich  could  not  be  expected  without  an 
' »  u  "'  ™  exemptions  and  immunities  in  our  markets, 
ly^'^'^belikejy  to  have  a  corresponding  effect  on 
•lo  '"^'  of  other  nations,  who  would  not  be  inclined 
<>  **;  ""emselves  altogether  supphmted  in  our  trade. 
*Am».i  l-et  Americans  concur  in  erecting  one  g^eat 
'MkS'V  ^"*"''  superior  to  the  control  of  all  trans- 
'oftk  *  °^  influence,  and  able  to  dictate  the  terms 

j~  connexion  between  the  old  and  tlie  new  world." 

tkJn  *f  *  ^^  concurrent  autliorities  in  favor  of  the  con- 

iljjT*""  design,  and  the  national  expediency,  of  esta- 


fte  Bill  ''"''"*''"?  duties.  Has  not  experience  proved 
est  CO  °  °^*^  poUcy  *  Certainly  it  has,  and  the  slights 
,;n  ""P*"*"  between  our  present  and  former  situation 
6oM  ,-,i  r  "'"'  I  »y-  Take,  for  example,  our  rela- 
tli^  jrj^ighmd,  and  compare  the  duties  of  1790  with 
•Xone  K-n-  ^he  duty  on  our  tobacco,  at  that  time, 
lo, ,ur''"U,"'K "Bd three  pence  sterling  a  pound;  it  is 
■^  shillings.    On  rice,  the  duty  was  then  seven 


shillings  and  four  pence  the  hundred  weight;  it  is  now  fif- 
teen shillings.  Flour  and  grain  were  not  admitted  at  that 
time,  until  the  price  rose  to  fifty  shillings  the  quarter; 
they  are  not  admitted  now  until  the  price  rises  to  seventy 
shillings.  Beef,  pork,  and  bacon  were  prohibited  then; 
they  are  prohibited  now.  Such  are  the  relative  restric- 
tions of  the  two  periods  on  our  leading  articles;  it  b 
the  same  in  minor  ones.  The  fitct  is  incontestable,  that 
the  high  tariff  policy  has  failed  to  procure  us  better  mar- 
kets for  our  exports;  on  the  contrary,  it  has  injured  and 
deteriorated  these  markets;  and  this  being  the  result  of 
forty  years'  experience,  the  question  comes  up  for  the 
candid  consideration  of  all  reflecting  men,  whether  the 
discriminating  policy—the  policy  of  the  constitution,  and 
the  policy  of  the  fathers  of  the  constitution — ought  not  now 
to  be  attempted. 

And  here,  sir,  we  meet  the  question  of  domestic  manu- 
factures, and  of  the  substitution  of  a  domestic  for  a  foreign 
trade.  We  are  told  that  domestic  manufactures  will  be 
prostrated,  and  the  country  covered  with  desolation,  if 
the  high  tariflT  policy  is  touched;  and  we  are  further  told 
tliat  a  home  market  will  be  created,  by  persevering  in  that 
policy,  superior  to  the  foreign  one,  which  may  be  lost  bjr 
it.  Sir,  it  might  be  an  answer  to  this  objection  to  repeat 
that  the  constitution  was  made  to  promote  foreign  com- 
merce, not  to  destroy  it;  that  the  exporting  States  have  a 
right,  under  the  constitution,  to  choose  their  own  markets, 
and  ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  the  dictation  of  the  manu- 
fucturing  States;  but,  as  arguments  drawn  from  that  instru- 
ment have  latterly  fallen  into  disrepute,  or  insignificance, 
I  shall  make  no  furtlier  reference  to  it,  and  proceed  to  the 
practical  view  of  these  two  questions. 

I  consider  the  first  of  these  questions  settled,  so  fiu*  as 
facts  and  reason  can  settle  any  question  in  human  affairs. 
I  consider  the  fact  of  the  exportation  of  manufactures,  of 
nearly  fifty  varieties,  and  to  the  value  of  six  millions  of 
dollars,  which  now  go  to  foreign  countries,  and  contend 
successfully  with  the  manufactures  of  all  nations,  without 
any  protection  at  all,  to  be  conclusive  of  the  question  of 
their  overthrow  and  prostration  at  home,  by  bemg  reduc- 
ed to  a  revenue  protection.  I  will,  therefore,  leave  this 
question  where  I  placed  it  when  I  read  the  list  of  our  do- 
mestic exports  of  manufactured  articles,  and  proceed  to 
the  second  one,  which  involves  an  inquiiy  into  the  truth 
of  the  position,  that  a  perseverance  in  the  high  tariff  policy 
is  to  create  a  domestic  market,  superior  to  the  foreign 
one  which  may  be  destroyed  by  it. 

I  propose  to  examine  this  latter  question  chiefly  in  refer- 
ence to  its  bearing  upon  the  West.  This  great  region  is 
now  rapidly  advancing  to  tlie  foremost  rank  as  an  export- 
ing section  of  this  Union.  Her  domestic  exports,  for  I 
speak  of  no  other,  from  the  port  of  New  Orieans,  for  the 
year  1830,  amounted  to  upwards  of  thirteen  millions  of 
dollars.  The  domestic  exports  of  New  York  only  amount- 
ed to  about  the  same  sum.  The  emporium  of  the  Westis 
then  even  with  the  London  of  America  in  that  truest  line 
of  national  wealth,  the  domestic  exports.  Compared  to 
other  exporting  cities,  she  stands  thus:  Five  millions  of 
dolUrs  ahead  of  Charleston;  ten  milUons  ahead  of  Balti- 
more; ten  ahead  of  Boston;  eleven  ahead  of  Philadelphia; 
and  these  disproportions  are  to  increase  in  rapid  ptogrtB- 
sion  from  this  time  forth.  Such  an  export  trade,  from  « 
country  so  young  and  so  thinly  popuUted,  announces  a 
region  of  unbounded  production,  and  of  the  greatest  ia>- 
cihty  for  sending  her  products  abroad;  and  such  is  the 
fiu:t.  The  West,  sir,  is  capable  of  becoming  the  granary 
and  the  provision  magazine  of  numerous  nations.  The 
extent  of  the  region,  and  its  fertility  of  soil,  display  its 
capacity  for  production;  a  hundred  rivers,  draining  the 
area  of  an  immense  circumference,  bearing  their  tributes 
to  the  king  of  floods,  and  furnishing  above  forty  thousand 
miles  of  inland  navigation,  display  its  capacity  for  foreign 
trade.     This  region  must  produce,  and  can  send  away,  the 
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masses  of  provisions  which  myriads,  in  other  climes,  can 
alone  consume.  The  course  of  aU  her  rivers,  bearing 
south;  the  position  of  New  Orleans,  always  free  from  the 
embargo  of  ice,  and  her  rapid  and  regular  communication 
with  the  country  above,  and  the  sea  below,  since  the  ap- 
plication of  steam  power  to  the  propulsion  of  vessels,  make 
that  city  the  most  favorable  on  this  continent  for  an  export 
trade.  Thirteen  millions  of  dollars  worth  of  provisions, 
cotton,  and  tobacco,  now  leave  that  port  annually,  to  find 
a  foreign  market.  Seven  or  eight  millions  more,  coming 
from  the  upper  half  of  the  valley,  find  their  market  in  the 
Southern  States  and  on  the  lower  Mississippi;  in  all,  about 
twenty  millions:  and  this  with  a  young  and  thin  popula- 
tion, which  barely  sprinkles  the  earth,  and  a  slight  cuitiva' 
tion,  which  extends  to  one  acre  in  fifty,  and  only  half  cul 
tivates  that  one. 

Where  are,  and  where  are  to  be,  our  markets  for  all 
those  productions?  We  see  those  markets  now,  1st,  in  the 
Southern  States;  2d,  in  tlie  West  Indies;  3d,  in  some  por- 
tions of  South  America;  and,  4th,  in  the  middle  countries 
of  Europe.  There  we  see  our  markets  now.  But  we 
are  told  of  a  domestic  market,  to  be  created  by  domestic 
manufactures,  and  which  is  to  make  New  England  thesu- 
perseder  and  the  successor  of  the  Southern  States  and  of 
all  foreign  nations,  in  the  purchase  and  consumption  of 
Western  produce.  This  is  what  we  are  told!  and  a  list  of 
cattle  driven  into  Boston,  the  invoices  of  some  schooners 
carrying  corn  and  flour  into  Rhode  Island,  and  an  adven- 
ture of  wool  into  the  same  quarter,  which  has  remained 
without  imitation  or  repetition,  are  gravely  exhibited  to 
us  as  the  proofs  on  which  we  are  to  surrender  the  com- 
merce of  the  world,  and  betake  ourselves  to  the  commerce 
of  New  England!  Sir,  I  do  not  embarrass  my  argument 
with  the  consideration  of  these  petty  statistics,  disputable 
in  point  of  fact,  aifti  insignificant  if  ascertained.  I  look  to 
great  data.  I  view  the  question  under  large  aspects,  visi- 
ble to  all  mankind,  and  decisive  in  their  nature.  I  look, 
first,  to  the  territorial  extent  of  New  England,  a  mere 
speck  upon  the  map  of  our  America!  Of  that  speck,  only 
the  one  half  engaged  in  ifianufactures,  the  other  half  en- 
gaged in  producing  provisions.  Rhode  Island,  Connecti- 
cut, and  Massachusetts  are  the  manufacturing  part  of  New 
England.  Their  joint  areas  amount  to  fourteen  thousand 
square  miles;  just  half  the  extent  of  South  Carolina,  which 
is  itself  just  one-half  the  extent  of  Virginia,  which  is  itself 
some  fortieth  part  of  the  Southern  and  foreign  market; 
the  whole  of  which  we  are  required  to  give  up  for  this 
magnificent  prospect  in  New  England!  This  is  one  of  my 
data;  from  which  I  draw  the  inference  tlt-t  the  manufac- 
turing districts  of  New  England  are  incapable,  for  want  of 
extent,  to  furnish  the  myriads  of  people  who  can  consume 
the  products  of  the  West. 

My  next  great  data  is  this:  That,  instead  of  being  our 
customer,  New  England  is  our  competitor  in  the  provision 
trade.  She  exports  great  quantities  of  provisions  herself. 
Her  domestic  exports  were  six  millions  and  a  half  for  the 
last  year:  of  which  about  one  million  was  in  fish;  a  conside 
rable  part  in  beef  and  pork;  much  iu  vegetables;  and  much 
in  butter  and  cheese — two  articles  which  I  particularly 
name  because  their  exportation  always  implies  a  sufficiency 
of  cattle  at  home.  New  England  has  advantages  in  her 
provision  trade,  which  the  West  has  not,  in  the  use  of  fo- 
reign salt  free  of  tax.  Her  salt,  free  of  tax,  for  the  year 
1831,  was  one  million  one  hundred  and  thirty-one  thousand 
five  hundred  bushels;  and  has  seldom  been  less  in  any 
preceding  year,  as  the  annual  reports  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  will  show.  New  England  then  can  take  no- 
thing from  us  in  the  way  of  meat  or  vegetables.  But  she 
imports  corn  and  flour;  she  actually  receives  corn  and 
flour  from  the  csastsof  Virginia  andNorth  Carolina!  Yes, 
and  did  receive  them  long  before  the  high  tarifT  was  tliought 
of;  and  will  continue  to  receive  them  after  it  ceases  to  ex- 
ist.    The  first  that  she  received,  according  to  my  reading. 


was  about  the  year  1630,  when  the  Plymouth  colony  sent 
down  to  the  Jamestown  colony  to  buy  com;  and  she  bu 
been  at  it  ever  since.  Her  high  northern  latitude  pre- 
vents the  raising  of  these  articles  at  home;  and  she  gets 
them  in  her  coasting  trade  to  the  South.  But  how  nnich^ 
Not  tlie  hundredth  part  of  what  the  lower  part  of  Virginis 
and  Carolina  have  to  spare!  They  can  supply  her  amply 
with  corn  and  flour,  to  say  nothing  of  the  neigbbonng 
parts  of  Pennsj'lvania  and  New  York,  which  are  them- 
selves national  gp-anaries  of  wheat.  No,  sir.  New  Kngfand  i 
can  never  purchase  our  provisions.  If  she  really  took 
from  us  all  that  she  could  consume,  it  would  amount  to 
nothing  in  the  mass  of  our  productions.  It  would  be  no 
more  than  the  nibblings  of  the  mice  at  our  bams  and  cribs, 
which  we  do  not  miss;  and  by  no  means  equal  to  the  de- 
predations of  the  Norway  rats,  which,  in  truth,  alTect  us 
considerably.     Boanlick  alone  would  gorge  her. 

A  third  great  data  is  the  well  known  tucX.  that  Mer 
England  takes  no  tobacco  from  us;  and  the  whole  heart  of 
the  West — (for  I  am  confining  my  remarks  to  the  West)— 
the  whole  heart  of  the  West,  upon  an  area  of  five  hundred 
miles  square,  comprehending  the  finest  parts  of  aiSlitc!, 
is  a  tobacco-gfrowing  region.  New  England  takes  no  part 
of  this  article.  The  Netherlands,  the  Hanse  Towns,  Eng- 
land, (to  name  them  in  the  order  of  their  impoptaoce  in 
this  trade,)  France,  Spain,  the  coasts  of  the  Mediterranejn, 
and  the  shores  of  the  Baltic  sea,  are  the  markets  for  Ame- 
rican tobacco.  Foreign  markets  alone  fiimish  us  purehit- 
ers  for  it;  and,  if  deprived  of  that  market,  we  must  give 
up  the  cultivation  of  that  (^reat  staple. 

A  fourth  great  data,  to  prove  the  necesaty  of  foreign 
trade,  and  the  utter  futility  of  the  New  England  substi- 
tute, is  the  state  of  our  hard  money  trade.  New  England 
will  furnish  us  with  no  gold  and  silver;  on  the  contniy, 
she  takes  it  from  us,  and  nothing  else,  in  payment  for  her 
manufactures.  Our  acquisitions  of  specie  all  come  from 
foreign  trade.  For  even  that  portion  which  comes  from 
the  lower  Mississippi  and  the  Southern  Atlantic  Ststes,  is 
first  obtained  from  foreign  countries,  in  exchange  ftff  the 
cotton,  the  rice,  and  the  tobacco  which  is  exported.  The 
last  ten  years  have  furnished  the  D  nion  with  seventy-five 
millions  of  hard  money,  imported  from  abroad.  Not  le« 
than  two  hundred  and  forty  millions  have  been  imported 
since  the  establishment  of  the  Federal  Government  Mei- 
icoisour  great  fountain  of  supply;  Great  Britain  and  lier 
dependencies  stand  second;  the  Spanish  West  Indies  third; 
the  South  American  States  fourth;  France  and  her  depen- 
dencies fifth.  Mexico  alone  furnishes  more  than  h»lf  the 
annual  supply!  But  how?  for  we  send  to  her  dommioia 
less  than  one  million  of  our  domestic  productions!  So, 
we  obtain  it  by  the  circuitous  operation  of  trade;  bjsn*'" 
ing  our  productions  to  Europe,  exchanging  there  for  ane 
goods,  and  carrying  these  goods  to  Mexico.  New  Eng- 
land cannot  supply  the  place  of  Mexico  and  Peru,  of  Eu- 
rope and  the  West  Indies,  in  furnishing  us  with  hwd  mo- 
ney. Far  from  supplying  us  with  that  metal,  she  eisci! 
it  from  us.  She  gives  us  nothing  but  manufactured  goods 
and  for  these  she  will  take  nothing  but  hard  money,  or  ils 
equivalent;  and  herein  lies  one  o?  the  great  evils  of*' 
high  tariff"  system,  and  its  hardest  operation  upon  the 
West— an  evil  beyond  that  of  the  British  colonial  By»t«»j 
for  the  colonies  could  always  pay  for  their  goods  fi-om  OW 
England  in  their  provisions  and  raw  materials:  but  the 
West  must  send  money  to  New  England!  .     , 

No,  Mr.  President,  I  wash  my  handsof  these  LiUip"'"" 
statistics.  1  attach  no  consequence  to  the  long  li*  "* 
was  read  to  us  of  sheep  and  cattle  driven  into  Boston,  s™ 
the  invoices  of  corn  and  flour  imported  into  Rhode  Isuiw- 
I  wash  my  hands  of  all  the  fine  prospects  which' have  be* 
exhibited  for  the  future  consumption  of  the  products  tn 
the  great  W'est,  in  the  nutshell  of  New  England-  1  ""'^ 
at  the  thing  Hinder  other,  and  larger,  phases.  1 1"*''  *' ', 
under  the  aspects  which  God  and  nature  present,  w 
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vbich  man  can  neither  conceal  nor  alter.  I  look  at  her 
ander  the  aspects  of  territorial  extent — possible  popula- 
tion— pursuits  of  industry — and  habits  of  trade;  and  say 
that  the  microscopic  speck  in  the  Northeastern  corner  of 
oor  America  cannot  furnish  consumers  for  Western  pro- 
rinons — cannot  furnish  purchasers  for  Western  tobacco — 
cannot  become  the  ^Iden  fountain  of  supply  for  the  pre- 
aous  metals.  And  I  say  this  without  reference  to  the  moun- 
tiins  which  intervene,  and  the  ice  which  forbids  communica- 
tion when  communication  is  alone  wanted.  I  pretermit  all 
mrntion  of  these  natural  obstacles  of  earth  andclimate,  be- 
cuiMlwish  to  avoid  disputation;  and  I  know  that  Ishould 
be  suddenly  told  that  the  West  is  to  remove  or  overcome  all 
these  obstacles  of  nature;  her  lands  are  to  be  a  fund  for 
leTelling  mountains,  and  drawinjf  out  railways,  and  perfo- 
rating the  earth  with  canals!  and  so  drawings  off  the  com- 
merce of  the  West  from  New  Orleans  to  Boston  and  New 
York.  I  leave  out  these  views;  because  I  know  that  after 
tbe  West  may  have  been  despoiled  of  its  lands  for  this 
object,  the  commerce  of  the  ^eat  valley  will  still  follow 
the  course  of  nature,  and  flow  through  the  channels  which 
God  has  created  for  it.  It  will  still  prefer  down  hill  to 
up  hill— down  stream  to  up  stream — a  flowing  river  to  a 
trozen  ditch — ^a  magnificent  steamboat  to  a  narrow  cage — 
a  cheerful  city,  in  a  soft,  delicious,  salubrious  climate, 
(for  such  is  New  Orleans  in  all  the  business  months,)  to 
thedrtary  regions,  the  ice-bound  harbors,  and  tbe  winter 
desoUtion  of  the  Northeastern  cities. 

The  West  needs  foreign  trade.  Why  else  did  our  an- 
cestors struggle  under  the  Government  of  the  confedera- 
tion to  secure  the  free  navigation  ofthe  Mississippi?  Why 
else  did  the  whole  West  rejoice  at  the  acquisition  of  the 
mouths  ofthe  Mississippi  in  1803?  But  it  is  said  that  the 
iitrodiiCtioB  of  the  high  tariff"  policy  has  not  been  injuri- 
onsto  foreign  trade.  I  think  otherwise;  but  let  us  avoid 
uamy  of  opposite  opinions,  and  contradictory  assertions, 
vhich  decide  nothing,  and  produce  no  results,  and  let  us 
hwe  recourse  to  the  logic  of  facts  which  put  an  end  to  all 
nutakes.  Let  uu  examine  this  point  upon  evidence,  and 
etidcnce  of  that  character  that  no  man  may  be  permitted 
to  dispute  it  I  speak  ofthe  evidence  ofthe  customhouse 
books,  and  will  take  two  periods  which  will  exhibit  the 
fcirest  state  ofthe  question.  I  will  take  the  year  1816, 
»hich  was  tlieyear  of  the  commencement  ofthe  high  tariff 
policy;  and  the  year  1830,  which  was  two  years  after  that 
lystem  had  attained  its  present  maximum  growth.  In  the 
lii»t  of  these  years  the  export  of  domestic  productions  was 
164,781,896;  in  the  second  it  was  $59,462,029.  Here  is 
» decrease  of  five  millions,  when  there  ought  to  have  been 
«n  increase  of  about  thirty  milUons;  for  our  population 
feid  increased  one-third  in  tlie  same  time,  and  our  country 
vast  peace  with  all  the  world  during  the  whole  period; 
>ik1  her  foreign  commerce  should  have  been  as  progres- 
xresB  her  population.  Tlie  diminution  of  foreign  trade 
"then,  in  reality,  about  thirty-five  millions;  and  that  in 
the  short  space  of  fourteen  years.  This  isa  strikingview 
ofthedecline  of  foreign  trade  under  the  high  tariff  policy; 
Mt  It  is  by  no  means  the  strongest  view  which  the  case 
idraits.  That  strongest  view  will  be  seen  in  the  dissec- 
ta,  or  analysis,  of  our  export  trade  for  those  years,-  nn 
operation  which  will  show  that  the  decline  has  fallen,  not 
pnerally  upon  all  our  exports,  but  partially  and  exclu- 
«'ely  on  the- products  ofthe  earth — the  products  of  the 
Soathand  West— while  the  exporU  ofthe  Northeast  liave 
actully  increased  during  the  same  period. 
Here  is  the  analysis: 
In  1816,  the  domestic  exports  were: 
In  the  producu  of  agriculture,  -  5553,354,000 

ofthe  forest,  -  7,293,000 

ofthe  sea,        -         -  1,331,000 

ofmanufactures,       -  1,755,000 

lnl830,  they  were . ■ 
In  the  products  of  agriculture,  -  $46,976,332 


In  tbe  products  of  the  forest,  -  4, 19;,  047 

ofthe  sea,         -        -  1,726,270 

ofmanufactures,       -  6,557,380 

Here,  sir,  is  proof  for  you!  Here  is  demonstration! 
Here  is  the  logic  of  the  exact  sciences!  Here  is  the  true 
working  of  the  high  tariff  policy!  And  what  does  it  prove 
to  you?  It  proves  that  agriculture  in  the  year  1830  is  wortli 
seven  millions  less  than  in  1816,  instead  of  being  worth 
one-third,  or  seventeen  millions  more;  that  the  pnxluctsof 
tbe  forest — a  kindred  product  to  agriculture — are  three 
millions  less  in  1830  than  1816,  instead  of  being  three  mil- 
lions more;  that  the  products  of  the  sea,  instead  of  declin- 
ing Uke  the  others,  have  actually  advanced  near  half  a 
million;  and  that  the  products  of  the  manufactories  have 
advanced  upwards  of  threefold,  from  one  million  and 
three-quarters  to  six  millions  and  a  half!  This  log^c  of 
figures  puts  to  flight  all  the  delusive  theories  which  would 
either  deny  the  fact  of  a  decline  in  our  foreign  commerce, 
or  attribute  it  to  the  diminution  of  money,  and  consequent 
fall  of  prices.  The  produce  of  the  high  Uriff  States  is 
not  affected  by  those  nuses.  The  produce  of  the  sea, 
namely,  fish,  oil,  whalebone,  and  spermaceti,  which  goes 
from  tbe  high  tariff  States  in  the  Northeast,  selb  as  well  as 
ever.  The  produce  of  the  manufactories,  too  numerous 
to  be  detailed,  especially  after  reading  a  list  of  tbem  an 
hour  ago,  also  goes  from  the  same  State,  and  is  vastly  ui- 
creased.  But  the  produce  of  agriculture,  namely,  beef, 
pork,  bacon,  flour,  gfrain,  cotton,  rice,  tobacco,  &c.  &c., 
which  goes  from  tbe  Soutliern  and  Western  States,  is  large- 
ly sunk  in  value;  the  produce  of  the  forest,  which  goes 
principally  from  tbe  same  States,  and  consists  of  skins  and 
furs,  of  tap,  pitch,  rosin,  and  turpentine,  of  staves  and  shin- 
gles, hewn  timber,  masts,  spars,  boards,  and  other  lumber, 
has  also  sunk  in  value.  Sir,  there  is  no  mistake  in  these 
figures!  no  error  in  these  deductions!  no  room  for  any  di- 
versity of  opinion!  The  high  tariff  works  alike,  tlirough- 
outall  its  departments,  and  in  every  operation,  at  home  and 
abroad.  It  is  hurtful  to  the  farmer  and  the  planter;  it  is 
beneficial  to  the  fisherman  and  the  manufacturer.  It  sheds 
the  whole  of  its  benign  influences  upon  the  Northeast;  it 
reserves  all  its  baleful  effects  for  tbe  South  and  West! 

Several  speakers,  Mr.  President,  have  read  to  us  the 
accounts  of  British  oppression  during  our  colonial  vassal- 
age. They  have  shown  that  we  were  allowed  to  manu- 
facture nothing  for  ourselves,  and  were  compelled  to  pur- 
chase the  manufactures  of  tbe  mother  country.  This  was 
certainly  a  great  oppression  upon  tlie  colonists,  and  de- 
served their  highest  resentment;  but  in  some  respects  tlie 
present  state  of  trade  between  the  West  and  the  hightai-iil° 
States  is  on  a  worse  footing  for  the  West  than  that  of  the 
colonists  was  with  the  mother  couiitiy.  In  the  first  pUce, 
tbe  colonista  bought  their  manufactures  from  the  mother 
country  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  we  buy  from  the  high  tariff 
States,  especially  in  the  essentialarticlesof  woollen  goods. 
In  the  next  place,  the  colonists  paid  in  their  own  produc- 
tions, we  in  money.  In  the  third  place,  the  colonists  fui-- 
nished  the  raw  materials  to  be  worked  up  in  England, 
while  the  West  furnishes  scarcely  any  raw  material  for  the 
Nortlieastern  manufactures,  and  many  of  tbem  employ  fo- 
reign materials,  to  the  exclusion  of  American  materials. 
We  have  a  very  striking  instance  of  this  in  a  memorial  now 
upon  our  tables  from  a  firm  of  flax  manufacturers  near 
Philadelphia.  It  contains  this  remarkable  sentence:  "The 
manufactures  your  memoriali:>ts  produce  arc  from  foreign 
flax  exclusively,  and  consist  of  shoe  threads,  tailors'  threads, 
twines,  and  flax  and  tow  yarns  entering  into  other  manu- 
factures, as  checks,  linens,  carpeting,  patent  floor  cloth, 
boot  webbing,  and  hair  seating,  which  cannot  be  made 
from  the  flax  grown  in  this  country,  of  a  quality  to  answer 
the  purposes  of  the  consumers."  Now,  under  the  old  co- 
lonial system,  these  manufacturers  would  have  been  oblig- 
ed to  use  American  flax,  and  to  have  paid  Americans  for 
it;  but  under  our  high  tariff,  they  buy  the  flax  from  abroad; 
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and  the  high  duties  upon  all  the  manufactures  of  flax,  as 
threads  and  twines,  checks  and  linens,  carpeting^  and 
floor  cloths,  boot  webbing  and  hair  seating,  enables  them 
to  sell  the  manufacture  sufficient!}'  high  to  enable  them  to 
buy  the  foreig^n  material,  and  the  people  are  to  be  delud- 
ed with  the  story  that  this  is  a  domestic  manufactory!  The 
quantity  of  foreign  flax  imported  into  the  United  States 
in  two  years  after  the  tariff  of  1828,  and  remaining  in  the 
country  for  consumption,  was  ninety-six  thousand  seven 
hundred  and  forty-two  dollars  worth;  which,  of  course, 
went  into  our  domestic  manufactories.  It  is  the  same 
thing  with  other  articles;  for  our  custom-house  books  show 
an  import  of  foreign  wool,  since  the  tariff  of  1824,  to  the 
value  of  two  million  seventy-two  thousand  one  hundred 
and  eighty-five  dollars;  of  foreign  hemp  to  the  value  of 
three  million  five  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  six 
hundred  and  forty-two  dollars;  of  foreign  indigo  to  the 
value  of  four  million  eig^t  hundred  and  thirty-five  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  sixty-seven  dollars;  of  foreign  raw 
hides  to  the  value  of  eleven  million  one  hundred  and  se- 
venty-two thousand  seven  hundred  dollars;  and  of  foreigfn 
furs  to  the  value  of  two  million  seventy-seven  thousand 
two  hundred  and  thirty-five  dollars:  makmg,  in  the  whole, 
an  importation  of  foreign  materiab,  in  five  articles  alone, 
to  the  amount  of  twenty-five  millions  of  dollars,  in  the  short 
space  of  six  years,  between  the  years  1824  and  1830.  And 
this  is  the  nett  amount  which  remained  in  the  country  for 
consumption,  after  deducting  the  re-exportations.  TJis 
immense  sum  has  been  paid  to  foreigners,  instead  of  Ame- 
rican citizens;  so  that,  in  this  respect,  our  trade  with  the 
Northeastern  manufacturers  is  on  a  far  worse  footing  than 
that  of  the  old  colonists  with  Great  Britain.  But  I  trust 
that  this  hardship  will  soon  be  relieved,  and  that,  in  the 
modification  of  the  tariff  at  the  present  session,  the  farm, 
ers  and  planters  of  the  United  States  will  be  admitted 
into  the  benefits  of  the  American  system,  and  secured  in 
the  domestic  supply  of  the  raw  materials  to  our  domestic 
manufactories.  I  hope  for  this  much  for  the  farmers,  and 
for  the  honor  of  the  system.  For  nothing  can  be  more 
absurd  than  to  erect  domestic  manufactures  upon  foreign 
materials;  nothing  more  contradictory  than  to  predicate 
independence  for  goods  upon  dependence  for  materials 
to  make  tliem  out  of;  nothing  more  iniquitous  than  to  give 
to  the  manufacturers  the  home  market  of  goods,  and  not 
give  to  the  fiirmers  the  home  market  of  raw  materials;  no- 
thing more  insulting  to  the  understandings  of  the  people, 
than  to  call  such  a  one-sided  monopoly  an  American  system. 
The  West,  then,  Mr.  President,  in  common  with  all  the 
agricultural  portions  of  this  Union,  has  a  deep  and  direct 
interest  in  the  preser^'ation  and  extension  of  foreign  trade. 
If  she  looked  to  her  interest  alone,  if  she  looked  at  the 
question  under  the  single  aspect  of  selfish  benefit,  she 
would  be  an  advocate  for  unrestricted  commerce  with  all 
the  world.  She  would  continue  the  cry,  upon  which  she 
went  to  war  twenty  years  ago,  for  free  trade  and  sailors' 
rights!  But  the  West  is  not  individual  in  her  existence, 
nor  egotistical  in  her  policy.  She  is  a  sectional  division 
of  an  extended  confederacy;  she  belongs  to  a  great  politi- 
cal system;  she  is  subject  to  a  duplicate  form  of  Govern- 
ment; and  these  conditions  impose  upon  her  obligations, 
which  neither  duty  nor  patriotism  permit  her  to  disregard. 
Her  Government  must  be  supported,  and  that  support  re- 
quires revenue;  her  independence  must  be  maintained, 
and  that  independence  requires  a  home  supply  of  certain 
articles.  Foreign  commerce  presents  the  most  conveni- 
ent subject  for  revenue,  for  the  support  of  the  Federal 
Government;  and  the  levy  of  that  revenue  may  be  made 
the  means  of  encouraging  the  production  of  the  essential 
articles  which  our  independence  requires  to  be  made  at 
home.  Hence  the  necessity  of  qualifying  the  unlimited 
freedom  of  trade,  which  our  pecuniary  interest  might  re- 
quire; and  hence,  also,  the  measure  of  that  qualification. 
And  this,  yr.  President,  brings  me  back  to  a  point  which 


I  mentioned  before,  and  which,  upon  this  subject,  is  the 
law  and  the  prophets  with  me:  revenue,  to  the  extent  of  the 
Government  wants;  protection  as  an  incident  to  revenue. 

Sir,  I  do  not  arg^e  these  points  over  again;  nor  do  I^ 
further  into  the  discussion  for  regulating  foreign  commerce 
upon  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  and  establishing  discrim- 
inating duties  as  a  means  of  coercing  or  conciliating  bene- 
ficial treaties  from  foreign  nations.  I  leave  all  these  points 
to  their  fate,  to  live  or  perish  upon  what  has  already  been 
said.  But  there  was  a  phrase  used  by  General  Hamilton, 
and  read  to  you  some  half  hour  i^^,  which  I  roust  be  ei- 
ciised  for  bringing  up  again  to  the  notice  of  the  Senile. 
General  Hamilton  spoke  of  the  American  system;  and  he 
is  the  first  individual,  so  far  as  my  reading  extends,  thit 
ever  pronounced  that  phrase.  But  in  what  sense  did  he 
use  it?  For  the  destruction  of  foreign  commerce?  think 
you!  and  the  substitution  of  a  delusive  home  trade,  and 
domestic  manufactures?  No,  sir!  But  for  the  preserra- 
tion,  the  extension,  the  promotion  of  foreign  trade!  to 
exalt  it  to  the  highest  point  of  prosperity!  and  that  by  a 
discriminating  duty !  This  was  General  Hamilton's  idea 
of  an  American  system!  This  was  the  system,  tbb  the 
policy,  which,  in  the  glowing  language  of  that  ardent  nun, 
was  to  enable  us,  not  to  cut  the  connexion,  but  to  dictate 
the  terms  of  the  connexion,  between  the  old  and  the  ne* 
world.  This  it  was  which  was  to  open  to  us  the  commerce 
of  all  nations,  upon  reciprocal  terms.  And  this  is  the  sys- 
tem with  which  President  Washington  directed  Mr.  Gou- 
vemeur  Morris  to  warn  England  in  1789,  and  the  fear  of 
which,  Mr.  Madison  tells  us,  induced  Mr.  Pitt  to  bring 
this  bill  into  Parliament  for  the  relaxation  of  the  Briti£ 
restrictive  system  above  forty  years  ago.  This  is  the  sys- 
tem the  success  of  which  was  believeato  be  infallible  forty 
years  ago.  Is  there  the  least  reason  to  believe  its  succesa 
would  iail  now?  So  far  from  it,  that  success  is  still  more 
probable  now  than  at  that  time.  Examine  its  operation: 
see  its  practical  effect  upon  foreigfn  Powers.  We  import 
linens  from  England,  France,  and  Germany;  each  of  theae 
Powers  takes  tobacco  from  us,  but  with  heavy  duties  or 
restrictions.  We  abolish  duties  on  linens  in  favor  of  any 
Power  that  will  take  our  tobacco  on  moderate  duties;  and 
we  leave  a  duty  of  six  or  eight  per  cent,  on  the  linens  of 
those  Powers  that  refuse.  The  result  must  be,  thatsome 
one  will  enter  into  our  arrangement;  and  if  any  one  doei, 
the  others  must,  or  suffer  a  decline  in  a  branch  of  trade 
which  will  be  greatly  to  their  own  prejudice.  Another 
example:  we  get  coffee  ftom  Cuba,  8J.  Domingo,  and 
Brazil;  all  these  countries  take  provisions  from  us,  but 
loaded  with  duties  beyond  their  value  in  the  United  Statea. 
Their  coffee  trade  with  us  is  indispens»ble.  We  are  their 
best  customer.  A  free  trade  in  coffee  with  an;^  one  of 
them  would  compel  the  others  to  relax  in  their  mgh  du- 
ties, and  relieve  our  provision  trade  from  oppresave  bur- 
dens in  the  West  Indies.  1  mention  a  few  articles,  and  a 
few  Powers  only,  by  way  of  example;  but  the  system  which 
I  recommend  extends  to  all  Powers  without  exception, 
and  to  all  the  leading  articles  on  which  we  propose  to 
abolish,  or  gjreatly  reduce,  our  duties.  Success  seems  to 
be  certain;  but  if  not,  what  then?  Have  we  lost  any 
thing?  No,  sir;  we  are  where  we  should  be  without  the 
attempt.  And  this  is  the  peculiar  recommendation  of  the 
discriminating  system,  that,  while  it  proposes,  and  almost 
makes  sure  of  the  greatest  advantages,  it  exposes  nothnig 
to  risk. 

Sir,  this  proportion  for  equivalents  obviates  the  objec- 
tion to  a  repeal  of  duties  on  articles  of  luxury.  Under 
the  plan  I  propose,  the  repeal  will  be  purchased,  not  grant- 
ed gratuitously;  and  the  laborer  that  never  uses  a  luxurr 
will  have  the  benefit  of  the  repeal  of  duty  on  all  articw 
of  that  description  in  the  improved  markets  which  itw 
obtain  for  his  produce  abroad.  _  , 

Sir,  let  no  one  object  to  the  trial— the  expenment—ot 
this  system,  upon  a  self-made  prediction  that  it  n»T  DOt 
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ncceed.    Sinister  predictions  are  a  very  common,  but  a 

fery  niiserable  substitute  for  solid  argument.     They  are 
uidious  objections,  often  disguised  in  candor,  founded  in 
tuutility.    They  aid  the  foreign  Powers,  by  su^^sting  to 
Jieiii  an  adverse  policy,  and  confirming  them  m  schemes 
if  counteraction.     Such  predictions  belong  to  the  enemy, 
pr  to  those  feeble  minds  to  which  every  attempt  is  an  im- 
possibility, who  see  defeat  in  every  undertaking.      Let 
nch  be  content  with  their  own  inactivity,  witliout  throw- 
n^  cold  water  upon  the  ardor  of  others.     Let  the  timid 
Mod  back.   They  could  do  nothing  if  they  tried.  "  Faint 
knrt  never  won  fair  lady."    L.et  the  bold  go  forward. 
Let  those  try  who  have  the  spirit  of  victory  within  them. 
I  predict  auspiciously  for  my  country.     I  predict  success, 
ind  the  most  beneficial  conseqences,  from  a  trial  of  the 
discriminating  system.     We  can  abolish  sixteen  millions 
ofduties;  we  can  set  one-half  our  commerce  free;  all  Eu- 
rope Twta  a  share  in  that  free  trade;  and  everv  Power  in 
Europe  will  bid  for  it,  and  g^rant  equivalents  ror  it,  if  not 
paluitoasly  abandoned  to  them.    Why  should  we  aban- 
don such  a  privilege?     Why  not  avail  ourselves  of  all  our 
iiir  ulvantages?     We  hold  a  lever  with  which  we  can  lift 
the  commercial  system  of  the  world;  we  occupy  a  position 
which  enables  us  to  command  the  commerce  of  all  nations — 
tpoalion  which,  in  the  language  of  General  Hamilton,  ena- 
bles us  to  dictate  the  terms  of  the  connexion  bett^een  Ame- 
rica and  Europe.     Why  refuse  to  work  that  lever?     Why 
forego  the  advantages  of  such  a  position  ?  Why  abandon  forty 
mllions  of  free  trade  to  the  gratuitous  enjoyment  of  foreign 
nations!    Why  not  ask  for  equivalents?    Why  not  ask  for 
a  reduction  of  sixteen  millions  of  duties  on  our  exports  of 
enin  and  provisions,  tobacco,  rice,  flour,  &c.  in  return 
for  a  reduction  of  sixteen  millions  here  upon  the  imports 
ofsillu  and  wines,  linens  and  worsted  stuff  goods,  coffee, 
ic,  which  we  receive  from  foreign  nations?     Why  not 
tnr  the  system  of  the  constitution,  in  a  conjuncUire  so  fa' 
torable,  which  may  never  recur  again,  when  success  is 
ivoir  10  certain,  and  the  advantages  so  great? — when  the 
attempt  exposes  nothing  to  risk,  and  failure  would  leave 
aU  things  just  as  they  are?  I  ask  for  a  chance,  and  notliing 
but  a  chance.    I  ask  it  in  the  name  of  the  constitution, 
and  the  good  of  the  country.     If  we  are  defeated,  let  the 
defeat  come  from  abroad.  If  the  constitution  cannot  work; 
if  its  theory  of  regulating  trade  by  discriminating  duties 
is  a  fallacy;  if  the  constitution  is  to  fail  in  the  main  object 
for  which  it  was  formed,  and  without  which  it  would  not 
have  been  formed,  let  it,  at  least,  have  a  trial  first.     Let 
tbe  failure  be  proved  upon  experiment,  and  not  acknow- 
led^d  upon  anticipation.     But  it  wilt  not  fail.     Authentic 
to  enable  me  to  say  it  will  not.     France  has  actually 
t>eg»n  the  system  of  aiscriminating  duties  with  us.     I  al- 
lude to  the  arrangement  upon  wines  and  cottons,  which 
the  late  treaty  contains.     Another  Power,  which  I  do  not 
"Offle,  for  a  reason  which  the  Senate  well  understand,  is 
now  actually  complaining  that  we  do  not  begin  the  system 
»ith  her;  and  that  Power  is  one  of  our  best  customers  for 
tobacco,  and  the  very  best  customer  we  have  for  rice. 
The  Governor  Genend  of  the  Swedish  West  Indies,  from 
a  third  Power,  made  a  visit  to  this  city  two  years  ago  to 
propose  the  same  poUc^  between  the  Swedish  West  Indies 
and  the  United  States;  an  instance  which  1  cite,  not  for 
"loption  to  the  extent  he  proposed,  but  to  show  the  ge- 
*fal  feeling  in  &vor  of  a  just  reciprocity  io  trade.     Nor 
«>  I  despair  of  England.     The  vast  majority  of  her  peo- 
l'*!  and  a  powerful  minority  in  Parliament,  have  always 
««n  in  fiivor  of  relaxation  in  her  corn  laws;  the  reform  of 
"le  representation,  now  in  progress,  is  expected  to  effect 
«x>t  reform  in  legislation ;  and  a  circumstance  just  occur- 
Jfd  in  England  raises  my  expectation  of  its  early  success. 
11  is  the  refusal  of  the  titular  Lord  Milton  to  accept  a  peer- 
ed and  go  into  the  House  of  Lords,  because  he  wishes  to 
itcmain  in  the  House  of  Commons  till  the  com  laws  are 
i«*pe»led. 


Mr.  President,  I  hope  I  have  be«n  fortunate  enough  to 
make  myself  intelligible  to  the  Senate.  I  certainly  under- 
stand myself,  whether  others  do  or  not  I  am  an  enemy 
to  unnecessary  taxation,  and  mean  to  vote  for  reducing 
the  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  Government.  I  am  an 
enemy  to  a  public  debt,  to  its  substance  as  well  as  to  its 
shadow,  ana  mean  to  vote  for  relief  from  the  burdens  as 
well  as  relief  from  the  name  of  our  present  debt.  1  am 
a  friend  to  domestic  industry,  and  intend  to  give  it  a  fair 
protection  under  the  regular  exercise  of  the  revenue- 
raising  power.  I  am  a  friend  to  a  judicious  tariff,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  an  injudicious,  or  a  political,  or  a  sectional 
one;  and  mean  to  have  regard  to  every  public  interest — 
the  farmer  as  well  as  the  manufacturer — the  consumer  as 
well  as  tlie  producer — the  importer  as  well  as  tlie  ex- 
porter, in  adjusting  the  future  scale  of  the  tariff  duties. 
Above  all,  1  am  a  friend  to  the  cultivators  of  the  earth, 
and  mean  to  labor  hard  to  give  them  some  benefit  from 
the  reduction  of  the  revenue,  in  lowering  the  price  of 
land!  and  abolishing  the  tax  on  salt.  For  the  rest,  I  am  in 
favor  of  action,  not  words.  I  am  for  going  to  work  on 
the  tariff  bill,  and  ceatdng  to  debate  on  the  tariff  resolu- 
tions. I  am  in  &vor  of  dropping  both  the  resolutions  be- 
fore us,  and  sending  another  to  a  committee,  directing 
that  committee  to  bring  in  the  whole  tariff  in  one  bill — 
every  item  now  subject  to  duty;  that  we  may  take  it  up 
for  decision,  beg^n  at  the  beginning,  and  go  to  the  end;  al- 
tering what  we  can  alter,  and  showing  the  result  to  the  peo- 
ple, for  their  approval  or  condemnation.  This  is  what  I  am 
now  for;  and  for  this  purpose,  I  now  conclude  my  speech, 
and  offer  you  a  resolution  in  amendment,  or  substitution 
of  those  which  are  now  depending,  [instructing  the  com- 
mitteee  to  which  the  subject  should  be  referred,  to  report 
a  bill  embracing  all  the  items  on  which  a  reduction  might 
be  thought  proper,  either  with  or  without  fixing  the  rate 
of  duties  on  each  article.] 

The  Senate  then  adjoiuned. 

FaiDAT,  Mascb   16. 
REFUNDING  OF  DUTIES. 

The  bill  to  exempt  imported  merchandise  in  certain 
cases  from  the  operation  of  the  tariff  law  of  1838,  was 
taken  up  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  SILSDEE  offered  an  amendment,  that  where  any 
merchant  or  agent  in  a  foreign  country  had  made  pur- 
chase of  certain  articles  specified  to  be  imported  into  the 
United  States,  and  where  said  purchase  was  made  in  the 
regular  course  of  business  before  the  tariff  act  of  1838 
was  known  to  said  merchant  or  agent,  that  said  articles  be 
exempt  from  the  duty  then  laid  upon  tliem. 

Mr.  S.  supported  tlie  amendment,  and  explained  the 
effect  of  the  duty  upon  tlie  commercial  interest  generally. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  bill  proposed  a  large  appropria- 
tion, but  involved  principles  more  important,  as  it  might 
establish  a  precedent  of  great  influence  in  its  consequen- 
ces. In  order  to  enable  the  Senate  to  obtain  a  full  view 
of  the  amendment  and  documents,  and  liave  an  opportu- 
nity carefully  to  examine  the  subject,  he  moved  to  lay 
the  bill  on  the  table,  in  hopes  that  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  would  move  to  have  the  amendment  and 
documents,  which  he  had  read,  and  which  he  considered 
satisfactory,  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate.  The  bill 
proceeded  on  the  principle  that  no  part  of  the  increased 
duty  had  entered  into  the  price  of  the  articles  on  which  it 
had  been  laid  and  if  that  case  could  be  fairly  made  out, 
the  petitioners  might  have  an  equitable  claim  to  relief. 

The  bill  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the  amendment  and 
accompanying  documents  ordered  to  be  printed. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  Mr. 
Cult's  resolution  respecting  the  tariff. 
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Mr.  BIBB,  of  Kentucky,  spoke  until  the  hour  of  ad- 
journment, in  oppositiop  to  the  resolution. 
The  Senate  than  adjourned  over  to  Monday. 

HosDAT,  March  19. 
.   Mr.DICKERSON,  from  the  Committeeon  Manufactures, 
made  a  report  adverse  to  the  reduction  of  the  duty  on 
alum  salt,  concluding  with  a  resolution  that  the  bill  be  in- 
definitely postponed. 

The  report  and  accompanying  documents  were  ordered 
to  be  printed. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  ag^n  proceeded  to  consider  the  following 
resolutions,  submitted  by  itr.  Clai  on  the  9th  January 
last: 

Raohed,  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  import- 
ed from  foreign  countries,  and  not  coining  into  competi- 
tion with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  ought  to  be  forthwith  abolished,  except 
the  duties  upon  wines  and  silks,  and  tliat  they  ought  to  be 
reduced. 

Retuived,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  report  a  bill 
accordingly. 

And  Mr.  Hatkk's  amendment  thereto,  proposed  on  tlie 
16th  of  January,  viz. 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  countries,"  and  insert  as 
follows: 

"Be  so  reduced  that  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue 
shall  be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government 
according  to  the  present  scale,  after  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt;  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the 
gradual  reduction  of  the  present  high  duties  on  the  arti- 
cles coming  in  competition  with  similar  articles  made  or 
produced  within  the  United  States,  the  duties  be  ulti- 
mately equalized,  so  that  the  duty  on  no  article  shall,  as 
compared  with  tl^e  value  of  that  article,  vary^  materially 
from  the  general  average." 

Mr.  BIBB  resumed,  and  concluded  his  remarks  in  op- 
position to  the  original  resolution,  and  in  favor  of  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  referthe  whole  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  a%  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Smith,  Troup,  Tyler,  White 18. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dud- 
ley, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Hobbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sils- 
bee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,Waggaman,Wilkins.— 22. 

Mr.  HAYNE  then' called  for  a  division  of  the  question; 
and  the  vote  was  first  taken  on  striking  out  all  of  the 
original  resolution  after  the  word  "  Resolved,"  by  yeas 
and  nays,  and  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Poin- 
dexter, Robinson,  Smith,  Troup,  Tyler,  White —18. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Prelingliuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wagfga- 
man,  Wilkins.— 23. 

The  PRESIDENT  declared  that  the  amendment  of  Mr. 
Hatri  was  rejected,  and  the  original  resolution  adopted. 

Mr.  WILKINS  remarked  that  he  bad  intended  to  pro- 
pose a  substitute  for  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Ciat.]  From  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 
he  did  not  know  how  he  could  efi'ect  his  object.  He 
would,  for  the  present,  move  to  lay  the  subject  on  the 
table,  and  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
executive  business. 

Mr.  KING  suggested  that  the  only  mode  in  which  the 


gentleman  from  Peimsylrania  could  now  propose  his  sub- 
stitute, would  be  by  moving  a  reconsideration  of  the  vole 
just  taken.  A  postponement  of  the  subject  would  not 
remove  tlie  difficulty. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  it  was  proper  he  should  apprise 
the  Senate  that  the  amendment  intended  to  be  proposed 
by  him  would  not  vary  the  general  principle  assumed  in 
the  original  resolution;  he  was  only  desirous  that  the  reso- 
lution should  be  somewhat  more  definite. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  as  the  resolution  was  merely  the  asser- 
tion of  a  great  federal  or  general  principle,  it  was  un- 
necessary to  enter  into  details,  untd  a  bill  should  be  re- 
ported, in  conformity  to  that  principle.  The  question 
would  then  be  open  for  discussion,  and  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  would  have  an  opportunity,  by  amend- 
ment, if  necessary,  to  effect  any  object  which  might  be 
■deemed  necessary,  &c. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  until  the  first  Monday  in  Hay. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  CLAY,  WILKINS, 
and  HOLMES;  and  before  coming  to  a  decision,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TOCSDAT,  MARCH  20. 

INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

Mr.  HEN'DRICKS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of  the 
Wabash  river,  and  for  the  survey  of  the  Kaskaskia  and 
White  rivers;  and  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Roads  and  Canak. 

Mr.  SMITH  opposed  this  reference,  and  moved  that  it 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

>lr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  he  had,  on  a  former  occt- 
sion,  moved  to  refer  tht  resolution  of  inquiry  and  memo- 
rial on  tliis  subject  to  that  committee;  but  the  Senate  bid, 
on  mature  deliberation,  decided  to  refer  them  to  the 
Committee  on  Itciads  and  Canals,  and  he  had,  therefore, 
moved  that  this  bill  be  referred  to  the  committee  haviDg 
the  other  matters  in  relation  to  it  under  conaderation. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  he  believed  this  was  the  6nt 
time  that  subjects  of  this  nature  bad  been  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals;  and  as  the  object  was  to 
benefit  commerce,  it  more  properly  belonged  to  that 
committee. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  replied  that  the  bill  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio  rivers  was  referred 
tothc  Committee  on  RoadsandCanals,ona  foi-meroccasian. 

Mr.  EWING  said  that  there  was  a  distinction  between 
foreign  commerce  and  internal  improvement.    The  for- 
mer subject  came  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cooimit- 
tee  on  Commerce,  but  the  latter  being  in  fact  for  the  im-  j 
provement  of  a  public  highway,  seemed  more  properly 'o  , 
belong  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals.    As  thii 
bill  provided  for  the  improvement  of  the  internal  commii-  I 
nication  between  the  States,  he  was  in  favor  of  having  i'  i 
referred  to  the  committee  on  that  subject.  I 

After  some  further  remarks  by  Messrs.  SMITH,  HEN- 
DRICKS, and  CLAYTON,  Uie  motion  of  Mr.  H^v- 
SKICKS  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BENTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce* 
bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Missouri  five  hundred  thou- 
sand acres  of  the  public  lands,  for  tl>e  purpose  of  internal 
improvement  within  that  State;  which  was  read,  and  or- 
dered to  a  second  reading. 

The  remainder  of  the  day  was  spent  on  private  bills  awl 
executive  business. 


AVkokesdat,  Mabch  21. 
REMISSION  OF  DUTIES. 
The  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  re- 
lief of  Bishop  Benedict  J.  Flaget,  was  read  the  second  tnw 
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[TtHs  was  a  bill  to  remit  the  dutiea  on  certain  paintings 
«jid  furniture  presented  by  two  foreign  potentates  to  the 
Catholic  citarch  at  Bairdstown,  in  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CI.AY  said  there  was  no  necessity  to  commit  this 
biB,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  allowed  to  pass  to  a  third 
ica^ng-.  It  was  the  same  bill,  and  made  the  same  provi- 
son,  as  t^t  introduced  by  him,  and  laid  on  the  table. 
This  bill  was  reported  from  the  committee  of  the  other 
Bouse,  and  for  the  benefit  of  Bishop  Flaget  alone,  with- 
om  tfae  amendment  which  was  offered  to  the  bill  laid  on 
tfce  table  the  other  day  for  the  purpose  of  reconsidera- 
tion. If  the  gentleman  fi-om  Virginia  choae  to  convert  the 
other  bill  into  a  general  appropriation  for  the  benefit  of 
c^nrdiea,  in  nmilar  cases,  he  had  no  objection. 

Mr.  TYLER  said,  as  the  bill  came  from  the  other  House, 
be  shoald  decline  pressing  the  amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  opposed  the  bill  as  bemg  uncon- 
stitutional, and  having  a  tendency  to  establish  a  precedent 
that  mig^t  lead  to  numerous  applications  for  similar  ob- 
jects. He  cited  the  case  of  the  bill  granting  land  for  the 
beaefit  of  the  church  at  Richmond,  which  was  not  approv- 
ed by  Prendent  Madison,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
constitution  to  grant  exclusive  privileges  to  any  religious 
sect  or  denomination.  The  churches  that  had  imported 
organs  mig^t  require  the  same  privilege,  if  this  was  grant- 
ed. If  they  were  imported  for  an  mdividual,  the  duty 
might  be  remitted. 

Mr.  KANE  said  there  was  a  striking  difference  between 
this  bill  and  the  one  with  the  smendment.  This  bill  was 
fi>r  the  benefit  of  an  individual — the  other  for  a  particular 
church.  It  was  customary  to  grant  privileges  oi  this  kind 
to  individuals  not  at  the  head  of  a  religious  body,  and  he 
coukt  see  no  reason  why  the  fact  of  his  being  a  bishop 
ihould  exclude  him  from  the  common  privileges  of  other 
citizens.  Books,  paintings,  &c.  for  the  benefit  of  learn- 
ing and  the  fine  arts,  were  admitted  free,  in  many  cases, 
fjT  the  eacouragement  of  literature  and  the  fine  arts. 
These  paintings  were  not  objects  of  worship,  but  of  or- 
nament, and  the  remission  of  the  duty  on  them  could  not 
be  considered  as  fitvoring  any  religious  denomination  in 
their  worship,  because  they  were  hung  upon  the  walls 
rfa  cathedral,  more  than  if  they  were  placed  in  the  Aca- 
demy of  Fine  Arts,  in  Philadelphia — to  the  latter  of  which 
tftis  benefit  had  been  extended.  The  object  was  simply 
to  declare  that,  if  a  foreigner  choae  to  make  a  donation  of 
paintings  to  a  person  in  tbb  coantry,  to  be  hung  up  in  a 
charcfa,  or  elsewhere.  Congress  would  not  discourage  it 
by  impomng  a  heavy  duty  upon  the  gifl.  This  was  for  the 
benefit  of  all  persons  m'ho  chose  to  resort  there  to  eza- 
nine  them,  and  bad  nothing  to  do  with  religious  privi- 
leges whatever. 

Mr.  TYL£R  said  that  be  was  in  hopes  that  he  should 
hare  been  permitted  to  remain  silent  after  having  with- 
drawn his  proposed  amendment,  and  that,  for  one  ungle 
day,  the  subject  of  the  tariff  would  have  been  allowed  to 
rest  unmolested.  Hot  the  gentleman  had  thought  proper 
to  found,  his  argument  on  this  very  subject,  and  this  in  re- 
ference to  an  organ  imported  when  the  tariff  of  1816  was 
in  fi>rce,  and  of  course  bad  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
duties.  The  gentleman  had  alluded  to  the  bill  for  the 
benefit  of  the  church  at  Kchmond.  He  had  brought  for. 
Tsrd  that  measure,  which  was  based  on  tbe  humane  and 
sympathetic  feelings  which  arose  from  the  destruction  of 
the  Richmond  theatre,  and  the  loss  of  two  hundred  of  the 
most  respectable  dtizena  of  Virginia  in  that  conflagra- 
tioQ.  If  tbe  gentleman  had  presented  a  similar  measure, 
be  would  certstinly  support  it  on  the  same  grounds.  There 
was  a  difference  between  the  purchase  of  articles  and  a 
freewill  offering;  and  if  the  question  was,  which  should 
be  entitled  to  the  privilege  of  coming  free  of  duUr,  he 
would  say,  tbe  purchase  which  was  already  burdened  with 
1  heavy  price. 
Mr.  CUAY  nid  that  the  course  taken  by  the  gentleman 
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frcHn  Virf^nia  was  quite  liberal;  and  he  hoped  the  gentle- 
man from  Hissisappi  would  not  again  urge  the  objec* 
tion  that  orgfans  might  be  required  to  come  duty  free  if 
this  was  passed.  When  this  subject  came  up,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  the  gentleman  would  play  tbe  tune  to  it. 
With  respect  to  the  paintings,  they  never  would  have 
been  brought  to  the  United  States  but  for  the  benevo* 
lence  of  foreigners,  as  Bishop  Flsget  was  unable  to  pur- 
chase them  himself.  The  gentleman  objects  to  the  biH, 
because  President  Madison  decided  that  it  was  not  consti- 
tutional to  pass  laws  in  fikvor  of  religious  denominations. 
But,  in  that  case,  the  object  was  to  obtain  the  rights  of 
pre-emption  for  the  benefit  of  the  church.  The  very 
term  pre-emption  implies  privilege.  But  this  is  the  case 
of  an  individual,  and  the  gentleman  admits  that,  if  he  wa* 
not  a  bishojf,  he  would  be  entitled  to  this  benefit;  and  is 
the  gentleman  prepared  to  say  that  a  person  at  the  head 
of  a  religious  denomination  shall  be  deprived  of  that  which 
he  would  be  entitled  to  as  a  private  citizen?  Can  it  be 
doubted  that  President  Madison  would  have  sanction- 
e<l  this  bill,  if  it  had  been  offered  to  him  when  President? 
What,  sir,  are  we  to  refuse  that  justice  to  a  man  because 
he  is  of  a  religious  denomination,  which  he  would  be  enti- 
tled to  if  he  was  of  no  religion?  This  seems  to  be  a  pe- 
culiar favorite  principle  with  some  of  the  foreign  Govern- 
ments, but  not  of  our  own.  Already  has  Congress  passed 
bills  remitting  the  duties  on  vestments,  and  other  flimi- 
ture,  for  churches.  This  looks  more  like  favoring  reUgion 
than  to  remit  the  duty  on  puntinga,  which  are  more  for 
the  encouragement  of  the  fine  arts  than  religious  worship. 
Bibles  have  been  admitted  firee  of  duty  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  Baltimore  Bible  Society;  and  there  are  eight 
'or  ten  cases  on  record  of  precisely  the  same  principle, 
where  Congress  has  remitted  the  duty  on  imported  arti- 
cles. Mr.  C.  concluded  with  the  remark  that  he  hoped 
the  gentleman  would  agree  to  the  measure,  and,  if  not,  he 
should  cheerfully  acquiesce  in  the  decinon  of  the  Senate. 
After  some  further  remarks  from  Messrs.  BENTON 
and  POINDEXTER,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  tiard  read- 
ing— yeas  26,  nays  not  counted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  WILKINS  rose  to  inquire  whether  the  amendment 
which  he  had  before  given  notice  that  he  should  offer  to 
the  resolution  of  Mr.  Clat,  on  the  sulyect  of  the  tariff, 
would  be  precluded  if  not  offered  at  this  time.  He  wish- 
ed to  ascertain  whether  the  decision  of  the  Senate,  dis- 
pensing with  the  parliamentary  custom  of  precluding  fur- 
ther amendments,  after  amotion  to  strike  out  the  whole  bad 
fiuled,  was  considered  as  valid,  or  whether  he  should  have 
to  move  a  reconsideration  in  order  to  attun  his  object. 

Mr.  KING  (then  in  tbe  chur)  said  that,  in  1824,  an  ap- 
peal on  a  question  of  order  had  been  made  to  the  Senate, 
which  had,  in  direct  opposition  to  all  parliamentary  rule, 
determined  to  amend,  after  having  refused  to  strike  out. 
Since  that  time,  cases  of  the  same  kind  bad  occurred,  and 
the  practice,  supposed  to  have  been  settled  by  that  deci- 
sion, had  been  acquiesced  in.  The  Chair  was  decidedljr 
of  opinion  that,  without  this  precedent,  directly  contrary 
to  all  rules  of  parliamentary  practice,  both  va  England 
and  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  an  amendment  to  the 
resolution,  after  the  refusal  of  the  Senate  to  strike  out  any 
part  of  it,  would  not  be  in  order. 

Mr.  HAYNE  agreed  that  the  Chair  was  correct  in  his 
sutement  of  the  former  practice  of  the  Senate,  and  tbe 
pavUaroentary  usa^;  but  it  had  been  found  incomrenieiit, 
and  productive  of  mjurious  consequences,  and,  therefore, 
the  Senate  had  decided  that  the  custom  should  not  b«  m1> 
hered  to.  This  decision  had  also  been  made  in  the  popu- 
lar branch  of  the  State  Legislature  over  which  he  bad 
formerhr  had  the  honor  to  preside;  and  this  deciaon  ahooU 
be  valid  until  the  Senate  thought  proper  to  reverse  it 

Mr.  WIUUNB  ssid  that  Us  only  objeetwa*  to  ascertaia 
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the  sense  of  the  Senate  on  the  subject.  It  w»s  immaterial 
to  him  which  way  it  was  decided.  He  should  not  press 
he  subject  furtlier  than  to  prevent  his  being  precluded 
from  offering  his  amendment  in  any  shape. 
After  some  further  remarks  from  the  Chair, 
Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  did  not  rise  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion, but  merely  to  state  his  opinion  of  the  propriety  of 
the  course  to  be  pursued.  He  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  motion  to  strike  out,  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  and  decided  in  the  negative,  did  not  pre- 
clude any  other  amendment  which  might  be  offered.  He 
did  not  consider  that  this  decision,  in  effect,  adopted  the 
resolution;  and  if  the  amendment  to  be  proposed  was  dif- 
ferent in  its  nature  from  tlie  one  negatived,  it  was  unques- 
tionably proper  to  admit  it.  He  spoke  with  great  defer- 
ence to  the  opinions  of  other  gentlemen,  having  more 
experience  in  the  practice  of  the  Senate;  but,  according 
to  all  the  proceedings  of  legislative  bodies  with  which  he 
was  acquainted,  he  considered  that  the  resolution  was  still 
open  to  amendment. 

After  some  further  remarks  by  Messrs.  WILKINS  and 
MILLER,  the  subject  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  following  resolution  was  submitted  by  Mr.  WAG- 
GAMAN: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  granting  to 
the  State  of  Louisiana  500,000  acres  of  the  public  land, 
to  aid  the  said  State  in  keeping  open  the  watercourses 
communicating  with  the  Mississippi,  and  for  such  other 
objects  as  may  be  considered  of  public  utility. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  offered  a  resolution  of  inquiry  re- 
lative to  a  grant  of  500,000  acres  of  land  to  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  for  purposes  of  internal  improvement. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MARCY,  the   unfinished  business  of 
yesterday  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the  Senate  went  into 
executive  business;  and,  after  spending  some  time  therein. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thcrsdat,  March  22. 

After  the  usual  morning  business, 

Mr.  WILKINS  asked  of  the  gentleman  from  Delaware, 
[Mr.  Claitox,]  whether  he  was  willing  to  take  up  the  ap- 
portionment bill  at  this  time.  It  was  a  subject  of  great 
interest  to  the  country,  and  the  Legislatures  of  many 
States  were  waiting  a  decision;  and  therefore  he  was  an.\- 
ious  that  the  subject  should  be  disposed  of  as  soon  as  it 
could  be  done  conveniently. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had  no  objection  to  having  the  question 
decided  at  any  time  when  the  Senate  was  full;  but,  as  it 
was  a  question  of  great  importance  to  the  country,  and 
one  in  which  every  member  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  record  his  vote,  he  would  observe  that  his  colleague, 
together  with  some  other  members,  were  absent,  who 
were  desirous  to  be  present  when  tlie  final  question  was 
taken,  and  who  would  be  in  tlieir  places  in  a  few  days. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  gentleman  would  not  press 
the  subject  at  this  time. 

After  some  debate  by  Mes.srs.  WILKINS,  WEBSTER, 
MARCY,  BUCKNER,  CLAYTON,  S.MYTH,  FORSYTH, 
rOOT,  and  HOLMES,  the  question  was  put  on  taking  up 
the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  negative  by  a  large  majority. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Sebate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
on  the  subject  of  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  imports — 
the  question  being  on  Mr.  Fobsttu's  motion  to  postpone 
the  subject  until  the  1st  of  May  next;  which  motion  Mr. 
F.,  at  the  request  of  several  gentlemen,  withdrew. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows:  I  had 
not  intended,  said  he,  to  participate  in  the  discussion  of 
this  resolution,  and  should  have  persevered  in  my  detcr- 
iDination  to  give  a  silent  vole,  had  I  not  yesterday  received 
certain  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Maine  in  relation 


to  the  tariff,  which  render  it  proper  that  I  sb 
a  few  remarks. 

When  we  enter  these  walls  we  Uke  a  sole 
representatives  of  the  people,  binding  up< 
sciences  individually:  it  is  to  support  the  consti 
United  States;  and  our  duties  under  it  have  : 
the  whole  Union.  Every  representative  of 
here,  duly  impressed  with  the  responsibilitie 
tion,  must  receive  the  instructions  of  other  rej 
of  the  people,  in  the  State  Legislature,  with 
ferentjal  respect,  and  a  sincere  and  anxioi 
act  in  accordance  with  them.  If,  unforti 
should  conflict  with  his  previous  opinions, 
with  singleness  of  heart,  and  with  the  utm< 
deliberation,  re-examine  and  reconsider  the  i 
the  hope  of  arriving  at  a  harmonious  result 
this,  he  has  every  inducement  of  official  oh 
personal  convenience;  and  nothing  but  the 
convictions  of  disinterested  public  duty  sho 
duce  him  to  decline  a  literal  conformity  with 
sions  of  legislative  opinion.  But  yet  he  may  bi 
to  do  so  by  the  highest  obligations  to  the  wholi 
the  most  sacred  moral  duty  to  his  conscience  i 

On  the  present  occasion,  1  have  the  satisfi 
lieve  that  I  shall  be  able  to  concur  in  the  subi 
in  the  form,  of  these  resolutions. 

Their  substantial  object  appears  to  be — 

1.  To  reduce  the  revenue  from  imposts  t 
expenditures  of  Government. 

2.  So  to  adjust  the  duties  as  to  benefit 
class.     And 

3.  To  modify  the  tariff  law  of  1828. 


REDVCISO  THE  RETENVE. 

As  to  the  first,  I  have  long  been,  and  am  i 
ly,  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  duties.  Yeai 
member  of  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  o\ 
exerted  mj'self  to  accomplish  it,  in  relation  ti 
most  important  articles  contemplated  by  the 
the  member  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clay.] 

It  seems  now  to  be  generally  agreed  that 
ought  to  be  diminished; — but  how?  in  » 
That  is  the  question. 

On  the  one  side,  we  have  the  resolution  oi 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  CiAr,]  and  on  the  ot 
position  of  the  .senator  from  South  Carolina,  i 
The  former  preserves  the  protective  princ 
poses  legislation  with  a  view  to  aid  domestic 
American  products;  the  latter  discards  and 
protection  as  no  legitimate  object  of  any 
ports,  denouncing  it  as  utterly  unconstitutio: 

It  is  now  even  insisted  that,  in  imposing  du 
for  revenue,  we  have  no  right  to  have  any  r 
incidental  effect  in  encouraging  domestic  i 
which  until  recently  has  never  been  denied. 

I  shall  not  go  at  large  into  the  constitutio 
but  suggest  a  few  considerations. 

The  right  to  luy  imposts,  a:id  to  regula 
with  foreign  nations,  is  given  in  express, 
terms.  The  letter  of  the  constitution  clear 
power  to  vary  imposts  and  commercial  regul 
sure.  But  it  is  insisted  that  it  was  never  w 
tcmplation  of  the  fl-amers  of  the  constitul 
power  thus  conferred  was  to  be  used  for  tl 
aiding  or  protecting  any  occupation  or  brani 
in  our  country;  and  that  such  exercise  of  it 
against  its  original  spirit  and  intention. 

The  history  of  the  times,  anterior  and  sub 
adoption  ol  the  constitution,  shows  this  as 
utterly  groundless. 

After  Great  Britain  had  acknowledged 
dence,  she  put  in  full  force  against  us  the  » 
tection  and   inhibition,  by   which  our  ship 
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excluded  rroro  her  ports,  while  British  resteU  were  freely 
admitted  to  ours^utd  we  were  to  purchase  her  nuinufM:- 
tores  of  all  kinds,  while  she,  in  effect,  prohibited  the 
greater  portion  of  our  productions,  receivin{^  guch  only 
as  ivere  of  indin>enisble  necessity  to  her  prosperity. 
Tluas,  after  as  before  the  revolution,  the  rich  streams  of 
our  industry  were  to  be  directed  into  British  channels,  to 
exfaaost  oar  resources  and  swell  her  wealth.  She  had 
indeed  ceased  hostilities  by  arms,  but  she  substituted  a 
var  upon  our  trade,  by  restrictions  and  commercial  regu- 
latioas.  Af^inst  this  species  of  attack  the  United  States 
ver«  defenceless.  The  confederation  had  no  power  to 
impose  duties  or  regulate  commerce;  and  could  not,  there- 
fore, counteract  the  deadly  influence  of  foreign  leg^islation. 
Severa]  o(  the  States,  Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire, 
Pennsylvania,  and  others,  attempted  to  protect  them- 
selves by  acts  of  their  own  Legislatures;  but  they  were 
rendered  nugatory  by  the  omismon  of  neighboring  States 
to  co-operate  in  one  system.  Massachusetts,  for  example, 
oaposed  restrictions  upon  the  productions  of  foreign  na- 
tioosj  but  while  they  were  received  freely  into  all  the 
ports  of  Rhode  Island  and  Cjpnnecticut,  their  imposU  were 
utterly  vain  and  inefficacious.  It  was  soon  perceived,  that 
to  defend  ourselves  successfully  sgainst  this  insidious 
hostility  to  our  trade  and  industry,  we  roust  have  recourse 
to  the  Bsune  means  which  had  been  so  triumphant  against 
tte  aaaautts  of  open  force — the  creation  of  a  common 
power  to  bring  into  exercise  the  concerted  and  united 
enerfpca  of  all  the  States,  and,  by  an  uniform  system,  to 
meet  adverse  legislation  by  counter  legislation,  to  oppose 
restriction  to  restriction,  and  interdict  to  interdict.  The 
first  idea  was  to  invest  the  confederation  with  this  power, 
and  measures  were  taken  with  this  view;  but  it  was  soon 
percesred  that  additional  strength,  for  other  important 
purpoaes^  was  also  necessary:  and,  instead  of  attempting  a 
■ere  amendment  of  the  articles  of  confederation,  a  new 
sod  General  Government  was  established,  with  enlarged 
powers.  A  primary,  if  not  the  principal  cause,  which 
conduced  to  the  formation  of  our  present  constitution, 
was  this  very  purpose  of^viiw  efficient  protection  to  our 
own  atizens  in  the  porsnits  of  their  industry,  against  the 
imlKeitdly  and  injurious  restrictions  of  foreign  nations. 
And  porsuant  to  this  design,  the  first  Congress  of  the 
Cnitea  States,  immediately  upon  the  organization  of  the 
aew  Goremment,  framed  laws^  with  express  and  avowed 
teference  to  the  advancement  and  protection  of  American 
praducts  and  pursuits;  and  those  acts,  or  others  having  in 
view  the  same  object,  have  been  in  full  operation  from 
that  time  to  the  present  moment. 

The  poaitioos  which  I  have  assumed,  and  the  sketch  now 
presented,  are  fully  sustained  by  the  documentary  histor}' 
«i  the  ^uiy  ages  of  the  republic.  I  shall  offer  to  the  8e- 
oate  but  a  s^J>  part  of  the  abundant  evidence  which 
nugbt  be  adduced* 

The  attefopts  of  MasnchuseUs  to  counteract  the  de- 
structive effects  of  fore^  discriminations  having  been 
defeated  b^  the  non-concnrreoce  of  the  other  Sbites,  many 
sf  her  atizens  presented  a  petition  to  the  continental 
Coagreas,  at  the  bead  of  which  was  the  signature  of  John 
Hancock,  tiiat  glorious  name  which,  in  Ixdd  and  command- 
ing efaaracterib  «*•  the  first  affixed  to  the  decUration  of 
American  independence,  and  which  will  ever  be  held  in 
mtefol  and  reverential  remembrance  by  the  friends  of 
Eberty  throtyhout  the  world.  That  memorial  breathed 
die  CaUowing  language: 

*<  Tour  petitioners  observe,  that  the  ships  and  conmo- 
'  dities  of  that  nation,  whose  insidious  conduct  has  long 

■  been  the  object  of  our  peculiar  jealousy,  are  received  in 

*  our   ports  under  the  nme  advantages  with  our  own, 

*  while  our  navigation,  in  retum,  is  discouraged  by  every 

■  possible  embanaisment;  and  our  exports,  on  their  part, 

*  are  «ther  prohibited,  or,  if  admitted  to  their  ports,  are 
'  Visded  with  the  most  rigoroos  exactions.    In  proof  <^ 


'  our  assertions,  we  need  only  pnnt  the  attention  of  Con- 
'  gress  to  the  enormous  duty  on  our  rice,  oil,  andtobaocoi 

<  to  the  principle  and  spirit  of  their  navigation  laws;  or  to 
'  a  bill  lately  agitated  in  the  British  Parliankeat,  which 

*  now,  most  probably,  has  the  sanction  of  a  law,  for  the 

<  support  and  encouragement  of  th«r  American  fishery, 
'  to  the  direct  prejudice  of  ours,  and  is  intended  to  derive 
'  that  benefit  from  these  States,  which,  in  our  apprehen- 
'  tton,  and  on  their  principles,  ought  only  to  be  p«mitted 
'  in  our  own  bottoms. 

"Impressed  with  these  ideas,   your  petitioners  bef 

•  leave  to  request  of  the  very  august  body  which  they  now 

<  have  the  honor  to  address,  that  the  numerous  impositions 
'  of  the  British  on  the  trade  and  exports  of  these  States, 
'  may  be  forthwith  ooatmvened  by  similar  expedients  on 

<  our  part;  ebe,  may  it  please  your  excellency  and  honors, 

<  the  commerce  of  this  country,  and,  of  conseqaeiiee,  its 
'  wealth,  power,  and  perhaps  the  llnion  itaeir,  Utajr  be- 
'  come  victims  to  the  artifice  of  a  nation,  whose  armshave 
'  been  in  vain  exerted  to  accomplish  the  ruin  cS  America." 

The  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  near  the  same  period, 
passed  the  following  resolutions,  in  consequence  of  peti- 
tions from  the  citizens  of  that  State: 

"BtvdBtd,  That  it  is  the  opiraon  of  this  House,  that 
the  privilege,  in  the  degree  hitherto  retained  by  the 
States  individually,  of  controlHng  and  regulating  their 
own  trade,  is  no  longer  compatible  with  the  general 
interest  and  wel&re  of  the  United  States;  reason  and 
experience  clearly  evincing  that  such  privileg^e  is  pro- 
ductive of  mutual  inconveniences^  and  mjurious  among 
ourselves;  and  that  the  systems  of  sevenl  nations,  by 
which  our  merchants  are  excluded  from  the  most  bene- 
ficial branches  of  commerce,  wlulst  the  whole  of  ours  is 
laid  open  to  them,  cannot  be  consistently  or  effectually 
counteracted,  but  by  a  unity  of  councils  m  the  great  re- 
presentative body  of  the  United  States. 

"  Rooked,  tienfirt.  That  Congress  be  requested  to 
devise  such  a  system  of  commerdal  powers,  as  they  ought 
necessarily  to  be  invested  with,  to  be  recommended  to 
the  States;  and  that  Congress  be  assured  of  fining  the 
most  suitable  disposition  on  the  part  of  Pennsylvania  to 
comply  therewith." 

In  1784,  Congress  adopted  the  report  of  a  committee 
holding  the  foOowlng  language,  with  reference  to  the 
hostile  legislation  of  uie  British  Government: 

"  It  would  be  the  duty  of  Congress,  ss  it  is  thrir  wish, 
<to  meet  the  attempts  of  Great  Britain  with  sonilar  re- 

<  strictions  on  her  commerce;  but  their  powers  on  diis 
■head  are  not  explicit,  and  propositions  made  by  the 
'  Legislatures  of  the  several  States  render  it  necessary  to 
'take  tlie  genenl  sense  of  the  Union  on  this  subject. 

"  Unless  the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled  diall 
'be  vested  with  powers ctnnpetent  to  the  protection  of 
'commerce,  they  can  never  command  reciprocal  advan- 
■tages  in  trade;  and  without  these,  our  foreign  commerce 
■  must  decline,  and  eventually  be  annihilated.  Hence  it  is 
'necessuT  that  the  States  sWld  be  explicit,  and  fix  on 
'  some  effectual  mode  by  which  foreign  commerce,  not 
■founded  on  principles  M  equality,  may  be  idtrained." 

And  consequently,  in  July,  1785,  a  repMt  was  made  bv 
another  committee  of  the  oontineiiUd  Congress,  of  which 
Mr.  Monroe  was  chairman,  recommending  thtf  the  arti- 
cles of  confederation  be  so  amended  as  to  osofer  addi- 
tional strength;  and  titat  a  letter  be  addrewed  to  the 
legislatures  of  the  several  States,  dtowing  the  prineteles 
upon  which  the  alterations  were  proposed.  The  folww- 
ing  is  an  extract  from  the  epistle  thus  reeommended: 

"  The  GomoMm  {ninciple  upon  which  a  friendly  com- 
'mercial  intercourse  is  conducted  between  independent 
'  nations,  ia^  that  of  reciprocal  advantages;  and,  if  this  is 

<  not  obtained,  it  becomes  the  dn^  of  we  loHng  party  to 

<  make  such  finther  regulationi^  comiitei^  witii  the 
'fiuth  of  treaties,  as  will  remedy  the  eriland  secure  ita 
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'  interoxts.  If,  then,  the  commercial  reguUtions  of  any 
'  foreign  Power  contravene  the  interests  of  any  particuUu- 
'  State;  if  they  refuse  admittance  to  its  produce  into  it^ 
'ports,  upon  the  same  terms  that  the  State  admits  its 
'  manufactures  here,  what  course  will  it  take  to  remedy 

<  the  evil?    If  it  makes  similar  regulations  to  counteract 

<  those  of  that  Power,  by  reciprocating'  the  disadvantages 
'  which  it  feels,  by  impost  or  otherwise,  Mrill  it  produce 
'the  desired  effect?  What  operation  will  it  have  upon 
•  the  neighboring  States?  Will  they  enter  into  nmilar  re- 
'gulations,  and  make  it  commoncause?  On  the  contrary, 
'  will  they  not,  in  pursuit  of  the  same  local  policy,  avail 
'  themselves  of  tliis  circumstance,  to  turn  it  to  their  par- 
'ticular  advantage?  Thus,  then,  we  behold  the  several 
'  States  taking  separate  measures  in  pursuit  of  their  par- 
'  ticular  interests  in  opposition  to  the  regulations  of  fo- 
'  reign  Powers,  and  separately  aiding  those  Powers  to 
'defeat  the  regulations  of  each  other:  for,  unless  the 
'  States  act  together,  there  is  no  plan  of  policy  into  which 
« they  can  separately  enter,  which  they  will  not  be  sepa- 

<  rately  interested  to  defeat,  and,  of  course,  all  their  mea- 
'sures  must  prove  vtun  and  abortive." 

The  palpable  necessity  of  strengthening  the  confederS' 
tion  led  to  various  discussions,  propositions,  and  resolu- 
tions, which  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  our  present 
constitution.  The  new  Government  was  to  have  been 
organized  on  the  4th  of  March,  1789;  but  a  quorum  of 
both  branches  of  the  National  Legislature  did  not  assem- 
ble until  the  6th  day  of  April.  The  first  petition  pre- 
sented to  the  House  was  on  Saturday,  the  1 1th  of  that 
tDonth,  "  from  the  tradesmen,  manufiicturers,  and  others, 
'of  the  town  of  Baltimore,  in  the  State  of  Maryland, 
'  praying  an  imposition  of  such  duties  on  all  foreign  arti- 
*cles  wEich  can  be  made  in  America,  as  will  give  a  just 
'and  decided  preference  to  the  labors  of  the  petitioners;" 
"and that  there  maybe  granted  to  them,  in  common 
'with  other  manufacturers  and  mechanics  of  the  United 
<  States,  such  relief  as,  in  the  wisdom  of  Congress,  may 
•  appear  proper." 

It  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  into 
which  the  House  was  immediately  resolved,  and  their  re- 
port, in  the  following  language,  was  fbrtbwith  adopted: 

"  Raobed,  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee 
'  that  an  act  ought  to  pass  for  regulating  the  collection  of 
'  imposts  and  tonnage  in  the  United  States." 

"  Ordered,  Ttiat  a  bill  or  bills  be  brought  in,  pursuant 
'  to  the  said  resolution." 
The  second  petition  to  the  House,  and  which  was  pre- 


constitutional  lawyer  of  this  country;  and,  perhaps,  no 
man  was  ever  more  profoundly  versed  in  the  principlo,  or 
thoroughly  imbued  with  the  spirit,  of  the  consutution; 
and  in  its  construction,  no  name,  except  that  of  Wuhing. 
ton  himself,  would  carry  a  more  preponderatory  influence. 
He  was  a  member  of  the  first  Congress,  and  a  most  zeil- 
ous  and  efficient  advocate  of  the  measures  of  protection, 
speaking  with  glowing  indignation  of  the  restrictive  policy 
of  Great  Britam,  and  in  strong  and  energetic  terms  of  the 
right  and  duty  of  this  Government  to  cotmteract  it,  ind 
declaring  that  the  constitution  vaa  formed  for  tint 
purpose.  The  following  is  an  extract  from  oneofla 
speeches: 

"  We  have  now  the  power  to  avail  ourselves  of  our 
'  national  superiority,  and  I  am  for  beginning  with  wne 
'  manifestation  of  that  ability,  that  foreign  nations  but  be 
'taught  to  pay  us  that  respect  which  they  have  ne|(lccted 
■  on  account  of  our  imbecility.  This  language,  and  theae 
'  sentiments,  are  the  language  and  sentiments  of  car  coo* 
'stituents;  the  great  political  revolution  now  brooiilit 
'  about  by  the  organization  of  the  new  Govemment,  jiu 
'its  foundation  in  these  sentiments.  Sensible  of  the  id- 
'  fish  policy  which  actuated  a  nation  long  disposed  to  do 
'all  she  could  to  discourage  our  commercial  opentioni, 

•  the  States  Mngly  attempted  to  counteract  her  nefirkxu 

•  schemes;  but,  finding  their  separate  exertions  ineflet- 
'  tual,  with  a  united  voice  they  called  for  a  new  amnp- 
'  ment,  constituted  to  concentre,  conduct,  and  point  tli«r 
'  powers,  so  as  to  obtain  that  redprocity  which  justice 
■demands.  The  arrangement  has  taken  place;  aodtbougk 
« gentlemen  may  contend  that  we  are  not  at  this  nomeiit 
'  prepared  to  use  it  in  the  latitude  I  could  wish,  yet  let 
'  them  concur  in  doing  what  shall  indicate  that  on  a  pro- 
« per  occasion  we  dare  exert  ourselves  in  defeating  uiy 
'  measure  which  commercial  policy  diaH  offer,  boMile  to 
'the  welfare  of  America." 

On  the  rth  of  May,  1789,  he  utUred  the  Wlowinf 
language: 

"  I  am  amazed,  ar,  when  I  consider  how,  in  consequence 
•of  her  regulations,  the  whole  proceeds  of  American  ihip- 
'  ments  are  drawn  into  the  vortex  of  the  British  treawiy. 

•  Sir,  this  preponderation  ought  not  be.  It  is  in  oor 
•power  to  effect  an  alteration.  The  productions  of  our 
'  country  are  more  necessary  to  Great  Britain,  and  the  rest 
« of  the' world,  than  those  of  the  world  at  hrge,  or  ttie 
'manufactures  of  Great  Britun,  are  to  us." 

How  could  he  have  expressed  himself  more  dearly  md 
strongly  as  to  purpose  of  the  fbrmation  of  the  new  Go- 


sentedon  the  Monday  following,  was  from  tlie  shipwrights  vemment,  and  the  consequent  duty  of  its  members.- 
of  the  dty  of  Charleston,  in  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  |     President  Washington,  in  his  address  to  both  bianchM 


praying  ior  "such  measures,  in  a  general  regulation  of 
■trade  and  the  establishment  of  a  proper  navigation,  as 
<  will  tend  to  relieve  the  particular  distresses  of  the  peti- 
'  tioners,  and,  in  common  with  them,  those  of  thdr  fel- 
'  low-shipwrights  throughout  the  United  States." 

The  first  act  passed  by  Congress  was  to  regulate  the 
administering  of  the  oaths  necessary  to  tiie  constitutional 
organization  of  the  Government.  The  second  was  to 
impose  duties  upon  fordgn  goods.  It  contained  the  fol- 
lowing preamble: 

"  Whereas  it  is  necessary  for  the  support  of  Govern- 
'  ment,  for  the  discbarge  of'^the  debts  of  the  United  States, 
■  and  the  encouragement  and  protection  of  manufactures, 
•  that  duties  be  hid  on  goods,  wares,  and  merchandises 
'imported." 

It  contained  a  diacrimioation  in  favor  of  importations 
in  American  bottoms. 

The  next,  being  the  third  act  of  the  first  Congress,  was 
«lao  passed  with  the  most  unequivooal  reiierence  to  the 
protection  of  Anaerican  industry.  It  imposed  a  tonnage 
duty  of  fi&y  cents  upon  foreign  v««ds,  and  of  six  cents 
only  upon  oor  own. 


of  Congress,  in  January,  1790,  recommended  agricultuie, 
commerce,  and  manufactures  to  their  attention:  the  House 
of  HepresenUtives  "  Ordtred,  That  it  be  referred  to  the 
'  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  prepare  and  report  to  this 
'  House  a  proper  plan  or  plans,  conformably  to  the  re- 
'  commendation  of  the  President  of  the  United  St^rte^  in 
•his  speech  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  for  the  encou- 
'  ragement  and  promotion  of  such  manufactures  »  w'U 
'  tend  to  render  the  United  States  independent  of  otiw 
•  nations  for  essential,  particularly  for  milibiry,  suppUei. 
In  obedience  to  which.  General  Hamilton,  then  Secretuy 
of  the  Treasury,  a  member  of  tlie  cabinet,  under  the  eje 
of  Washington  himself,  prepared  and  presented  to  Con- 
gfress  his  celebrated  and  elaborate  report  upon  the  subject 
of  manufactures,  recommending,  by  stroi^  (Vets  and  no- 
answered  reasoning,  theur  encouragement  by  Bstwo" 
legislation. 

In  obedience  to  a  resrfution  of  the  House  of  Btp**""' 
tatives  of  February,  1791,  Mr.  Jefferson,  then  SecreUrT  <" 
State,  made  his  able  and  adnurable  report  upon  the  com- 
merce of  the  Umted  States,  in  which  he  decidedly  recom- 
mends the  system  of  counteracting  protection.    1«  <"" 


Mr.  Madison  baa  been  jtMtly  damonuiwtcd  the  great]  place  b«  expresses  himself  thus: 
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"But  should  any  nation,  contrary  to  our  wishes,  s>ip- 
'pose  it  may  better  find  its  advanta^^e  by  continuing  its  sys- 
'tem  of  prohibitions,  duties,and  regulations,  it  behooves  us 
'to  protect  our  citizens,  their  commerce  and  navigation, 
'by  counter  prohibitions,  duties,  and  regulations,  also, 
'ftee  commerce  and  navigation  are  not  to  be  given  in  ex- 
'ciange  for  restrictions  and  vexations:  nor  are  they  likely 
■to  produce  a  relaxation  of  them." 
Again: 

"  1.  Where  a  nation  imposes  high  duties  on  our  pro- 
■juctions,  or  prohibits  them  altogether,  it  may  be  proper 
'forttsto  do  thesamebytheirsi  first  burdening  or  ezclud- 
'mg  those  productions  which  they  bring  here,  in  competi- 
•tioB  with  our  own  of  the  same  kind;  selecting  next  such 
'muiii&ctures  as  we  take  firom  them  in  greatest  quantity, 
'uid  which  at  the  same  time  we  could  the  soonest  furnish 
'to  ourselTes,  or  obtain  from  other  countries;  imposing  on 
'  them  duties,  lighter  at  first,  but  heavier  and  heavier  af- 
'terwards,  as  other  channels  of  supply  open,"  &c. 

Sir,  I  might  heap  authority  upon  authority,  and  extract 
upon  extract,  until  I  should  fatigue  the  Senate.  Our 
whole  legislative  history  abounds  with  them.  The  fram- 
os  of  the  constitution,  its  contemporaneous  expositors, 
those  who  were  earliest  called  upon  to  execute  its  provi- 
Bons,  the  pre-eminent  statesmen  of  the  earliest  days  of  the 
republic,  never  for  a  moment  doubted  that  it  contained 
this  fostering  and  protective  power  for  the  advancement 
of  American  industry.  Indeed,  it  was  known,  felt,  and 
iTOwed,  that  this  was  one  of  the  great  leading  objects  of 
its  creation,  which  it  was  the  solemn  duty  of  Congress  to 
k«p  constantiy  in  view,  and  which  they  could  never  neg- 
lect, tnd  be  innocent. 

The  States  had  by  the  first  article  of  the  constitution  ex- 
pressly divested  themselves  of  the  right  to  protect  their 
twn  products  by  imposts  upon  foreign  importations.  No 
one  even  now  contends  that  the  States  individually  have  this 
power.  They  did  possess  it  before,  under  the  confedera- 
6on.  Why  did  they  renounce  it?  Can  any  man  seriously 
deny  that  it  was  in  order  that  it  might  be  vested  in  the 
SenenJ  Government,  to  be  more  efficaciously  exercised' 
The  war  of  commercial  restrictions,  waged  by  Great  Bri- 
tM,  was  severely  felt  by  many  of  the  States.  They  found 
themselves  incapable  of  effectual  resistance,  by  repeated 
efforts,  and  therefore  concentrated  all  their  powers  in  the 
General  Government:  and  now,  shall  that  Government, 
laying  become  the  depository  of  all  their  arms,  and  their 
whole  means  of  defence,  leave  them,  naked  and  unarmed, 
eiposed  to  the  attacks  of  their  enemies?  Is  there  not  the 
■me  necessity  now  for  resisting  the  commercial  hostility 
of  Great  Britain,  that  there  was  in  1789.'  Is  not  her  sys- 
tem of  restrictions  and  prohibitions  in  full  and  vigorous 
opention?  Will  she  receive  a  single  article  from  us,  that 
■lie  c«n  dispense  with  ?  Will  she  admit  into  her  ports  any 
rfthestaples  of  the  Northern,  Middle,  or  Western  States' — 
wircorn  or  grain,  our  beef  or  pork,  our  fish  or  lumber — 
uiyof  our  vegetable  or  animal  food,  the  produce  of  the 
•o«,  the  forest,  or  the  soil?  We  know  that  she  will  not. 
And  can  it  be  believed  that  while  this  hostile  system  contin- 
nes,  on  the  part  of  foreign  nations,  to  counteract  which  was 
social  and  prominent  object  of  the  formation  of  our  con- 
ttitution,  that  this  Government  is  to  be  preserved  by  aban- 
doning those  measiu^s  of  defence  which  have  been  in 
fpeiation,  with  such  wonderful  success,  from  the  dawn  of 
'<•  esstence?  That  the  States,  who  have  bound  them, 
•ehes  for  the  express  purpose  of  common,  united  protec- 
hon,  under  the  broad  and  ample  shields  of  the  Union,  will 
wiw  permit  that  aegis  to  be  withdrawn,  themselves  to  be 
"i'tited  of  their  panoply  of  defence,  and  that  the  liga- 
■Mjitj  which  bind  their'  limbs  from  separate  action  shall 
•Wl  continue  all  in  their  tension? 

Sir,  we  always  have  had,  and,  so  long  as  other  nations 
*»il  persevere  in  their  present  policy,  we  must  have, 
»ae  system  of  protection  fw  our  industry.    The  true 


question  is,  what  it  shall  be,  and  to  what  extent  it  shall  be 
carried. 

And  this  problem,  the  adjustment  of  a  tariff,  is  one  of  at 
most  infinite  and  inconceivable  difficulty.  It  involves  the 
most  profound  principle  of  political  economy,  the  most 
comprehensive  views  of  civilized  society,  the  most  extend- 
ed knowledge  of  the  productions  of  hature,  and  the  minut- 
est details  of  the  diversified  and  multitudinous  occupations 
of  mankind. 

I  consider  the  resolution  now  before  us  as  substantially 
involving  only  the  question  of  protection  or  no  protection; 
tarifT,  or  no  tariff;  and  that  the  mode  and  manner  is  to  be 
discussed  and  decided  when  proper  bills  shall  be  intro- 
duced. In  this  aspect  of  the  subject,  therefore,  I  shall 
ask  your  attention  only  to  a  few  general  principles. 

BKSIFITIlrG  TE>  LABOBIlCe    CLASS. 

In  any  and  every  adjustment  of  the  tariflf  we  should  ex- 
ercise a  primary  re^rd  to  the  interests  of  the  laboring 
class  of  the  commimity.  We  must  all  feel  and  know  our 
obligations  to,  and  dependence  upon,  them.  There  is  not 
a  member  of  either  House  of  Congress  from  the  North, 
who  dues  not  owe  his  seat  here  to  that  body  of  men,  and 
to  them  is  his  highest  responsibility.  We  are  emphatical- 
ly the  representatives  of^  labor,  and  should  never  for  a 
moment  be  unmindful  of  our  solemn  duty  to  aid  and  ad- 
vance its  interest  But  in  what  manner  is  tliis  desirable 
end  to  be  attained?  This  is  the  problem  in  political  science, 
which  we  are  called  upon  to  solve. 

The  first,  all-important,  means  is  to  furnish  emplojr- 
ment — the  next  b  to  make  labor  as  productive  as  practi- 
cable. 

The  object  of  a  tariff  should  be — 

1.  To  give  employment  to  those  who  would  otherwise 
be  without  it. 

2.  To  make  labor  more  productive  and  more  profitable. 
The  law  which  accomplishes  this  is  beneficial. 
On  the  other  hand,  any  system,  or  want  of  system,  which 

throws  out  of  employment  those  who  would  otherwise  be 
occupied,  or  changes  labor  from  the  more  profitable  to 
the  less  productive  branches,  is  so  far  injurious. 

I  say,  sir,  that  the  primary  and  most  important  of  all 
means  of  benefiting  the  laboring  class,  and  indeed  every 
class  of  the  community,  is  to  furnish  them  witii  employ- 
ment; presenting  opportunities  and  inducements  to  free, 
voluntary,  constant,  productive  occupation.  Your  legisla- 
tion should  say  to  the  people — be  employed — profiubly, 
if  you  can,  but — be  honestly  employed. 

Demosthenes  was  asked  what  was  the  first  requisite  to 
eloquence? — he  replied,  action:  what  the  second? — action: 
the  third? — action.  If  I  were  asked  what  were  the  first, 
second,  and  third  requisites  to  the  permanent  prosperity 
and  happiness  of  an  individual  or  a  community,  I  should 
answer — labor — labor — labor. 

In  this  we  have  discovered,  what  the  alchymists  of  old 
so  long  sought  for  in  vain,  as  the  grand  desiderata  of  hu- 
man existence — the  philosopher's  stone,  which  converts 
dust  into  gold — and  the  elixir  vUee,  which  confers  perpe- 
tual health. 

It  is  the  fountain  of  wealth,  sending  forth  streams  peren- 
nial and  innumerable,  whose  incessant  flow  confers  unmea^ 
sured  blessings.  Its  fruits  are  constantly  consumed  and  con- 
stantly reproduced.  Let  human  labor  stand  still,  and  how 
long  would  its  present  accumulations  sustain  human  exist- 
ence? They  would  expire,  like  the  unfed  huup— vanish, 
like  the  mists  of  the  morning. 

Labor  is  the  best  measure  of  exchangeable  value.  A 
want  of  due  reg^ard  to  this  important  ti-uth,  has  occasioned 
infinite  perplexity  and  confusion  in  speeches  and  writings 
upon  the  tariff.  In  order  to  determine  its  merits  or  de- 
merits, they  inquire  whetlier  the  price  of  its  objects  has 
been  increased  or  diminished.  On  the  one  side,  is  select- 
ed a  class  of  articles,  the  price  of  which  is  undoubtedly 
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increased  by  the  imposts;  and  on  the  other,  a  list  of  products 
which  are  in  no  degree  affected  by  the  duties  in  the  statute 
book.  From  the  one  set  of  eiumples  it  is  rehemently  in- 
•isted  that  imports  always  enhance  the  price,  and  n-om 
the  other  as  confidently  that  they  never  have  that  effect. 
Such  reasoners,  starti  ng  from  different  premises,  and  diverg- 
ing' as  they  progress  in  their  course,  can  never  come  at  any 
common  conclusion. 

In  order  to  ascertain  whether  the  tariff  laws  are  bene- 
ficial or  injurious,  they  inquire  whether  thev  do  or  do  not 
increase  the  price  of  articles,  and  to  this  devote  all  their 
energies,  as  if  the  answer  were  decisive  of  the  primary 
question.  But  the  response,  if  it  were  given,  would  not 
be  conclusive,  because  the  price  about  which  they  dispute 
it  measured  by  money,  that  is,  the  precious  metals— no  per- 
manent standard— but  themselves,  measured  by  something 
else. 

Why  is  gold  more  highly  appreciated  than  Iron?  Not 
for  its  comparative  utility;  not  on  account  of  the  necessaiy 
and  useful  purposes  to  which  it  can  be  applied;  for  if  man- 
kind were  to  be  wholly  deprived  of  one  of  those  metals, 
they  had  better,  by  a  tiiousand  times,  dispense  with  the 
former  than  the  latter.  But  it  is  because  both  bein^  de- 
arable,  the  difficulty,  the  labor  of  obtaining  the  one  is  so 
much  greater  than  that  of  procuring  the  other.  If  mines 
of  gold  and  silver  should  suddenly  be  discovered,  render- 
ing them  as  abundant,  and  produced  with  as  little  labor  as 
iron,  they  would  be  even  less  valuable  than  that  common 
metal.  One  consequence  would  be,  that  a  debtoi^-that 
is,  he  who  had  promised  to  deliver  another  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  gold  or  shver,  would  be  able  to  procure  it,  and  dis- 
cbarge nis  debt,  with  far  less  labor  than  before;  while  the 
creditor,  whose  wealth  consisted  in  the  obligations  of  others 
to  deliver  him  these  metals,  would  find  himself  reduced  to 
comparative  poverty. 

The  UAt  of  day  bears  no  price,  has  no  exchangeable 
value,  why  ? — because  it  is  the  free,  inexhaustible,  glori- 
ous gift  of  all-bountiful  Heaven,  requiring  no  labor  of 
man.  But  let  the  sun  descend  below  the  horizon — let  the 
darkness  of  night  envelop  us,  and  then  we  are  ready  to 
purchase  at  a  price  the  dim  and  feeble  rays  of  artificial 
light,  and  to  pa^  therefor  in  proportion  to  the  labor  re- 
quisite to  obtam  the  oil  or  other  material  by  which  it 
must  be  sustained. 

Labor,  then,  is  the  best  measure  of  exchangeable  value, 
and  the  best  standard  by  which  to  determine  the  benefits 
or  the  evils  of  a  tariff  system:  price,  in  its  usual  accepta- 
tion, hayin?  reference  to  that  fallacious  standard — money. 
A  coarse  ot  legislation  which  diminishes  the  price  of  arti- 
cles may  be  injurious  to  the  people,  while  one  that  in- 
creases it  may  be  beneficial;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
law  which  diminishes  price  may  benefit,  and  one  which 
increases  it,  injure  the  public. 

Thus,  if  you  diminish  the  price  of  the  articles  which  a 
ftrmer  or  mechanic  wishes  to  procure,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  depress  still  more  the  commodities  which  he  has  to 

S've  in  exchange,  vou  injure  him;  while,  if  you  enhance 
e  price  of  those  things  which  he  purchases,  but,  by  the 
••me  act,  increase  still  more  that  of  the  articles  which  he 
is  to  give  in  return,  you  confer  a  benefit. 

It  should  be  known  and  remembered,  that  the  great 
•Il-pervading  article  to  be  given  in  exchang^,  is  human 
labor,  in  its  various  forms,  modifications,  fruit^  and  pro- 
duets.  What  are  the  means  by  which  the  great  body  of 
mechanics,  farmers,  artisans,  and  workmen  of  all  kinds, 
are  to  procure  the  necessaries  and  comforts  of  life — ^their 
labor  or  its  products — the  operation  and  effects  of  skill 
and  strength?  Let  their  whole  labor  cease,  and  distress, 
nun,  destruction,  overwhelms  them,  and  the  whole  com- 
munity, at  once. 

For  what  object  is  labor  performed?  Is  it  not  to  pro- 
cure the  comforts  and  conveniences  of  life '  Money  is  to  be 
deared  only  as  the  means;  but  that  is  the  paramount  end. 


If  a  father  were  about  to  establish  hia  sons  in  the  worU, 
would  he  not  seek  that  situation,  or  that  employment, 
which  should  yield  to  their  industiy  the  greatest  amount 
of  these  desirable  objects? 

With  reference  to  this  subject,  therefore,  that  ^em 
of  legislation  is  best  which  gives  to  labor  the  greater 
amount  of  comforts  and  conveniences.  This  is  a  cardinil 
principle,  which  should  be  kept  constantly  in  view— a 
polar  star  to  guide  our  course  through  this  pathlcn, 
boundless,  stormy,  tumultuous  ocean— of  the  tariff. 

If  a  law  shall  tend  to  increase  the  price  of  articles  of 
consumption,  still,  if,  in  my  deliberate  judgment,  it  will 
enhance  the  price  of  labor,  still  more,  I  shall  not  hesitite 
to  adopt  it;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  it  shall  dimiimli 
the  price  of  that  which  is  to  be  purchased,  but  depren^ 
in  a  greater  degree,  the  labor  by  which  they  are  to  be 
procured,  I  shall  certainly  renst  it 

It  has  been  said,  that  if  the  mechanic  and  hrmet  were 
asked  to  pay  the  increase  of  price,  by  reason  of  the  duty, 
separately,  they  would  object  That,  air,  depends  whofy 
upon  the  form  of  the  question.  I^  when  the  batter  is 
about  to  purchase  a  pair  of  boots,  he  is  asked,  are  you 
willing  to  pay  fifty  cents  additional  for  the  du^?  bewouU 
doubtless  answer,  no:  but  if  he  were  asked,  are  you 
willing  to  pay  that  amount,  if  you  can  thereby  obtain  i 
dollar  more  for  the  hat  which  you  must,  directly  or  imfi. 
rectly,  ^ve  in  exchange?  his  answer  would  be  in  the 
affirmative.  The  fiirmer  wishes  to  procure  cloth— be 
takes  his  wheat  or  wool  to  market  Are  you  willing  to 
pay  five  cents  a  yard  as  duty?  No.  But  suppose  jm 
can  thereby  obtun  ten  cents  more  for  the  quantity  of 
g^n  or  wool  necessary  to  purchase  the  yard,  will  you 
then  consent?  Certainly.  So  of  eveiy  other  article,  the 
true  question  is,  in  what  manner  will  the  products  of  )a 
labor  procure  most  of  the  commodities  which  he  wishes  to 
obtain  in  exchange  for  it? 

Discussions  of  the  principles  of  political  economy  hire 
generally  had  reference  to  the  body  politic  as  a  unit— to 
one  homogeneous  community.  But  the  American  states- 
man is  ever  to  bear  in  mind  that  ours  is  not  a  consoGdited 
empire;  that  the  States  are  modified  sovereig^tiei,  with 
diversified  interests  and  sacred  rights.  This  is  one  of  the 
elements  essential  to  any  correct  judgment  of  a  tariff 
system,  and  aggravates  not  a  little  the  iuierent  difficulties 
of  this  most  difficult  subject. 

The  complaints  which  we  have  heard,  and  still  bear, 
from  an  important  section  of  the  Union,  are  entitled  to 
the  most  respectful  consideration,  and  profound  attention. 

Although  their  pictures  of  distress  may  be  overcharged 
with  sombre  coloring,  yet,  coming  from  such  source^  we 
are  bound  to  receive  them  as  evidence,  at  least,  of  com- 
parative depression.  But  when  they  attribute  this  ex- 
cluavely  to  national  legislation,  we  are  to  examine  tna 
inquire  whether  there  may  not  be  some  other  and  mm 
efficacious  cause.  And  such,  I  believe,  will  be  found  in 
tlie  character  of  their  laboring  populati'on — the  existence 
of  slavery.  For  whenever,  in  any  part  of  the  world,  we 
find  this  evil,  we  find  the  commumty  in  which  it  exists 
comparatively  stationary  and  depressed.  Is  it  notemiDent' 
ly  so  with  many  of  the  West  India  islands? 

It  has  been  matter  of  surprise  with  our  brethren  of  the 
South,  that  their  cries  of  dangler  and  dutress  have  not 
produced  more  evident  impression  upon  us  of  the  North. 
Permit  me  to  suggest  one  or  two  reasons  for  this  our  »f 
parent  want  of  excitability. 

One  is  to  be  found  in  their  having  too  often  mt^e."* 
institution  of  slaveir  a  means  of  combination  for  pou"^ 
objects  against  the  free  Strtes.  With  that  institutioivo* 
North  have  carefiiUy  abstained  from  all  interference.  Vf 
have  left  it,  where  the  constitution  places  it,  '"*'''  !2i 
clunve  custody  of  the  States  where  it  exists.  ^^P""*? 
exciting  and  absorbing  subject,  they  have  exercised  urn- 
form  and  wonderful  forbearance.    And  yet,  notwithsan"' 
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n^  all  this,  it  'a  bdiered  that  when  it  hM  been  deemed 
expedieat  to  trouse  ill  hearts,  and  unite  all  hands,  in  the 
■Ikve  States,  for  political  purposes,  the  cry  has  been  raised 
that  tbe  Nortlv— ^e  Nortn— ate  attempting  to  emancipate 
our  alarca— are  scattering  the  firebrands  of  a  servile 
war— that  awasacre  and  conflagration  may  sweep  over  the 
laad! 

The  tocsin  thus  sounded,  the  alarum  bells  thus  rung, 
hare  had  their  effect,  which  the  North  have  felt  and 
kaovn  to  be  unjust.  The  consequence  is  natural,  that 
when  any  outcry  is  raised  upon  aniHher  topic,  they  should 
jire  aome  what  less  heed  to  it  at  first,  than  they  otherwise 
would  have  done. 

Another  reason  is  to  be  found  in  the  course  pursued  in 
relatioo  to  this  same  matter,  of  the  more  recent  tariff 
laws.  After  the  late  war.  New  England  was  no  fiivorite 
arith  the  majority  of  the  nation.  Possessing,  as  it  was 
■uppoaed,  more  than  her  proportion  of  disposable  capital, 
and,  from  the  density  ami  character  of  her  population, 
tbe  moat  efScient  means  of  carrjring  on  hostilities,  she  had 
not  come  forward  in  the  manner  which  I  have  thought, 
and  still  moat  sincerely  think,  she  ought  to  have  done,  in 
support  of  tbe  National  Government.  For  this  she  was 
us^Mibtedly  in  bad  odor  here;  and  when  the  tariff  lawa 
came  to  be  revised,  her  wishes  were  by  no  means  espe- 
oally  eotiaulted.  She  had  grown  rich,  as  it  was  supposed, 
by  coaosaereei  it  was  thought  best  to  give  new  encounige- 
mrat  to  naanufiwturesi  and,  if  tbe  effect  should  be  to 
Afloae  her  wealth  over  other  portions  of  the  country, 
whicb  had  devoted  their  means  in  a  more  patriotic  manner 
Ruling  the  last  conflict,  it  was  a  consequence,  at  least,  not 
to  be  deprecated.  She  raised  her  voice  agidnst  the  pro- 
posed mocfifications  of  the  protective  system,  and  up  to 
tbe  year  1835  die  was,  upon  this  subject,  in  perfect  har- 
mony with  the  South  * 

The  bill  of  1834  was  adverse  to  her  wishes,  and  en- 
eountered  the  deeded  opposition  of  her  representatives. 
it  pa— f  d.  It  became  the  law  of  the  land.  It  was  your 
desire  that  the  course  of  industry  should,  in  some  mea- 
aare,  be  changed,  that  a  greater  amount  of  capital  should 
be  inrrested  in  nuinufiictures.  What  was  she  to  do?  What 
did  ake  do?  Resist?  No,  sir;  she  bowed  in  submission  to 
yoi^  decison,  and  conformed  to  the  course  of  national 
legislation.  She  changed  the  investments  of  her  capital; 
she  entered  upon  new  paths  of  labor;  she  encountered 
great  hazard  and  sustained  severe  losses  from  want  of  skill 
and  experience,  in  establishing  new  branches  of  industry, 
beoefieial  to  the  whole  country.  And  now,  when  the 
first  obatacles  have  been  surmounted,  and  her  citizens  are 
about  to  receive  some  return  for  their  vast  sacrifices  and 
unremitted  exertions,  they  are  called  upon  for  another, 
and  atiU  greater  change;  their  establishments  are  to  be 
naed  to  their  foundations;  the  sound  of  the  loom  andtlie 
bimmcT  are  to  ceaae;  new  investments  are  to  be  made; 
new  arts  acquired;  new  employments  sought.  And  be- 
they  do  not  readily  assent  to  such  propontions,  de- 
loud  and  long,  are  poured  ujkmi  their  devoted 
Pasnng  by  the  whole  West,  and  quite  over  the 
great  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  York — the  fathers 
and  fiaaterers  of  tbe  present  tariff— all  their  curses,  for 
this,  to  them,  accursed  thing,  seem  to  be  concentrated 
upon  Mew  England.  It  is  against  the  Northeast — New 
Eng;land  alone,  that  the  outcry  is  raised,  and  the  feelings 
of  indignation  and  resentment  aroused.-t-  Even  the  gen- 
tlemSLn  irom  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatkx,]  in  invoking 
conciliation  and  relief  to  the  South,  confined  his  appetU 
to  tbe  Middle  States.  Is  it  surprising  that  such  complainta, 
mifiQ^led  with  such  injustice,  aixl  made  not  always  in  a 
tone  of  remonstrance  or  eonciliatien,  but  too  often  in  that 


la  tkat  yntr,  *  eltiani  of  New  BncUmd  wm  riccttd  rnaMmt;  and 

oaiiiui  to  kii  adiniaiMniMiii  ianiMliawlj  tammamA. 

TlM  (pexh  <t  Mr.  Tftcr,  af  Tlijiaia,  )•  la  cxeepiign  to  tkU  m- 
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of  menace  and  contumely,  should  not  find  immediate 
fiivor,  and  an  instant  and  kind  response?  Sir, we  are  men, 
and  have  the  feelings  incident  to  humanity;  and,  if  we  do 
not  speak  as  loudly,  we  feel  as  deeply,  and  act  as  firmly, 
as  others.  Thelanguage  of  each  portion  of  this  (Tnion  to 
every  other  should  be  that  of  kindness,  conciliation,  and 
fraternal  regard.  By  compromise  was  the  Government 
formed;  by  mutual  concession  only  can  it  be  preserved. 
There  is  much  danger  that  a  diiterent  s^le  of  address 
may  produce  too  great  a  reaction.  Against  such  effects  I 
have  sedulously  endeavored  to  guard  my  own  breast,  and 
have  endeavored  to  divest  myself  of  ul  influences,  but 
such  as  ought  to  pervade  a  member  of  the  American 
Senate,  placed  here  to  consult  the  rights,  the  interests, 
and  thej>ermanent  happiness  of  the  whole  country. 

aia^  0/1838.— I  was  opposed  to  the  tariff  bill  of  1838; 
and,  as  a  member  of  the  other  branch,  raised  my  voice 
and  gave  my  vote  against  it.  It  came  here,  was  materi- 
ally amended,  and  returned  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives. Still  it  did  not  meet  my  approbation,  and  I  resisted 
its  final  passage.  It  prevailed,  and  became  a  law.  As  I 
then  said,  the  question  of  a  repeal,  the  prostration  of  a 
system,  is  a  very  different  one  from  that  of  its  original 
enactment.  If  I  had  been  asked  whether  I  would  con- 
sent to  the  laws  passed  for  the  erection  of  this  vast  and  cost- 
ly edifice,  I  should  have  answered  in  the  negative.  But 
shall  I  therefore  assent  to  a  proposition  to  (kmoEsh  this 
splendid  structure,  and  level  it  with  the  dust? 

But  notwithstandiiw  this  difference  in  the  state  of  the 
question,  I  am  decimdly  in  fiivor  of  a  modification — a 
diange  of  the  tariff  law  of  1828.  I  shall,  I  trust,  have 
an  opportunitjT  to  state  to  what  extent,  and  in  what  parti- 
culars, when  It  shall  be  proper  to  go  into  detail. 

In  the  adjustment  of  every  scheme  of  legislative  pro- 
tection, we  must  have  reference  to  the  necessities  of  the 
country  in  war,  to  tbe  requisites  for  perfect  defence,  and 
essential  independence:  we  must  have  regard  also  to  the 
original  adaptations,  capabilities,  and  advantages  of  our 
country,  so  that  the  applications  of  art  may  be  rendered 
most  powerful  and  productive  by  cooperating  with  the 
efl'ects  of  nature:  we  are  to  keep  in  view  former  legisla- 
tion and  its  effects,  and  the  present  condition  of  the  pro- 
perty, capacity,  and  industry  of  our  citizens;  we  are  to 
consult,  too,  the  separate  interests,  the  peculiar  views,  and 
even  the  prejudices,  if  such  there  be,  of  the  several 
Sutes  and  tbe  different  sections  of  tbe  Union.  Of  the 
various  pursuits  and  employments,  those  are  to  be  chiefly 
fostered,  which  conduce,  not  merely  to  wealth,  but  to  the 
preservation  and  permanency  of  our  republican  institutions; 
and  that  which  is  entitled  to  precedence  of  all  others  is 
agriculture,  which,  as  it  was  tbe  first,  so  it  is  the  most  im- 
portant of  human  occupations.  Coeval  with  the  creation. 
It  will  terminate  only  with  the  extinction  of  the  human 
race.  Commencing  in  the  {garden  of  E^en,  it  was  one  of 
tiie  joys  of  Paradise,  continued  in  tbe  thorny  wilderness 
of  the  world,  attendant  upon  the  first  curse,  to  mitigate 
and  render  it  supportable:  it  has  been  the  solace  of  f^en 
man.  It  is  the  employment  most  congenial  to  his  com- 
bined physical,  moral,  and  intellectual  constitution,  and 
most  conducive  to  the  happiness  of  individuals  and  of  com- 
munities. To  free  and  independent  husbandmen  we  may 
confidentiy  look  for  that  morality,  intelligence,  and  piety, 
upon  which  the  hopes  of  freedom  must  rest  "  Protected 
by  tbe  Divinity  they  adore,  supported  by  the  earth  which 
they  cultivate,  at  peace  with  themselves,"  they  bow  to  no 
master,  and  seek  no  change- 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  submitted  the  following  amend- 
ment to  the  reaolution: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  forthwith,  and  insert  the 
following:  "so  hr  reduced,  or  altogether  aboUshed.  as  to 
bring  down  tbe  amount  of  the  public  revenue  to  a  sub 
sufficient  to  defiay  the  ordinanr  expenditures  of  tbe  Oo- 
vemmeat,  after  tbe  payneat  of  tbe  national  debt,  as  pro- 
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posed  in  the  late  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasurj', 
and  without  a  view  to  a  surplus  revenue,  or  for  distribu- 
tion, having  such  regard  as  tliey  may  deem  expedient  to 
such  an  ultimate  equalization  of  duties  as  will  render  them 
efficient  for  the  purposes  of  their  imposition. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  it  was  conceded  that  the  revenue 
must  be  reduced  in  consequence  of  the  approaching  ex- 
tinction of  tlie  public  debt;  and  the  question  was,  in  wliat 
manner  the  duties  should  be  spread  over  jthe  various  arti- 
cles of  imports.  He  was  not  willing  to  concede,  in  ar- 
ranging the  duties,  the  principle  of  protection.  However 
erroneous  the  legislation  of  the  country  may  have  been, 
which  led  to  the  present  posture  of  its  industry,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  abandonment  of  that  system.  He  did  not 
deem  it  consistent  with  public  faith  to  withdraw  from 
manufactures  tliat  protection  under  which  they  had  grown 
up.  He  was  willing,  however,  to  conciliate  the  interests 
opposed  to  tliis  system,  and  for  that  purpose  he  had  pre- 
pared his  amendment,  and  should  offer  two  resolutions, 
which  he  read  as  follows: 

Raolved,  That  the  Secretal-y  of  State  be  requested  to 
report  to  the  Senate  the  laws  and  commercial  regulations 
of  foreign  countries  in  relation  to  duties  on  imports,  and 
the  bounties  and  otlier  regulations  for  tlie  encouragement 
of  exports,  which  in  any  manner  tend,  in  their  efi'ecl  and 
operation,  to  counteract  tlte  duties  now  impo^ied  by  law  on 
their  importation  into  the  United  States,  as  far  as  they  may 
have  been  received  at  the  department,  since  the  receipt  of 
those  pubhshed  by  order  of  Congress. 

Jtaolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  re- 
quested to  report  to  the  Senate  the  present  credits  on 
duties  on  imports;  and  the  expediency  of  providing  by 
law  for  the  gradual  reduction  thereof,  to  what  extent,  and 
at  what  time.  Also,  to  report  on  the  expediency  of  mak- 
ing such  alterations  in  the  existing  laws,  as  to  provide  for 
the  assessment  of  ad  valorem  duties,  accoi-ding  to  a  valua- 
tion of  imported  articles  in  the  port  or  place  of  importa- 
tion; and,  also,  to  report  whether  any,  or  what  alterations 
ought  to  be  piade  in  the  law  imposing  duties  on  non-enu 
merated  articles  of  importation,  so  as  effectually  to  prevent 
frauds,  and  the  evasion  of  tlie  payment  of  tlie  duties. 

Mr.  HAYNE  inquired  of  Mr.  Wilkins  whether  he 
understood  him,  correctly,  as  proposing  only  to  repeal  the 
duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  leaving  the  protected 
articles  untouched.  Such  would  certainfy  be  the  effect 
of  his  amendment,  which  touches  none  but  the  articles 
coming  into  competition  with  those  made  or  produced  in 
the  United  States;  and  how  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on 
them,  amounting,  in  the  whole,  to  no  more  than  seven 
millions  of  dollars,  could  red^e  tlie  revenue  to  a  sum 
sufficient  merely  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government, 
was  mure  than  he  could  understand,  unless  the  expenses 
were  to  be  enormously  increased. 

Mr.  WILKINS  supposed  that  the  readingof  the  resolu- 
tions, with  which  he  proposed  to  accompany  bis  amend- 
ment, would  have  satished  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  as  to  the  extent  of  reduction  to  which  he  was 
willing  to  go.  If,  by  any  change  of  our  commercial  re- 
gulations, and  the  present  mode  of  collecting  duties,  an 
equivalent  could  be  given  to  tlie  manufacturer,  he  would 
be  willing  to  reduce  tlie  duties  on  the  tariff  articles  to  that 
extent.  A  beneficial  change  could  also  be  made  in  the 
imposts  on  what  are  denominated  non-enumerated  articles; 
and,  also,  in  the  valuation  of  imported  goods.  By  assess- 
ing the  duties  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  the  goods  in 
the  United  States,  instead  of  their  value  at  the  foreign 
port,  a  materia]  bene6t  would  result  to  the  American 
manufacturer,  and  frauds  on  the  revenue  would  be  les- 
sened. With  these  changes,  he  thought  some  reduction 
of  duties  might  be  made  on  the  tariff  articles,  without 
operating  to  tlie  injury  of  domestic  industry. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  some  remarks  in  opfKisition  to  the 
amendment     If  any  tiling  was  to  be  done  this  session,  in 


relation  to  the  tariff,  it  must  be  done  without  the  very  long 
delay  which  the  adoption  of  the  resolutions  would  Deci- 
sion, unless  the  session  should  be  extended  througli  the 
year.  The  amendment,  by  itself  would  not  effect  aojt 
object  which  the  gentleman  had  in  view.  After  all,  there 
was  but  one  question  to  be  decided — whether  we  were  lo 
retain  the  protective  principle  or  not.  Afterwwdt  tie 
question  would  arise,  on  what  protectedarticles  a  reduc- 
tion could  be  made.  It  was  difficult  to  say  a  prion  vbtt 
should  be  the  precise  reduction  of  duties  on  all  articles. 
If  we  reduce  or  abolisli  the  duties  on  unprotected  artidet, 
at  this  session,  to  the  extent  of  seven  millions,  andlcire 
the  protected  class  of  duties  untouched  till  the  iiextseisiao, 
we  should  probably  go  far  enough,  though  not  so  far  is 
he  was  willing  to  go.  But  the  adoption  of  the  gentle- 
man's proposition  would  inevitably  prevent  the  possibility 
of  effecting  any  reduction  whatever  at  this  sesson. 

Mr.  C.  then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  thequts- 
tion;  which  were  accordingly  ordered. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  rose  to  ask  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Wilkixs]  a  furtlier  explanation  ofhii 
project.  He  would  preserve  tlie  protective  system  uniin- 
paired,  and  would  still  reduce  the  revenues  to  the  anniul 
income  of  $13,500,000.  Now,  if  the  revenues  are  to  be 
$25,000,000,  how,  by  having  the  protecting  system  un- 
touched, is  he  to  reduce  the  income  to  $13,500,000?  Tlie 
tax  on  the  unprotected  articles  is  $7,000,000  onl^.  Now, 
seven  from  twenty-five  still  leaves  eighteen,  insteid  of 
thirteen  and  a  half.  The  question  then  recurs,  bow  doei 
he  dispose  of  his  four  and  a  half  millions?  It  would  seen  to 
me,  said  Mr.  H.,  that,  after  removing'  all  the  duties  fron 
the  unprotected- arUcIes,  there  would  still  remain  tsurplu 
of  live  or  six  millions  over  and  above  the  wants  of  tilt 
Government.  Where  is  he  to  make  this  deduction!  b 
he  willing  to  take  it  from  articles  which  come  in  co» 
petition  with  our  manufactures'  Would  betake  anyput 
from  iron?  No.  What  then?  Let  us  see  his  plan,  if  art 
in  detail,  at  least  illustrated  by  some  detail. 

He  seems  to  think  that  the  further  redac6oD  is  to  b« 
made  by  "commercial  regulations."  This  I  do  not  unde^ 
stand;  commercial  regulations  are  either  made  with  fo- 
reign nations  by  treaties,  or  against  them  by  aprotectiii([ 
system.  Now,  wliat  treaty  stipulation  could  anonJ  to  tbe 
manufacturer  an  equivalent  for  a  reduction  of  the  protect- 
ing duties?  We  should  like  better  to  understand  the 
scheme;  for  it  seems  to  me  that  to  carry  il  out  in  detiil,  it 
would  bring  him  to  the  necessity  of  witlihdding  »bo(it 
five  millions  from  the  protection  of  manufcctures.  No», 
will  the  friends  of  the  protecting  system  concede  this.'  I| 
Pennsylvania  become,  all  at  once,  so  comproiniiing?  I 
hope  the  Senator  will  be  a  Uttle  more  explicit 

Mr.  MABCY  said  he  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  the  4»- 
cussion  of  the  general  subject  of  the  tariff,  but  to  eiplu" 
his  views  in  giving  the  vote  which  he  bad  given,  for  w 
striking  out  Uie  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky- 
He  had  voted  against  striking  out,  because  he  did  nirtv- 
prove  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator  frMi 
South  Carolina,  to  be  inserted  in  lieu  tliereof;  but  he  (M 
not  intend  by  the  vote  he  had  given  to  express  hisapp™- 
val  of  the  entire  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  K'n'^v- 
He  felt  disposed  to  concur  with  him  in  a  part  of  it-  So™ 
as  it  went  to  remove  the  duties  on  non-protected  srtide* 
as  they  had  been  called,  which  are  objeote  of  comnion  c^ 
sumption— articles  which  ^1  classes  and  conditi<^  ol  ouj 
citizens  are  in  the  habit  of  using,  he  was  ready  and  wtm 
to  pve  it  his  support.  But  the  resolution  was  general  m 
its  operations  upon  non-protected  articles;  it  V°^^^ 
take  off  tbe  duties  on  such  as  are  consumed  onlj'O^  b« 
rich  and  luxurious.  He  should,  therefore,  'J*'"  "T 
amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr- » 
WKS]  should  be  disposed  of,  propose  an  """"^""f'  '.w 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  retain  a  duty,  but  less  thw™^ 
now  imposed,  on  articles  usually  denominated  litf  unei, 
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wd)  u  Ml  wines  and  silks.  He  was  »wsre,  he  said,  that 
Ifce  duty  which  he  wished  to  retain  on  these  articles,  might 
■ot  be  indispensably  necessary  for  the  purpose  of  revenue, 
but  there  were  reasons  very  sufficient  to  his  mind  for  re- 
tiintn;  them.  The  abolition  of  all  duties  on  articles  of 
luiury,  while,  for  the  purposes  of  protection,  duties  were 
continued  on  articles  which  were  consumed  by  the  less 
vnlthy  and  the  laborini^  classes  of  our  citizens,  was  wrong 
in  principle,  and  would  strengthen  the  opposition  to  the 
policy  of  protection :  it  would  furnish  another  ground  of 
ittack  apon  it.  As  a  friend  of  protection,  he  felt  unwilling 
to  do  tny  thing  that  would  strengthen  the  hands  of  those 
vho  would  destroy  it  altogether.  He  would  confess,  for 
kinud(  he  fek  somewhat  alarmed  for  the  safety  of  th 
protecting  policy,  and  he  thought  its  friends  had  much  to 
io  toare  it  from  utter  prostration.  He  thuuglit  the  Sena- 
tor froa  Kentucky  wan  mistaken  in  the  extent  of  the  con- 
quests the  protecting  pol.cy  had  made  over  the  opposition 
toit.  That  opposition  was  extensive  and  strong;  and  unless 
nnetlung  was  done  by  the  friends  of  protection  to  remove 
or  disun  it,  he  feared  it  would  ere  long  prevail.  If  we 
^Kd  no  further  than  the  resolution  under  consideration 
proposes  to  go,  we  shaH  leave  more  discontent  in  the  coun- 
try when  vt  adjourn,  than  there  was  when  Congress  first 
■eU  The  resolution  proposes  partial  legisUttion — it  left 
ntoiiched  the  duties  on  protected  articles.  The  whole 
tviff  required  revision,  and  there  was  no  good  reason  for 
not  making  it  at  this  time.  No  Senator  had  spoken  on  this 
lubjcct,  wtio  has  not  admitted  that  the  present  law,  laying 
dutiei,iiTery  defective.  It  has  been  repeatedly  alleged  here 
tut  it  vu  maile  by  the  enemies  of  the  protecting  sy  stem.and 
Buleu  badasit  could  be,  and  then  forced  upon  the  fi-iends 
rfdat  qrstem.  If  this  be  so,  we  ought  not  toshrink  from  a 
iwriew  of  it,  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  acknowledged 
■perfections,  and  introducing  such  improvements  as  are 
HccsMTyto  preserve  protection  and  appease  discontent 
He  ns,  be  said,  opposed  to  legislating  piecemeal  on  the 
ailiject.  If  the  duties  on  non-protected  articles  were  re- 
■oved  now,  the  duUes  on  the  protected  articles,  which 
VCR  the  ground*  of  comphiint,  would  remain  unacted  on. 
H«  vu  for  having  the  whole  subject  sent  to  a  committee, 
ad  he  had  expected  some  Senator  would  have  proposed 
n  unendmeiit  to  accomplish  this  end;  but  finding  the 
ot]ierd»y,  when  we  were  about  to  pass  finally  on  the  reso- 
htion,  no  such  nuxtification  was  proposed,  he  had  prepared 
nc,  which  would  open  the  whole  subject  to  the  commit- 
<M.  Attlieend  of  the  first  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  (which  proposes  to  abolish  forthwith  the  duty 
M  non-protected  articles,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  to 
ttduceit  on  them)  he  would  add  the  following:  "And 
tjut  the  duties  on  articles  imported  into  the  United  States, 
Milartosuch  as  are  made  or  |iroduced  therein,  oug^it  to 
^  n  grsduated  as  not  to  exclude  such  foreign  articles 
to  coming  into  competition  in  our  markets  with  those 
udeind  produced  in  the  United  States;  but  to  establish 
Ibt  competition  on  such  terms  as  shall  give  a  reasomible 
'■xxuagement  and  protection  to  the  manufactures  and 
Pioducuof  the  United  States." 

Mr.  M.  said  be  expected  that  the  friends  of  protection 
*Mld  co-operate  with  him  in  opening  tlie  whole  tariff  to 
"♦"•on,  and  feel  the  necessity  of  removing  objectionable 
FXtiofit.  If  left  as  it  now  is,  rt  cannot,  he  said,  long  with' 
*»nd  the  force  and  body  of  attack  which  now  assail  it,  and 
»l>ich  will  be  increased  if  we  g^  no  further  than  the  reso- 
^boii  under  consideration  proposes.  The  preservation  of 
"X  PoBcy  required  itt  improvement  He  feared  it  could 
«ot  long  last  as  it  is  now,  or  as  it  would  be  left,  if  the  mea- 
We  proposed  by  the  resolution  was  adopted.  However 
pOfing  IS  the  picture  of  ruin  and  distress  ascribed  to  the 
'Pwttion  of  the  tariff  in  one  part  of  the  Union,  it  would 
W  compare  with  that  which  will  be  presented  in  other 
!•»'«  if  all  protection  should  now  be  at  once  withdrawn. 

'«  fettuaes  of  a  great  portion  of  the  dtisens  in  the  East- 
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ern  and  Middle  States  are  embarked  in  manufactures,  nnd 
other  pursuits  connected  with  them;  and  he  thought  no  man 
could  venture  to  look  upon  the  scenes  of  desolation  which 
would  ensue  upon  the  total  abandonment  of  that  policy 
which  had  caused  the  present  investment  of  this  immense 
amount  of  capital,  and  the  direction  given  to  these  pursuits. 
Mr.  M.  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  no  half  way 
measures  would  be  adopted;  but  that  the  whole  subject 
would  be  sent  to  a  comm]ttec,  a  revision  of  the  duties  on 
protected  articles  would  be  made,  and  the  admitted  im- 
perfections of  the  existing  laws  removed. 

Mr.  WILKINS  spoke  in  reply  to  the  Senators  from 
Maine  and  Kentucky.  He  thought  it  perfectly  practica- 
ble to  review  and  arrange  the  wliolfc  system  at  this  ses- 
sion. He  wished  to  have  the  inquiry  made,  whether,  by 
a  change  in  commercial  regiiiutions,  an  equivalent  can  b« 
afforded  to  the  manufacturers  for  a  reduction  of  the  dutes 
on  protected  articles.  He  did-  not  pretend  to  say  how  far 
this  purpose  would  be  effected  by  abolishing  credits  on 
duties,  and  by  the  adoption  of  another  valuation  svslem: 
but  these  regulations,  as  they  exist,  certainly  have  an  un- 
favorable bearing  upon  the  protected  interests.  He  would 
not  abandon  the  system,  for  he  considered  it  as  coiiftitu- 
tional  and  expedient.  But  he  would  yield  much  for  the 
sake  of  having  the  subject  settled  at  once,  and  forever. 
He  was  not  afraid  of  the  delay  growing  out  of  his  amend- 
ment. It  would  liave  a  great  effect.  Inquiries  had  been 
set  on  foot  by  the  Treasury  Department,  which  would  re- 
sult in  very  important  information. 

Mr.  CLAY  did  not  know,  he  said,  that  he  should  be 
unwilling,  at  a  proper  time,  to  assent  to  the  amendments 
suggested  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  He  was  per- 
fectly willing,  as  he  had  frequently  remarked,  to  look  into 
the  protected  class  of  articles — and  he  did  not  <loubt  that 
such  a  reduction  might  there  be  effected  as  would  satisfy  at 
least  the  moderate  portion  of  the  opponents  of  the  protective 
system.  The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
he  opposed  as  hostile,  in  its  effect,  to  the  protective  system. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  reply,  said  he  certainly  intended  no- 
thing unkind  or  severe  towards  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
rania,  [Mr.  Wilkiss,]  but  rose  merely  to  ask  a  ftirther 
explanation  of  his  scheme,  which  did  appear  a  little  con- 
fused, and  seemed  to  imply  a  contradiction.  I  could  not 
perceive,  said  Mr.  H.,  by  what  he  then  said,  how  the  ta- 
riff on  protected  articles  was  to  be  diminished  four  or  five 
millions,  and  the  protection  remain  as  efficient  as  it  now 
is.  The  Senator  has  now  gone  a  little  further  into  detail, 
and  appears  to  be  more  explicit.  He  would  reduce  the 
duties  on  protected  articles,  but  would  compensate  the 
manufacturer  to  the  full  amount  in  one  or  all  of  these 
ways.  First,  he  would  abolish  the  credit  system.  Now, 
who  does  not  see  that  prompt  pay  augments  the  duty? 
And  if  it  augments  it  as  much  as  you  otherwise  reduce  it, 
it  comes  to  the  consumer  under  precisely  the  same  burden 
as  before.  Another  device  is  to  change  the  rule  of  valu- 
ation. Does  not  the  Senator  see  that  the  effect  of  this  is 
the  same?  To  compensate  the  manufacturer  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duty  on  the  foreign  article,  you  reject  the  in- 
voice valuation,  which  you  say  is  too  low,  and  charge  the 
article  at  its  r^  value  at  the  port  of  importation.  And 
pray,  sir,  what  difference  docs  it  make  to  the  consumer 
whether  he  pays  twenty  per  cent,  on  a  yard  of  cloth  va- 
lued at  fifty  cents,  or  ten  per  cent,  on  the  same  article 
valued  at  a  dollar.  The  ground  of  complaint,  whether 
real  or  ima^nary,  is  that  the  consumer  pays  the  tax.  If 
you,  in  the  price  of  the  article,  in  any  way  nuse  the  price 
to  the  same  amount  as  you  reduce  it,  by  reducing  the  tax, 
all  must  readily  perceive  that  the  scheme  is  entirely  vision- 
ary. His  other  mode  of  compensation  to  the  manufac- 
turer forhis  proposed  reduction  appears  not  to  be  definite. 
He  would  change  the  duties  on  the  non-enumerated  arti- 
cles— that  is,  if  I  understand  him,  enumerate  them,  discri- 
minate between  them,  either  by  ad  valorem  or  specific 
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duties.  The  effect  of  tliis  would  be  trifling,  indeed;  and 
if  either  or  all  thoie  schemes  shall  compensate  the  manu- 
facturer to  the  full  amount  of  the  whole  reduction,  it  would 
be  very  difficult  to  perceive  li«w  the  consumer  get*  the 
least  relief  whatever. 

I  was  not  a  little  amused,  however,  at  the  Senator's  dis- 
sertation on  luxuries,  but  I  cannot  very  well  agree  in  his 
distinction.  Every  thing  dear,  he  says,  isaluzury— notliing 
that  is  cheap.  Now  I  can  well  perceive  that  there  are 
many  luxuries  which  cost  nothing.  A  refreshing  breeze, 
a  genial  sun,  brilliant  moon  and  stars,  are  all  luxuries — 
the  opening  of  spring,  indeed,  every  thing  beautiful,  is  a 
luxury.  To  look  at  a  beautiful  woman  is  a  luxury;  but  it 
costs  nothing. 

Mr.  TAZEWEIX  said  that,  in  effect,  there  were  three 
cUstinct  propositions  under  consideration,  and  it  was  neces- 
sary to  compare  these  with  each  other,  before  any  correct 
opmion  could  be  formed  as  to  the  propriety  of  adopting 
either.  It  was  true  that  the  Senator  from  New  Vorlt  [Mr. 
Mabct]  had  not  yet  presented  his  scheme  in  form;  but  as 
be  Itad  read  bis  resolutions  in  his  place,  and  had  announced 
his  purpose  of  offering  them  as  a  substitute  for  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr. 
WiLKUis,]  if  the  latter  should  be  rejected,  the  Senate 
was  so  compelled  to  consider  this  project  in  deciding  upon 
the  propriety  of  adopting  either  of  the  others. 

Comparing  these  three  schemes  according  to  the  {^m 
marian  8  mode,  he  would  say  that  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  was  in  the  pomtive  degree,  and  was  simply 
bad;  that  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  was 
in  the  comparative,  and  was  worse;  and  that  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  New  York  was  in  the  superlative,  and  was  the 
worst  of  all.  Or,  if  gentlemen  pleased  to  reverse  this 
comparison,  he  wotdd  say  that  the  New  York  project  was 
positively  bad,  the  Kentucky  project  comparatively  better, 
and  that  of  Pennsylvania  was  the  best  of  all  of  them,'  al- 
though, for  himself,  he  must  say  that  bad  was  this  best. 
Therefore,  if  be  was  bound  to  take  one  of  these  bitter 
potions,  he  should  be  compelled  to  take  the  last  as  that 
which  Mras  the  least  disagreeable. 

.All  these  several  plans  propose  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
the  future  revenue  of  the  United  States;  and  the  question 
was,  how  much  ?  To  this  question  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania answers,  to  the  measure  of  the  ordinary  expenses 
of  the  Government,  so  as  to  leave  no  surplus  in  the  trea- 
sury, to  become  hereafter  the  subject  of  scuffle  and  scram- 
ble; and  tliis  he  announces  in  the  terms  of  his  amendment 
itself  witiiout  qualification  or  reserve.  Ttii  Senator  from 
Kentucky  said  the  same  thing  in  his  argument,  but  he  does 
not  express  it  in  his  resolution;  and  he  qualified  thedeclar 
ration  made  by  him,  by  saying  afterwards  that  his  scheme 
of  reduction  would  be  limited  by  that  protection.  Give 
him  adequate  protection  for  manufactures,  and  he  an- 
nounced distinctly  his  perfect  willingness  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  the  revenue  to  any  point  which  the  most  mode- 
rate would  propose.  To  use  his  own  strong  language,  in 
that  case,  he  would  not  be  "outbragged"  by  any  one 
But  adequate  protection  ht  roust  and  would  retain,  even 
if  the  preservation  of  such  protection  should  bring  more 
revenue  into  the  treasury  than  the  ordinary  expenses  of 
the  Government  required.  It  is  obvious,  then,  that  the 
expressed  and  unqualified  proportion  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  better  than  this. 

So  &r  as  they  regard  the  revenue  derivable  from  what  are 
called  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  both  the  Senators 
irom  Pennsylvania  and  Kentucky  concur  in  proposing  the 
total  abolition  of  all  these  duties,  except  those  imposed  on 
wine*  and  snlks.  In  this  respect,  then,  tlieir  schemes  are 
similar.  But  that  of  the  Senator  from  New  York  diff'ers 
from  each  of  them  in  this:  be,  although,  in  £tvor  of  a  di- 
m  nution  of  the  duties  imposed  upon  some  of  these  unpro- 
tected articles,  is  for  retaining  all  the  duties  imposed  upon 
Others,  which  he  called  luxuries.  His  reason,  too>  for  this,* 


deserves  some  notice.  He  telb  the  Senate  that,  if  tht; 
repeal  the  taxes  which  are  now  imposed  upon  irticl«tcan. 
sumed  by  the  rich  only,  the  tariff' pohcy  will  become  more 
odious  than  it  now  is.  Therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  pK- 
serving  the  American  s)'stem  in  good  odor  with  the  peo- 
ple, they  must  retain  the  duties  upon  luxuries,  aiKl  ctxili. 
nue  the  burdens  unnecessarily  imposed  upon  the  rich, 
lest  the  poor,  (I  beg  pardon  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvaiiia,  who  has  told  us  tliat  there  were  no  poor  in  thii 
country, )'lest  the  less  wealthy,  (to  use  his  phrase,)  ahonld 
complain  more  loudly  than  they  now  begin  to  do  of  the 
grievous  impositions  upon  their  comforts  and  Deecatiiei. 
The  Senator  fi«m  New  York  is  unwilling,  then,  to  reduce 
the  revenue  even  to  the  extent  proposed  by  the  Seralor 
from  Kentucky. 

That  Senator,  with  his  accustomed  frankness,  told  the  Se- 
nate that  the  revenue,  if  reduce<l  to  the  fill!  extent  of  bis 
scheme,by  abolishingall  the  duties  imposed  aponalltiieua- 
protected  articles,  would  still,  he  feared,  amount  to  it  leut 
eighteen  millions,  three  millions  more  than  the  trtuui; 
report  states  to  be  requisite  to  satisiy  the  utmost  wintiM 
the  Government.  But  he  could  not  agree  to  reduce  it 
more  at  present,  because  be  should  then  be  compelled  to 
diminish  the  necessary  protection  required  for  the  support 
of  his  flivorite  system',  which  he  was  not  disposed  nov  to 
do.  The  Senator  from  New  York  proposes,  however,  to 
retain  a  large  portion  of  even  these  duties,  which  both  tiie 
other  Senators  are  willing  to  abolish,  and  this  with  i  dii- 
tinct  knowledge  that  such  a  proposition  must  neceauil; 
augment  the  amount  of  revenue,  and  so  increase  thequsit- 
tuin  of  the  surplus  "spoil,"  to  be  hereafter  distriboted  is 
some  form  or  other. 

Of  all  the  evils,  said  Mr.  T.,  which  in  his  judgment  nt 
most  to  be  deprecated  in  this  country,  was  the  aceumuh- 
tion  of  s<irplusses  in  the  treasury.  Its  effects  must  be  either 
to  transform  this  Government  into  a  monster  of  wsnlot  >mI 
bloated  extravagance,  or  to  generate  new  feudi  and  & 
ferences  between  the  States  as  to  the  mode  of  diktiibvtin; 
it.  Either  result  would  be  equally  destructive  of  the 
Union  of  the  States,  and  tlie  liberties  of  the  people.  Fof 
one,  tlierefore,  he  should  ever  support  that  tcbeme  of 
finance  which  promised  to  produce  as  little  as  posabic 
beyond  the  actual  exigencies  of  the  Govemmient;  and,  is 
bur  present  condition,  the  public  debt  being dischai^  he 
would  prefer  even  a  deficit  to.  an  excess  of  revenue. 

The  striking  difference  which  he  had  stated  was  neither 
the  sole  or  the  least  dissimilitude  between  the  three  tcve- 
i-al  projects  be  was  then  examining,  nid  Mr.  T.  The; 
diflTer  from  each  other  even  more  in  the  manner  than  in  the 
measure  of  reduction.  The  Senator  from  Pena^lvsiMr 
while  agreeing  with  the  two  other  Senators,  in  bis  dete^ 
mination  of  preserving  unimpaired  the  actual  protectBO 
to  manufactures,  is,  nevertheless,  wUling  to  commute  it  In 
otiier  equivalents  of  as  much  potency,  if  these  ihth  be 
considered  as  more  acceptable.  He  announces  thne  de- 
ferent plans:  the  payment  in  cash  of  the  duties  ivpom 
upon  foreign  articles  which  enter  into  competition  with 
our  domestic  manufactures;  a  scheme  of  \ntcbousin|^  "w* 
imported  articles;  and  a  new  mode  of  asoertaining  their 
value  by  appraisements  to  be  made  at  the  place  of  unpoT' 
tation.  And  he  tells  the  Senate  that,  whatever  of  protec- 
tion the  adoption  of  all  or  of  any  of  the  different  icheoiei 
may  be  considered  as  worth,  that  amount  he  is  wilhnj  to 
deduct  from  the  amount  of  the  present  duties  for  eocw- 
ragement.  Thus  diminishing  still  more  the  receipt  of  i^- 
plus  revenue,  while  preserving  existing  protecuon;  tod 
holding  out  some  other  advantages  which  teem  to  ae  to 
be  well  worthy  of  further  examination.  Tbe  Sf"^ 
from  Kentucky  and  New  York,  however,  are  neither « 
them  willing  to  touch  the  present  system  of  proteslioai  m 
any  mode  whatever. 

[Here  Mr.  MARCY  interrupted  Mr.  T.,  saying  thsthe 
was  not  unwilling  to  revise  the  present  system otprBf*^ 
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iflj  datiet,  but  that  bit  resolutions  ezpretilv  required  a 
re.«xainin«tion  of  it,  and  suggested  the  Imsis  upon  which 
a  modiication  of  it  might  be  made.  To  prove  this,  be 
igtin  retd  his  project.  ] 

I  understood  the  sclieme  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Ne«  Tork,  said  Mr.  T.,  precisely  as  he  has  expUined  it, 
nd  wu  about  to  show  that,  however  hititudinous  and  ge- 
tenl  may  be  the  terms  in  which  it  is  expressed,  its  mean- 
Bif  and  effects  are  precisely  tliose  of  tlie  Senator  from 
Kentucky.  Nay,  that  the  principle  which  it  advances, 
;oa  even  beyond  that  contended  for  by  that  Senator.  A 
rood  proof  that  I  am  right  in  this,  the  Senate  have  already* 
keard,  in  the  entire  accordance  in  this  project,  expressed 
.  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  his  willingness  to  sup- 
port it,  10  soon  as  the  first  proposition  concei-ning  the  du- 
ties imposed  upon  the  unprotected  articles  is  disposed  of. 

The  icberae  of  the  Senator  from  New  York,  as  the  Sen- 
ate lltTe  agun  heard  it  declared  to  be,  is  this,  to  continue 
aO  Ike  present  duties  of  protection,  so  far  as  they  may  be 
Mcessti^  to  secure  competition  in  the  market  between 
Ike  foreign  and  domestic  articles  of  a  like  kind,  with  what 
be  calls  a  reasonable  advantage  in  this  competition  to  the 
kome  manufacturer,  and  to  r^uce  all  the  protecting  du- 
ties wliich  now  exceed  this  limit  to  that  point.  Now,  what 
iftbedenund  of  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky?  He  only 
Kb  ibr  "adequate  protection i"  and  has  often  expressed 
bii  vUlingness  to  reduce  the  protecting  duties  hereafter 
to  tbat  point,  if  it  can  be  show  n  to  him  that  any  one  of  them 
gt  bcfond  it  Ask  him  what  he  considers  as  "adequate 
protection,"  and  he  tells  you,  frankly  and  openly,  such  a 
iMj  as  will  enhance  the  price  of  the  foreign  commodity 
is  our  market  so  much  as  to  enable  the  home  manufac- 
tarer  to  sell  his  rival  article  at  that  price,  and  at  that  price 
to  secure  a  reasonable  profit  to  himself.  Grant  him  this, 
ml  lie  asks  nothing  mure.  But  the  Senator  from  New 
Tork  is  not  satisfied  with  this  degree  of  protection;  he  re 
ijoirta  not  only  such  a  duty  as  will  secure  a  fair  competi- 
tioa  between  the  rival  articles,  but  so  much  more  as  may 
be  neceaaaty  to  give  to  the  home  manufacturer  a  reason- 
able advantace  in  wliat  this  Senator  calls  a  fair  competi- 
tion. That  IS  to  say,  he  proposes  to  secure,  not  a  reason- 
>ble,  bat  an  unreasonable  profit  to  the  home  manufacturer, 
I7  enhancing  the  price  of  the  rival  foreign  commodity 
iboTc  the  point  at  which  the  domestic  article  may  enter 
isto  Gur  competition  with  it. 

Wu  I  right,  then,  said  Mr.  T.,  when  I  affirmed  that  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  occupied  a  middle  position  in  these 
biil<ling9,  and  that,  although  he  offered  less,  probably, 
Hon  ilxl  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  yet  bis  offer  was 
belter  tkan  tbat  of  the  Senator  from  New  York. 

So  far  as  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  are  con- 
cerned, both  the  Senators  from  Pennsylvania  and  Ken- 
tucki  are  willing  to  abolish  them  altogether,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  wines  and  silks;  but  the  Senator  from  New 
fork  lays  no,  most  of  these  duties  are  imposed  upon  luxu- 
■iea,  and  although  they  are  not  required  for  either  reve- 
Meor  protection,  yet,  if  you  disbunlen  the  rich,  while  you 
Wfltiiiue  to  oppress  tlie  less  wealtliy,  you  will  surely  make 
TMr  American  system  more  odious  than  it  now  is,  and 
*>liao  endanger  its  future  fate.  Therefore,  keep  such 
''■trnon,  although  they  are  not  wanted.  So  far  as  the  pro- 
Ming  duties  are  concerned,  the  Senator  from  Pennsyl- 
'wia  la  willing  to  commute  them  for  satisfiu^tory  equiva- 
lents, to  be  furnished  by  a  system  of  commercial  regula- 
•xma,  which,  having  no  regard  to  revenue,  will  necessarily 
fainiah  the  risk  of  a  surplus  in  the  treasury.  The  Sena- 
tor  from  Kentucky  is  unwilling  to  adopt  this  course  now, 
°^  no  indisposition  to  attain  its  objects,  if  I  understand 
w  correctly,  but  from  an  unwillingness  to  disturb  the 
protecting  policy  in  any  way  at  this  time.  For  he  de- 
cWea  hia  desire  to  reduce  the  duties  of  protection  here- 
■^i  in  all  cases  where  they  give  more  than  reasonable 
'xxuagement  to  the  nuutuiacturing  industry,  if  any  such 


there  are.  But  the  Senator  fi-om  New  York  announces  his 
determination  not  merely  to  preserve  the  presentsystem,  so 
far  as  it  gives  a  reasonable  encouragement  to  this  branch 
of  industry,  but  never  to  permit  any  rival  foreign  commo* 
dity  to  enter  into  competition  with  the  home-made  article, 
except  under  circumstances  giving  advantage  in  the  com- 
petition to  the  home  manufacturer.  This,  in  effect,  b  to 
fpve  a  monopoly  of  the  home  market  to  the  home  manu- 
acturer,  to  the  extent  of  the  supply  he  is  about  to  raaket 
and  then  lets  in  the  foreign  commodity  at  an  increased 
price  to  the  consumer,  which,  while  it  must  oppress  biro, 
is  neither  required  to  defray  the  expenses  of  tne  Govern- 
ment, nor  to  protect  the  manufacturing  industry.  It  is^ 
therefore,  an  oppressive  burden,  wantonly  imposed,  with- 
out any  other  object  than  to  accumulate  a  surplus  in  the 
treasury. 

In  this  view  of  the  subject,  sud  Mr.  T.,  although  I  do 
not  approve  of  the  scheme  of  the  Senatoi;  from  Penn^-I-  . 
vania,  yet  it  seems  to  be  so  far  preferable  to  both  the  others^ 
that  I  shall  give  it  my  support  at  present  What  may  be 
the  vote  I  may  give,  if  this  amendment  obtains,  it  will  be 
time  enough  hereafter  to  state. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  if  it 
would  now  be  in  order  to  move  to  refer  the  whole  subject, 
the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the 
amendment  proposed  by  tlie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania, 
to  one  of  the  standing  committees  of  the  Senate;  and  be- 
ing informed  by  the  President  that  it  would  be  in  order, 
he  proceeded,  and  said: 

It  was  then  his  purpose,  before  resuming  bis  seat,  and 
after  be  should  liave  mside  a  very  few  obse^^'ations,  to 
move  a  reference  of  the  whole  subject  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures.  It  must  now  be  obvious,  sud  Mr.  H., 
that  the  further  we  progress  in  the  discussion  of  these  ab- 
stract resolutions,  tlie  g^reater  will  be  our  difficulties;  and 
the  less  probable  is  it  that  we  shall  ever  agree  on  any 
thing.  These  resolutions  have  been  before  the  Senate 
more  than  two  montlis.  And  surely  no  member  of  the 
body  can  entertain  the  opinion  that  we  are  in  the  least  de- 
gree approaching  unanimity;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
we  are  fui-ther  apart  now  than  when  we  began;  and,  in- 
deed, the  amendment  recently  proposed,  especially  id 
connexion  witli  other  amendments  suggested,  seem  to  be 
proclucing  a  degree  of  confusion,  and  a  greater  diversity 
of  opinion,  than  has  been  manifested  in  any  previous  stage 
of  the  debate. 

The  original  resolutions  assert  tliat  the  existing  duties 
on  all  unprotected  articles  "  ought  to  be  forthwith  abo- 
lished," except  on  wines  and  silks,  and  tliat  on  these  they 
oug^t  to  be  reduced;  and  direct  that  the  Committee  on 
Finance  report  a  bill  accordingly.  The  amendment  ori- 
ginally proposed  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  de- 
clared that  the  existing  duties  on  all  articles,  both  protect- 
ed and  unprotected,  ought  to  be  so.  reduced  as  to  bring 
down  the  revenue  to  the  actual  expenditures  of  the  Go- 
vernment, after  the  public  debt  shall  have  been  paid.  On 
tliese  two  propositions,  diametrically  opposite  in  principle, 
and  in  their  effect,  upon  the  tariff  pohcy,  has  the  discus- 
sion, until  very  recently,  progressed.  The  latter  propo- 
sition being,  in  effect,  rejected  by  a  refusal  to  strike  out 
the  first,  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  comes  forward 
with  a  proposition  of  the  middle  ground,  and,  in  the  dis- 
cussion, suggests  that  he  has  two  others  which  he  mean* 
10  submit;  and  the  Senator  from  New  York  has  also  read 
us  two  or  three  propositions,  which  he  means  to  submit 
Thus  are  we  about  to  be  deluged  with  every  shade  of  pro- 
position which  can  be  crowded  between  two  extremes, 
and  the  debate,  which  we  all  hoped  was  nearly  brought  to 
a  close,  is  about  to  take  a  wider  and  more  interminable 
nuig^  than  ever. 

Indeed,  said  Mr.  H.,  the  original  resolutions  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  are  fraught  with  great  difficulty,  and 
with  much  to  embarrass  the  Senate;  and,  deode  them  as 
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you  may,  you  settle  notliing;  for  when  the  bill  contem- 
plated by  them  shall  be  reported  to  the  Senate,  the  whole 
tariff  will  tie  before  us.  Then  any  member  will  be  at  per- 
fect liberty  to  introduce  any  amendment  he  may  think 
proper,  as  well  to  the  protected  as  the  unprotected  arti- 
cles. This  is  the  objection  to  abstract  propositions  in  le- 
gislation. Xn  tliis  way  you  can  assert  a  principle,  but  you 
cannot  regulate  its  details;  and  the  tariff  always  has  been, 
and  ever  must  be,  almost  entirely  a  question  of  details.  In 
this  is  its  great  difficulty.  The  principle  of  the  resolu- 
tions before  us,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  extremely  questionable. 
It  is,  tliat  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles  ought  to 
be  fortliwith  abolished.  Now,  sir,  I,  for  one,  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say  ttiis.  While  I  hold  the  protectire  principle 
sacred,  I  do  not  beliere  in  this  doctrine.  These  articles 
are  chiefly  composed  of  what  may  fairly  be  denominated 
the  luxuries  of  lifei  such  as  tropical  fiu'ts,  cordials,  per- 
fumeries, and  fancy  articles  almost  innumerable.  Of  the 
duties  on  these  articles,  no  one  has  complained.  On  this 
subject  not  a  voice  has  been  raised  from  Maine  to  Louisi- 
ana. They  consist  of  articles,  the  consumption  of  which 
is  confined  very  much  to  the  wealthy  portions  of  the  com- 
munity, to  the  cities,  and  the  seaboard.  They  enter  very 
little  into  the  consumption  of  the  people  of  the  great  inte- 
rior of  the  country.  There  are,  to  be  sure,  some  articles 
on  this  list  of  a  different  description,  such  as  teas,  coffee, 
and  a  few  other  articles,  but  lie  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  they  ouglit  all  forthwith  to  be  abolished.  He  did  not 
wish  to  be  committed  by  any  such  vote.  He  wished  to 
remain  at  p..-rfect  liberty,  after  the  bill  should  be  submit- 
ted, to  vote  as  his  judgment  miglit  dictate  on  its  details: 
to  take  the  items,  and  retain  or  reject  them  as  he  might 
think  proper.  He  would  cheerfully  vote  to  take  the  du- 
ties (iff  teas,  coffee,  dye  stuffs,  and  such  like  articles.  But 
he  objected  to  a  decisive  vote  on  these  resolutions,  be- 
cause of  their  uncertainty.  In  examining  the  existing  tar.ff 
for  the  purpose  of  making  out  this  list  of  unprotected  arti- 
cles, perhaps  no  two  Senators  would  entirely  agree.  The 
resolutions  then  required  us  to  vote  in  the  dark.  I  have, 
sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  three  hsls  of  these  articles  before  me, 
differing  from  each  other  widely.  One  is  a  list  coiitaine<l 
in  a  bill  reported  by  a  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bis- 
TON,]  at  a  former  sess'on,  another  is  a  list  coiitnine<l  in  the 
speech  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hathk,] 
and  the  third  is  a  list  not  yet  submitted,  but  prepared  for 
that  purpose.  This  was  a  conclusive  objection  with  him 
to  the  resolutions  as  they  stood  before  the  Senate;  and  this 
was  one  ofhis  reasons  f<ir  the  motion  he  was  about  to  makt. 

We  are,  said  Mr  H.,  commencing  a  novel  and  vcr)- 
important  work — ^Ihe  reduction  of  the  revenue.  This  po- 
licy is  begtm  in  the  f.ar  of  dreadful  evils  from  a  surplus. 
Tliis  evil  we  had  never  yet  felt;  and,  for  one,  he  was  in- 
clined to  wait  its  approach  without  any  apprehension. 
M.iny  millions  of  the  public  debt  were  yet  upon  us,  and 
the  evil  could  easily  and  speedily  be  removed  whenever  it 
should  be  found  to  press  us.  The  prospect  of  this  sur- 
plus had  heretofore  consoled  us. 

We  had,  heretofore,  looked  tort  as  the  means  of  a  per- 
manent and  somewhat  enlarged  plan  of  internal  improve- 
ment. And  we  in  the  new  St.->te8  have  been  looking  with 
sanguine  expectations  to  this  period  of  our  affairs  for  a 
beneficial  change  in  our  land  system.  He  had  said  that 
ne  would  vote  w.th  great  pleasure  to  relieve  from  duties 
teas,  coffee,  and  some  other  articles  contemplated  by  the 
resolutions;  and  he  hoped  to  have  an  op|>ortunity  of  so 
doing,  when  the  bill  should  be  reported  to  the  Senate. 
But,  for  one,  he  shouM  never  vote  to  reduce  the  revenues 
of  the  country  to  the  minimum  of  current  expenditures; 
for  this  would  be  a  farewell  to  internal  improvements,  and 
to  all  hopes  of  any  modification  of  the  land  system,  favor- 
able to  the  new  Slates.  He  was  aware  that  it  would  be 
said  that  the  resolutions  now  before  the  Senate  contem- 
plated no  reduction  to  this  extent;  bat  he  could  not  be 


indifferent  to  tome  expressions  which  had  esci^>«d  daring 
the  present  debate.  He  had  heard  the  proposttiom  for  t 
modification  of  the  land  system  spoken  of  aswildaehemes; 
and  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  looking  to  their 
transfer  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  as  the  wildnt  of 
aH;  and  this  in  the  face  of  distinct  expressions  nf  ilnioit 
every  Legslature  of  the  new  States,  asking  a  Bodi5ct- 
tion  of  the  system.  It  had  not  escaped  him,  nor  £d  he 
suppose  it  had  escaped  any  member  of  the  Senate,  tint, 
in  the  various  schemes  for  reducing  the  revenue,  it  had 
generally  been  affirmed  that  the  revenues  of  the  pnbKe 
lands  should  remain  as  they  arc.  For  one,  he  protested 
against  this:  and  he  could  confidently  assure  the  Semte 
that  the  people  of  the  new  States,  as  fiu'  as  he  wunnde 
acquainted  with  their  opinions,  fully  expected  some  pir- 
ticipatiun  in  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  as  won  a 
the  national  debt  should  be  paid;  and  that  without  this 
there  would  be  much  dissatisfaction  in  that  portion  of 
the  Union.  They  know  that  these  lands  are  pledged  for 
the  payment  of  the  debt,  and  for  nothing  more;  and  they 
know  that  when  this  debt  sliall  be  pud,  their  proceedi 
will  not  be  needed  for  any  purpose  of  the  Federal  G* 
veniment.  If  they  had  tMit  known  this  before,  the  debite 
now  in  progp-L-ss  would  give  abundantly  this  inibnnitioii. 
These  resolutions  propose  to  dispense  with  from  KTea  t» 
ten  millions  of  revenue,  because  it  is  not  needed  f<>r  inf 
purpose  of  the  Government,  and  because  the  OovemiDent, 
under  such  circumstances,  is  better  without  it  than  »ith 
it.  These  millions  are  chiefly  paid  by  the  States  on  the 
Atlantic  seaboani — are  paid  by  the  wealth  of  the  country, 
and  assessed  on  the  luxuries  of  life.  They  are  hitdea- 
some  to  no  section  of  the  coimtry— complained  of  by  no- 
body. The  revenues  from  the  public  lands  liave,  w.thia 
the  last  ten  years,  vibrated  between  one  and  three  mil- 
lions. Three  millions  will  be  a  Urge  estimate  forsany 
years  to  come.  The  new  Slates  will  tell  you  tliat  it  i»re>- 
sonable  that,  in  the  new  modification  of  the  grest  inte- 
rests  of  the  country,  and  in  the  reduction  of  the  f[enerJ 
revenue  from  ten  to  fifteen  millions,  for  it  may  sifcly  he 
thus  reduced  after  the  debt  shall  be  paid,  that  some  of 
these  mill.cns  ougltt  to  be  given  to  the  new  States;  uhI  » 
the  whole  Union  fkill  say  that  their  expectaliom  ind their 
demands  are  reasonable  and  just.  Especially  will  "" 
emigrating  classes  of  the  ohl  States  say  so.  They  w.U  de- 
mand of  you  an  inheritance  in  the  new  States,  which  yo« 
are  not  able  to  give  them  at  home,  in  the  old  States;  oid 
that  some  of  the  moneys  which  they  pay  into  your  tres- 
sury  for  the  uncultivated  forest,  shall  be  expended  iroaiy 
them,  for  the  purposes  of  internal  improvement  and  edu- 
cation. They  will  tell  you  that  all  your  allegatiwu  slwi* 
purchasing  the  soil  of  the  new  States  with  ths  blood 
and  treasure  of  the  old  States  are  delusive— Uiat  they 
are  fiillacies.  They  will  tell  you,  as  we  tell  yon,  "■» 
these  things  are  the  offspring  of  the  revolution;  and  th«t 
we  are  the  sons  of  tlie  revolution  as  well  as  you:  that,  is 
this  sense  of  the  phrase,  you  have  no  riglittosayto  u* 
that  you  are  exclusively  the  old  Slates.  The  people  of 
the  liew  States  will  tell  vou,  that  while  you  enjoy  the  cul- 
tivated fields,  the  ease,  the  comfort,  and  the  enjoynients 
of  the  old  States,  it  is  but  reasonable  tliat  their  own  nie«M 
should  be  employed  in  making  the  same  ImprovemcnU  «> 
ihfir  own  country,  which  tliey  helped  you  to  make  m 
yours,  before  they  left  you.  This,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  mnf 
view  of  the  subject;  but  I  will  no  longer  detain  the  Senate. 
Mr.  H.  then  movetl  that  the  whole  subject,  both  die  r*- 
lution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the  amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  HAYNE  suggested  to  the  Senator  from  l"*"!^ 
propriety  of  a  reference  of  the  resolution  to  soiB"'** 
committee  than  that  of  manufactures.  , 

Mr.  CLAY  spoke  in  fiivor  of  tlie  reference,  and  «t»t» 
that  he  should  urge  s  report  from  the  conunittee,  of » 
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bill  repealinjr  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles.  He  had 
beea  long  anxious  to  obtwn  a  direct  expression  of  the 
tense  of  the  Senate  upon  the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOLMES  moved  an  adjountment«  which  was  re- 
jected. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  it  was  of  no  consequence  to  what 
ooaunitlee  the  resolution  was  sent,  for  it  instructed  the 
committee  to  report  a  bill  on  certain  principles. 

Mr.  KING  said:  Mr.  President,  it  is  my  desi||^  to  detain 
&e  Senate  but  a  few  nanutea,  but  I  cannot  consent  the 
referenoe  proposed  should  be  made,  without  giving  my 
Tiew  of  the  effect  which  it  is  calculated  to  produce.  Sir, 
T  bare  not  been  an  inattentive  observer  of  this  whole  pro- 
cee<Li^«  more  than  two  months  past,  the  Senator  from 
Keotucky  introduced  his  resolutions,  instructing  (he  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  abolish,  forthwith, 
all  tlie  duties  on  articles  unprotected,  with  a  slight  ex- 
eeptioD  as  to  silks  and  wines.  A  labored  und  protracted 
debate  enstied,  which  1  forbore  to  take  any  part  in,  from 
a  conTiction  that  no  practical  good  could  result  from  the 
discussion.  Mr.  President,  no  man  in  this  Senate,  or  in 
this  nation,  feels  more  sensibly  than  I  do,  the  unjust  ope- 
ration of  the  tariff  upon  the  section  of  country  in  which  I 
resde;  and  no  man  is  prepared  to  g^  further,  in  a  consti- 
tutiosial  resistance  to  tliis  oppressive  system,  than  I  am; 
but,  air,  I  bad  hoped,  must  ardently  hoped,  that  a  spirit 
of  cotM^Hation  would  have  guided  the  deliberations  of  this 
Congress;  that  discontents  would  be  removed  by  just  le- 
gialaliont  and  that  harmony  would  be  restored  to  onr 
diti acted  country.  I  will  not  say,  sir,  that  this  fondly 
cheiialied  iK^e  is  entirely  destn^edj  but  I  must  conft-ss 
tiie  eourae  pursued  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and 
his  friends,  is  well  calculated  to  weaken  the  expectation 
that  tltis  all-important  subject  will  be  amicably  adjusted. 
Sir,  that  Senator,  it  is  true,  hss  been  liberal  in  his  profes- 
sions; he  has  said  be  will  reduce  the  revenue  to  the  lowest 
sam  TTliich  m»y  be  required  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Goremnient)  and  how,  sir,  does  be  propose  to  effect  this.' 
Merely  by  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  ai-ti- 
clcs  now,  and  at  a  more  convenient  season  resort  to  fur 
ttier  Icgidation!  for  he  has  repeated  over  and  over  again, 
with  great  emphasis,  "  you  must  not  touch  the  protective 
system. "  Tliis  system,  so  holy  in  the  eves  of  the  Sena- 
tor, of  taxing  the  many  for  the  benefit  of  the  few,  which 
draws  from  the  pockets  of  our  people  more  than  seven- 
teen millions  of  dulUu^  annually,  must  not  be  touched.  1 
am  not,  Mr.  President,  disappointed  in  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky;  he  is  conostent  with  himself;  but,  sir,  I  am 
surprised  and  pained  at  the  proposition  of  the  Senator 
from  Pennsylvania;  from  him,  I  am  free  to  confess  I  had 
bopetl  better  things.  Is  this  the  evidence  he  gives  of  the 
sfnrit  of  conciliation  by  which  he  was  actuate<U  'I'o  me 
lite  amendment  proposed  is  decidedly  more  objectionable 
than  the  original  resolutions;  they  are  plain  to  every  un- 
derstanding; while  the  amendment,  equally  avoiding  all 
intrrfierence  with  the  protected  articles,  proposes  so  to 
reduce  the  duties  nn  tlie  unprotected  class  as  to  bring 
down  the  revenue  to  the  actual  demands  of  the  Govern- 
■lent.  An  annual  revenue  of  mure  than  twenty-six  mil- 
liooa  of  (loUars  is  thus  to  be  brought  down  to  the  wants 
of  tl>e  Government,  which  none,  I  believe,  will  contend, 
sbouid  exceed  fifteen  millions,  and  most  of  us  are  of  the 
opinion  sliould  not  be  more  Uian  twelve,  by  a  reduction 
M  duties  on  articles  which  do  not  pay  altogetlier  seven 
millions.  Sir,  I  will  not  give  utterance  to  the  feeUngs  the 
proposition  ia  calculated  to  excite. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  not  attempt  a  discussion  of  the 
general  question.  I  am  aware  that  I  should  but  recapitU' 
bte  arguments,  urged  with  so  much  force  and  ability  by 


unmitigated  severity;  if,  instead  of  affor^g  relief  from 
the  burdens  of  which  we  so  justly  complain,  the  majority 
are  determined  to  render  them  more  aggravated,  by  re- 
pealing or  greatly  reducing  the  revenue  duties,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  manufiicturers,  and  thus  throw  the  whole 
weight  of  this  unjust  taxation  upon  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest, then  gentlemen  must  prepare  themselves  to  meet  the 
consequences  which  their  oppressions  will  inevitably  pro- 
duce. Mr.  President,  1  have  been  too  long  acquainted 
with  the  proceedings  of  the  committees  of  this  body,  not 
to  know  that  the  reference  of  these  propositions,  whetlter 
adopted  by  the  Senate  or  not,  will  be  conadered  by  the 
committee  as  instructions  to  report  on  them,  and  them 
only.  Sir,  they  cannot  extend  their  inquiry  beyond  the 
subject-matter  referred;  and  I  appeal  to  the'  older  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  for  the  correctness  of  this  position. 
Sir,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  so  considers  it,  else  he 
would  not  so  eagerly  seize  upon  the  proposition  now  made 
to  refer,  after  having  so  repeatedly  pressed  for  the  de- 
cision of  the  Senate  upon  his  resolutions,  and  after  hav- 
ing successfully  rensted  all  amendments  which  would 
extend  the  inquiry  to  the  «'hole  subject  of  the  tariff.  I 
would  ask,  Mr.  Prendent,  if  this  was  a  select  committee, 
clothed  with  no  powers  but  such  as  should  be  conferred 
on  it  by  the  Senate,  would  tlie  reference  of  these  resohi- 
tions  justify  it  in  reporting  upon  subjects  not  embraced 
by  them?  Certainly  not.  1  fear,  sir,  my  friend  from 
Indiana,  if  he  succeeds  in  this  motion,  will  defeat  the  very 
object  he  has  in  view.  He  has  declared  himself  opposed 
to  the  passage  of  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky;  that  he  is  in  favor  of  a  fair  modification  of  the 
whole  tariff  system;  and  he  wishes  the  committee  to  come 
to  the  examination  of  the  subject,  unrestrained;  in  that, 
my  friend  and  myself  perfectly  agree.  1  request,  then, 
that  lie  will  relieve  me  from  all  difficulty,  by  withdrawing 
his  motion  to  refer. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  sud  he  regretted  that  he  was  un- 
able to  comply  with  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  ai^d  substitute  the  Committee  on  Finaiica 
for  that  of  Manufactures.  The  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures was,  in  his  opinion,  the  proper  committee.  It  had 
been  constituted  expressly  for  the  connderation  of  such 
subjects,  and  hitherto  such  subjects  had  uniformly  been 
referred  to  that  committee.  This  opinion  had  governed 
his  vote  on  previous  occasions;  and  in  this  view  of  the 
subject  he  had,  during  the  present  session,  voted  to  refer 
tlie  salt  bill,  aiKl  the  Indian  bUnket  bill,  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures.  He  would  cheerfully  vote  to  refer  any 
proposition  of  inquiry  relative  to  the  tariff,  to  that  com- 
rohtee;  and,  if  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  wished 
to  refer  his  proposition,  which  had  so  long  been  the  sub- 
ject of  debate,  to  that  committee,  he  sliould  have  his 
vote  to  tliat  effect.  In  reply  to  various  opinions,  recently 
expressed,  that  areference  of  this  subject,  under  present 
circumstances,  is  tantamount  to  an  instruction  to  the  com- 
mittee to  bring  in  a  bill  in  conformity  to  the  resolution, 
he  would  say  that  nothing  coiilil  be  further  from  his  view 
of  the  reference.  It  was  to  avoid  all  expression  of  the 
Senate  on  tlie  merits  of  the  resolution,  that  bis  motion 
had  been  made  to  refer;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  this 
woujd  be  the  view  of  the  Senate  in  referring,  if  the  mo- 
tion should  prevail.  Surely  no  meir.ber  of  tlie  Senate,  in 
voting  to  refer,  will  feel  that  he  is  adopting  the  resolution) 
on  the  contrary,  by  referring,  the  Senate  will  clearly  say 
that  the  opinion  of  a  committee  is  sought  fur,  before  the 
Senate  shall  be  called  upon  to  give  any  vote  on  tjie  prin- 
ciple or  the  merits  of  the  resolution. 

Mr.  UlCKEKSONsaid,  tlie  advantage  of  this  reference 
is  this:  that  the  committee  may  report  a  bill,  upon  which 
h  abler  men,  demonstrating,  beyond  the  power  of!  we  may  act  with  more  practical  effect,  than  upon  an  ab- 
reliitation,  the  ineqti^Kty,  injustice,  and  oppressive  opera- j  stract  proposition.  If  the  Senate  adopt  the  resolution  to 
Hoa  of  this  whole  system;  but  will  merely  remark,  that  ^  instruct  the  committee  to  report  a  bill  upon  the  principle 
if  this  course  of  pobcy  is  to  be  persevered  in,  in  aU  itsj  contained  in  that  resolution,  they  may  ieei  under  obliga- 
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tioiw  to  tapport  such  bill.  If  the  bill  should  be  reported 
without  such  instruction*,  no  Senator,  except  the  com- 
mittee reporting  the  bill,  will  be  in  My  way  committed  to 
■opport  it,  no  more  than  if  the  bill  should  be  introduced 
upon  leave,  or  if  introduced  by  the  committee  under 
their  general  powers,  according  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kixb.]  It  may  be  true,  astlie 
Senator  suggests,  that  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures 
have  the  power  to  report  such  a  bill  as  is  called  for  by  the 
resolution,  but  the  committee  think  it  more  becoming 
them  to  perform  duties  than  to  exercise  power.  Had  the 
committee  reported  such  a  bill  under  their  general  powers, 
it  is  possible  they  might  have  been  informed  by  that  Sena- 
tor tJiat  they  had  performed  a  service  not  required  by 
them.  The  power  to  report  such  a  bill  will,  I  presume, 
be  exercised  by  the  committee  as  soon  as  they  can  know 
that  such  exercise  of  power  will  meet  the  approbation  of 
the  Senate. 

To  the  question  proposed — ^AVould  the  Committee  on 
ManuGictures  not  report  a  bill  in  accordance  with  the 
resolntion'  Mr.  D.  expressed  his  opinion  as  one  of  the 
oommittee,  that  they  would  promptly  report  a  bill  for  re- 
pealing the  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  which  could 
not  be  considered  as  a  revenue  bill.  As  to  a  tariff  bill, 
which  is  justly  considered  a  revenue  bill,  he  felt  some 
constitutional  difficulties,  and  doubted  whether  such  a  bill 
could  originate  in  tlie  Senate;  but  if  the  Senate  should 
be  of  opinion  that  such  a  bill  can  originate  here,  or  if  a 
majority  of  the  committee  shall  be  of  that  opinion,  he 
will,  with  great  cheerfulness,  perform  his  part  in  present- 
ing a  bill  so  modifying  the  tariff,  that  considerable  reduc- 
tion of  duties  may  take  place  without  impairing  the 
protection  now  afforded  to  the  most  important  manufac. 
turesof  the  country. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  that,  if  the  resolution  of  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clit]  could  be 
so  amended  as  to  change  its  affirmative  character  into  an 
instruction  of  mere  inquiry  on  the  subject  to  which  it 
relates,  he  should  make  no  objection  to  its  reference  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  in  that  shape;  but,  as  the 
proposition  affirmed  a  principle  from  which  he  [Mr.  P.] 
aissente<l,  he  could  gfive  no  vote  which  might,  in  the  re- 
motest degree,  imply  his  sanction  of  it.  It  had  been  said 
by  several  honorable  Senatoi-s,  that  to  refer  this  resolution, 
with  the  several  amendments  laid  on  the  table  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  would  leave  the 
whole  subject  open  to  the  Committee,  in  the  same  extent 
as  if  it  was  sent  to  them  in  the  form  of  an  inquiry.  He 
thought  otherwise.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had,  at 
an  early  period  of  the  session,  offered  a  resolution  to 
instruct  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  report  a  bill  on  cer- 
tain general  principles,  on  which  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  was  asked.  After  a  protracted  and  interesting  dis- 
cussion, a  vote  had  been  taken  on  striking  out  the  whole 
of  the  original  resolution,  and  inserting  an  amendment 
proposed  by  an  honorable  Senator  from  South  Carolina; 
and,  on  a  divinon  of  the  question,  the  Senate  have  so- 
lemnly determined  to  retain  the  resolution  in  the  form  in 
which  it  WHS  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Does  not  this  decision  pledge  a  majority  of  the  Senate 
to  sustain  by  their  future  votes  any  bill  which  may  be  re- 
ported, carrying  out  the  broad  proposition  of  the  mover 
of  the  resolution,  which  we  are  called  on  to  refer  without 
any  modification  whatever.'  The  committee,  in  the  per- 
formance of  its  duty,  will  regard  this  reference  as  an 
expression  of  an  opinion  favorable  to  the  views  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  we  may  forthwith  expect  a 
report,  with  all  tlie  details  necessary  to  carry  this  new 
system  into  effect. 

He  protested  agunst  any  such  modification  of  the  tariff 
of  1838  as  that  proposed,  leaving  all  its  offensive  fSeatures 
untouched,  and  rendering  it  even  more  odious  and  objec- 
tionable  to  the  great  body  of  the  American  people,  than 


it  would  be  without  any  attempt  to  change  the  t^tUm. 
He- had  listened  attentively  to  the  debate  which  had  oc- 
cupied so  much  of  the  time  of  the  Senate,  on  abitnct 
questions  of  political  economy;  he  considered  such  i  de- 
bate wholly  unprofitable,  and  as  leading  to  no  prtctiol 
result:  there  was  no  end  to  speculative  reasoning  tnd 
opinions  on  this  absorbing  subject;  and  until  some  dramte 
scheme  was  matured  and  submitted  to  the  Senate,  he  did 
not  feel  disposed  to  participate  in  the  discussion.  But  be 
could  not  vote  to  send  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  any  committee,  fortified  by  the  sanctioi 
which  it  had  received  by  a  refiisal  to  strike  it  out,  tnd 
insert  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  South  Caroliio, 
unless  it  was  so  modified  as  to  show  on  its  fac«  tint  nothing 
more  was  intended  than  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  cms- 
mittee  to  the  subject  which  it  embraced.  He  felt  s  deep 
solicitude  that  all  just  cause  of  dissatisfaction,  and  ereiy 
ground  of  discontent  among  the  people,  might  be  re- 
moved, by  a  reduction  of  duties  on  foreign  importatioDi 
to  a  reasonable  standard  during  the  present  session.  Let 
us,  said  he,  in  a  mutual  spirit  of  compromise  and  concc» 
sion,  do  justice  to  all,  and  restore  tranquillity  to  tliii  di>. 
tracted  country;  but  certain  he  was  that  this  object,  n 
much  to  be  desired,  could  not  be  achieved  by  adopting 
tlie  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  He  thooM, 
therefore,  vote  against  the  proposed  reference  of  the  ^^ 
solution.  Mr.  P.  aflerwards  offered,  as  an  amendment, 
the  resolutions  which  he  liad  laid  on  the  table  in  Decon. 
ber  last;  which  was  agreed  to.  | 

Mr.  FORSYIH  said  he  diould  vote  for  the  motion. 
He  did  not  connder  it  as  committing  the  Senate  m  fimr  j 
of  tlie  resolution,  but  rather  as  a  refusal  to  adopt  Iti 
principles.  When  the  committee  reported,  we  diouU 
have  something  to  talk  about.  We  should  no  longer  be 
engaged  in  beating  the  air  with  our  swords— we  thouk) 
have  sometliing  to  fight  for  and  against.  The  committee 
would,  probably,  as  the  cliairman  tells  us,  soon  repoKt 
bill  repealing  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles,  and  retain. 
ing  every  thing  that  was  odious  and  oppresnve  in  the  prrtent 
system.  Such  a  bill  he  did  not  believe  would  pM  the 
Senate,  or  any  other  legislative  body  on  earth,  for  it  wu 
manifestly  unjust. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  the 
remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Kiao,}  call- 
ing in  question  the  decision  of  the  Chair,  in  relation  to 
(his  point.  From  the  long  experience  of  tiiat  SenatOT  is 
this  body,  as  well  as  in  other  deliberetive  assemblies,  ve 
should  suppose  he  must  be  perfectly  familiar  with  tbcor- 
dinary  course  of  proceedings  in  legislation!  Surely,  wA 
Mr.  F.,  a  moment's  reflection  must  convince  the  Senstor 
that  he  himself  has  fallen  into  an  error;  and  that  the  d^ 
clsion  of  the  Chair  is  strikingly  in  accordance  with  ptriii- 
mentary  usage.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senstor 
to  the  case  now  before  the  Senate.  The  resolution  offet^ 
ed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clit]  has  not 
been  decided.  A  motion  to  strike  out  the  body  of  the  re- 
solution, and  insert  another  of  a  different  import,  has  ben 
negatived — by  which  the  proposed  amendment  fitiled.  But 
another  amendment  has  been  offereJ,  and  the  motion  no* 
pending  is  to  refer.the  resolution  and  amendment  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures;  and  the  Senator  insists  thtt 
the  committee  will  be  bound  to  report  in  accordance  with 
the  original  resolution,  viewing  that  in  the  light  of  poatirt 
instruction.  But,  sir,  the  amendment  offered  is  alio  re- 
ferred. And  is  not  the  amendment  to  be  conadcrea 
equally  as  a  part  of  the  instructions?— one  proposing  on* 
plan,  and  the  other  an  entirely  different  system.  I  woo" 
ask  the  Senator  which  proposition  is  to  guide  the  cooffli't' 
tee.  The  answer  is  easy.  Tliey  are  bound  by  neither. 
The  two  propositions  are  before  them,  and  it  is  left  to  tbor 
discretion  which  to  propose.  Otberplans  may  be  propos- 
ed, so  as  to  give  the  committee  the  greatast  possible  Isti- 
tude  in  theh-  investigatloa*. 
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But,  sud  Mr.  P.,  I  bare  been  highly  gratified  with  the 
pledge  given  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Fobsttb,] 
to  rote  rith  the  friendi  of  the  protective  policy,  in  refer- 
ringtfaisaubject  to  tlie  appropriate  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures.  I  rejoice  to  see  some  prospect  of  an  amicable 
KtllCToent  of  this  great  subject,  which  has  produced  so 
mich  excitement  in  the  Southern  section  of  the  Union, 
ud  10  much  iirdent  zeal  in  debate  on  the  resolution;  and, 
lith  the  proposition  coming  from  such  a  quarter,  we  can- 
not bat  be  cheered  with  the  prospect  of  a  speedy  restoration 
of  kind  feelings,  and  a  compromise  on  this  exciting  subject, 
fbich  must  be  highly  gratifring  to  all  parties,  and  highly 
iaportant  to  the  Union — and  we  shall  most  cordially  unite 
our  TOtes  witli  his  in  favor  of  the  proposed  reference. 

Mi.  HAYNE  said,  that  wliatever  difference  of  opinion 
Plight  exist  as  to  tlie  general  effect  of  the  mere  reference 
of  ■  resolution  to  a  committee,  it  appears  to  me  that  no 
t«o  m'mds  can  be  brought  to  different  conclusions  as  to 
tke  eiiect  of  referring  this  particular  resolution  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  The  point  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  friends  and  opponents  of  the  protecting  system, 
ii,  whctlier,  in  the  proposed  modification  of  the  tariff*,  we 
fall  leparate  the  unprotected  from  the  protected  arti- 
dei;  and,  proceeding  lorthwith  to  abolish  the  duties  on  the 
fanner,  leave  the  latter  untouched.  The  resolution  of  the 
Senator  firom  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  now  under  consi- 
intion,  and  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
^Innia,  [Mr.  Wilkixs,]  embraces  those  articles  only 
"  which  do  not  come  into  competition  with  similar  arti- 
tlei  mde  or  produced  within  the  United  States."  The 
rejection  of  my  motion  to  strike  out  this  resolution  for  the 
purpoie  of  inserting  an  amendment,  looking  to  a  general 
reduction  on  all  articles,  protected  as  well  as  unprotected, 
ba  left  before  us  the  naked  proposition  of  so  modifying 
tbetsriff  as  to  take  off"  the  duties  entirely  from  the  un 
protected  articles,  leaving  all  of  those  which  affect  the 
pntxeted  articles;  in  plain  terms,  to  maintain  the  protect- 
or qitein  in  its  most  odious  form,  and  its  most  oppressive 
doncter.  And  this  is  the  proposition  which  it  is  now 
Bored  to  refer  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures — acorn- 
mttee  known  to  be  favorable  to  such  an  arrangement  of 
the  taiilf  as  is  proposed  in  this  resolution — a  committee, 
tf  which  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [.Hr.  Uickerboit] 
a  chsirman,  and  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clax] 
» member — a  committee,  four  members  of  which  out  of 
ite  trc  known  to  be  devoted  advocates  of  the  American 
lysem.  What,  I  would  ask,  can  be  the  effect  of  such 
t  reference,  but  to  put  tlie  proposition  of  the  gentle- 
aui  from  Kentucky  into  the  form  of  a  bill,  and  to  have 
it  is  the  course  of  a  very  few  dajs  brought  up  to  be 
puied  into  a  law  ?  It  is  vain  for  gentlemen  to  tell  us  that 
tile  committee  may,  if  they  please,  extend  the  reduction 
to  other  articles  than  those  embraced  in  the  resolution  re- 
ferred to\hem.  No  one  can  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that 
fejr  will  do  so;  and  when  the  Senate,  after  due  delibera- 
^  on  the  subject,  determines  to  submit  to  them  the  sin- 
gle proposition  to  reduce  or  abolish  the  duties  on  wines, 
■Iks,  velvets,  spices,  and  other  articles  of  luxury,  it  is 
luidly  to  be  imagined  that  such  a  committee  will  go  out 
«f  their  way  to  take  up  another  and  distinct  proposition — 
lie  reduction  of  the  duties  upon  the  necessaries  of  life, 
wh  as  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  not  referred  to  them. 

I  will  confess,  Mr.  President,  that  when  I  witness  the 
wirse  pursued  by  some  gentlemen,  I  can  no  longer  in- 
^ilge  any  hope  of  a  satis&ctory  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 
When  we  see  Southern  men  supporting  such  a  proposition 
"this,  it  is  enough  to  make  usutterly  despair  of  tlie  cause, 
fell,  sir,  may  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot] 
<^gratulate  himself  and  his  friends  at  an  event  so  auspi- 
ows  to  their  hopes.  No  one,  I  should  think,  could  fail 
to  perceive,  that  in  these  disastrous  times,  when  we  are 
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cess  must  depend  on  our  presenting  an  unbroken  front  to 
our  opponents.  It  has,  therefore,  been  with  regret,  greater 
than  t  can  express,  tliat  I  have  seen  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  [Hr.  Foxsttb,]  in  the  progress  of  this  contro> 
versy,  falling  into  the  views  of  our  opponents.  Sir,  wiQ 
not  the  gentleman  be  admonished  of  his  error,  when  he 
finds  himself,  as  on  this  occasion,  advocating  the  course 
which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  the  whole  tarifT 
party  on  this  floor,  are  so  ready  to  support?  I  cannot  refrain 
from  saying,  that  setting  out,  as  tlie  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia did,  with  the  declaration,  at  the  commencement  of  thi* 
debate,  of  his  determination  "to  die  in  the  last  ditch,"  I 
was  not  prepared  for  finding  him  (as  on  a  late  occasion)  in 
the  very  midst  of  the  conflict — ^turning  his  fire  from  the 
common  enemy,  to  direct  it  against  his  own  friends.  The 
gentleman  on  that  occasion  told  us  that  we  luul  no  right 
to  expect  that  my  amendment  to  the  resolution  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  could  possibly  prevail — that  the 
amendment  and  tlie  resolution  were  the  two  extremes,  and 
we  must  be  prepared  to  meet  on  some  middle  ground,  and 
wait  to  a  future  period  for  a  more  satisfactory  adjustment 
of  the  tariff.  And  yet  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Senate,  that  when  my  propoation  was  originally  submit- 
ted, that  gentleman  rose  in  his  place,  and  declared  that 
"  it  yielded  all  that  any  tariff  man  could  dare  to  ask." 
Yes,  sir,  the  very  proposition  which  the  gentleman  now 
denounces  as  an  extreme  measure,  which  we  cannot  hope 
reasonably  to  accomplish,  he  then  declared  granted  all 
tliat  our  opponents  could  dare  to  ask.  [Mr.  FORSYTH 
here  rose  to  explain,  and  said  that  Mr.  IUtvx  was  mis- 
taken in  supposing  that  he  liad  denounced  his  amendment 
as  an  extreme  measure;  he  had  intended  to  apply  that  de- 
signation only  to  Mr.  Ci.aT's  resolution.  He  biid  said,  and 
he  still  thought,  that  tlie  amendment  conceded  as  much  a* 
the  opponents  of  the  tariff  could  with  reason  or  justice 
require.  But  who,  said  Mr.  F.,  can  expect  justice  here, 
at  this  time,  and  under  existing  circumbtances'  Did  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  expect  justice.'  He  him- 
self certainly  did  not,  tliough'he  hoped  that  at  some  fu- 
ture period  J ustice  might  be  obtained.] 

Mr.  HAYNE  resumed.  I  am  rejoiced,  sir,  to  hear  that 
it  is  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  alone 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  considers  as  "  an  ex- 
treme measure;"  and  yet  this  is  tlie  very  resolution  of 
which  he  is  willing  to  make  a  disposition,  tliat  amounts 
substantially  to  the  adoption  of  the  principle  on  which  it 
is  founded — a  recognition  of  the  discrimination  between 
the  protected  and  unprotected  articles,  by  acting  separate- 
ly upon  the  latter — a  discrimination  which  I  have  no  be«- 
tation  in  saying  (if  it  shall  receive  the  final  sanction  of 
Congress,  in  the  manner  proposed)  will  rivet  the  Ameri- 
can system  upon  this  country  forever,  witliout  leaving  ua 
the  smallest  hope  of  relief  hereafter.  For  no  one  can  be 
so  dull  as  not  plainly  to  perceive  tliat  if  this  great  crisis  in 
our  national  affairs,  arising  from  the  extinction  of  the 
public  debt,  is  suffered  to  pass  away  without  a  reduction 
of  the  duties  to  the  just  revenue  standard,  no  season  liaif 
so  fiivorable  to  such  a  reduction  will  ever  agidn  occur.  K 
quiet  acquiescence  in  the  system  now,  must  amount  t» 
submission  to  it  forever. 

Sir,  1  am  pained  to  be  obliged  to  say  that  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  seem  but  imperfectly  to  im- 
derstand,  and  not  at  all  appreciate,  our  sentiments  on  this 
subject.  My  amendment  has  been  treated  as  if  it  were 
some  extravagant  ultra  anti-tariff  measure,  which  hardly 
tlie  Southern  people  themselves  could  desire  or  expect  to 
succeed.  Now,  tliis  is  so  far  from  being  true,  that  the 
proposition  in  question  was  conceived  in  the  spirit  of  con- 
ciliation, and  carried  concession  to  the  utmost  possible 
extent;  and  I  must  be  permitted  to  add,  that  when  gen- 
tlemen say  that  no  compromise  of  such  a  character  will 
be  listened  to  by  them,  they,  in  effect,  make  known  their 


''">  and  against  such  fearfiil  odds,  our  only  hope  of  sue-  determination  to  resist  every  just  or  i^ssonable  modifies- 
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tion  of  the  tariff.  What,  sir,  wa«  my  proposition?  Why, 
tliat  the  duties  should  be  brought  down  to  the  just  revenue 
standard;  in  other  words,  that  when,  by  the  payment  of 
the  public  debt,  the  money  should  no  Ioniser  be  wanted, 
it  should  no  longer  be  raised — for,  if  raised  under  such 
circumstances,  it  must  either  be  squandered  on  unnecessa- 
ly  objects,  or  be  distributed  among  the  States ;  to  neither 
of  which  could  the  South  ever  be  brought  to  give  its  con- 
sent. I  did  not  propose  that  the  tariff  should  be  repealed, 
and  tlie  revenue  be  supplied  in  some  other  way,  less  bur- 
densome to  the  agricultural  States.  I  did  not  propose  to 
deprive  manufactures  of  the  protection  incidental  to  a  just 
revenue  system)  nor  did  I  insist  that  the  reduction  to  the 
permanent  revenue  standard  should  be  made  suddenly  or 
rashly.  On  the  contrary,  I  adopted  the  principle  sanc- 
tioned l>y  the  Free  Trade  Convention  oi  Philadelphia, 
who  declared  their  willingness  to  acquiesce  in  such  a  re- 
duction of  the  tariff  "  as  shall  be  prospective  in  its  ope- 
ration, thereby  avoiding  any  sudden  revulwon  that  might 
operate  with  undue  severity  on  the  manufacturing  interest, 
but  leading  to  the  desired  residt  with  the  least  possible  in- 
jury to  the  interests  which  liave  grown  up  under  the  sys- 
tem of  protective  duties." 

Thus,  sir,  it  will  be  seen  that  my  proposition  required 
DO  surrender  of  fixed  opinions — no  abandonment  of  prin- 
ciple on  either  side.  It  was  intended  to  steer  entirely 
clear  of  the  constitutional  question,  and  proposed  an 
amendment,  which,  in  effect,  would  afford  all  the  protec- 
tion to  manufactures  tliat  could  be  necessary  to  sustain 
them,  without  imposing  a  permanent  and  enormous  tax 
upon  the  country.  It  is  tnie  that  we  have  proposed  that 
this  protection  should  be  incidental  merely  to  a  just  reve- 
nue system;  but  I  will  ask  whether  gentlemen  are  unal- 
terably determined  to  be  satisfied  with  nothing  less  tlian 
a  distinct,  avowed,  substantive  protection,  and  that,  too,  so 
•rranged  as  to  throw  upon  the  foreign  articles  which  en- 
ter into  competition  with  domestic  manufactures,  (the  very 
articles  received  in  exchange  for  Southern  productions,) 
the  whole  burden  of  the  Government.  Sir,  I  repeat  that 
ag^ainst  such  a  scheme  I  must  continue  to  enter,  in  behalf 
of  those  whom  I  represent,  our  most  decided  protest. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  seem  to  think  that  any  con- 
cession, however  trilling  in  amount,  or  unimportant  in 
principle,  will  be  satisfactory  to  us.  Take,  for  example, 
the  amendment  now  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Wilkins,]  which  he  introduced  with 
a  declaration  of  his  determination  to  go  as  far  as  possible 
to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  South.  What  is  that  amend- 
ment? It  is  in  principle,  as  I  understand  it,  identically 
the  same  as  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky— to  take  off  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles 
— the  articles  of  luxury — leaving  them,  as  to  other  arti- 
cles, untouched.  It  is  true  the  gentleman  has  given  no- 
tice of  his  intenUon  to  offer  two  resolutions  calling  upon 

tiie  Secretaries  of  State  and  of  the  Treasury  for  informa-  from  the  charge  of  inconsistency,  adduced  by  theSeiti* 
tion,  on  which  he  intimates  a  design,  at  some  more  con ve- ;  from  South  Carolina.  He  had  not  pronounced  tbc  Jt** 
ment  season,  to  propose  a  change  in  the  mode  of  collect- ,  tleman's  scheme  unreasonable,  nor  as  leading  to  >  d'l'f' 
ing  duties,  by  substituting  valuationt  in  this  country,  andi  ous  and  impoUtic  extreme.  He  had  only  referred  to  it< 
cash  duties,  in  the  place  of  the  existing  system;  and  the  i  presenting  the  views  of  the  ultra  anti-protccthe  pof 
gentleman  seems  to  think  that  on  adopting  these  regula-^  while  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky* 
bons  some  equivalent  reduction  in  the  amount  of  the  du-  braced  the  policy  of  the  ultra  protective  party.  In  d* 
ties  may  be  consented  to  by  the  tariff  party.  But,  ar,  clai-ing,  at  tlie  commencement  of  the  discusrion,  iWjj 
what,  1  would  ask,  should  we  gain  by  this  scheme?  If,  would  "die  in  the  last  ditch,"  be  did  not  nKSntoni' 
for  instance,  the  abolition  of  the  credit  system  should  be .  a  declaration  of  war  against  the  Government  He  «»% 
eqtui  to  an  addition  often  per  cent,  to  the  present  duties,  indeed,  oppose  the  protective  system  by  all  fur.  k^ 
and  the  valuation  in  this  country  to  ten  more,  what  should,  and  constitutional  means.  He  would  go  that  fc.  tu"" 
we  gain  by  a  nominal  reduction  of  duties  equal  to  twenty  j  one  step  farther.  Should  the  majority  ovcmile  »" 
per  cent.  ?  Such  an  arrangement  would  obviously  leave  should  the  system  be  continued — he  would  not,  oa  >• 
things  just  as  they  are.  It  is  susceptible  of  demonstration  I  account,  sanction  any  course  of  oppoation  that  "*** 
that  the  effect  of  chanj^ng  the  duties,  on  the  estimated  |  danger  the  Union,  or  be  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  tlK** 
value  of  the  eoods  in  this  country,  instead  of  the  value  in  stittition.  God  forbid  that,  on  account  of  »")'  "^ 
Europe,  would  require  a  reduction  of  duties  to  the  amou  nt  \  neous  legislation,  he  should  be  betrayed  into  mtawwof 
probably  of  fifteen  percent,  to  leave  the  amount  the  same  i  would  tend  to  the  destruction  of  the  constiuilion.  w 


as  at  present.  Woollens,  which  cost  in  England  one  hg 
dred  dollars,  and  which  are  subject  to  a  duty  of  fifty  p 
cent.,  now  pay  fifty  dollara  in  duties;  the  same  woollc 
would,  probably,  be  valued  in  New  York  at  one  hnndit 
and  fifty  dollars;  and  if  the  duties  were  reduced  to  tliirt 
five  per  cent,  they  would  still  pay  fifty-two  dollars  in  d 
ties,  so  that  a  reduction  of  tlie  duty  to  thirty -five  per  cen 
would  leave  the  duties  even  greater  tlian  they  are  «t  pr 
sent.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  sliould  object  to  a  rediictir 
of  the  credits,  nor  the  gradual  introduction  of  a  systfai 
cash  duties,  nor  even  to  valuations,  in  this  country,  (i? 
the  opinion  of  mercantile  men,  these  alterations  in  tliei 
venue  system  could  be  made  witliout  injury  to  tht  ca 
merce  of  the  country,)  provided  such  valuations  M 
be  accompanied  by  a  corresponding  reduction  in  Oieid 
of  duties.  But  to  suppose  that  tlie  people  of  the  So4 
would  receive  such  an  arrangement,  embracing  inerelf 
nominal  reduction  of  duties,  as  a  compliance  with  did 
wishes,  is  to  rate  their  intelligence  very  low  indeed.  H 
sir,  let  gentlemen,  in  the  first  instance,  bring  down  i 
duties  to  the  true  revenue  stahdard,  according  to  th:  t 
isting  custom-house  regulations;  and  then,  if  they  pluse, 
malie  further  alterations,  by  introducing  changei  in  < 
mixles  of  valuation  or  collection,  let  tnem  give  ui  I 
equivalents  therefor,  and  I  presume  we  shall  not  olJB 
Let  not  gentlemen  delude  themsfelves,  however,  intui 
belief  that  the  South  will  ever  be  satisfied  witii  any  thi 
short  of  a  substantial  relief  from  the  oppression  of  this| 
tem.  They  understand  its  operation  too  well,  thty  ft 
it  too  severely,  to  be  deceived  by  any  modification,  Inn 
ever  ingeniously  contrived,  whicli  stops  shoft  of  »  "^ 
rial  reduction  of  duties,  both  on  the  protected  sod  unpi 
tected  articles.  They  a&k  no  more  tlian  justice,  and  ^ 
be  satisfied  with  nothing  less.  Sir,  let  me,  in  conduMi 
solemnly  assure  all  who  now  hear  me,  that  it  ii»«i 
nearer  than  all  othera  to  our  hearts,  to  have  thi5p»«iii 
this  most  distracting  subject  finally  and  amicably  tUfi 
cd  on  just  and  liberal  phnciples;  but  next  to  such  u  i 
justment,  we  would  deare  not  to  be  misled  by  dd* 
arrangements,  which  may  hold  out  the  show  of  rtlie 
while,  in  truth,  they  afford  none.  Above  all  tiiinp,  * 
desire  justice;  but,  if  this  cannot  be  obtained,  our  Kit«" 
sire  is  that  you  will  let  us  know  our  fate. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  POINDEXTEKw 
WEUSTER,  the  former  opposed  to,  and  theUttetio*; 
vor  of,  the  reference,  , 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  subject  be  laid  dn  the  n* 
He  would,  to-morrow,  submit  a  proposition  fi>r  itftnfll 
the  resolution,  together  with  the  amendment  ofitnij 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  and  the  smcmliiiM 
since  offered.  ^ 

Mr.  K.  withdrew  his  motion,  at  the  request  of  Mr-fO" 
SYTH.  .  . 

Mr.  FORSYTH  vindicated  his  course  on  the  subjt* 
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mid  continue  to  ur^  upon  Contpvrs  in  erery  proper 
^conititutioiwl  form,  the  necessity  am!  propriety  of  an 
tnlonmcntofapolcy  which,  to  a  portion  oi  the  Union, 
cdkHisuvl  opprewire;  and  lie  would  rely  upon  the  in- 
Kgence  of  the  people,  and  upon  their  sense  of  justice, 
^in  ultimate  aojuitment  of  the  tariff,  upon  fair,  equal, 
ll  constitutional  principles.  Mr.  F.  admitted  that  he  did 
L  >t  preaent,  expect  full  justice  from  the  majority;  but 
Itiie  Senator  from  South  Carolina  himself  expect  it'  It 
B  for  that  reason  he  was  willing^  to  vote  for  the  rcfer- 
pr,  ss  the  best  course  to  be  adopted,  under  the  circum- 
|Mn  of  the  case. 

lifter  »  few  observations  from  Mr.  CL.^Y,  who  con- 
•Icd  that  (he  adoption  of  the  motion  would  not  commit 
•  Snate,  Mr.  KING  renewed  his  motion  to  Ixy  the  re- 
lutimi  on  the  table;  which  motion  was  lost  by  the  follow- 
JTiitt: 

IKAS— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
fne,  Hill,  Kinf7,  Mangtim,  Miller,  Moore,  Pomdexter, 
lH),  Tszewelli  Troiip,  Tyler,  White— 17. 
SATS— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
fe,  Uickerann,  Dudley,  Ewin(f,  Foot,  Frelinyliuysen, 
kdricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Kn:ght,  Marcy,  Pren- 
'\  Robbins  Robinson,  Rug:i;le8,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
ti|pi<-,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wagg^man,  Webster,  Wil- 
a-29. 

ir.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  motion,  by  also 
ItHctiiig  the  comm'.ttee  to  take  into  consideration  the 
Uowing  pmpnaitioi)  submitted  by  Mr.  Hathi,  and  reject- 
1  iomt  liiys  Hnce : 

Strike  out  all  after  the  wonl  "  countries,"  and  insert- 
Be  w  reduced,  that  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue 
dt  be  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of  Government, 
ftwdinf  to  their  present  scale,  after  the  payment  of  the 
Mic  debt:  and  that,  allowing  a  reasonable  time  for  the 
idiul  reduction  of  the  present  hi(^h  duties  on  the  arti- 
acomift^  into  eompetitmn  with  similar  articles  maile  or 
■•dnctd  m  the  United  States,  the  duties  be  iiltimutely 
lualizcd,  io  that  the  duties  on  no  articles  shall,  as  com- 
nd  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary  materially  from 
*gfitfr«l  average." 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  having  accepted  the  motion  aaamo- 
latinn  of  the  one  maile  by  him, 
Mr.  POINUEXl'ER  ulso  moved  that  the  committee  be 
rtitr  iiwtriicted  to  take  into  consideration  the  foHow-ing 
•liititiiB,  submitted  by  him  on  the  22d  December  last: 
■fcoW,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  jnstnicted 
Bqiiire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  duties  on 
fciru  imports,  m>t  to  exceed,  on  any  article  imported 
hthc  United  Stales,  more  than  twenty  per  cent,  ad  va- 
•"Hi  uid  not  to  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  so  import- 
H  belo«  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem;  aiid  to  arrange  such 
"B,  li»ing  regard  to  all  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
Ti  80  a  to  produce  a  nett  revenue  of  not  less  than  fifteen 
«!»«  of  dollars  annually. 

fOofctit  That  the  said  comm'ttee  be  further  instnicted 
""M'"":  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  opera- 
••  losud  ^atcm  of  duties  on  the  30th  day  of  June  next. 
Hr.  BIBB  moved  that  the  committee  be  further  instrtict- 
•'•'ike  into  consideration  the  pn>priety  of  reducing  the 
«ofthe  public  land»(  to  which  motion  Mr.  ROBINSON 
^further  to  instruct  the  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
•Jwiency  of  transferring  them  to  the  States  in  which 
•2  r».  on  rrasonable  terms. 

•l"  ieveral  propiMitions  were  accepted  by  Mr.  Hm- 
•«U  u  mndificatioiu  of  his  motion. 
*■  HAYNE  rose,  and  said,  that,  after  reflecting  on 
™t  lad  just  been  said  by  tlie  Senator  from  Georg.a,  it 
PPeired  to  him  that  an  observation  had  fallen  from  that 
Weman,  ausceptible  of  misconception,  and,  therefore, 
^u  nng  explanation.  That  gentleman,  in  the  course  of 
■suervstiwn,  had  said  that,  "  though  he  waa  as  strong- 
''>Ppo«d  as  any  one  could  be  to  the  whole  protecting 
VabVlU.— 40 


system,  yet  he  was  not  disposed  to  resort  to  any  illegal  or 
unconstitutional  measures  to  put  it  down — nor  would  he 
adopt  a  course  opposed  to  the  constitiition  of  the  Union." 
Now,  sir,  I  desire  to  know  from  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
whether,  in  using  these  expressions,  he  intended  to  impute 
to  me,  or  my  friends,  any  hostility  to  the  constitution  or 
the  Union. 

Mr.  FORSTTH  replied  that  he  had  intended  no  impu- 
tation upon  the  Senator  from  Soutl)  Caroliiu,  or  hia  po- 
l.tical  fnends.  He  had  reference  merely  to  a  certain  doc- 
trine which  had  been  pmpaguted  at  the  South,  which  he 
believed  to  be  unconstitutional,  and  the  tendency  of  which 
he  considered  as  unfavorable  to  the  permanency  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  HATNE  then  s.iid  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
explanation.  Tlie  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  certainly 
at  liberty  to  entertain  his  own  opinions  as  to  the  tendency 
of  any  doctrines  promulgated  here  or  elsewhere.  I  will 
take  this  occasion,  however,  to  say  that  there  are  no  per- 
sons in  this  country— come  from  which  quarter  they  may 
— more  nncerely  attached  to  the  Union,  or  more  devoted 
to  the  constitution,  according  to  its  trtie  spirit  and  mean- 
ing, than  tlioae  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  on 
this  floor;  none  more  inflexibly  determined  to  maintain  the 
integrity  of  the  one,  or  the  rights  secured  by  the  other, 
though  they  may  differ  very  widely  from  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  as  to  the  means  by  which  these  objects  are 
to  be  accompl'shed. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  second  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  who  sat  on  his  right,  [Mr.  Bma,]  and  to 
thank  him  also  for  having  made  it.  It  was  cheering  to 
hear  a  voice  from  Kentucky,  the  eldest  daugliter  of  the 
West,  in  favor  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
That  miestion  had  occupied  the  younger  States  of  the 
West  ftir  many  years,  and  at  this  time  engrossed  and  ab- 
sorbed their  feelings.  A  future  plan  of  revenue  was  now 
to  be  settled ;  and,  in  the  settlement  of  that  plan,  a  prelimi- 
nary question,  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands, 
forced  itself  upon  the  mind  of  every  statesman,  and  every 
citizen  of  the  West.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures- 
he  did  not  say  with  how  much  propriety — had  become  in- 
vested with  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Union!  with  the 
whole  business  of  settling  the  future  plan  of  revenue!  It 
had  collected  into  its  hands  all  the  objects  of  revenue,  ex- 
cept the  public  lands;  and  he  [Mr.  B.]  must  insist,  go  tat 
as  his  voice  could  insist,  upon  their  considering  that  object 
also.  The  question  for  that  committee  to  decide  was  this: 
upon  what  articles  shall  duties  be  rediicetl  or  abolished.' 
Surely  the  public  lands  which  now  produce  three  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  and  a  few  years  hence  will  produce  five 
millions,  are  rather  too  large  an  object  to  be  skipt,  or  over- 
looked, or  passed  by  without  observation,  in  answering 
that  question.  He  was  rejoiced  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  on  his  riglit,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  had  brought  it  for- 
ward; heartily  glad  that  he  had  moved  its  reference  to  the 
committee  which  now  had  the  system  of  future  revenue 
in  its  hands,  and  he  would  cordially  vote  for  sending  the 
inquiry  to  that  committee  for  its  consideration  and  report. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  also  made  some  remarks  in  oppoation 
to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KANE  said  that  he  should  be  excused  by  the  Senate 
for  rising  at  so  late  an  hour,  when  tlie  fact  was  stated  that 
the  people  he  represented  were  incomparably  more  inte- 
rested in  a  change  of  the  land  system  of  the  United  States, 
than  in  any  conceivable  adjustment  of  the  tariff.  As 
strange  at  it  miglit  appear,  there  was  now  a  necessity, 
fuunned  upon  tne  principle  of  a  uniform  dispensation  of 
justice  to  iW  parts  of  the  countrj-,  for  referring  the  import, 
ant  subject  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Committee  on  Manu* 
factures.  That  committee  had  in  charge  not  only  the 
protection  of  American  manufactures,  but  that  of  tlie  reve- 
nue and  finances  of  the  Stales.  Every  gentleman,  who, 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  which  bad  occupied  w  much 
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time,  had  spoken  of  the  repeal  or  diminution  of  the  duties  I  lief  in  favor  of  the  new  States,  he,  for  one,  wished  to  know 
upon  imposts,  and  of  the  amount  necessary  to  be  retained  it.  He  had  recently  received  instructions  on  this  sabjtct, 
for  the  purposes  of  Government,  had  proceeded  upon  tlie  from  the  Legislature  of  the  State  wliich  he  had  the  honor 


idea  that  the  receipts  from  land  sales  were  to  remain  as 
they  were.  That  the  sum  of  three  millions,  annually  accru- 
ing from  that  source,  was  to  be  set  down  as  a  matter  of  course 
to  the  account  of  revenue;  and,  whether  gentlemen  had  set- 
tled down  upon  eighteen,  fifteen,  thirteen,  or  twelve  mil- 
lions, as  the  proper  sum  for  Government  purposes,  no  one 
had  hinted  at  diminution,  either  in  the  price  of  lands,  or  in 
the  amount  to  be  derived  from  their  sale.  Against  all  cal- 
culations, based  upon  tlie  expectation  that  every  tiling  was 
to  be  diminished,  except  the  price  of  public  land,  he  felt 
himself  bound  to  protest;  and  he  was,  therefore,  in  favor 
of  referring  this  matter  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
tliat  they  might  consider  whether  this  source  of  revenue 
alone  was  to  remain  untouched.  It  was  not  possible  for 
that  committee  to  adjust  tlie  revenue  to  any  given  sum, 
witliout  taking  the  lands  into  consideration;  and  he  wished 
it  to  be  understood  that  it  was  not  a  conceded  point,  that 
this  important  branch  ofit  was  to  remainasit  was.  It  was 
not  proper  to  refer  the  whole  finances  of  the  nation  to  any 
committee,  withholding  from  it,  at  the  same  time,  the  right 
to  look  into  all  its  parts.  And,  said  Mr.  K.,  I  repeat,  that 
I  am  opposed  totally  to  any  reference,  if  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  are  bound  to 
calculate  upon  the  continued  receipt  of  three  millions  from 
the  new  States,  from  land  sales  alone.  It  had  been  said 
that  this  motion  was  out  of  place;  that  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  should  consider  the  proposition.  This  was 
undoubtedly  the  better  course,  and  would  have  been  pur- 
sued, had  not  the  duties  of  the  Finance  Committee  been 
conferred  upon  that  of  Manufactures.  But  this  direction 
of  the  subject  was  now  unavoidable,  unless  we  were  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  permanent  revenue  of  the  country 
should  be  fixed  upon  a,basis  injurious,  in  a  peculiar  degree, 
to  the  new  States.  Suppose  the  gentleman  from  Kentuc- 
ky [Mr.  Bibb]  should  withdraw  his  motion,  and  the  com- 
mittee go  on  repeaVng  duties  upon  imposts  until  the  reve- 
nue shall  be  reduced  to  the  actual  wants  of  tlie  Government ; 
and  then,  after  the  report  shall  be  sanctioned  by  law,  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  report  a  hill  reducing  the  price 
of  lands,  or  authorizing  a  transfer  of  them  to  the  'states  in 
which  they  lie,  upon  just  terms — does  not  every  man  see 
and  know  that  the  bill  must  fail?  That  we  shall  then  be 
told  tliat  the  Government  cannot  be  carried  on  without  the 
money  to  be  derived  from  land  sales,  that  the  estimates 
have  been  made  under  the  present  system  of  sales,  and 
that  there  is  no  safety  in  change?  This  will  be  so,  unless, 
indeed,  we  can  suppose  that  other  portions  of  the  United 
States  will  consent  to  be  burdened  with  some  new  and 
heavy  tax,  in  order  to  relieve  the  younger  States.  In  every 
point  of  view,  Mr.  K.  contended  for  the  absolute  necessity 
of  sustaining  the  motion. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that  he  accepted  the  proposition 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.BiBB,]  with  the  amend- 
ment to  it  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  llhnois,  [Mr.  Ro  bik- 
sos,]  as  a  modification  of  his  motion  to  refer;  and  however 
incongruous  it  might,  at  first  thought,  appear  to  refer  any 
tiling  connected  with  the  public  lands  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures,  yet  he  believed  it  to  be  a  very  proper 
dispositionof  the  matter.  The  resolution  proposed  to  be 
referred,  was  the  commencement  of  a  series,  by  which  the 
revenues  were  to  be  reduced  to  tlie  wants  of  the  Govern- 
ment after  the  payment  of  the  public  debt.  It  was  admit 
ted  tliat  this  was  to  atfect  more  or  less  all  the  greatinterests 
of  the  country,  and  that  all  these  interests  might  be  modi- 
fied so  as  to  sdiare,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  the  benefits 
of  this  reduction.  If  the  agi-icultural  interests  of  the  new 
States  are  to  be  benefited,  let  us  know  it;  and  if  not,  let 
If,  while  you  have  millions  to  scatter  to  the 


in  part  to  represent,  in  the  form  of  a  memorial,  whichhid 
been  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  it  was  his  duty  to  pres 
the  subject.  He  wished  to  see  these  great  interests  progresi. 
ing^ar>/>a(«u  in  the  Senate,  and  hoped  that  the  propoa- 
tion  on  the  subject  of  the  public  lands  might  also  be  referred. 
Mr.  WHITE  said,  as  tlie  Senators  are  called  upon  to 
record  their  votes  upon  the  proposition  of  the  Seibtur 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb,]1  must  be  indulged,  lateuit 
is,  for  a  few  minutes,  to  enable  me  to  state  some  reason^ 
ill  addition  to  tliose  assigned  by  other  gentlemen,  for  Uie 
opinion  I  entertain  upon  this  subject.  Thesimple  propo- 
sition is,  tliat  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  pubuc  lind^ 
and  of  disposing  of  them,  upon  reasonable  terms,  to  the 
States  in  which  they  respectively  lie. 

Others,  in  favor  of  this  proposition,  have  insisted  tlitt,>i 
this  committee  have  already  been  invested  with  ill  the 
other  powers  which  appropriately  belong  to  the  Cominit. 
tee  on  Finance,  they  ought  also  to  be  clothed  with  thi^ 
as  the  public  lands,  annually,  yield  to  the  treasury  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money.  Suppose  them  to  be  mistakenin 
the  effect  of  this  argument,  1  contend  they  are  still  right 
in  the  reference  they  wish.  The  appropriate  duty  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  is  to  see  that  suitable  andad^ 
qiiate  protection  is  afforded  to  what  is  called,  by  its  friendly 
the  American  system,  or  American  industry.  We  cannK 
forget,  that  a  few  years  ago  one  of  ourpubUc  functiom- 
ries;  in  making  bis  report  to  Congress,  made  tliis  veiy 
matter,  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  an  essential  ingre- 
dient in  this  American  system;  and  broached  the  ductrine 
that  the  large  quantiUes  put  in  tlie  market,  and  lowpricei 
for  tliem,  were  injurious  to  domestic  manufactures,  ind 
unreasonably  favored  the  business  of  agriculture,  aa  none 
would  labor  cheap  for  the  roanufactureri,  who  could,  for 
a  small  sum,  purchase  land  in  the  West,  and  cultivate  hii 
own  freehold. 

He  was  a  warm  advocate  of  this  American  system,  ud 
believed  that  small  quantities  of  land  only  should  be  put 
into  market,  and  those  not  at  a  reduced  price;  tliat  \>J 
these  means  we  mightprevent  emigration  to  the  new  Stjta, 
force  a  dense  population  in  the  old,  multiply  the  number 
of  daily  laborers  for  their  daily  bread,  and  thus  enable  the 
manufacturer  to  procure  labor  for  less  money.  For  one, 
I  entirely  disagree  with  the  doctrine  thus  advanced,  and 
hold  the  contrai-y,  to  wit,  that  the  price  of  tlie  land  should 
be  so  low  as  to  enable  every  honest  and  induBtrious  nun 
to  become  the  owner  ofa  tract  himself.  But  as  the  friends 
of  the  tariff,  in  support  of  their  system,  have  advanced  ihii 
doctrine,  the  Senate,  and  the  public,  have  a  right  to  h»« 
this  branch  of  the  subject  investigated  by  this  coramitjet. 
and  to  have  an  expression  of  their  opinion  upon  it.  Tiw/ 
have  united  the  price  of  the  public  lands  with  their  sfl- 
tem,  and  1  hope  they  will  not  be  separated  until  we  b»« 
an  opinion  from  this  committee. 

If  the  view  of  this  subject  taken  by  the  Secretsi^.to 
whose  opinions  I  have  alluded,  bad  been  recollected  bj 
the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Buckxeb,]  I  am  mreM 
would  not  have  charged  mv  friend,  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Bibb,]  with  levity,  or  a  deare,  by  bnnfinj 
forward  this  proposition,  to  turn  the  whole  subject  m> 
ridicule.  .. 

It  appears  to  me  that,  in  every  view  we  can  take  ot  uw 
question,  the  proposition  ought  to  succeed. 

A  division  of  the  question  having  been  ordered,  on  no- 
tion of  Mr.  CLAY,  so  as  to  separate  the  motion  of  «r- 
Bibb  from  the  others, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  should  vote  against  the  ^ 
ference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  tliat  he  »i» 


us  know  it.        ..,    ^„..^    j»u  •■^•.^   umiiuna    ..u  •..^...i.i    ,v.    lijc     lEi^iiVEtu     >.>■•-   v>uiiimii..i.<:<.    uii   inaiiuia>.»">-7   -  .      ^ 

four  winds,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  getting  clear  of  I  those  who  thought  with  him  might  have  an  opportuaity 
tbenv  there  be  any  portion  of  the  Senate  averse  to  all  re- 1  vote  for  a  select  committee. 
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The  question  was  then  tsken  first  on  the  motion  with 
all  the  modifications,  with  the  objection  of  that  of  Mr. 
Bibb,  and  decided  as  follows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Foot,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
binsi,  Robinson,  Rubles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
XSpton,  Tomlinson,  Wagg^man,  Webster,  Wilfcins. — 37. 

JTAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Gmndy,  Hayhe,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Smith,  Taiewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 19. 

atr.  BIBB  said  he  had  a  sense  of  the  dignity  of  the  Se» 
tiBte,  and  vf  what  was  due  from  him  as  one  of  its  members, 
too  high  to  permit  him.  On  this  occasion,  or  any  oth';r,  to 
trifle  with  its  deliberations.  He  hoped  he  had,  heretofore, 
conducted  himself  in  the  most  respectful  manner  to  the 
Senate,  and  he  had  resolved  in  his  own  mind,  at  all  times, 
hereafter,  to  contribute  his  aid  to  support  the  dignity  and 
independence  of  the  Senate,  as  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the 
Govemment 

I  can  assure  my  ftiend  from  Missouri  [Mr.  BccKieiK] 
that  I  am  serious  m  offering  the  resolution  for  instruction 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  inquire  into  the 
propriety  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands.  If 
there  is  an  apparent  incongruity  between  the  subject  pro- 
posed to  be  referred,  and  the  style  of  the  committee  to 
Thorn  it  is  to  be  referred,  that  fault  is  not  chargeable  to 
me,  but  to  the  vote  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate  in  refer- 
ring the  subject  of  reveime  and  finance  to  tlie  Committee 
on  Mann&ctures,  in  preference  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance. I  did  not  vote  for  that  reference.  But  as  the  re- 
ference of  the  other  questions  of  revenue  has  been  voted 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  1  have  no  alternative 
bat  to  move  a  reference  of  this  subject  to  the  same  com- 
nutte*. 

The  near  approach  to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public 
debt  has  disengaged  from  that  service  the  amount  of  ten 
millions  heretofore  appropriated  as  the  sinking  fund,  to- 
gether with  the  additions  to  that  fund  arising  from  ex- 
cesses of  other  appropriations  above  the  actual  expendi- 
tures. In  this  state  of  excess  of  revenue,  accruing  from 
OUT  existing  system,  beyond  the  future  demands  upon  the 
treasury,  we  are  imperiously  called  to  cut  down  the  reve- 
■oe;  in  fact,  to  revise  the  whole  revenue  system.  What- 
ever committee  is  charged  with  this  duty,  must  be  charged 
vHh  all  the  parts.  They  must  look  at  all  the  sources 
vhich  are  to  pour  their  streams  into  the  general  treasury. 
Sov,  the  receipts  frwm  the  sales  of  the  Western  lands  have 
constituted  a  prominent  item  in  the  estimates  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  for  years  past.  At  the  present  ses- 
«on,  the  report  ofthe  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  estimates 
tile  revenue  from  that  source  at  three  millions  of  dollars. 
As  the  price  ofthe  public  lands  was  graduated  with  a  vie  w 
to  the  extinguishment  of  the  public  debt,  now  that  the 
public  £uth  and  public  pledge  of  that  fund  is  redeemed,  it 
vould  seem  but  just  that,  in  reducing  the  revenues,  that 
branch  shoidd  experience  a  proportionate  alleviation. 
Whatever  may  be  the  sum  proposed  to  be  provided  for 
the  annual  expenditure  of  the  Government,  whether  fif- 
teem  thirteen,  or  eleven  miU.ons  of  dollars,  the  sum  to  be 
received  from  the  sales  ofthe  Western  lands  must  be  first 
deducted,  before  the  amount  to  be  raised  by  imposts  can 
be  estimated:  and  the  rate  of  duties  on  imported  articles 
cannot  be  adjusted  until  the  amount  proposed  to  be  raised 
from  that  source  is  ascertained.  Whatever  committee  is 
charged  with  the  subject  of  imposts,  must  have  an  eye  to 
the  other  sources  of  revenue.  They  must  look  to  the  re- 
venue system  as  a  whole,  before  they  apportion  its  respect- 
ive parts.  It  would  be  very  incongruous  to  refer  one  part 
of  the  system  of  revenue  to  one  committee,  and  another 
part  ofthe  system  to  a  different  committee.  To  produce 
t  connected,  well  proportioned,  and  just  system,  the 
conunittee  must  have  charge  of  all  the  component 


parts.  And,  at  last,  the  disputation  about  the  reference 
of  this  particular  subject  to  this  or  that  committee,  is 
rather  an  argument  upon  a  name,  than  upon  the  substance. 
The  Committee  onlfanuractures  is  very  competent  to  ar- 
range a  system  of  finance  for  the  consideration  and  action 
ofthe  Senate.  If  the  President  pro  tern.,  in  organizing 
the  committees,  had  arranged  the  same  Senators,  now 
composing  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  the  Com- 
mittee  on  Finance,  and  to  the  Land  Committee,  all  incon- 
gruity between  the  subject  and  the  name  ofthe  committee 
would  disappear;  all  will  agree  tliat  the  members  of  the 
committee  are  competent  to  the  task  imposed.  The  Senate 
having  chosen  to  transfer  a  financial  subject  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  to  another  committee,  I  feel  myself 
amply  justified  in  moving  this  subject  of  finance  to  the 
same  committee.  Feeling  a  strong  desire  to  see  the  prices 
of  public  lands  reduced,  to  give  every  reasonable  facility 
to  heads  nf  families,  and  to  the  rising  generation  to  acquire 
freeholds,  as  well  as  to  bring  all  the  lands  within  the  new 
States  within  the  taxing  power  of  these  States,  I  cannot 
omit  this  appropriate  time  and  occasion  for  presenting 
these  subjects  for  the  consideration  ofthe  Senate. 

Mr.  BUC  KNER  said:  Mr.  President,  i(  in  the  few  remarks 
I  made  when  1  first  addressed  the  Senate,  I  in  the  slight- 
est degree  touched  the  feelings  of  my  long  respected  and 
worthy  friend,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb,] 
I  most  sincerely  regret  it.  Nothing  could  be  more  foreign 
from  my  intention;  and,  although  I  do  not  suppose  he  m- 
tended  any  unkindness  towards  the  views  I  entertain  on 
the  subject  ofthe  public  lands,  and  though  he  does  think 
that  subject  ought  to  go  to  the  same  committee  to  which 
has  been  referred  the  resolution  ofthe  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Clat,]  with  other  proportions  on  tlie  tariff, 
yet,  sir,  I  still  entertain  the  belief  that  the  reference  of  the 
proposition  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  or  to 
cede  them  to  the  several  States,  to  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures, is  an  anomaly  which  must,  in  its  very  nature, 
unprofitabiy  affect  the  desire  we  in  the  West  have,  to  see 
some  steps  taken  which  may  advance  our  wishes  on  that 
subject;  for  it  does  seem  to  me  like  trifling  with  the  sub- 
ject. What,  sir,  refer  tlie  proposition  to  reduce  the  price 
of  the  public  lands,  or  to  cede  them  to  the  States  in  which 
they  lie,  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures;  and  that,  too, 
sir,  without  an  expression  ofthe  Senate  on  them!  How, 
sir,  will  this  matter  be  viewed  by  the  public? — and  public 
opinion  controls  public  measures.     Will  you,  then,  dis- 

?-ust  that  opinion  by  the  act  of  those  who  profess  to  be  the 
riends  ofthe  measure?  My  colleague  says,  that  commit- 
tee has  grasped  for  every  thing.  They  got  his  alum  salt 
and  his  Indian  blanket  bills — now  let  them  have  thb,  and 
sec  what  they  will  do  with  it.  And,  sir,  because  his  alum 
salt  and  Indian  blankets  have  been  put  to  that  committee, 
will  he  now  multiply  wrongs,  by  sending  this  measure  to 
that  committee,  because,  sir,  he  did  not  have  his  way  with 
those  other  subjects?  I  voted  against  his  view  on  the 
motion  to  refer  his  bills;  and  if  I  did  wrong,  then  will  he 
not  do  wrong  to  be  even  with  me,  and  jeopard  a  measure 
that  he  has  so  long  advocated,  and  in  which  our  constitu- 
ents are  so  deeply  interested?  But  the  reference  on  tliis 
subject  is  not  like  that  of  alum  salt  and  Indian  blankets. 
These  articles  come  in  competition  with  the  manufiictur- 
ing  interest  of  the  nation;  and  though  the  bill  well  might 
have  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  yet  they 
also  well  might  be  referred  to  that  on  manufactures,  par- 
taking of  the  nature  of  each.  But  how  can  it  be  shown 
that  this  question  in  any  degree  affects  manufactures? 
The  propriety  of  reducing  duties  on  certain  articles  well 
may  be  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures;  but,  ar, 
will  he  now  abandon  his  own  doctrine?  He  has  told  us  a 
measure  should  never  be  sent  to  its  enemies;  and  now  he 
proposes  to  send  this  measure  to  a  committee,  every  man 
of  which  is  unfriendly  to  the  interest  of  the  West  on  this 
measure!    Can  we  expect  a  favorable  report,  or,  indeed, 
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•ny  report  at  all  f  1  do  not  think  thi*  committee  will  report 
on  the  subject  of  the  price  of  pubKc  lands,  or  ceding  them 
to  the  States,  this  session,  ijirt  us,  then,  send  this  propo- 
sit'on  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  or,  more  properly, 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  I  will,  with  pleasure, 
vote  to  refer  it  to  either  of  them.  We  will  get  a  favora- 
ble report  from  them,  which  we  may  use  to  our  advan> 
taget  but,  by  this  course,  all  is  in  the  power  of  our  adver- 
saries. 

Mr.  President,  I  feel  f^at  solicitude  on  this  subject. 
My  constituents  arc  deeply  interested  in  it;  ami  I  do  think 
it  would,  conduce  gfreatly  to  the  interest  of  the  people, 
and  to  the  pecuniary  interest  of  the  Government,  to  reduce 
the  price  of  tliose  lands.  The  most  of  those  lands  have 
been  culled  fur  many  years,  and  now  a  great  proportion 
is  second  rate  land;  and  yet,  sir,  tlie  Government  a-iksthe 
tame  price  as  when  every  one  had  choice.  By  reducing 
the  price,  more  sales  would  be  made,  and  more  freehold- 
ers would  be  established  in  our  country.  Your  revenue 
would  increase  more  rapidly,  for  the  amount  of  sales  would 
be  greater,  because  much  more  land  would  be  sold;  and, 
besule,  men  would  be  on  their  own  lands,  improving,  and 
their  ability  to  pay  taxes  would  increase  as  they  acquired 
property,  and  they  would  consume  more  of  the  articles 
on  which  duties  are  laid,  as  they  became  better  esta- 
blished ill  their  home  and  property.  But  we  are  about  to 
put  this  very  matter  in  the  hands  of  some  men  who,  but  a 
few  days  ago,  said  the  tariff'  populated  the  West  at  tlie 
expense  of  tlie  Southern  States — I  mean  the  Senntor  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  MiLLsa,]  who  last  addressed  the 
Senate  on  the  tariff,  and  not  the  Senators  from  Virginia 
and  North  Carolina,  both  supporting  this  same  doctrine; 
both  of  whom,  in  their  speeches  on  tliis  floor,  but  a  short 
time  past,  used  the  same  lang^iage  as  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  I  consider  the  whole  vote  as  intending  to 
give  the  go-by  to  this  whole  matter  altogether.  I  voted 
to  report  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Rentucky 
to  that  committee,  to  give  it  the  go-by,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
many  others  voted  so,  for  the  same  reason;  because  I  was 
not  willing  to  commit  myself  in  its  favor — and  still  I  did 
not  know  whether  we  ounht  wholly  to  reject  it — and  be- 
cause I  preferred  to  vote  on  a  bill,  instead  of  an  abstrac- 
tion. And  is  not  the  land,  and  other  things  thrown  in  to 
cover  it  up,  by  the  vote  given,  no  expression  on  the 
measures  given  f  But,  let  us  introduce  a  resolution  to  in- 
struct the  proper  committee  to  reduce  the  price  of  those 
lands,  ur  to  cede  them  to  the  States  in  whicn  they  lie,  and 
ask  the  Senate  to  adopt  the  resolution,  and  then  we  will 
see  who  will_  vote  with  us,  and  who  against.  I  hope,  when 
a  vote  on  this  subject  presents  us  a  substantial- benefit,  we 
may  find  t  am  mistaken  in  my  ^ars. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  said:  Mr.  President,  as  our  candor  is 
appealed  to,  permit  me  to  assure  tlie  honorable  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  that  the  friends  to  the  pro- 
posed amendment,  in  relation  to  the  public  lands,  are  no 
less  serious  thim  anxious  for  its  reference  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures;  not  because  that,  of  all  others,  it  is 
the  most  appropriate  committee  to  have  charge  of  this 
subject,  but  because  it  is  the  only  remaining  branch  of  the 
revenue  which  has  not  been  referred  to  that  committee. 
Ami,  for  one,  I  caimot  see  why  its  reference  is  objected 
to  by  the  members  of  that  committee,  after  just  manifest- 
ing not  only  a  perfect  willingness,  but  an  anxiety,  to  have 
charge  of  the  whole  subject  in  reUtion  to  duties,  as  well 
on  articles  coming  into  competition  with  those  of  home 
growth  and  manufacture,  as  of  that  class  which  does  not 
come  into  such  competition. 

It  has,  by  the  same  honorable  Senator,  been  triumph- 
antly asked,  what  can  the  Committee  on  Manufectiires 
be  expected  to  know  about  the  public  lands?  I  may  very 
safely  answer — at  least  as  much  as  about  the  cultivation  of 
coffee,  tea,  and  olives,  or  the  manufacture  of  silks,  mull 
mtwlins,  or  camels'  hair  sbawls,  and  all  the  long  list  of  ai-- 


ticles  imported  into  our  country,  aitd  which  are  ntithcr 
produced  nor  made  in  the  United  States,  the  dirtiu  m 
which  this  comn>ittee  are  now  about  to  arrange. 

But  let  it  not  be  forgotten  that  between  three  and  foe 
millions  of  dollars  of  your  revenue  is,  per  anni.m,  no* 
derived  from  the  sale  of  these  lamls — about  one-tiiird  dt 
the  whole  sum  necessary  for  the  exigencies  of  the  Go. 
vemment.  Ami  shall  we  be  told  lliat,  in  farming  » rtn- 
niie  bill,  which  is  now  about  to  be  done,  that  tliia  is  ui  ilea 
not  to  be  taken  into  the  general  account?  The  wlnlta^ 
ject — all  the  sources  of  revenue,  must,  of  necentjr,  \t 
taken  together,  to  arrive  at  a  proper  conclunon  ttvhl 
rates  to  fix  tlie  duties  you  are  about  to  reduce.  If  di 
public  lands  are  to  be  reduced  in  price,  or  if  they  tit  li 
be  disposed  of  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  it  ii  inli 
pensable  for  the  committee  to  know  if  either,  or  trhicli,ii 
to  be  dune.  Again,  as  has  been  well  observed  br  q 
honorable  friend  [Mr.  Whitx]  from  Tennrasee,  the  nb 
jects  of  duties,  and  of  public  lands,  have  been  can&ttei 
together  for  the  last  ten  years,  in  the  annual  icponit 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  And  why  no*  ditom 
them }  Are  gentlemen  startled  at  tlie  responsibilit}'  it  m 
poses?  1  hope  not.  The  public  debt  being  now  jwd,*! 
of  the  West  wish  to  join  in  the  general  jubiler;sftl,a 
less  some  change  in  the  disposition  of  the  public  laiidifel 
made,  more  favorable  to  the  purchaser  tlian  islliepnal 
mode  and  price,  I  fear  we  wiU  have  but  little  aasti 
rejoicing. 

'  Sir,  the  West  has  but  little,  very  little,  direct  intrt 
in  the  protective  system.  We  are  not,  and  never  »ill  b^ 
manufacturers;  but  we  are,  and  ever  must  be,  «gne«l 
tiirists.  Give  us  the  lands  on  reasonable  terms,  unda 
will  not  be  heard  to  complain,  be  the  tariff  arrangtd  ui 
may.  WhiUt  I  am  frank  to  acknowledge,  with  n^ 
there  are  no  constitutional  scruples  or  doubts  as  to  the  ;i 
licy  of  sustaining  the  tariff,  even  to  protection,  i  imi*^ 
that  I  think  the  reference  of  the  resolution^  with  A 
several  amendments  which  have  been  offered,  by  »tyl 
instructions,  would  have  been  more  appropriate  if  iw 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  or,  as  suggested  by  the  h 
norable  Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tiaiwiu,]  to 
select  committee,  chosen  from  tlie  Western,  Southoi 
and  Eastern  States,  equally.  I  voted  for  the  prt»B(n 
ference,  that  the  subject  might  be  presented  in  1*«  lU'P 
ble  shape  of  a  bill,  and  do  hope  tliat  the  whole  subjcc 
connected  with  the  revenue  may  be  acted  on  by  the  wu 
committee,  and  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  BENTON  expressed  the  great  satisfictiofi  which  k 
felt  at  hearing  the  voice  of  tlie  new  Senator  from  llluui 
[Mr.  RoaiKSON,]  now,  for  nearly  the  first  time,  heanll 
debate  on  this  floor,  but  often  exerted  in  the  LegshI" 
of  bis  State,  and  always  tliere,  as  now  here,  to  suppa 
patriotic  propositions,  with  sound  and  sensUile  rtuej 
His  [Mr.  KoBixsos's]  amendment  to  the  molioR  «« 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  opened  the  »W 
question  of  the  public  lauds,  and  presented  the  inq*? 
into  their  future  disposition  fairly  and  fully  to  the  cmi 
deration  of  the  committee.  The  double  question  of  n 
ducmg  the  price,  or  transferring  the  iands  to  the  SI«W 
was  embraced  in  the  proposition,  and  the  committee  %«•! 
doubtless  say  which  of  them  should  be  adopted,  or  rti 
ther  either  should  be  adopted.  This  was  not  tlie  tine! 
discuss  tliese  questions,  or  to  decUre  a  prtfereact  ■ 
eitlier  of  them^  that  time  would  properly  arrire  after  * 
committee  had  made  its  report.  The  question  iwr" 
to  refer  the  subject;  and  to  that  reference  twuobjetl* 
were  made:  one  objection  to  tlic  character  of  tin  o* 
mittee,  and  the  other  to  the  indi%iduals  which  uaf* 
it;  and,  strange  to  say,  botli  objections  came  **J*! 
committee  itself,  and  from  its  friends  or  suppoiteB.  Tw; 
object  to  the  reference  on  account  of  the  cliaractttw* 
committee,  and  say  it  is  absutd  to  send  tlie  pubbc  Usct* 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures.     Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  t« 
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klMiiitlity  of  the  tilings  n  Mlinittedt  birt  then  it  muit  be  ad-  aiid  every  plmi  for  the  dispoaition  of  the  piiblx  land«i  he 
mlttcd,  also,  that  this  absurdly  it  only  part  and  parcel  uf  therefore,  cannot  be  supposed  to  be  ipiurant  of  the  8iib> 
that  monstrous  absurdity  which  has  erected  the  Commit-  ject,  without  implying  an  inattention  to  the  business  of  die 
tre  on  MantifiictiireH  into  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate,  which  liis  conduct  disproves,  or  accusing^  him  of 
Senate.  The  old  Finance  Committee  no  longer  exists,  opposlnji^  the  land  bilb  thro<igh  ignorance,  which  ho 
except  iiir  sabaltem  ami  ceremonions  services.  As  a  fis-  [Mr.  B.]  could  not  admit.  Thr  sllegeil  ignorance  of  the 
cal  committee,  charited  with  plans  of  revenue,  it  no  longer  committee,  tlien,  would  not  answrr.     1'hcir  (Uaqiialifying 

excuses  came  too  latc<  their  self.denying  ordinances  were 
at  the  end  instead  of  tlie  beginning  of  the  feast.  They 
ought  to  have  objected  earl.er— at  the  beginning  of  the 
sc^tsion — at  the  rutereiice  of  the  alum  salt  bill  and  bUmket 
bJI,  instead  of  contending,  as  they  then  did,  fur  tliese  bill*. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  ventured  at  that  time  to  set  himself  up  fur  a 
piece  of  a  prophet,  and  to  unlertake  tutbretell  that,  if  the 
Uanufactures  Cuininiltee  succeeded  in  dntwiiig  tu  them- 
selves tiKMe  two  bills,  they  coulil,  upon  the  ume  princi* 
pies,  draw  to  tliemsclves  all  the  business  of  tile  Finance 
i;ummittee;  and  his  pn>pliecy  was  now  fulfilled.  The 
Finance  Committee  was  stri^jt  of  its  powers— it  was  pluck* 
ed  uf  Its  plumage «  in  its  corporate  capacity,  it  was  re- 
duced to  the  appearance  and  dimcnvous  of  a  p.cked 
snowbird;  while  the  ManuCictures  Committee,  m  the 
double  iiive^tttiure  of  tlieir  own  and  another  committee's 
prerogatives,  loomed  upon  tlie  horizon  as  a  new  and  ez- 
iraordiiuu-y  apparition.  It  had  g^t  all!  Every  subject 
uf  revenue  was  now  in  its  hands!  The  whole  business  of 
reducing  the  present  revenue,  estimating  the  future  ex- 
penses uf  the  Guvernment,  fixing  a  new  standard  of  in* 
come,  Was  actually  in  their  hands.  The  lands  were  there 
ui  point  uf  fact.  Tne  lands  would  be  passed  upon  by 
them  in  point  uf  fact!  And  the  only  effect  of  this  refer- 
ence is  to  say  whetlier  they  sliall  pass  upon  them  pubLcly 
or  privately;  in  tlie  cummittee  rooiu  alune,  or  in  the 
Senate  alune;  by  a  »de  wind,  instead  of  a  fair  breese. 
Uc  [Mr.  B.]  was  for  open  work,  and  he  presumed  the 
people  uf  uie  West  wished  fur  o|n:n  work. 

Tne  fate  of  tlie  public  Uiids  is  now  in  tlie  hands  of  the 
Manufacturing  Coinm.ttet.-;  from  that  committee  comes 
forth  hard  ur  easy  tenn^  for  tlie  people.  The  West  ha* 
a  powerful  representative  on  that  cuiiimitiee;  and  what- 
ever is  done,  slie  is  eiit.tled  to  know  why,  and  wherefore. 
Mr.  B.  would  not  undertake  tu  say  buw  that  committee 
would  report  upon  the  public  landj.  He  had  his  mis- 
^vliigs,  and  these  were  not  lessened  in  seeing  tlie  com- 
mittee endeavoring  to  avoid  the  resp<nisibd.ty  uf  a  public 
reference;  while,  m  point  of  fact,  they  would  act  on  an 
implied  aiid  virtual  reference.  He  repeated.  With  great 
eiiipluuHS,  that  the  committee  would  act  on  the  public 
lantls,  whether  instructed  or  not;  that  they  could  nut  pro- 
ceed one  step  in  fixing  their  new  phui  of  revenue,  with. 
out  first  deciding  thai  ttie  lands  were,  ur  were  nut,  to  be  a 
future  source  ol  revenue ;  and  he  was  decidedly  in  favor 
of  re<|u'u-ing  tlie  committee  to  decide  publicly  in  a  case 
where  Uiey  would,  most  assuredly,  decide  secretly.  They 
were  now  the  Fiiuince  Committee  uf  the  Senate,  and  must 
take  the  respoiiiiibilit.es  as  well  as  tlie  prerogatives  of  their 
new  and  elevated  station.  A  bdl,  tiiey  are  to  give  us. 
A  reduction  uf  duties,  tliey  are  to  make.  Friends  and 
adversaries  all  admit  that  they  are  going  to  make  a  re- 
ductiun.  Land  is  entitled  tu  a  pbice,  and  tlie  highest 
place.  III  the  libt  ul'reductiuns.  Many  inferior  articles  will 
also  be  entitled  to  a  place  in  it;  but  he  [Hr.  B.]  pre- 
sumed tlukt  no  committee  couUl  bring  in  a  b.ll  lor  re- 
ducing duties  on  hixunrs,  and  leaving  tiiem  on  necessairie*. 
He  presumed  that  no  committee  would  venture  to  bnng 
in  a  bill  tor  abuli:iliiiig  duties  on  figs,  and  leaving  tlie  pre- 
sent h  gh  pr.ce  oil  laial.  He  presumed  that  no  committee 
would  abol.sli  duties  on  the  pertumes  witli  which  boys  and 
girls  sweeten  their  hair,  and  leave  a  tax  upon  tlie  Salt 
Witli  which  tlie  farmers  cured  tlieu-  provisions,  and  raised 
their  stuck.  Ue  presumed  tliat  tlie  tax  would  not  be 
Uikeii  oil'  uf  S.Iks,  and  left  on  bUnkets.  And  if  he  was  in 
MXjf  of  Uiese  presumptuous,  no  friend  to  the  people  could 


As  (iidt,  it  is  expunged — nibbed  out— annihilsteil ! 
The  venerable  chairman  of  that  old  committee  [Mr. 
Sarra,  of  Uarylaiid]  has  noth'ng  to  do  now  but  to  read 
h'a  appropriation  b.lls.  The  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
{Mr.  Dicxiasos,]  whose  name  is  at  the  head  of  the  Com- 
m-ttec  on  Maimfiictures,  or  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
(Mr.  Clat.J  who  occupies  a  place  upon  it,  will  now  be 
charged  with  the  report  of  tlie  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury 
upon  the  finances,  and  will  deliver  us  future  plans  <>f  re- 
Tcoue.  It  is  in  vain  to  object  to  their  character.  They 
hare  got  the  tiling  into  their  hands.  They  have  got  the 
ivrenue  to  adjust  They  have  got  tlie  whole  treasurj- 
rrport  before  them;  and  the  pubhc  lands  is  a  leading  arti- 
cle in  that  repiHl.  it  is  in  vain  to  say  they  ought  not  to 
act  lapon  the  public  lands.  The  fiict  is,  ibey  will  act  upon 
it,  whether  referred  to  them  or  not.  No  committee,  no 
■tateeaan,  no  imUvidual,  can  start  a  project  gf  fiiture  re- 
venue, without  first  determining  the  question  in  his  own 
mind,  wiiether  the  public  lands  are  to  be,  or  not  to  be,  a 
•ource  of  future  revenue.  These  lands  now  yield  three 
milliona  of  dollars,  ami  we  want  but  twelve  or  thirteen 
Bullions.  The  lands,  therefore,  produce  the  one-fourtli 
of  all  that  is  wanted.  Nu  man  can  tlien  give  an  opinion, 
much  leas  report  a  bill,  for  the  future  amount  of  our  re- 
venue, without  including  or  excluding  the  lands.  He 
must  <lo  one  or  the  other.  He  cannot  tell  what  duty  or 
tax  to  leave  upon  a  single  article,  until  he  first  knows  whe- 
ther the  lai^  income  from  the  lands  is  to  be  included  or 
excluded.  Away,  then,  with  this  story.  Thi  cummittee 
must  decide;  they  will  decide;  they  will  report  a  bill  with 
or  aritbotit  the  lands;  and  either  way  is  decision.  For  even 
if  nothing  is  done,  the  present  high  and  arbitrary  price  of 
public  huids  wdl  be  kept  up.  No!  let  u*  have  no  dodg- 
mg  or  flinching! 

Tlie  Manubcturing  Committee  has  got  itself  investe<l 
with  the  powers  of  the  Finance  Committee,  het  tliem, 
then,  meet  its  duties  and  responsibilities.  >It  will  decide 
the  land  question,  whether  we  refer  it  or  n-'t;  let  tliem, 
then*  cWcide  it  on  their  responsb.lity,  and  give  a  report 
and  a  bill  to  the  Senate.  Let  them  act  aboveboaid,  and 
shcnr  us  whetlier  mamifiictures  are  tlie  enemies  of  agri- 
culture; whether  the  price  of  lands  is  to  be  kept  up, 
to  prevent  the  poor  people  from  giving  to  the  West,  so 
as  to  deprive  tlie  fiictorics  of  tlieir  cheap  labor,  and  the 
rtill  cheaper  Ubor  uf  the  wretched  little  children  who  are 
woi  ked  like  machines  and  fed  hke  mice.  Too  many  fiicts 
give  us  reason  to  believe  tiiat  this  is  the  design  of  tlie 
maiHi&cturers;  and  now  let  them  confirm  or  dispel  the 
suspicion  by  an  oven  act;  let  tliem  take  part  with  the 
sgriculturists  in  reducing  th;  pr  ce  of  tlie  puUic  lands, 
or  take  part  with  the  manufacturers  in  keeping  up  unjust 
and  arb.trar)'  prices,  refusii^  donations  and  settlement 
rigrhts,  and  resulting  a  transfer  of  the  soil  tn  tlie  States. 

The  objection  to  the  personal  compoaition  of  the  com' 
mittee  is  equally  ill  fuuiuled;  in  fact,  more  so.  It  is  in  vain 
to  say  they  know  notliing  of  Western  lands.  That  coin- 
mittre  Ins  upon  it  a  Senator  uf  the  longest  and  big^st 
standing  from  the  West;  one  who  has  been  either  Senator 
or  Kepre*entative,from  a  Western  State,  for  full  a  quarter 
of  a  centtvy,  [Mr.  CLAi,]'and  has  often,  in  the  course  of 
that  time,  dwcussed  the  question  of  the  public  lands.  He, 
tiierefiire,  cannot  be  presumed  tu  be  ignorant  of  the  sub- 
ject. Another  member  of  that  committee,  the  Senator 
wttose  name  stands  at  tlie  liead  of  it,  [Mr.  DioKBBses,] 
has  been  here  longer  than  be  [Hr.  B.  ]  had  been,  that  is  to 
my,  more  than  twelve  yearst  and  has  regularly  ^posed  all 
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object  to  tuch  a.  course  of  proceeding  as  woald  hrmg  all 
the  facts  to  light,  and  show  eftrv  thing  as  it  really  paraed. 
He  called  earnestly  upon  the  fnends  of  the  West  to  rally 
—to  unite  tlieir  voices — to  join  tlieir  strength — to  put  all 
their  shoulders  together,  and  save  the  public  hnd  question 
from  being  blinked  in  the  new  arrangement  of  the  revenue. 
He  besought,  he  obtested,  he  entreated,  hy  every  considera- 
tion of  justice  to  the  Wnt,  that  the  g^at  question  of  re- 
ducing the  price  of  the  public  lands,  or  transferring  them 
to  the  States,  should  not  be  dodged  in  this  critical  conjunc- 
ture, when  die  new  plan  of  finance  wasto  be  settled.  He 
hoped  the  West  had  friends  enough  present  to  protect 
her  interest,  by  adopting  the  resolution,  and  reauinng  this 
new  financial  committee  to  consider  the  item  or  the  pub 
Be  lands. 

Hr.  DICKERSON  observed  that  the  reasons  urged  for 
instructing  the  committee  on  this  subject,  are,  that  the  re- 
solution referred  to  them  should  have  been  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance;  that  it  should  not  have  been 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufoctures;  from  which  it 
will  follow  that,  if  the  Senate  make  an  improper  refer- 
ence, they  are  bound  to  make  another.  The  impro- 
priety of  referring  the  public  lands  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  must  be  apparent  to  any  one  who  will  give 
the  subject  a  moment's  consideration.  If  this  resolution 
had  been  committed  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  would 
the  public  lands  be  committed  to  their  care>  Are  the  sales 
of  the  public  lands  so  identified  with  the  revenues  of  the 
country  that  they  are  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance?  Hitherto  tliis  has  not  been  the  casei  on  the  con- 
trary, we  had  a  standing  committee,  selected  with  a  view 
to  the  interests  of  the  States  in  which  the  pubfic  lands  Uc, 
who  have  the  confidence  of  the  people  of  such  States,  to 
whom  this  important  subject  has  been  constantly  sub- 
mitted. Why  is  this  course  to  be  changed?  Why  is  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  be  relieved  from  the  per- 
formance of  an  appropriate  duty?  And  why  is  that  duty 
imposed  upon  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  whom 
it  does  not  belong? 

Mr.  TAZEWJJLL  foUowed  Mr.  Dickebsox.  The 
Senator  fixim  New  Jersey,  said  Mr.  T.,  objects  to  the  re- 
ference  of  the  resolution  proposed  to  the  committee  over 
which  be  presides,  because  the  subject  of  this  resolution 
does  not  properly  belong  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, who,  as  such,  know  nothingabout  the  public  lands. 
1  apprehend,  however,  that  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, as  such,  know  quite  as  much  about  the  public  lands, 
■s  they  do  about  spices,  teas,  coffee,  wines,  and  silks,  not 
one  of  which  articles  are  of  tlie  growth,  produce,  or 
manuftcture  of  this  country,  or  enter  into  competition 
with  any  simibir  article  of  iu  production.  Yet  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  was  demrous  of  drawing  all  these  various 
subjects  to  his  own  forum,  and  has  had  bis  wish  gfratified 
in  this  respect  Therefore,  the  objection  to  the  proposed 
reference  of  this  subject  to  the  same  committee  does  not 
oome  with  a  very  good  grace  from  him. 

He  seeks  to  justify  his  wish  to  obtain  a  reference  to  his 
committee  of  the  severd  resolutions  to  repeal  the  duties 
on  the  unprotected  articles,  and  to  reduce  tliose  on  the 
protected  articles,  upon  the  ground  that  all  these  are  con- 
gruous subjects,  and  aflfect  the  revenue:  but  he  says  that 
the  price  of  the  public  lands  is  not  connected  with  that 
matter.  This  suggestion  might  have  f'umislied  a  very 
strong  argument  lor  referring  all  these  subjects  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  as  wasat  first  proposed;  but  when 
that  proposition  was  rejected,  and  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
iUctures  became  possessed  of  some  of  the  subjects  pro- 
perly appertaining  to  the  revenue  of  the  country,  it  seemed 
a  little  strange  tliat  the  chairman  of  this  committee  should 
still  de«re  to  retain  the  cognizance  of  tliese  fiscal  con- 
cerns, and  yet  should  be  so  averse  to  take  under  bis  care 
another  of  a  like  chancter.  I  say  of  a  like  character,  be- 
cause, whatever  majr  b«  the  forms  and  shapes  in  which 


these  several  matters  are  presented,  it  must  be  obvioiii  to 
all  that  the  great  and  leading  object  to  which  ill  tbe 
several  propositions  are  addressed,  is  the  establishaient«f 
a  new  system  of  revenue  better  suited  to  the  picsent  con- 
dition of  the  country  than  that  which  now  exata.  Ttiti, 
as  the  establishment  of  a  new  system  of  revenue  is  the 
great  purpose  aimevl  at  by  all  diese  aeveral  projccti,  etch 
of  which  looks  to  a  different  course  of  supply,  in  orin 
to  make  this  new  system  complete,  harmonious,  sod  per- 
manent, it  is  indispensably  necessary  that  all  the  soureetof 
supply  should  be  considered  by  any  committee  wh«  v^ 
be  ohuged  with  the  duty  of  remodelling  the  presently 
tem  of  taxation.  This  will  be  very  obvious^  laid  Mr.  T., 
if  tiie  slightest  attention  is  paid  to  the  nature  of  the  diffc^ 
ent  subjects  from  whence  revenue  is  now  derived,  and  to 
the  conflicting  interests  of  the  several  regions  of  the 
country,  in  regard  to  the  revenue  derived  from  (Ikk 
different  subjects. 

So  far  as  this  matter  is  concerned,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  may  be  properly  considered  as  divided  into 
three  great  classes;  the  manuncturing  class,  theprodw- 
ing  class,  and  the  dass  composed  of  the  inhabitants  ofthe 
States  within  whose  limits  larg«  bodies  of  unoccupied 
lands  are  stiU  held,  because  yet  unsold  by  the  United  Statea 
The  public  revemie  is  now  derived  from  each  of  these 
classes,  and  in  something  like  the  following  proponiont: 

The  manufacturing  class  pays  but  little,  compantiTeIr, 
of  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the  unpoatioo 
foreign  articles  nmilar  to  those  manubctured  by  them- 
selves. Their  own  supply  is  very  neariy,  if  not  quite 
equal  to  their  own  demand  of  these  protected  articles. 
Consequently,  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  taxes  impoaed 
fur  the  purpose  of  encouraging  and  protecting  their  muiii- 
factures,  is  paid  by  the  other  two  flassrs  The  manu£w- 
hiring  class  is  then  plainly  interested  in  continuing  all  the 
duties  imposed  for  their  protection  or  eBcoursgement, 
which  taxes  are  paid,  sdmost  exclusively,  by  the  other 
classes,  and  amount  to  about  fifteen  millions  of  doUsrs. 

The  manufiicturing  class  is  also  interested  in  coolimiins 
the  present  price  of  the  public  lands;  for  if  this  is  reduced, 
the  necessary  effect  will  be  to  encourage  greater  effiign- 
tion  to  the  Western  country,  so  to  augment  the  wigrs  of' 
the  labor  now  employed  in  numufiactures,  and  that  to  di- 
minish the  profits  of  manufiusturing  capiud.  This  efTeet 
has  been  onen  announced,  in  vtuious  reports  fi-om  t  for- 
mer Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  a  part  of  whose  gr""* 
project  of  regulating  the  whole  labor  and  capital  of  the  i 
country  was,  to  make  lands  detu*,  in  order  that  nusu&c- 
tures  might  thereby  be  mtule  cheap.  And  the  ssne  idci, 
in  effect,  \a»  been  again  presented  to  the  Senate  tiHl>7r 
in  the  speech  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr- 
SrBAecx.] 

But,  although  the  manufacturing  class  is  thus  mtaeateal 
in  continuing  the  present  high  duties  of  protectios,  ft^^ 
whence  a  revenue  of  at  least  fifteen  millions  is  now  <l«f^  ^ 
ed;  and  in  continuing,  also,  the  present  price  of  pshw 
lands,  from  the  sale  ot  which  a  revenue  amoutKiggtoUuee 
millions  of  dollars  more  b  now  received;  yet  th«  ets"  • 
interested  in  the  abolition  of  all  other  taxes,  tiwt  is  to  stA 
of  all  Ihe  duties  upon  unprotected  articles,  becaiiK, « 
these,  this  class  pays  its  full  proportion,  by  consawog  » 
least  iu  fiiU  share  of  such  commodities.     Hence  my  »""» 
from  New  Jersey  is  very  willing  to  repeal  or  redoee  Ml 
these  duties,  although  he  feels  no  disposition  to eurtsiluT 
of  the  other  supplies. 

The  producing  class  is  interested,  Mke  tiie  msnttthcW- 
inar  clasa.  in  redudne-  the  duties  udoh  the  unpratectra 


ing  class,  in  reducing  the  duties  upon  the  unpr 


tndof 


articles,  because,  of  these,  they  too  are  consumer^ 
course  bear  a  share  of  the  burden  in  proportion  to  tW 
consumption.    But  as  the  whole  of  the  revenue  n"*^ 
rived  from  tlus  source  is  estinuited  by  no  one  »t  '«'• 
than  seven  millions  of  doflars;  as  no  complsints  1"^  f^ 
hem  utf*d.agunst  these  imposts,  and  as  they  ftlli  pn°*^ 
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pilljr,  upoa  the  rich,  who  are  well  able  to  bear  them, 
Jie  producing  class  feels  leas  interest  in  the  reduction 
J  this  bnnch  of  the  revenue,  which  bears  justly  and 
Equally,  than  it  feels  in  the  diminution  of  the  other  great 
KuKes  of  supply — the  imposts  upon  protected  articles. 
Tbii  last  tax  laJIs  upon  them  almost  exclusively,  and  prin- 
dpally  upon  their  poor;  it  is  nearly  double  of  both  the  other 
npplies  put  togetlier,  and  so  bears  most  unequally,  ui\juat- 
\f,  and  oppressively  upon  this  class. 
In  regBtd  to  the  pubUc  lands,  the  producing  class  have 
M  interest  whatever  in  this  subject,  or,  if  they  have  any, 
i  a  rather  opposed  to  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  these, 
■tareduction  of  tlie  price  of  lands  any  where  must,  to  some 
extest,  influence  the  price  of  lands  every  where  in  the  same 
XMindy.  But  as  the  present  condition  of  the  countiy  does 
■ot  require  the  preservation  of  ail  the  sources  of  revenue  as 
liey  DOW  stand,  the  producing  class  is  willing  and  desirous 
Bact  justly  with  each  of  the  otlter  classes.-  They  say,  reduce 
Ik  amount  of  the  public  burdens  now  unnecessarily  im- 
praed  upon  all  classes,  to  an  amount  not  greater  than  may 
be  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  the  reasonable  wants  of  the 
Goremment  In  this  reduction,  consult  the  wishes  and 
pierances  of  all,  and  remove  every  burrlen  which  can 
properly  be  dispensed  with,  until  you  have  arrived  at  the 
pruposed  point.  Do  not  relieve  the  rich  alone,  however, 
bv  abolishing  the  duties  which  fall  upon  them,  but  disbur- 
«n  the  poor  also.  Do  not  relieve  the  manufiicturing  class 
from  their  sliare  of  a  common  and  legaX  imposition,  and 
rantioue  much  greater  burdens  upon  the  other  classes. 
Donotligliten  the  heavy  load  which  is  now  borne  by  some, 
bf  taking  off  that  portion  of  its  weight  which  is  feK  to  be 
pierous  by  them  only;  but,  in  this  u>ng-looked  for  day  of 
eipected  relief,  diminish  the  burdens  of  all.  And  as  you 
cuDot  relieve  one  of  the  classes  so  well  iu  any  other  m«>de, 
u  by  reducing  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  grant  this 
boon  to  them  also,  that  none  may  remain  disaatiraed. 

The  class  of  our  citizeiu  who  are  inhabitants  of  the  aeve- 
nl  States  within  which  the  public  lands  are  situated,  are 
iatercsted  but  little,  if  at  all,  in  any  of  the  duties  of  impost, 
vbether these  are  imposed  upon  protected  or  unprotected 
irticlet.  The  remote  position  of  fiur  the  greater  part  of 
ttiis  okas  in  the  interior  of  the  distant  West  making  the 
CM  of  transportation  of  all  such  commodities  considerable, 
>»ltbe  supply  irregular,  must  augment  the  price,  to  them, 
of  ill  imported  articles,  so  much  as  to  prevent  such  arti- 
cle>  from  entering  much  into  their  consumption.  There- 
Cm,  whether  the  duties  of  impost  are  continued  or  abolish- 
td,  is  of  but  little  consequence  to  them.  In  either  case, 
^J  must  rely  mainly  upon  their  own  household  manufac- 
tures and  productions  to  supply  their  own  wants.  Duties 
of  protection  give  no  encouragement  to  them,  for  they  are 
M  made  for  sale;  and  if  these  duties  were  abolished, 
tbc  ame  cause  which  produced  such  manufactures  at  first, 
"xist  continue  them  stilL  This  class,  therefore,  feels  but 
''ttle  direct  interest  in  any  of  the  duties  of  impost. 

But,  although  uidifferent  to  this  part  of  tlie  subject,  they 
w  not  indifferent  to  the  other.  The  sales  of  the  public 
audi  act  asa  perpetual  drain  of  their  currency,  the  amount 
"■  vhich  is  continually  reduced  by  remittances  of  the  pro- 
ceeds hitlier;  and  thus  the  value  of  their  whole  capital  and 
wMr  is  kept  in  a  state  of  perpetual  fluctuation,  to  the  great 
"rtnment  of  the  interests  of  both.  Moreover,  acconling 
to  the  price  of  the  public  lands  within  the  limits  of  the 
States,  will  be  the  migration  to  them.  Diminish  this 
pnce,  iBdyou  multiply  the  number  of  emigrants  desirous 
of  purcliasing  tliere.  Thus  you  increase  the  number  of 
toe  inhabitants  of  these  Stales,  so  open  new  sources  of 
t^enuelotlieir  local  Governments,  and  augment  at  once 
t«  price  and  value  of  all  their  productions.  Besides, 
*wle  the  United  States  continue  to  be  the  great  landlords 
?tU><:  West,  the  people  (^  the  several  States  within  JwboK 
^3their  farms  exist,  are  so  made  the  tributarias  of  this 
"''cnuaeot,  dependent  upon  its  power  aad  patronage 


more  than  any  others.  Surreys  are  made,  land  oflices  are 
opened,  and  offices  created  there  at  our  discretion.  By 
bringing  more  or  less  of  land  into  the  market  at  any  time, 
and  at  any  place,  we  are  so  enabled  to  regulate  the  price 
of  the  property  of  every  one  in  these  dependent  States, 
and  to  {five  to  the  tide  of  emigration  whatever  direction 
we  please.  I  do  not  say  that  these  powers  have  ever  been 
used  for  these  purposes,  but  merely  that  they  exist,  and 
may  be  so  used.  Of  this  tlie  Western  States  are  perfect- 
ly aware;  and  to  their  consciousness  of  the  existence  of 
such  a  power  may  be  ascribed  much  of  what  has  occurred 
in  this  Government.  All  these  causes  combine  to  induce 
the  class  of  which  I  am  now  speaking,  to  des.re  relief  from 
the  burdens  they  produce,  by  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
public  lands.  The  boon  they  ask  is  so  small  in  itself,  that 
I,  for  one,  said  Mr.  T.,  am  disposed  willingly  to  grant  it, 
especially  as  it  is  the  only  benefit  which  they  can  get,  pro- 
bably, in  the  arrangement  of  the  new  system  of  revenue. 

These  considerations  ought  to  satisfy  tvery  one,  said 
Mr.  T.,  of  the  propriety  ot  connecting  the  subject  of  the 
public  lands  with  any  and  every  other  project  for  the 
establishment  of  a  new  system  of  revenue  and  taxation. 
It  is  vain  to  say  that  the  various  sources  of  supply  may  be 
examined  separately,  and  each  acted  upon  by  itself.  This 
is  true;  but  who  can  say  with  confidence,  that  when  one  of 
the  g^eat  classes  of  which  I  have  spoken,  have  procured  the 
gratification  of  their  desires,  in  the  repeal  or  reduction  of 
the  burdens  which  bear  most  grievously  upon  them,  that 
they  will  then  aid  in  administering  hke  relief  to  others? 
The  mere  possibility  that  they  may  not  do  so,  will  natu- 
rally excite  suspicions  and  jealousies,  which  ought  to  be 
avoided  if  possible.  This  can  be  done,  however,  only  by 
connecting  the  three  subjects  indiaaolubly  together,  and 
incorporating  the  provisions  concerning  each  in  one  and 
the  same  bill,  the  kte  of  which  bill  will  then  depend  upon 
the  faithful  observance  and  preservation  of  all  its  connect- 
ing Unks.  * 

Such,  at  least,  is  my  opinion,  said  Mr.  T.,  and,  there- 
fore, I  shall  give  my  vote  most  willingly  in  favor  of  the 
proposed  reference;  nor,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  will  I 
ever  permit  the  subjects  to  be  ugain  separated.  I  should 
have  preferred,  as  I  stated  formerly,  that  all  these  different 
propositions  be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  be  com- 
posed of  an  equal  number  of  Senators  fi-om  each  of  the 
great  regions  of  the  country  wherein  a  majority  of  the 
persons  componng  the  three  great  classes  to  which  I  have 
referred  are  found.  But  fa  the  Senate  have  alreaijy  de- 
cided to  send  two  of  the  subjects  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  to  that  committee  should  the  third  be  sent 
also.    . 

Mr.  Bibb's  proposition  was  then  decided  in  the  af&rms- 
tive,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robin- 
son, Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
Wilkins.— 26. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker- 
son,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sibbee, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagf^man,  Webster. — ^30. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Fbibat,  Mabcb  23. 

THE  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  submitted  the  following: 
Betobied,  That  the  Committee  on  Manu&cttirei  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  distributing  the 
public  lands,  or  the  proceeds  of  tlie  sales  thereof,  among 
the  several  States,  on  eqtutable  principle*. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  supported  this  resolution  in  a  speech 
of  considetable  laafth.  He  justified  th*cefci<Mo«,«»  the 
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groiiml  that  the  other  subject!  connected  with  the  piihl  c 
laiulit  having  been  referreil  to  that  committee,  the  Senate 
could  not  connistently  refuse  to  allow  the  wjiole  stibject 
to  be  committed  to  them.  He  atlvocated  the  r'glits  of  all 
the  States  to  participate  in  the  territory  acquired  by  the 
blood  and  treasure  of  all  in  the  >-arioiis  wars  and*  treaties 
which  had  taken  place  since  the  constitution  was  adopted 
He  spoke  at  length  in  support  of  the  reference,  and  con- 
sidered that  tlie  object  of  those  who  had  supported  the 
reference  yesterday  of  the  subject  to  this  committee,  was 
to  etdist  the  members  comings  from  tl>e  new  States  in  the 
,  ranks  of  the  opposition  to  the  tariff*,  by  holding  out  the 
inducement  that  tht-y  should  receive  in  consequence  the 
excliisire  benefit  of  those  lamls.  He  also  arjpied  that  one 
important  effect  of  dividing  the  proceeds  of  the  lands 
amonfc  the  States  would  be  to  reduce  the  dangerous  and 
increasing  inHnence  of  Executive  patronage. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  utrike  out  "the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,"  and  insert  "  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  resolution  and  amend- 
ments were  laid  on  the  table. 

The  resolutions  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Wilkiss 
were  taken  up. 

Mr.  WILKINSrose  to  explain  his  views  which  he  had 
presented  yesterday  on  offering  an  amendment  to  the  re- 
solutiim  of  Mr.  Clat.  and  which  had  been  miittaken  by 
gentlemen,  who  had  nnderslood  him  to  express  the  opinion 
that  incidental  protection  was  all  that  the  constitution 
wotikl allow.  He  did  not  mean  to  be  so  understood;  he  was 
of  the  opinion  that  this  question  was  not  under  cons'dera- 
tioni  and  the  Senate  were  not  now  called  upon  to  decide 
the  absti-act  question  whether  a  law  can  be  pas!>ed  for  the 
tole  purpose  of  protection.  The  present  object  was  to 
ascertain  whether  they  coidd  not  so  arrange  the  duties 
imposed  for  revenue,  a«  incidentally  to  pnitect  manuiac- 
tiites.  Mr.  W.  was  proceeding  to  show  that  the  object  of 
the  reaolution  was  to  obtain  important  information  relating 
to  the  adjustment  of  the  tariff';  when 

Mr.  SMITH  inquire<l  if  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylva- 
n:a  was  in  order.  'I'here  were  reasons  why  he  should  not 
proceed:  one  was  *l>*t  >t  was  sut  of  onler;  another,  that 
there  was  an  important  b.ll  that  he  [Mr.  S.]  wished  to  call 
up  now,  making  apprupr.ations  for  the  army  during  tlir 
year  1833. 

The  Senate  then  passed  to  other  business,  which  occu- 
pied the  remainder  of  the  s.tling;  after  which. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOKDAT,  Mabcb  36. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr.  Wilkiks 
were  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

UNCLAIMED  DIVIDENDS. 

The  resolution  some  time  ago  ofiere<l  by  Mr.  SrKAOCi, 
calling  for  a  1  St  of  the  names  of  persons  owning  unclaim- 
ed dividends  on  public  stocks,  Wa.-!  taken  up. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said,  it  appears  tlmt  we  have  in  the 

Iiosseasioii  of  the  Government  about  300,000  dollars,  be- 
unging  to  persons  who  have  owned  stock  in  the  funds. 
The  dividends  are  unclaime<l,  because  the  persons  to 
whom  they  belong  are  ignorant  of  the  fact  that  those 
whom  they  represent,  as  hers  or  administrators,  ever 
owned  stock  on  which  the  dividends  bad  not  been  drawn. 
He  thought  it  was  due  to  himesty  to  give  to  the  public  the 
information,  in  order  that  the  person*  interested  may  be 
made  aware  of  their  rights. 

Mr.  CLAT  opposed  the  resolution,  as  opening  a  wide 
door  to  fraud — as  giv.ng  an  invitation  to  impostors  to 
come  forward,  witli  their  wax  and  parchment,  and  claim 
money  wh.ch  does  not  belong  to  them,  because  there  is 
nobody  to  dispute  tlieir  claims.  The  Government  was 
not  b«ttad,  at  a  public  debtor,  t«  publiab  a  list  of  the 


names  of  its  creditors.  The  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States  never  published  any  list  of  the  names  of  its  cml.t- 
ors,  though  they  created  a  fund  for  their  psymenl.  He 
thought  it  wi«ild  be  better  for  the  members  of  Confresi 
and  others  to  look  over  the  books,  and  give  the  iiifornwlon 
to  such  claimants  as  may  be  within  their  knowledge.  Thi^ 
he  thought,  wmiM  be  a  sufficient  degree  of  publidtir. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  Congress  had  uniformly  dtcid. 
ed  against  the  proposition  to  publish  the  innies,  for  the 
reawiis  just  given  by  the  Seniftor  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  spoke  again  in  support  of  his  rcNlg- 
tion,  and  cuntendetl  that  there  was  more  danger  of  fmid 
now  by  forgery,  while  the  names  are  known  only  to  » fe«, 
than  there  woidd  be  were  they  known  to  all.  It  whi  en^ 
now  for  an  impostor  to  make  a  denuind,  with  a  prospttt 
of  success,  for  the  rightful  owner  could  not  conint  it  j 
He  also  argued  titat  the  publicity  would  give  nogmter 
feasibility  to  fraud  than  is  given  every  year,  in  the  ok  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  by  publish  ng  the  wma 
of  its  stockholders  and  the  number  of  slutres  owned  b; 
them. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  supported  tlie  resolution. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  the  gentleman  from  Maine  begged  the 
question,  by  assuming  that  the  money  behinged  to  some 
person  in  eX'Stence.  The  Ctct  more  probably  is,  thtttlie 
owners  are  dead,  w'.thont  leaving  heirs  or  representatives. 
He  alluded  to  the  frauds  committed  by  cUimants  for  pfih 
sons,  and  property  destroyed  on  the  N agjra  frontier. 
Pensions  had  been  paid  for  persons  who  were  sfterviirdj 
found  to  have  been  long  dead,  and  claims  allowed  for  pro- 
perty wh'ch  never  had  existence. 

Mr.  TYLER  gave  an  instance  in  vrhich  he  wu  hinndf 
near  being  maile  an  instrument  of  a  fraud  of  this  sort  A 
person  manufactured  a  w.dow  and  a  set  of  papera,  and  srnt 
them  to  him  to  obtain  for  h  m  the  five  years'  full  p»y  allow- 
ed by  law  to  the  widows  of  siildiers  killed  in  the  serrice. 
He  concurred  in  the  views  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
lucky,  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  adopting  the  resulntinn. 

Mr.  UlCKERSON  referred  to  cases  of  fraud  ariiln; 
from  the  publication  of  tlie  names  of  thoi«  entitled  to 
bounty  lands:  and  similar  frauds  would,  he  thought,  be 
invited  by  the  publication  of  those  names. 

The  discussWin  was  continued  by  Messrs.  HATKEi 
SMITH,  TAZEWELL,  ami  CLAYTON  against  the  reso- 
lution, ami  Mr.  SPRAGUE  for  it;  after  which. 

On  moton  of  Mr.  CLAY  TON,  the  resoluton  WM  l»i 
on  the  table. 


Tdxsoat,  Mabcb  37- 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
coiuideration  of  the  bill  for  \he  rel  ef  of  certain  importrrt 
of  merchandise,  without  notice  of  the  act  of  Iby  l9i 
1828;  and  afii  r  a  long  discussion  of  its  details,  in  whidl 
Mr.  CLAY,  Mr.  SILSBEE,  Mr.  SMITH,  Mr.  TYLER, 
Mr.  HAYNE,  Mr.  FORSYTH.  Mr.  FOOT,  Mr.  MABCY, 
Mr.  KNIGU1',  Mr.  DALLAS,  Mr.  SPKAGUB,  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  and  Mr.  Wi;.KINS  engaged,  it  was  recom- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  bill  apportioning  t- 
presentatives  among  the  several  States  of  the  Union,  «u 
taken  up — the  question  being  on  the  motion  to  reconsidi-r 
the  vote  by  which  Mr.  WEBSTXB'samendmentwatrejectid- 

After  so  '  e  dtbate  on  a  question  of  ordfer  wliich  srosr, 

Mr.  CLAY  spoke  briefly  up«m  the  question  of  recoiui- 
deration.  Were  this  a  question  for  the  first  time  prnrnt- 
ed,  he  might  decide  in  Mvor  of  the  representation  of  Dic- 
tions; hut,  as  he  considered  that  the  question  Iwl  l""!? 
been  put  at  rest  by  the  decisions  and  practice  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  should  feel  himself  compelietl  to  vote  agimit 
any  bill  providing  fur  fivctienal  repreaentstion.  ■  He 
shouldt  hQvoTtr,  vote  in  &Tcr  of  a  reeoamitnent  vi  ^ 
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bill,  in  tlic  hope  that  some  means  might  be  devised  for 
TenHering  it  more  acceptable  to  the  several  States. 

The  qtiestion  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  reconii- 
der.  anci  decided  in  the  aflirmativt . 

Mr.  HOLMES  moved  that  the  bill  be  recommitted  to 
the  select  committee  from  which  it  was  reported. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  a  wish  that  before  the  Senate 
proceeded  further  in  the  matter,  a  vole  might  be  taken 
in  full  Senate  (now  there  were  furly-seven  present,  and 
to-morrow  the  whole  number  would  be  here)  upon 
the  representation  of  residuums  on  fractions.  He  sug- 
gested, therefore,  the  expe«liency  of  tryingthat  question, 
before  the  Senate  proceeded  any  further.  If  the  question 
van  postponed  till  to-morrow,  the  absent  Senators  wouUl 
pTobabhr  attend.  If  the  Senate  should  decide  in  opposi- 
tion to  toe  representation  of  fractions,  then  the  bill  might  be 
recomiiMtted  witli  a  view  to  such  other  attention  as  miglit 
render  it  le«s  unequal  in  its  character. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  was  willing  to  adopt  the  course  sug- 
gested by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  but  thought 
that  the  question  bad  better  be  taken  immediately,  as 
there  was  little  probability  that  the  Senate  would  be  fuller 
to-morrow  than  it  now  is. 

Mr.  HOLMES  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  it  was  evident  that  the  Senate  was 
not  now  prepared  to  act  upon  the  bill.  He  hoped  that 
the  question  on  the  representation  of  fractions  woiUd  be 
taken  in  full  Senate.  He  moved  tliat  the  bill  be  recom- 
mitted to  a  select  committee  of  five,  without  instructions. 
By  the  time  the  report  was  made,  the  absent  Senators 
wotild  return. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  was  still  doubtful  as  to  the  consli- 
totionalitv  of  the  representation  of  fractions,  but  he  was 
anxicma,  l>y  an  alteration  of  the  ratio,  to  amend  the  bill  in 
a  manner  which  will  secure  to  the  old  States  their  present 
Bonaber  of  representatives.  He  hoped  that  the  bill  wnulil 
be  recommitted  to  a  select  committee,  and,  if  he  could 
brinif  his  mind  to  the  support  of  the  representation  of 
fractions,  he  should  do  it  with  pleasiae,  as  it  certainly 
prodiiced  a  more  equitable  result  than  any  otiier  mode. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  did  not  believe  that  any  one  Senator 
lad  chanj^^  liis  mind  on  the  question  of  the  constitution- 
al.ty  of  representing  fractions.  He  proposed,  therefore, 
that  the  vote  should  be  taken  now  on  timt  question;  and 
if  it  should  be  fnmd  that  the  result  would  be  varied  by 
the  presence  of  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Nac- 
Baty.]  he  would  move  a  reconsideration  of  die  vote  on 
Mr.  'WBBBTia's  amendmentt  and 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  reconsideration,  it  was 
detrmtined  in  the  affirmative,  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  fbllows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Ruckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Clay,  Oickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling^uysen, 
Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poin- 
dezter,  Prentiss,  Rnhbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Spni|;ue,  Tomlinsoii,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 26. 

NATS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
rcaT»>-th,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,*Marcy, 
tktWtaaon,  Riiggles,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White,  Wilkins.— 20. 

The  bill  was  tlien,  after  considerable  conversation,  rc- 
connnitted  to  a  select  committee  of  five  members,  viz. 
Jicssr*.  WzBSTxa,  Clattoit,  Maitbcx,  .Fossttb,  and 
Hatxx,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WlDSISDAT,  Maxcb  28. 
COLONIZATION  SOCIETY. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  he  had  received  a  memorial 
Bgned  by  a  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  Kentucky,  in- 
viting the  attention  of  Congfress-  to  the  subject  of  tlie 
calonisation  of  the  free  blacks  on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and 
i«^uesting  tlie  aid  of  Congress  to  accomplish  that  object. 
Vol.  VUl.^.41 


He  felt  some  difficulty  with  regard  to  the  proper  disposi- 
tion of  the  memorial.  The  gfeneral  subject  wasnne,  than 
which,  perhaps,  no  other  had  more  senously  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  this  country.  No  man,  he  pre- 
sumed, could  fail  to  cherish  the  hope  that  at  some  day  or 
other,  however  distant,  and  in  some  mode,  the  country 
would  be  rid  of  this  the  darkest  spot  on  its  mantle.  How 
that  was  to  be  accomplished,  it  was,  perhaps,  not  allows- 
ble  to  the  present  generation  to  foresee.  All,  however, 
must  unite  in  the  hope  that,  at  the  proper  time,  the  proper 
means  would  be  devised  to  arrive  at  this  most  desirahlo 
end.  With  respect  to  the  constitiitional  question  involved, 
he  entertained  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  subject  of 
abolition  uf  slavery  could  not  be  touched  by  the  General 
Government;  it  belonged  peculiarly  and  exclusively  to 
the  States  where  slavery  existed;  thev,  and  they  alone, 
were  directly  cnncernedt  and  they  only  had  the  power  to 
entertain  the  question.  With  respect,  however,  to  the 
great  question  of  the  final  disposition  of  the  African  race 
among  us,  he  would  take  the  liberty  to  remark  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  first  great  effort  should  be  to  rid  our 
country  of  the  free  blacks  as  a  preliminary  measure.  In 
that  object,  all  the  Slates  had  a  common  interest — none 
were  exclusively  interested.  Whetiier  the  General  Go- 
vernment pouened  powers  to  accnmpl'.sh  that  objec%  was 
a  question  of  great  and  serious  import,  and  deserved  a 
more  carefid  and  thorough  investigation  than  in  the  pre> 
sent  state  of  the  country  could  be  probably  made.  Tne 
idea  had  been  enterlained  by  some,  whose  opinions  were 
entitled  to  much  respect,  that,  in  reference  to  the  public 
lands.  Congress  possessed  more  extensive  powers  than  it 
does  in  respect  to  appropriations  of  the  ordinary  revenue 
of  the  country.  This  was  a  question  of  great  importance, 
and  required  the  most  serious  consideration.  It  was  not 
Mr.  C.'s  intention  to  press  at  tiiis  time  any  decision  on  the 
question  he  had  suggested.  When  questions  of  such  deep 
and  exciting  interest  agitated  the  country  from  Maine  to 
Georgia,  l\U  rally;  when  Congress  was  already  engaged 
with  a  subject,  the  settlement  of  which  was  so  important 
to  the  present  and  future  welfare  of  the  Cnion,  he  did  not 
think  It  expedient  to  introduce  any  new  topic  likely  to 
pro<luce  fresh  causes  of  excitement.  He  did,  however, 
sincerely  entertain  the  hope  that  the  day  was  not  ht  dii> 
tant  when,  forgetting  all  that  now  tended  to  distract  and 
excite  us,  and  recollecting  Uiat  we  were  a  common  peo> 
pie,  alike  interested  in  the  common  prosperity,  we  could, 
without  any  of  those  objections,  take  this  great  question 
into  full  consideration,  and  dispose  of  it  in  a  manner  con* 
genial  with  the  feelings,  as  well  as  the  interests  of  all. 
He  would  now  content  himself  with  the  simple  dischargo 
of  his  duty  in  presenting  the  memorial,  in  asking  for  Its 
reading,  and  in  moving  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  before  the  genMeman  makes  his  mo> 
tion  to  lay  the  memorial  on  the  table,  I  wish  to  make  a 
few  observiitions  in  relation  to  its  present  and  ultimate  ob> 
jects.  The  subject  is  one  not  only  of  deep  interest,  but 
calculated  to  produce  very  unpleasant  feelings  at  the 
>-°outh,  where  it  was  perfectly  understood  in  all  its  reit* 
tions.  This  was  not  the  first  time  that  questions  of  tliat 
natiire  had  been  presented  to  the  Senate.  On  one  occac 
sion  no  notice  had  been  taken  of  the  memorial;  and  on  the 
other,  a  report  had  been  made  by  the  committee  who  bad 
the  subject  under  consideration,  adverse  to  the  objects  of 
the  memorialists.  Mr.  H.  was  glad  that  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  did  not  intepd  to  press  any  decision  at  tiiis  time, 
as  that  would  undoubtedly  tend  to  incrcHse  the  excitement 
which  now  prevails  in  one  quarter  of  the  Union,  it  was 
true  that  in  the  appropriation,  by  Congress,  of  funds 
asked  for  to  accomplish  the  objects  of  the  Colonizatiun 
Society,  the  question  of  slavery  was  not  directly  touchcdi 
but  he  must  be  blind  who  did  not  see  that,  if  the  power* 
of  the  General  Government  were  conceded  to  carry  into 
;«ffe«tthe  first  preliminaiy  mcasorM  of  th«  Sooisty,  «Jw 
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eokx^HitifW  of  the  free  people  of  color  on  the  coast  of 
Africa,  its  pover  to  sccomprish  the  ttHMnate  object  in 
ricw,  the  reraoral  of  the  whole  of  the  African  race  from  the 
United  States,  would,  in  doe  time,  be  claimed  as  a  neces- 
sary consequence.  The  advocates  of  this  scheme  avow 
the  principle  of  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Federal 
Oovemment,  which  covers  the  whole  ground.  What  is 
it?  The  right  in  the  Federal  Government  to  impose  taxes 
snd  appropriate  money  for  purposes  of  colonization — a 
power  certainly  not  to  be  found  m  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  never  recognised  by  the  States,  and  which 
rests  on  the  assumption  that  the  power  of  taxation  and  ap- 
propriation, in  which  the  colored  population  exists,  is  un- 
limited- The  Soutiiem  States  would  never  feel  secure, 
with  regard  to  this  question,  unless  the  powers  of  this 
Government,  to  levy  and  distribute  money,  were  limited 
to  the  definite  objects  specified  in  the  constitution;  and, 
unless  that  question  wsis  seUled,  br,  for  one,  would  never 
feel  secure  for  the  rights  or  the  property  of  the  Southern 
States,  exposed,  as  they  will  be,  to  he  constantly  assailed 
through  the  treasury  of  the  United  States.     Mr.  H.  was 

glad  tnat  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  disclaimed  anv 
itention  to  touch  the  question  of  slavery.  He  himself 
should  certainly  not  enter  upon  it  It  was  a  question  he 
would  never  willingly  permit  to  be  brought  into  question 
here,  for  it  was  altogether  a  domestic  question,  and  be- 
longed exclusively  to  the  States  where  slavery  existed.  If 
it  was  a  curse,  the  burden  was  on  the  South,  and  let 
them  bear  it;  if  it  was  a  blessing,  it  was  theirs,  and  there 
let  the  matter  rest  Mr.  H.  repeated  that  he  was  glad 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  did  not  intend  to  press 
this  question  at  the  present  time.  It  was  one  that  could 
not  be  raised  without  creating  alarm  in  the  States  pecu- 
liarly interested.  South  Carolina  has,  years  ago,  entered 
her  solemn  protest  a^inst  any  action  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject  of  colonization.  Georgia  has 
done  the  same.  And  other  Soutiiern  States  have  declared 
uroilar  sentiments  on  the  subject  He  [J^r.  H.l  had  risen 
to  give  timely  notice  that  he  would  resist,  to  the  utmost, 
now,  and  at  all  times  hereafter,  any  attempt  to  touch  the 
colored  population,  by  the  interposition  of  the  General 
Oovemment.  It  is  a  matter  which  belongs,  exclusively, 
to  the  several  States,  and  Congress  cannot  interfere  with 
it  by  i4>propriations  of  money,  or  otherwise,  without  as- 
iuiiung  a  power  not  conferred  upon  them  by  the  constitu- 
tion; a  power  capable  of  being  perverted,  and  which,  he 
verily  believed,  would  be  perverted  to  objects  absolutely 
fatal  to  the  Southern  States. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  engage  in  any 
discussion  at  this  time.  But,  while  he  miglit  be  allowed 
to  lav  that  he  perfectly  agreed  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina,  that  the  General  Government  could  not, 
constitutionally,  entertain  for  a  moment  the  question  of 
abolition  of  slavery,  he  could  not  agree  with  him  that  the 
subject  of  colonizing  the  free  bucks  belonged  exclu- 
vvely  to  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  other  protesting 
States.  The  gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing  him- 
self the  organ  of  all  the  Southern  States  where  slavery 
WW  tolerated. 

(Here  Ur.  HATNE  explvned,  and  denied  that  he  un 
d^ook  to  ipeak  as  the  organ  of  all  the  Southern  States 
H«  had  referred  to  the  protests  of  South  Carolina,  Geor- 
gia, and  other  States,  and  had  expressed  the  views  of  tiie 
State  he  in  part  represented^ 

_  Mr.  CLAY  continued.  With  regard  to  the  slave  ques 
tion,  thjB  States  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  were  not  the 
only  ones  concerned.  There  was  the  State  of  Maryland, 
the  State  he  represented,  (Kentucky,)  and  some  of  the 
Southweatem  States.  But  Mr.  C.  repeated  again,  that,  as 
respected  slavery,  there  was  not  a  particle  of  power  in 
the  General  Government  to  touch  the  question;  and  he 
diouU  not,  nor  w»a  it  necessary  for  him  to  enter  upon  it 
But  the  fjiotiio^,  as  respected  the  money  power  of  the 


GovemiD«nt,  was  emphatically  a  South  Cardina  qunfioa. 
It  was  from  two  of  the  most  eminent  men  that  South  Cm- 
Una  had  ever  produced,  that  he  first  heard,  on  the  Soot 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  doctrine  brotcked 
that  the  power  in  the  General  Government  to  appnpraite 
money  was  without  limit  or  restriction.  When  he  Gnt 
hrard  that  doctrine,  he  had  expressed  his  decided  diap. 
probation  of  it,  and  contended,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  now  does,  that  the  money  power  uf  the  Govemmnil 
was  limited  by  the  other  powers  granted  in  the  constitu. 
tion.  With  regard  to  the  appropriations  of  the  pubBe 
luids,  that  was  another  question.  It  had  been  contended 
by  some  that  Congress  had  the  power  to  dispose  of  then 
at  will;  but,  assuming  the  existence  of  such  uoliniitcd 
control,  whether  it  would  be  proper  to  apply  their  pro- 
ceeds to  the  colonization  of  the  tree  blacks  or  not,  he 
would  not  now  give  an  opinion.  When  the  proper  lime 
had  arrived,  he  hoped  the  subject  would  have  the  ruHest 
consideration.  But  the  question,  as  it  respected  the  free 
blacks,  was  not  peculiarly  a  Southern  question;  the  greit 
Northern  capitals  contained  a  comparatively  greater  por. 
tion  of  that  population  than  any  other  portion  of  the 
Union.  The  State  of  Maryland,  which,  according  to  the 
late  census,  contained  a  very  lai^  portion  of  them,  lud 
constantly,  eamesdy,  and  enthusiastically,  raited  her  nice 
in  favor  of  the  objects  of  the  Colonization  Society.  The 
question  of  colonization,  then  belonged  to  all  the  Statei 
where  free  blacks  were  to  be  found,  and  they  vere  tobt 
found  in  every  one  of  them,  and  they  had  all,  therefore, 
the  unquestionable  right  to  confer  with  the  slavehoUinf 
States  as  to  the  expediency  of  applying  such  means  a>  the 
General  Goremment  can  constitutionally  apply  tonr^ 
ridding  themselves  of  the  evil  by  colonization.  It  wu 
true  that  the  friends  of  the  Colonization  Society  had  con- 
tended that  the  rigl»t  to  remove  the  free  blacks  eiijted  in 
the  General  Government;  and  tliat,  as  this  part  of  the 
black  population  was  moved  off,  the  several  States  theni- 
selves  might  deem  it  proper  to  introduce  a  system  of  gi* 
dual  emancipation,  such  as  was  introduced  by  FnnklJn  n 
Pennsylvania,  in  1779;  but  no  member  of  tiie  Colon'ua. 
tion  Society,  to  Mr.  C.'s  knowledge,  had  ever  advoottd 
the  power  of  Congress,  after  removing  the  free  bheks,  to 
emancipate  and  remove  the  slaves.  The  latter  question 
was  one  for  Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  snd  other 
slaveholding  States,  each  acting  for  itself  alone,  to  de. 
cide.  The  only  aim  of  the  Colomzation  Society  vis  the 
colonization  of  the  free  blacks,  with  their  consent,  tided 
by  such  means  ns  may  be  supplied  by  the  benevolence  ol 
individuals,  or  the  liberality  of  Government,  le«»ing  un- 
touched  the  subject  of  slaveiy  in  the  hands  of  the  sevetll 
States,  to  whom  it  exclunvely  belongs.  With  these  ci 
planations,  called  forth  by  the  observations  of  the  Seia 
tor  from  South  Carolina,  he  should  rest  the  esse,  ino, 
unless  some  gentieman  wished  to  speak  on  the  subject,  hi 
should  move  to  lay  the  memorial  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said,  tiie  deep  interest  felt  in  Msrj 
land,  in  regard  to  the  question,  must  excuse  him  for  sxf 
ing  a  word.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  remsrlied, 
justiy,  that  no  State  in  the  Union  had  so  Urge  a  popub' 
tion  of  free  blacks  as  Maryland;  a  population  of  which  th< 
State  was  anxiously  disposed  to  rid  itself.  It  w»»  eqiuBj 
true  that  the  Colonization  Society  had  been  regarded  « 
presenting  the  most  probable  facilities  to  effect  this  wii 
desirable  result  The  Society  had,  therefore,  been  cl» 
rished  and  aided  by  the  State,  and  an  appropriation  fi«« 
its  treasury  was  annually  made  to  promote  tiie  objects  o 
the  Society.  He  would  take  leave  to  say,  however,  tw 
while  the  State  was  thus  affording  aid  and  enconngemeni 
to  the  Society,  it  would  be  a  moat  egregious  error  toiop' 
pose  that  thia  was  done  in  any  purpose  to  countentnce  i 
power  in  the  General  Government  to  interpose,  in  •»! 
manner,  or  in  any  degree,  with  the  question  of  sIskT 
On  this  question  Maiyland  is  altogether  a  Soulben  State 


Digitized  by 


Google 


045 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


h4% 


Hasck  39,  1833.] 


Sefimding  ofDutia. 


[Sxir^TS. 


N«H])«r  South  Ctrol'nm,  nor  any  other  State,  wiH  be  found 
more  firm  or  more  prompt  to  protest  against  the  assump- 
tioa  of  »jty  such  power  by  the  National  Leg^ature.  Such 
was  the  state  of  feeling  and  opinion  of  hi*  State;  and  while 
be  bad  the  honor  to  be  an  organ  of  that  feeling  and  opi  nion, 
it  abould  be  most  fully  exprened. 

But  tbe  objects  of  this  Society  had  never  been  consider- 
ed by  the  people  of  Maryland  to  be  such  as  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  now  desetibes.  That  Senator  must 
be  altogether  mistaken  in  reference  to  those  objects.  He 
vas  Jtutilied  in  Aia  remark,  not  onty  by  the  fiict  which  he 
h*d  stated,  of  the  encoun^ment  given  by  Maryland,  but 
abo.by  the  concurrent  testimony  of  the  States  of  Delaware, 
Virginia,  Geor^a,  and  Tennessee,  alt  slaveholding  States, 
and  each  of  which  had,  in  the  most  formal  and  deliberate 
manner,  approved  the  objects  of  the  Society.  It  was  im- 
possible to  conceive  that  these  States  could  have  express- 
ed their  approbation  of  an  institution,  the  very  purpose  of 
which  was  to  assail  an  interest.  In  re|;ard  to  which,  above 
•B  others,  they  were  singular^  sensitive. 

It  was  but  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Sodety  to  indicate  it 
from  the  imptttations  made.  That  some  individual  mem- 
bers may  have  united  themselves  with  it,  in  the  expecta- 
tion of  HTectinff  the  purposes  suggested,  was  quite  possi- 
ble. For  the  uitent  purposes  of  its  members,  no  Society 
coald  be  responsible,  if  they  are  not  encoura]red  by  the 
arowed  and  acknowledged  doctrines  of  the  Society.  The 
constitution  and  terms  of  tbe  association  repu^ate  all 
idea  of  interference  between  tbe  owners  of  slaves  and  their 
legal  right*  *»  *ecured  by  tbe  local  laws. 

That  many  individuals,  members  of  tbe  Society — if  gen- 
tlemen so  pleased— most  of  the  members,  looked  to  the  pe- 
riod when,  by  the  ihcilitie*  to  promote  the  comfort  and 
happiness  of  our  black  population,  it  should  be  practica- 
ble'to  emancipate  slaves  without  the  certain  infliction  of 
misery  and  degradation;  when,  by  removing  them  to  a 
distance,  they  may  be  placed  in  a  condition  to  enjoy  those 
advantages  which  the  state  of  society  must  deny  to  them 
in  this  country,  and  anticipated,  as  one  of  the  results  of 
this  altered  condition  of  matters,  a  {gradual  change  of 
opiiMon  upon  the  subject  of  emancipation,  was,  he  thought, 
strictly  in  accordance  with  the  ftct. 

If  it  be  matter  of  reproach  that  the  Society  was  likely  to 
be  instrumental  in  effecting  such  a  change  in  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  as  to  lead  intelligent  men,  in  the  full 
tad  free  exercise  of  their  uncontrolled  judgement,  to  adopt 
a  different  course  of  conduct  from  that  which  they  were 
now  reluctantly  compelled  to  pursue,  he  would  admit  the 
propriety  of  ttus  rebuke.  So  <ar  f^om  agreeing  to  this 
proposition,  however,  he,  for  one,  most  anxiously  and  ear- 
nestly desired  to  see  the  condition  of  the  colored  popula- 
tion of  the  United  States  so  provided  for  as  to  enable 
those  who  now  held  thete  in  servitude  to  emancipate  them 
with  any  rational  prospect  of  advancing  their  intellectual, 
moral,  or  religious  character.  To  emancipate  them  now 
was  thought  by  many,  and,  he  believed,  from  much  ob- 
servation, accurately  tbeu^t,  to  doom  them  to  penury 
■od  want,  to  a  lifSe  of  degraded  vice  and  infamy,  and  very 
often  to  an  ignominious  death  as  malefactors. 

He  regretted  to  hear  from  the  honorable  Senator,  [Mr. 

Ham,]  that  obstacles  would  always  be  presented,  and 

resistance  made  to  any  effort  for  removing  from  the  coun- 

tiT  ^e  fi^e  people  of  color.  He  had  reflected  much  upon 

tins  important  subject,  and  believed  that  means  miriit 

be  devised  for  their  removal,  in  perfect  accordance  with 

tbe  interests  and  feeling*  of  the  South,  and  in  accordance 

with  the  proviaioiM  of  ^  constitution,  as  it  exists,  or  as  it 

may  readily  be  modified. .   The  evil  was  one  of  which  idl 

oomplaineJ;  die  means  of  relief  from  it  should  originate, 

be  uougbt,  with  the  slaveholding  portion  of  the  Union, 

«ho  best  understood  the  general  subject)  and  whatever 

ifiteiB  they  should  introduce,   he  was  q^uite  persuaded 

Mksv  parts  of  the  Union  would  yield  a  willing  support. 


The  present  might  not  be  fte  most  desirable  period  Ibr 
the  effort,  but  he  hoped  the  appropriate  time  was  not  dis- 
tant. The  question  must  be  approached  with  a  calm  spirit 
of  conciliation,  and  .in  the  true  purpose  to  accomplish  a 
necessaiy  object  by  the  most  acceptable  means.  The  Go- 
vernment has  the  abilitv;  and  when  the  feeBngs,  interesti^ 
and  wishes  of  all  could  be  gratified  by  calBng  into  exer- 
cise tbe  pdwer  now  possessed  by  the  Oovemnlent,  or  vest- 
ing it  with  whatever  additional  power  may  be  required, 
he  could  not  conceive  why  the  effort  should  not  be  soon 
and  zealously  made  to  rid  ourselves  of  this  great  and  ac- 
knowledged evil— of  a  free  black  population. 

Mr.  HAYNB  said,  in  reply,  that  he  had  expressly  stat- 
e<^  in  the  beginning,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  enter,  at 
this  time,  into  die  merits  of  the  Colonization  Society; 
when  that  question  came  before  the  Senate,  he  should  bs 
prepared  to  g^ve  it  a  thorough  examination.  At  nresent 
he  must  be  permitted  to  make  one  or  two  observations  in 
reply  to  the  gentlemen  from  Kentucky  and  Matyland. 
Some  of  the  most  respectable  and  distinguished  individuab 
who  were  members  or  advocates  of  the  Colonization  So- 
ciety, had  avowed  that  they  viewed  that  scheme  as  chiefly 
valuable,  because  it  looked  eventually  to  a  removal  of  tks 
whole  of  the  African  race  from  the  United  States,  and  the 
consequent  abolition  of  slavery.  The  Senator  fnm  Mary- 
land had  declared  that  the  State  he  represented  was 
fMendly  to  the  objects  of  the  Society,  and  made  an  annual 
appropriation  towards  it.  Mr.  H.  hoped  that  Senator  did 
not  understand  him  as  objecting  to  any  separate  action  by 
the  States  on  this  subject«  that  was  a  matter  for  their  own 
sound  discretion.  The  States  mig^t  contribute  what  money 
they  pleased  to  tbe  removal  of  their  ewn  free  people  of 
color,  and  no  one  had  a  right  to  complain)  his  objection 
was  to  the  General  Government  taUng  a  matter  in  hand 
with  which  they  had  no  constitutional  rigrtit  to  interfere. 
AVitii  regard  to  tbe  distinction  drawn  by  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  between  an  appropriation  of  the  public  lands 
and  the  public  money,  he  would  not  then  enter  into  a  dis- 
cussion, though  be  confessed  be  could  see  no  difTerencs 
in  the  principle.  He  would  only  now  repeat,  that  when- 
ever the  General  Government  should  assert  the  power  to 
levy  and  appropriate  money,  or  to  apply  the  public  lands 
towards  the  objects  of  the  Colonization  Society,  it  would 
inevitably  lead  to  the  consequences  which  he  had  depre- 
cated— for  it  would  rest  on  an  assumption  of  power  not  t« 
be  found  in  the  constitution;  and  when  the  rights  of  the 
Southern  States  should  come  to  be  held  by  no  better  te- 
nure than  the  discretion  of  Congp^ss,  he  should  coosidar 
their  value  as  gone  forever.  Bis  only  object,  at  thii 
time,  however,  was  to  enter  his  protest,  as  he  had  often 
done  before,  against  any  such  exercise^  by  Congress,  of 
what  he  must  consider  as  unconstitutional  pow^. 

Tlie  memorial  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded,  on  the  motion  of  Ht. 
SMITH,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  from  tbe  Hodsk 
of  Representatives  for  the  support  of  Government.  Seve- 
ral amendments  to  the  same,  reported  by  the  Conunittae 
on  Finance,  were  read  and  s^^ed  tO)  but  befor*  the  Ul 
was  gone  throng,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEB8TBB,  it  wat 
laid  on  the  table;  and  the  remuning  amendments  (tbosb 
connected  with  the  diplomatic  intercourse)  ordered  to  b* 
printed. 

Mr.  SILSBEE,  from  the  Comimttee  on  Ftoaaee.  twMn> 
ed  the  biU,  yesterday  recommitted,  fbr  the  refief  or  etr- 
tain  importers  of  merchandise,  without  mMSee  of  the  aflt 
of  Congress  passed  .I9th  May,  1838. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TaimsDAT,  NamcB  39. 

REFimDING  OP  DUTIES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  voMtimtat  re- 
ported firom  tbe  Committee  on  Tinane*  to  the  bHT  ys  ' 
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day  recommitted,  to  exempt  from  diitiei  goods  impoited 
vi'tliout  notice  of  the  tarin  act  of  1828. 

The  following  was  the  amendment,  being  a  substitute 
for  the  bill  which  had  been  referred: 

Bt  it  enacted,  iic.  Tliat,  in  all  cases  in  which  foreign 
merchandise  was  imported  into  the  United  States  after 
the  thirtieth  day  of  June,  and  on  or  before  tlie  firi>t  day 
of  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eight,  and 
shall  have  paid  duties  to  the  United  Statrs  according  to 
the  ratfs  establislied  by  the  act  of  the  nineteenth  day  of 
May,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eigh',  entitled  "  An 
act  in  alteration  of  the  several  acts  imposing  duties  on 
imports,"  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he  here- 
by is,  authorized  and  directed  to  refund,  oat  of  any  mo- 
neys in  the  treasury  nnt  otherwise  appropriated,  so  much 
of  saiil  duties  as  was  first  ci-eated  nr  imposed  by  said  act, 
as  additional  to  the  duties  before  that  time,  and  retain  so 
much  only  as  said  merchandise  was  liable  to  previous  to 
the  pasaige  of  tlut  act:  Provided,  That  the  said  duties 
have  not  been  returned  in  debentures  on  the  espurtation 
of  said  merchand'se. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  the  substitute,  by 
inserting  the  1st  of  October  in  lieu  of  the  Ist  of  St-ptem- 
ber<  and,  after  some  clisciissinn  nn  the  part  <if  Messrs. 
TAZEWELL,  SILSBEE.DICKER.SON,  SMITH, FOOT, 
JOHNSTON,  TYLER,  HAYNE,  FORSYTH,  and  WEB- 
STER, the  amend.nent  of  Mr.  Tazewell  was  negatived — 
yeas  14<  and  the  substitute  was  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  fur  a  third  reading. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KINO,  the  amendments  to  the  hill 
supplementary  to  the  several  laws  to  dispose  of  public 
lan'K  made  by  the  Hou^e  of  Representatives,  were  read 
and  considered.  The  first  was  concurred  in;  but  the 
question  being  to  concur  in  the  second,  allowing  entries 
of  forty  acre  lots,  tec,  Mr.  EWING  spoke  in  opposition 
thereto. 

Mr.  MOORE  made  some  observations  in  favor  of  the 
principle  of  the  amendment,  but,  to  give  opportunity  for 
information,  moved  to  li>y  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  that 
the  amendment  be  printed. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  desiring  to  say  a  few  words  in  favor 
of  the  policy  of  the  amendment,  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 
table  was  withdrawn.  Mr.  B.  having  concluded,  the  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  MOORE  was  renewed,  and  determined  in  tlie 
affirmative,  by  yeas  and  nays — 24  to  16. 

Mr.  FOOT  mo^-ed  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 

the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  certain 

•oldiers  and  officers  of  the  revolution*  but  the  motion  was 

'   negatived — ^yeas  14,  nays  30. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the 
comideratinn  of  executive  business;  and,  after  some  time, 

Ac^oumed. 

Fbidat,  Mamca  30. 

THE  TARIFF. 

.    Mr.  DICEERSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Manafac- 

jtures,  to  which  had  been  referred,  on  the  33d  instant, 

tbe  following  subjects: 

1st.  The  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Ctar,  proposing 
to  repeal  the  duties  on  all  articles  of  importation  notcom- 
Jng.into  competition  with  similar  articles  manufactured  in 
.the  United  States,  except  wines  and  silks,  and  to  reduce 
the  duty  on  these  article*. 

3d.  Mr.  WiLKiss  moved  toamend  the  first  resolution, 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "forthwith,"  and  insert- 
ing the  following  words: 

So  far  reduced,  or  altogether  abolished,  as  to  bring 
down  the  amount  of  the  public  revenue  to  a  sum  sufficient 
to  defray  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government 
after  tbe  payment  of  the  national  debt,  as  proposed  in  the 
lattreputt  «f  tbe  Secretary  of  the  Treawuy,  and  witliout 


a  view  to  a  surplus  revenue  for  distribution,  having  iiich 
regard  as  they  may  deem  expedient  to  sucli  an  ultimatt 
equalization  of  duties  as  will  render  them  efficient  for  thi 
purposes  of  their  imposition. 

3d.  Mr.  Hatsi's  motion  to  amend  tbe  sud  reiolutioii, 
by  substituting  for  it  that  the  existing  duties  be  so  rediictd 
that  the  amount  of  tlie  public  revenue  shall  be  niSctcnt 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Government,  according  to 
their  present  scale,  after  the  payment  of  the  public  debl; 
and  that,  all.iwing  a  reasonable  time  for  the  mdu»l  re- 
duction of  the  present  high  duties  on  the  articles  coiranc 
into  competition  with  similar  art'cles  made  or  pradiictil 
in  the  United  States,  the  duties  be  ultiniately  eqiuliidl, 
so  that  tlie  duties  on  no  article  sltall,  as  cnmpirrd  with  ihe 
value  of  that  article,  vary  materially  from  llie  genml 
average. 

4tli.  The  resolutions  introduced  by  Mr.  Foiirsnmoa 
tlie  22<1  December,  as  follows: 

Betoived,  I'hat  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  initnidcd 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of  dutict 
(in  foreign  imports,  not  to  exceed,  on  any  article  iniporttd 
nto  the  United  States,  more  than  twenty  per  cent,  sdvt- 
lorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty  on  any  article  lo  im- 
ported, below  ten  per  cent,  ad  vulorem;  and  to  smuije 
such  duties,  having  reg.mUto  all  the  great  interests  of  tlie 
cnimtry,  so  as  to  produce  a  nett  revenue  of  not  less  thai 
fifteen  millions  of  dollai-s  annually. 

Bttohed,  That  the  said  committee  be  further  instnicted 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  effect  and  ope- 
ration to  the  said  system  of  duties  on  tbe  30tU  day  of  June 
next. 

5th.  The  amendment  ofTered  by  Mr.  Biaa,  and  modi- 
fied by  Mr.  Kobiicson,  d.recting  die  committee  to  inquiit 
into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the  price  of  the  pubk 
lands,  and  of  transferring  them  to  tlie  States  in  vliicll 
they  lie,  on  equitable  terms,  made  the  following  report, 
accompanied  by  a  bill  to  repeal,  in  part,  the  duties  ou  im- 
ports. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  beg  leave  to  repnrt,  in 
part,  upon  the  following  resolution  referred  to  tlirai: 
"  That  the  existing  duties  upon  articles  imported  from 
foreign  countries,  and  not  coming  into  cotnpetitioii 
with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  in  the  United 
States,  ought  to  be  forthwitli  abolished,  except  on 
wines  and  silks,  and  that  tliey  ought  to  be  reduced;* 
together  with  instructions  under  which  they  conadered 
it  their  duty  to  inquire- 
In  the  first  place,  how  &r  it  may  be  proper  to  ibolidi 
the  duties  upon  the  articles  stated  in  the  resohitiont 

In  the  second  place,  how  far  they  may  be  aboli  Jied  « 
reduced,  so  as  to  bring  down  the  amount  of  the  pubBo 
revenue  to  a  sum  sufficient  to  defray  the  ordinary  expen- 
diture* of  the  Government  after  the  payment  of  th« 
national  debt,  having  regard  "to  such  an  ultimate  eqiisli* 
zation  of  duties  as  will  render  them  efficient  fur  the  pu^ 
poses  of  their  imposition;"  which  purposes  tbe  conim.tte« 
consider  to  be,  the  rainng  a  sufficient  revenue  for  all  '"• 
exigencies  of  the  Government,  and  the  giving  an  adequW 
protection  to  those  manufactures  which  it  was  int«iM™i 
incidentally,  to  promote  by  the  imposition  of  those  duWH 
In  the  third  place,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  w 
reducing  the  duties  upon  all  articles  imported  from 
foreign  countries,  that  the  amount  of  public  revenue  raV 
be  sufficient  to  definy  the  expenses  of  the  Governnient 
after  the  payment  of  (hepubt.c  debt;  and,  after  alloving 
a  reasonable  time  for  the  gradual  reduction  of  the  }>«■ 
sent  duties  upon  protected  articles,  that  "  the  dutia  w 
ultimately  equalized,  so  that  the  duty  on  no  article  •w''' 
as  compared  with  the  value  of  that  article,  vary  tn»t«n'"r 
from  the  general  average;"  , 

In  the  fourth  place,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  "» 
fixing  a  rate  of  duties  on  fitreign  imports,  not  to  txntei, 
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on  mn7  article  imported  into  the  United  States,  more  thtn 
tirentr  p«T  cent,  ad  valorem,  and  not  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  any  article  ao  imported,  bekiw  ten  per  cent,  ad  valo- 
reiDi  ami  to  arranf^  Mich  duties,  barings  reg^l  to  all  the 
great  interests  of  the  conntry,  so  as  to  produce  a  nett 
teveBiie  nf  not  lest  than  fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annu- 
•Ih-;**  and, 

in  the  fifkh  place,  to  inquire  into  "  the  expediency  of 
rethuan^  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  and  transferring 
them  to  the  States  on  reasonable  terms." 

This  laat  subject  is  one  of  great  importance,  requiring 
an  emi\y  conmderation,  but  upon  which  the  committee 
cannot  decide,  without  the  information  on  the  public 
bnds  which  has  been  called  for  by  a  resolution  of  the 
Sensrte. 

The  fourth  subject  of  inquiry  is  one  of  extreme  dift- 
adty.  To  adjuat  the  revenue  with  a  maximum  and  mini- 
nan  of  duties  ranging  from  twenty  to  ten  per  cent.,  and 
which  must  yield  a  revenue  of  fifVeen  millions  of  dollars 
aaimallr,  maybe  found  to  be  impracticab  e,  even  iferery 
prhiciple  of  protecting  otir  agriculture,  commerce,  and 
manifmctures,  sliotild  be  abandoned.  But  when  the  com- 
miitre,  under  these  restrictions  and  limitations,  are 
inatrticted  to  make  such  adjustment,  "  having  regard  to 
*U  the  great  interests  of  the  country,"  they  perceive  that 
tfaetaak  ia  much  beyond  theirstrength.and  must  express  an 
opinion  that  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  attempt  such  an 
adjiutment  of  our  revenue. 

Tlie  third  subject  of  inquiiy  is  confined  to  tlie  expe* 
Siency  of  abandoning  the  pol'.cy  heretofore  pursued,  of 
•ffiirding  incidental  protection  to  our  commerce,  agri- 
ealture,  and  manufactures,  by  the  impontiun  of  h  gheror 
lower  duties,  as  circumstances  might  require,  and  ofg^- 
dnalljr  withdrawing  that  protection  by  so  equalizing  the 
Attics  that  the  dilty  on  no  article  shall  vary  materially 
from  the  general  aven^. 

Upon  this  depeitds  the  whole  protectWe  system,  which 
cannot  be  sustained  under  this  proposed  average  of 
ifatica.  Such  an  average  has  never  yet  been  introduced 
into  the  fiscal  code  of  any  commercial  or  manufacturing 
nation.  It  would,  if  adopted  as  a  principle  of  our  re- 
venue laws,  interfere  with  the  power  of  promoting,  un- 
der low  duties,  the  importation  of  articles  necessary  for 
jsomoting  the  Industry  of  the  country,  and  of  discouraging 
the  importation  of  luxuries  by  intposing  high  duties.  It 
would  interfere  with  the  power  of  counteracting  the  re- 
gulations of  foreign  .nations  injurious  to  our  commerce, 
sgricuhiire,  or  manufactures;  and,  as  a  measure  of  re- 
venue alone,  it  presents  no  advantages  over  the  present 
i^stetn.  The  committee  are  of  opimon  that  it  would  be 
inexpedient  to  adopt  tliis  princijfle  of  a  general  average  of 
duties  as  the  basis  of  our  revenue  laws. 

As  to  the  second  subject  of  inquiry,  the  committee  are 
of  opinion  that  tlie  duties  now  imposed  upon  imports 
OMy  be  so  reduced  or  abolislted,  that  the  revenue  will 
not  be  more  tlian  adequate  to  the  exigencies  of  the  Go- 
vemntent  after  the  extinction  of  the  public  debt;  that  a 
large  part  of  this  reduction  may  take  place  by  the  total 
abolition  of  duties  upon  many  articles,  and  the  partial 
repeal  of  the  duties  upon  many  others,  not  produced  or 
■nanufactured  in  this  country,  or  which  do  not  require  the 
protection  of  our  Uwsi  and  a  part,  by  reducing  the  duties 
opon  protected  articles,  by  such  modifications  and  ar-. 
raogements  as  will  secure  to  them  a  support  equivalent  to 
Oat  wUch  our  Uws  now  afford  them.  But  they  are  of 
opimon  that  no  ultimate  equalization  of  duties  can  be 
adopted,  vithoot  the  most  serious  injury  to  the  country, 
whi«i  shall  leave  our  manufitcturefl  without  an  adequate 
ptoteetion. 

To  correct  such  parts  of  our  laws  as  impose  unneces- 
my  burden*,  and  to  reduce  or  modify  the  dHties  in  cases 
stiere  it  may  be  done  without  injury  to  onr  manufactures, 
is  a  subject  of  inquiry  which  will  occupy.tbe  most  serious 


attention  of  the  committee.  But  a  bill  so  redudng  and 
modifying  duties,  if  not  subject  to  objections  on  con« 
stitutional  grounds,  as  a  bill  for  raising  revenue,  which 
can  only  originate  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  wiU 
r^quh-e  much  investigation,  which  the  committee  will  be- 
stow upon  it  with  an  the  diligence  which  their  other  indis- 
pensable duties  will  permit. 

A*  to  the  first  subject  of  inquiry,  above  stated,  it  is 
one  more  simple  in  its  character,  and  less  embarrassed  with 
difficulties,  than  the  others,  and  one  which  lias  already 
received  a  thomueh  invest' gation  in  the  Senate. 

The  line  of  distmction  between  articles  which  are  pro- 
duced and  maniifacttired  in  this  country,  and  those  which 
are  not,  is  easily  drawn;  and  there  is  no  difficulty  in  dis- 
criminating the  articles  which  have  received  the  fostering 
care  of  the  Government,  from  those  which  have  not. 

The  committee  have  selected  certain  articles  of  import, 
not  coming  into  competition  with  rimilar  articles  produced 
or  manufiictured  in  this  country,  contained  in  tiie  bill 
herewith  reported,  upon  which  they  recommend  an  en- 
tire abolition  of  the  duties,  unless  imported  in  foreign 
vessels,  or,  as  it  respects  »  part  of  tiiem,  from  places  not 
beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 

The  reduction  of  the  revenue,  by  the  repeal  of  the  du- 
ties upon  these  articles,  although  many  of  them  are  of  but 
little  importance,  will  probably,  in  the  aggregate,  amount 
to  $5,660,000,  which,  added  to  the  reductions  of  duties 
upon  articles  not  contained  in  this  hill,  and  which  may  b« 
made  without  injury  to  our  manufactures,  agriculture,  w 
commerce,  will,  it  is  confidentlj'  believed,  reduce  oar  re- 
venue to  fifteen  million*  of  dollars. 

The  reductions  proposed  fall  chiefiy  upon  articles  ti 
genehd  consumption,  as  teas,  coffee,  drugs,  and  otlten^ 
which  are  now  considered  as  necessaries  of  life.  A  smaU 
portion  of  them  fall  upon  articles  of  luxury,  which  may 
be  stnick  from  the  bill.  Aould  it  be  Aouglit  advisritle^ 
without  diminishing,  to  any  considerable  extent,  the  totd 
amount  of  reduction  as  above  stated. 

The  following  statement  will  show  the  estimate*  of  re- 
ductions «f  duties  under  this  bill.  These  estimates  ars 
made  from  the  best  information  in  possession  of  tiiis  com- 
mittee, and  from  an  examination  of  oaportstions  for  the 
last  four  or  five  year*. 

On  teas  of  all  kinds, $3,060,000 

coflTee, •    2,390,000 

spices  of  all  kind*, 150,000 

fruiu  of  all  kinds, 200,000 

indigo, 100,000 

cocoa,  gums,  d^e  stuffs,  medicines,  drugs, 

sponges,  India  rubber,  horns  and  tip»,  •       500,000 
parts  (if  watches,  tin  in  pbttes  or  sheets, 
bolting  cloths,  corks  bristles,  brass  in 
plates  and  sheets,         -        -      _  -        •       130,000 
crude  saltpetre,  quicksilver,  linseed,  rape- 
seed,  and  hemp<ieed  oil,  and  flax,          •         03,000 
cutlasses,  dirks,  and  *abres,'epaulet*  and 
wings  of    gold  and  silver,  macaroni, 
millstones,  sextants  and  quadrants,  spy 
glasses,  telescopes,  paintings  and  draw- 
ings, respecting  which  tiie  committee 
have  no  returns  or  papers  by  which  to 
reguUte  their  estimate,  but  wluch  they 
believe  may  be  safely  estinwted  at,        •         35,000 
other  articles  in  the  bill,  but  not  here  enu- 
merated  3,000 


$5,660,000 


The  report  and  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  FORSTTH  observed  tliat  the  committee,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  had  misunderstood  the  sentiment*  of  the 
Senate,  in  referring  the  leveral  mibject*  to  them  on  the 
93d  instant,  flwm  tbs  partial  report  they  had  made.     So 
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iar  as  he  bad  undentood  the  aenthnents  of  the  Senate 
on  that  occasion,  they  looked  to  sec  the  whole  subject  in 
all  its  relations  presented  to  their  view  before  they  should 
be  chUciI  to  act  on  it  again.  He,  for  one,  was  not  disposed 
to  take  up  the  subject  again  until  the  whole  was  laid  before 
them  I  and  in  order  more  distinctly  to  ascertain  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  with  reg^ard  to  the  reference  that  had  been 
guide  to  the  Committee  on  Manufiicturea,  he  would  move 
to  recommit  tlie  bill,  with  an  understanding  tliat  it  should 
remain  with  the  committee  until  they  were  prepared  to 
reporton  all  the  propositions  tliat  bad  been  referred  to  them. 

The  VICE  PElEStDENT  remarked  that  a  motion  to  re- 
commit would  not  be.  in  order  until  the  bill  bad  received 
a  second  reading. 

Mr.  MILLER  then  moved  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  by  its  title;  and  this  motion  liaving  been  agreed  to  by 
unanimous  consent,  the  bill  received  its  second  reading;  and 

Mr.  FORSYTH  renewed  his  motion  to  recommit  it  to 
the  same  committee. 

Mr.  DICKEKSON  thought  it  strange  that  any  Senator 
riiould  hitve  expected  a  report,  at  tliia  time,  from  the  com- 
mittee, embracing  the  wliole  subject  of  the  tariff.  When 
the  discussion  upon  the  reference  took  place,  it  was  said 
that  the  committee  would  report,  as  soon  as  possible,  a 
bill  embracing  the  subjects  included  in  the  resolution;  and 
when  he  [Mr.  D.]  was  appealed  to,  and  asked  if  that  would 
not  be  the  case,  he  answere<l  distinctly  that,  as  one  of  the 
committee,  he  should  be  in  favor  of  such  a  report,  as  soon 
•s  it  could  conveniently  be  made;  that  he  was  in  favor  of 
•mbraciilgthe  articles  upon  which  it  would  be  expedient 
to  repeal  the  duties  totally,  in  one  bill,  and  those  on  which 
it  would  be  expedient  to  repeal  the  duties  in  part,  in  ano- 
ther; that  the  committee  would  proceed  diligently  to  in- 
reatigate  the  subject  of  reducing  ami  modifying  duties, 
but  that  it  was  one  of  difficulty,  requiring  time;  that  we 
^p«eted  information  upon  the  subject  from  the  Se 
tretary  of  the  Treasury,  as  soon  as  he  could  obtain  it  from 
agents  in  diflPerent  parts,  appointed  by  him  for  making  the 
necessary  inquiries,  when  the  committee  would  be  pre- 
pared to  make  a  further  report  on  this  subject,  applicable 
to  such  a  bill  as  we  may  receive  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
•entativet,  wher<  such  bills  generally  originate,  or  to  one 
which  may  be  reported  to  tlie  Senate.  But  as  to  articles 
upon  which  there  may  be  a  total  repeal  of  duties,  tliere  is 
MS  need  of  information:  the  subject  has  already  been  dis- 
cussed for  a  month,  without  coming  to  any  result.  It  is 
time  to  act  more  decisively  uoon  a  bdl  than  we  have  done, 
or  could  do,  upon  a  general  proposition.  The  session  is 
two-thirds  gone,  and  nothing  done.  It  Mras  deemed  pro- 
per to  report  this  bill  as  soon  as  possible,  that  it  may  be 
published  for  the  information  of  the  public,  from  whom 
we  are  undoubtedly  to  receive  instructions  as  to  the  pro- 
turiety  or  impropriety  of  retMning  many  of  the  items  in  the 
Dill.  He  had  no  doubt  but  that  it  would  be  found  expe 
Aient  to  strike  out  several  articles,  and  insert  others. 
From  what  he  had  heard  witliin  a  few  minutes,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  du^  upon  linseed  oil  should  not  be  re 
duced.  The  information  we  shall  receive  in  a  few  days 
aHer  this  bill  shall  be  published,  will  enable  the  Senate  to 
make  the  proper  amendments.  It  was  said,  upon  the  re- 
ference, tliat  a  bill  in  accordance  with  the  resolution  would 
be  preferable  to  the  resolution,  as  the  latter  would  pve 
Q<  something  in  a  tangible  shape — something  upon  which 
we  could  come  to  a  final  result. 

The  committee  supposed  themselves  to  be  in  the  line  of 
tfceir  duty  by  reporting,  in  part,  the  bill  now  presented, 
which  is  not  necessary,  connected  with  the  other  subjects 
referred  to  them. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  reply,  said  he  did  not  wish  at  that 
time  to  argue  tlie  question  he  had  presented  to  the  conside- 
ration of  the  Senate.  All  be  wanted  was  to  ascertain  the 
sense  of  the  Senate  in  reference  to  the  partial  report  just 
rccrivcd  from  the  committee;  and  whether  that  report  was 


m  con<bmity  with  their  instructions.  He  had  one  itina^  ' 
however,  to  make  in  answer  to  the  gentleman  fromjte*  ' 
Jersey.  The  answer  given  by  that  Mntlemanatcharaii  ' 
of  the  committee,  was,  after  the  reniaal  of  the  8eiiatt,la  | 
strike  out  the  principal  part  of  the  resolution  of  the  Se» 
tor  from  Kentucky,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  laibii  ; 
tute,  and  before  the  reference  of  the  four  other  pn])gi  ; 
tions  bad  been  made. 

Mr.  HAYNB  said  it  w«s  hnpeasible  not  to  see  tint  Oil 
bill  amounted  to  neither  more  nor  leas  than  a  propose 
that  the  tariff  should  be  so  arranged  as  to  take  off  tliei^ 
ties  entirely  from  "the  articles  which  do  not  comeiril 
competition  withtbosemanufiietured  in  the UnitcdSUeiP 
and  to  leave  the  duties  on  all  other  articles  untouched.  I 
was,  in  fact,  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  Ironi  Ka(i» 
ky,  [Mr.  Cjut,]  thrown  into  the  form  of  a  bill,  witkiS 
exception,  that  whereas  the  resolution  proposed  dKi«dge> 
tion  of  duties  to  the  amount  of  $7,000,000,  this  bXpa 
only  to  the  extent  of  95,660,000,  in  which  reqxct  its« 
worse  than  the  resohition  itself.  This  <fifference  hiding 
from  the  rejection  from  the  list  of  articles  to  cone  in  d* 
free,  of  wines,  laces,  silks,  velvets,  and  perfumeiy,  <!>■; 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  [Mr.  DicKEmsai]  f*"^ 
confesses  were  stricken  out  to  avoid  the  clamor  riiii_ 
would  have  attended  a  propontion  to  exempt  fTtn  tA 
tion  these  articles  of  luxury— consumed  only  by  the  w^ 
thy — while  cottons,  woollens,  iron,  and  other  oeccm<( 
of  life,  consumed  by  the  mass  of  the  people,  were  too* 
tjnue  subject  to  the  enormous  duties  now  imposed  Of  ' 
them.  But  the  gentleman  says,  if  we  will  move  to  ciei 
these  articles  of  luxury,  the  committee  will  have  ooobj 
tion  to  put  them  into  the  bill.  Sir,  we  shall  ]^e  no  a 
motion;  since  nothing  could  be  more  inconsistent  «ilhi 
our  notions  of  a  wise  and  liberal  policy,  or  more  iUr~' 
to  our  sense  of  common  justice,  than  so  to  adiost  the 
as  to  exempt  luxuries-— consumed  only  by  the  rich- 
taxation,  and  to  throw  the  whole  of  the  burden  upoi 
necessaries  of  life,  indispensable  to  the  poor.  . 

It  is  the  plain  design  of  this  bill,  Mr.  Presdent,  to  » 
strict  the  action  of  Congress,  during  the  present  >'>■'%, 
to  an  abolition  of  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  artido-l 
is  as  clear  as  the  sun  at  noonday — he  that  runs  nay  rod** 
the  true  object  of  this  proposition.  The  unprottctalsli 
protected  articles  are  to  be  kept  separate;  and^ibnill 
to  be  first  acted  on,  in  order  to  preserve  the  pntecM 
system  unimpaired;  and  if  we  can  only  be  pennaded  fe 
pass  this  bill,  we  shall  hear  no  more  of  any  fiuther  reM 
tion  during  the  present  sesnon.  Sir,  is  it  posifale  ff 
any  one  to  misunderstand  the  object  in  view?  Why  «|t 
rate  the  protected  from  the  unprotected  articles,  if  ft 
really  intended  to  act  updh  both  r  What  are  the  pttXm 
urged  as  an  excuse  for  pursuing  this  course  >  Why,* 
chairman  of  the  committee  telb  us  that  they  sre  aotfl^ 
p.-u-ed,  at  present,  to  say  what  reductions,  tf  any,  «««|J 
made  on  the  protected  articles;  and  he  fears  that  thew 
lay  which  may  arise  in  obtaining  die  neoenaiy  idaM* 
tion,  might  prevent  aay  reduction  fivm  being  Mde  «N| 
hi  the  unprotected  articles,  should  the  coMailiee 
until  this  information  can  be  had.  Now,  iftfaisdcin 
prevent  the  reduction  of  duties  on  the  uopiotected 
cles,  must  it  not  also  prevent  the  reduction  onthe  pn" 
ed  articles?  The  object  of  the  oommittee,  tbea, 
manifestly  is,  to  secure  a  reduction  on  tiie  former, 
leave  the  Utter  to  all  the  vicissitudes  of  time  sod 

But  it  seems  the  committee  have  made  ap  their 
on  one  branch  of  the  subject,  and  so  ftr  are  readyts** 
Ye%  sir,  and  if  we  consent  to  such  action,  I  sff 
they  will  not  be  found  ready  to  act  upon  the  other 
of  the  subject  during  the  present  session.     Sir,  I^<^ 
against  this  separation  of  two  brincbd  of  the  w*  f^ 
ject,  so  intimately  connected.    We  must  take  up  Ae  rtg 
subject  at  the  same  time,  or  we  shall  never  be  abktooMl 
a  aatisiaotory  adjustment  of  the  tariff. 
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But  th*  Senator  tram  New  Jersey  has  another  reaaon 
r  ictiiif  teparately  on  the  protected  and  unprotected  ar- 
eia.  He  doubts  the  conatitutional  power  of  the  Senate 
I  originate  abill  reducing  dutie*,  while  he  has  no  doubt 
rUterer  ef  their  right  to  originate  a  bill  repealing  duties; 
c  tUnks,  therefore,  the  Senate  may  act  so  far  as  the  un- 
rottded  articles  are  concerned,  but  that  they  cannot  act 
I  ttkdon  to  the  protected  articles.  What  becomes  then 
fthe  promise  held  out  to  us,  that,  as  soon  as  infomatioii 
I  o!>tained,  the  committee  will  present  us  a  bill  to  reduce 
IS  duties  on  the  protected  articles?  Docs  tlie  gentleman 
Ktn  to  report  us  an  unconstitutional  bill,  on  which,  of 
oune,  we  are  not  to  be  suffered  to  act?  Sir,  the  prolii- 
itioD  ia  the  constitution  against  the  originating  of  bills  for 
UBagrerenue  in  the  Senate,  either  applies  to  this  propo- 
itioa  to  repeal  the  duties  on  the  unprotected  articles,  or  it 
in  bare  do  application  to  the  propoMtion  for  reducing 
ttties  on  the  protected  articles.  The  gentleman's  consU- 
l6onal  scruples  are  most  convenient  onest  they  oppose 
oUv  to  taking  off  duties  which  affect  the  manufactures, 
nt  come  in  to  his  aid  when  duties  are  to  be  taken  off 
lUch  operate  as  bounties  to  their  industry.  If  there  be 
m  btct  in  this  objection,  it  would  only  prove  the  pro- 
ne^ of  the  Senate's  not  acting  at  all  on  this  subject  un- 
|we  receive  a  bill  from  the  other  House;  forsurdyif  we 
m  only  act  partially  and  unjustly,  we  had  better  not  act 
tiU.  But,  sir,  what  are  we.  to  think  of  these  objections 
tgti  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  against  our  un- 
Imikii^  to  act  Of)  the  protected  articles,  because  on 
hea  the  duties  are  only  to  be  reduced,  and  not  entirely 
iboGshed,  when,  in  the  very  bill  which  he  has  here  report> 
id,  be  has  introduced  several  of  the  protected  articles, 
ltd  bu  actually  proposed  to  reduce  and  not  to  abolish  the 
titiei  upon  them.  Here,  sir,  is  a  provision  that  teas,  when 
(■ported  from  any  places  not  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good 
Wpe,  dtsU  pay  a  duty  of  ten  cents  per  pound— and  all  the 
aiKles  inserted  in  the  bill,  when  not  imported  "in  ves- 
ttboftbe  United  States,"  are  to  beEubjecte<l  to  duties — 
Nthitthe  whole  bill,  in  point  offset,  merely  provides  for 
iK  reduction  or  abolition  of  duties  in  certain  cases.  Be- 
fiea,  look  at  the  protected  articles  insei-ted  in  this  bill 
Bcrc  tre  "  feathers,  ox  horns,  millstones,  indigo,"  and  a 
nmber  of  other  articles,  which  come  directly  into  "com- 
Pttitiafl  with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  in  the 
tniled  States."  How  comes  it  that  the  duties  on  these 
irt  to  be  taken  off  ?  Is  it  not  that  they  are  articles,  the 
duliei  on  which  fall  heavily  upon  the  manufacturers;  and, 
fcrefore,  the  taxes  must  betaken  off?  Let  the  chair- 
■u  of  the  committee  point  out,  if  be  can,  why  indigo  may 
lie  introduced  into  this  billi  but  iron  may  not.  Indigo  is  a 
induction  of  South  Carolina — iron  of  New  Jersey.  Thus, 
V)  do  all  the  reasons  urged  by  the  chairman,  for  the 
MTie  pursued  by  the  committee,  vanish  into  air. 

But  tbe  proposed  plan  of  acting  separately,  on  the  pro- 
tKted  and  unprotected  articles,  is  not  more  objectionable 
llan  tbe  mode  of  action  proposed  in  this  bill.  The  duties 
wthe  former  articles  are  to  remain  substantially  as  they 
Wi  vhilethe  duties  on  the  latter  are  to  be  totally  repeal- 
N.  And  this,  we  are  told,  is  merely  a  just  discrimination 
Mtveen  these  two  classes  of  articles:  and  who  ia  there,  it 
silked,  that  denies  to  Congress  the  right  to  diiicriminate? 
lei,  MT,  the  discrimination  proposed  is,  to  relieve  one  class 
Jtoely  from  taxation,  and  to  levy  the  whole  amount  upon 
™  ober;  and  gentlemen  express  no  little  astonisliment 
"lit  we  do  not  receive  this  as  a  great  concession,  and  ea- 
S'l'ly  embrace  so  just  and  libeml  a  compromise.  The 
^nt  in  dispute  is,  the  policy,  justice,  and  constitutionality 
ftbe  protecting  system.  Against  tlie  duties  imposed  for 
l''?'*raon,  the  South  most  earnestly  protests,  while  not  a 
'"w  h»s  ever  been  raised  against  tlie  duties  imposed 
•roy  for  revenue;  and  it  is  gravely  proposed  to  settle 
iMMiitroversy,  by  repealing  ul  tlie  revenue  duties,  leav. 
<*(  tbe  protecting  duties  untouched.    On  tb«  articles  em- 


braced  in  this  bill,  eveiy  class  in  the  communis,  and  every 
section  of  the  country,  pay  their  fidr  proportion  ofthetaX) 
while,  on  the  protected  article*,  the  tax  unposed  upon  the 
agricultural  States  operates  as  a  bounty  to  the  manufao 
turing  States;  and,  by  way  of  compromise  and  concession, 
it  is  gravely  proposed  to  relieve  entirely  from  taxation 
every  article  on  which  tlie  tax  operates  equally  upon  their 
different  interests,  and  to  transfer  the  wliole  burden  of 
supporting  the  Government  upon  those  articles,  the  dutiei 
upon  which  operate  as  a  tax  upon  one  section,  and  a  boun> 
ty  upon  the  other. 

What  a  solemn  farce,  Mr.  President,  are  ^ntlemen  a^ 
tempting  to  play  off  in  the  face  of  an  intelhgent  people. 
For  ten  years  have  the  entire  South  been  petitioning, 
remonstrating,  and  protesting  against  the  iiijusticeand  ino- 
t{uality  of  >  system,  which,  for  tbe  benefit  of  the  manu- 
tacturers,  imposes  a  tax  to  nearly  equal  fifty  percent,  on 
every  foreign  article  which  tliey  receive  in  exchange  for 
their  productions.  They  show  you,  tluit,  fertile  purpose  <rf 
giving  bounties  to  the  manu&cturers  of  sugar  aiid  salt,  of 
iron,  and  cottons,  and  woollens,  &c.  they  are  taxed  to  near 
one-half  of  tbe  value  of  all  tbe  necessaiies  and  convenien- 
cies  of  life  which  enter  into  their  own  conumption,  or  for 
which  they  exchange  their  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco,  and 
they  call  upon  you,  with  one  voice,  now  that  the  public 
debt  is  about  to  be  paid  off,  to  relieve  them  from  this  most 
unjust,  unequal,  and  oppressive  system.  And  wliat  rer 
dress  is  it  now  proposed  to  give  them?  Look  at  this  bill| 
and  read  the  answer.  Yes,  sir,  the  Southern  people  ar* 
here  told  that  if  they  will  only  conseut  to  continue  to  pay 
their  duties  for  the  benefit  of  the  Northern  manufacturer^, 
they  shall  be  permitted  to  import  "alum,  and  figs,  and 
dates,  and  nutmegs,  capers  and  corks,  frankincense  and 
gamboge,  brbtles,  and  horns,  and  tips,"  and  a  hundred 
other  similar  articles,  duty  free.  I  trust,  sir,  that  this  bill 
will  be  recommitted. 

Mr.  DICKEUSON  said,  there  is  no  justice  in  the  charge 
that  the  committee  have  deceived  the  Senate,  or  liave  mis- 
led a  single  member  of  it.  They  were  explicit  in  esr 
pressing  their  opinions  when  the  reference  was  made. 
I'here  is  a  good  reason  for  separating  the  articles  which 
are  to  be  considered  as  protected,  from  those  which  arc 
not,  If  the  whole  were  reported  in  one  bill,  still  they 
would  be  in  separate  sections.  By  combining  them,  we 
may  produce  discussions  which  will  onlyend  with  tbe  ses- 
sion: by  separating  them,  we  may  act  upon  hoth.  But 
this  attempt  to  separate  these  classes  of  articles  does  not 
originate  with  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  Here  i* 
a  report,  of  last  session,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
repealing  the  duties  upon  nearly  all  the  articles  contained 
in  the  bill  now  reported,  and  many  others,  with  a  reduc- 
tion of  duties  upon  many  articles,  but  not  upon  the  wool- 
lens, cottons,  glass,  iron,  or  sugar.  The  Committee  on 
Finance  have,  therefore,  lent  the  weight  of  their  authority 
in  drawing  this  line  of  distinction.  In  the  bill  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Finance  will  be  found  many  articles  ofluxuiy, 
as  cashmere  shawls  and  laces,  pearl  and  mother  of  peari, 
made  free  of  du^,  which  are  omitted  in  tlie  bill  of  the  Com. 
mittee  on  Manufactures;  but  these  may  be  added,  should  it 
be  deemed  expedient.  It  is  said  that  the  duty  upon  indigp 
and  crude  saltpetre  should  not  be  repealed.  Indigo  may  b« 
struck  from  the  biU,  and  cashmere  shawls  and  laces  intro- 
duced; crude  saltpetre  may  be  struck,  and  pearland  mother 
of  pearl  introduced.  As  to  the  indigo,  it  rested  with  th« 
gentlemen  from  the  South  to  say  whether  it  should  be  sub- 
ject to  the  present  duty  or  not  If  either  of  the  Senators 
from  South  Carolina  would  move  to  strike  it  from  tlie  bill, 
he  believed  every  member  of  the  committee  would  vote 
in  favor  of  the  motion.  It  was  understood  from  gentle- 
men from  the  South,  that  no  attempt  to  raise  indigo  would 
be  made.  It  was  also  understood,  fi«m  the  region  in 
which  crude  saltpetre  was  produced, that  tliere  ww  no  wish 
tber«  that  the  duty  on  this  article  should  b«  continusd. 
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^f,  in  thetc,  the  cnmmittee  have  been  miiinfonned,  the 
corrective  b  e«si1y  applied. 

The  doubt  ezpreaied  in  tlie  report,  of  the  power  of  the 
Senate  to  ortKinate  a  bill  fur  reg\ilating^  the  tariff,  was  not 
the  reason  offered  for  not  reporting'  on  a  great  variety  of 
wbjects  on  which  it  may  be  found  expedient  to  reduce 
and  modi^  the  duties;  but  the  difficuKy  of  the  talk,  the 
time  required  to  perform  it,  (he  propriety  of  waiting  for 
4he  information  upon  the  subject  which  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  is  now  collecting'.  Besides,  it  was  expected 
that  we  should  have  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives containing  general  modifications  of  the  tarifr. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  felt  it  his  duty,  as  a  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  say,  he  had  been  op. 
posed,  in  the  committee,  to  the  report  of  the  bill  wfaich 
It  is  moved  to  refer  back  to  the  same  committee.  He 
would  vote  for  the  recommitment,  because  he  thought  it 
was  the  sense  ofthe  Senate  that  the  various  subjects  referred 
to  the  committee,  together  with  the  resolutions  ofthe  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  required  to  be  conndered  in  con- 
nexion with  each  other;  they  were  intended  to  embrace 
tite  entire  subject  of  our  protective  and  fiscal  policy. 
There  cotild  be  no  reason  to  refer  the  public  lands  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  except  its  connexion  with 
the  reduction  of  dtities  to  the  proper  standard.  He  had 
contended,  in  the  committee,  that,  as  tlie  Senate  had  fur 
a  long  time  this  subject  under  consideration,  and  a  pro- 
tracted debate  had  taken  place  on  the  resolutions  of  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  instnicting  the  Cnmmittee  on  Fi- 
nance to  report  specifically  what  the  present  bill  contains; 
and  as  the  Senate  had,  at  the  very  moment,  a  question 
which  was  about  to  be  taken  on  this  specific  propos  tion, 
referred  the  whole  subject  to  the  Cnmmittee  on  Manufac- 
tures, that  it  was  a  virtual  and  implied  instruction  to  that 
committee  to  consider  and  report  on  the  whole  subject, 
to  that  the  whole  might  be  before  the  Senate  at  one  time, 
5n  one  report.  In  this  he  was  overruled  by  a  majoriur  of 
the  committee.  He  still  thought  that  the  majority  of^the 
Senate  had  expected,  when  tliis  matter  was  referred,  that 
the  committee  wouhl  report  on  the  entire  subject.  He 
was,  himself,  in  fiivor  ofthe  reference  to  a  Select  commit- 
tee, one  not  organized  to  sustain  a  particular  interest, 
which  was  the  character  of  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. As  this  involved  conflicting  interests,  and  compre- 
hended the  most  important  and  delicate  questions,  lie 
thought  a  committee  to  whom  it  should  be  referred,  onglit 
to  be  constituted  on  a  different  basis  from  the  manufac- 
taring  committee.  He  considered  this  a  packed  com- 
mittee. No  one  could  doubt,  traxa  the  com|)onent 
materi.%ls  thereof,  what  woulii  be  its  report.  It  was 
instituted  to  sustain  the  manufacturing  interests,  and  he 
arg^ied  it  was  an  improper  committee  to  have  otiier  inte- 
rests referred  to  it.  But,  as  the  entire  system  of  policy 
comprising  protection  and  finance  had  been  referred,  he 
regarded  this  as  an  implied  instruction  to  the  committee 
to  report  upon  the  whole  in  connexion;  and  he  considered 
that  the  committee,  in  returning  this  partial  bill,  carrying 
into  effect  the  object  ofthe  original  instructions  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  contrary,  as  he  thought,  to  the  in- 
tent of  the  majority  in  this  reference,  ought  not  to  be 
mstained.  It  was  putting  the  will  of  the  higher  and  great- 
er authority  at  defiance;  it  was  in  contempt  of  tlie  will  of 
the  majority  ofthe  Seiiste;  and  it  was  for  them  to  reform 
the  error,  unless  it  was  meant  now  to  sustain  the  princi- 
ple contained  in  the  original  resolutions  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky.  He  certainly  did  not  understand  that 
dlis  was  the  object  or  design  ofthe  Senate.  Hie  various 
views  taken  by  the  different  Senators  who  took  part  in 
tile  debate  on  the  question  of  reference,  clearly  proved 
ttat  the  isolated  propontion  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky did  not  accord  with  their  views. 

Mr.  SMITH  commented  on  the  scruples  of  the  ohair- 
i|M  ofthe  Committee  on  Manufitctures,  as  to  tiie  consti- 


tut'onal  right  of  the  Seiute  to  ori^nate  a  bill  far  tlie  R. 
duction  of  duties.  It  was  a  new  tiling  to  him  tliat  Atfc 
nate  had  not  the  right  to  institute  such  a  bill.  He  viitel 
altogether  sure  that  the  Senate  had  notthepovertoinl)' 
tute  a  bill  to  make  revenue.  .  But  with  regard  (othcKiv 
pies  of  the  gentleman  who  had  found  no  dificul^iiin' 
porting  a  bill  to  repeal  duties,  he  couki  see  no  dHfotm 
OS  regarded  the  principle  involved  between  a  bill  tsi» 
peal  and  a  bill  to  reduce  duties.  Mr.  S.  did  not  lUa^ 
the  committee  had  complied  with  the  instruclianof  th 
Senate,  by  making  only  a  partial  report  on  the  mtd 
subjects  referred  to  them.  When  the  subject  wak^ 
under  discussion,  and  inquiries  were  made  astothe  tKd 
of  the  reference,  he  liad  contended  that  the  Guniiitw 
would  be  bound  to  report  according  to  the  tema  oi'tls 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  andtoobnl 
tiiat  difficulty,  which  he  fully  believed  was  undcMnidM 
all  hands,  one  proposition  aAer  another  was  mdt  id 
adopted,  in  order  that  the  committee  miglit  have  ill  tt^ 
various  interests  of  different  sections  of  the  countn  btfM 
them,  and  not  be  trammelled  bv  tl>e  single  propoatiwd 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  which  it  seemed  akme  It^ 
had  acted  on.  He  was  entirely  in  favor  of  a  ^ecosail 
nient  of  tile  bill,  and  strenuously  oppuse<l  to  acting  ootj 
single  subject  it  presented — a  reiluction  of  duties.  14 
that  bill  but  pass,  and  my  wonl  for  it,  said  Mr.  8.,  pn^ 
never  be  able  to  get  another  one  for  the  reductiou  of  ■ 
ties  on  the  protected  articles  of  importation,  lir.f 
recounted  many  articles  of  importation  canMiBtdlj 
the  poorer  classes,  not  to  be  found  in  the  bill,  tbougti  M 
manufiictured,  or  only  partially  so,  in  the  United  Staits^ 
bombasins,  stuff  goods,  baizes;  and  he  supposed  the  co4 
mittee  d.d  not  propose  a  repeal  of  tlie  duties  on  tlwn,! 
fear  it  would  interfere  with  some  articles  of  AnerioKI 
nufactiire  tiiat  might  answer  as  a  substitute  for  Uicil.  Tl 
resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  propoKdii 
duction  ofthe  duties  on  wines  and  niks;  and  be  ladpl 
posed  to  the  committee  a  repeal  of  the  duties  on  ma* 
silks  brought  from  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  H 
saw  nntiiing  of  these  in  the  bill;  and  this  vsi,  pert^ 
because  tile  committee  was  waiting  for  Uie  biB  •««■ 
other  House,  (for  we  are  bound,  lajd  he,  by  the  Ft" 
treaty,  to  reduce  the  duty  on  their  wines  and  i^)* 
they  were  restrained  by  the  constitutional  scniple»«f  w 
-chairman.  Afler  taking  a  financial  view  of  tbeefttl*"] 
tended  by  the  bill,  the  small  re<luction  it  would  tM^'* 
tile  revenue,  compared  with  the  amount  of  reductioiAj 
ought  to  follow  the  payment  ofthe  iiatioiml  debtsimiw 
partial  relief  tiiat  would  be  afi'urded  by  arepesi  of  the" 
ties  on  articles  the  greater  part  of  which  were  not  of  is 
cessary  and  genera!  consumption,  Mr.  S.  concluded Jl 
saying  that  he  never,  in  the  whole  course  of  Im  p>™ 
mentary  career,  knew  a  committee  to  step  out  of  the  « 
of  their  duly,  and  report  so  partial  a  bill,  after  In'^ 
been  so  fiilly  instnicted.  What,  lie  asked,  vu  tk  ■ 
ducement  of  the  Senators  from  the  new  States  to  roteS 
the  reference,  but  the  proposition  to  consder  snd  itp<J 
on  tiie  subject  of  the  public  lainls?  The  bill  lesra'" 
said  Mr.  S.,  exactiy  where  we  were  before  the 
ence  was  made;  or,  indeed,  we  might  as  well,  Ix 
have  passed  the  resolution  c^the  Senator  fi-om  Kent 
in  the  first  instance,  without  tiie  subsequent  ante 
and  received  from  the  Committee  on  Finance  a  biHist-^ 
to  ihe  one  before  us.  The  chairman  ofthe  ComoiitiKJ 
Manufiictures  had  nearly  gained  one  object  that  lie  W 
been  trying  for  years  to  accomplish.  The  biD  euty^ 
swered  his  purpose;  if  passed,  it  would  leave  asarjSi" 
ten  millions  in  the  treasury,  to  be  divided  among  the*** 
according  to  the  plan  proposed,  and  so  zealoudj  J"** 
ed  by  the  gentleman  some  years  ago. 

Mr.  <I;LAY  considered  Uie  question  before  the  S«wl 

'  BOf  In 


as  one  of  vital  importance.     It  was  nothing  more  Mt 
than  whether  we  shall  abandon  the  policy  so  kef 
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tued,  uul  which  h*d  produced  snch  unexampled  prospe-  committee  in  deUjring  tb^  reports  on  the  cAer  nibject 


ritjr  throughoat  the  country.     The  question  before  the 
Senate  invohred  the  fate  of  the  protecting  system.     It  was 
not  a  question  to  be  carried  by  storm,  by  arraigning  the 
conKBittee  which  had  reported  this  bill  as  a  packed  com- 
nuttee,  instituted  to  protect  a  particular  interest.     So  far 
a*  be  was  concerned,  he  repelleid  the  charge  with  indig- 
nation, and  asserted  that  the  committee  bad  acted  in  strict 
conformity  with  its  instructions.     What,  he  asked,  wasthe 
duty  of  the  committee?    The  Senate  bad  referred  to  them 
a  Tarietjr  of  subjects,  and  left  them  to  consider  how,  when, 
and  what  number  of  bills  they  should  report.   No  particu- 
lar instructions,  with  regard  to  these  particulars,  had  been 
giren;  the  committee  were  left  to  act  apcording  to  their 
own  sense  of  propriety  and  understanding  of  the  several 
propositions  given  them  in  charge.     It  was  not  for  him  to 
inquire  what  h«l  been  the  sense  of  individual  members  of 
the  Senate  in  voting  for  the  reference;  it  was  enough  for 
him  to  take  the  order  of  the  Senate,  and  act  on  it,  either 
in  whole  or  in  part,  as  his  best  judgment  dictated.    This 
the  committee  had  done;  they  had  reported  a*  far  as  cir- 
cumstances permitted  them  at  that  timej  and  he  contend- 
ed that  neither  order,  simplicity,  or  propriety  would  have 
been  consulted  by  a  contrary  course.    Ifr.  C.  urged  many 
reasons  why  the  committee  should  not  have  made  a  more 
extended  report  at  that  time.     Why  was  it  that  many  gen- 
tlemen bad  forborne  to  speak  while  the  resolution  he  had 
nbmitted  was  under  discussion?    It  was  a  mere  abstract 
proposition,  said  they,  the  discussion  of  which  can  tend  to 
DO  valuable  result.  Give  us,  they  said,  a  bill;  something  tan- 
gible—something  that  we  can  applaud  or  condemn,  amend 
«■  reject,  and  then  a  discussion  will  be  proper.     The  com- 
■aittee  then,  he  said,  had  performed  their  duty  by  present- 
ing a  sabject  that  could  be  touched.     If  gentlemen  had 
•bjectioita,  let  them  make  those  objections  known.     If 
the  bill  did  not  contain  all  they  wanted,  it  was  open  for 
amendment;  and  if,  finally,  after  full  discussion,  it  did  not 
■leet  with  the  approbation  of  the  Senate,  a  majority  would 
to  decide  it.     With  regmd  to  simplicity  of  proceeding, 
was  it  not  more  in  conformity  with  that  object  to  present, 
in  tbe  first  instance,  in  one  bill,  those  articles  which  it  was 
not  the  poficy  of  the  country  to  protect  by  discriminating 
duties,  than  to  comprehend  in  the  same  bill  all,  both  pro- 
tected nnd  unprotected,  together  with  the  important  sub- 
ject of  the  public  lands?    Suppose  the  committee  had 
comprehended  the  whole  in  one  paragraph,  would  the 
action  of  the  Senate  be  thereby  accelerated?    Or  would 
not,  on  the  other  hand,  time  and  convenience  both  be 
consulted  by  discussing  and  acting  on  tlie  subject  first  pre- 
sented, while  the  committee  were  collecting  information 
and  preparing  materials  for  further  reports?     There  was, 
one  question  gentlemen  could  not  get  over,  and  that  was 
whether  the  system  of  protection  should  be  abandoned, 
or  the  policy  that  had  operated  so  beneficially  should  be 
persevered  in.    That  is  a  question  you  must  decide,  come 
when  it  will;  whether  it  be  presented  in  one  or  many  bills. 
But  this  bill  was  said  to  be  intended  for  the  peculiar 
benefit  of  the  manufacturers.     How?    What  were  the 
articles  of  importation  on  which  it  proposed  to  repeal  the 
(Allies?      Tea,  coffee.    [Mr.  C.  mentioned  several  other 
articles.]  Do  the  manufikcturers  alone,  said  he,  of  all  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  drink  tea  and  coffee?   Were 
there   not  greater  quantities  of  those  necessary  articles 
consumed  at  the  South  than  at  the  North?     He  could 
safely  say  there  were.     The  bill  proposed  to  repeal  the 
duties  on  articles  of  general  consumption;  and  it  was  not 
the  iiuuiuitu:turer,  as  such,  alone,  but  the  consumer,  that 
would  be   relieved.      With  respect  to  the  observations 
of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  relative  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  duty  on  indigo,  he  could  answer,  that  the  com- 
mittee bad  inquired,  and  were  satisfied  that  the  article  was 
not  now  produced  in  the  United  States.     Mr.  C.  pro- 
ceeded to  enlarge  on  the  reasons  which  influenced  the 
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committed  to  their  charge.     Weeks,  perhaps  months^ 
said  he,  must  elapse  before  tbe  committee  could  obtain 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  Infbnnation  they 
had  called  for,  to  enable  them  to  estimate  the  value  and 
quantity  of  the  articles  of  import  coming  hi  competitioA 
with  riroilar  articles  produced  or  manuiactured  in  the 
United  States,  to  determine  whether  the  manufaeturen 
were,  as  had  been  alleged,  making  moderate  profits;  and 
whether  any,  and  what,  manuikcturers  were  so  firmly  e». 
tablished  as  to  permit  of  a  redaction  of  the  amount  of 
protection.      In  every  view  of  the  case,  tiien,  Mr.  C. 
deemed  it  the  wisest  course  to  act  first  on  the  bill  pre- 
sented by  the  committee.     What  was  the  precise  ques- 
tion chiefly  to  be  conndered?    We  are  to  consider,  in  a 
reduction  of  tlie  revenue  from  eig^t  to  twelve  millions  of 
dollars,  what  are  the  articles  of  importation  on  which  we 
may  safely  make  that  reduction.     Here,  then,  waa«  bill 
reducing  the  duties  between  five  and  mx  millions  on  ard- 
cles  tliat  no  one,  he  apprehended,  would  contend  diat  the 
duties  ought  to  be  retained;  and  shall  we,  said  he,  keep 
back  that  reduction— refrun  from  relieving  the  countTJr 
from  that  amount  of  taxation,  until  wf  can  settle  how  the 
further  reduction  is  to  be  made?      Gentlemen  assume, 
said  he,  that  we  shall  reduce  the  duties  on  the  articles  that 
are  now  protected:  that  was  tiieir  own  assumption — for 
his  part,  he  made  no  such  concession.     He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  no  reduction  of  duty  could  be  made  on 
the  protected  articles;  but  that,  until  sufficient  informa- 
tion was  obtained,  (and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  then 
had  his  agents  enga^^  incoUecting  it,)  he  would  not  de> 
termine  that  question.     Sir,  the  honorable  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance  [Mr.  Smith]  spoke  of  the 
bill  not  comprehendingman^  articles  of  importation  named 
by  him,  and  on  which,  in  his  judgment,  tlte  duties  ought 
to  be  repoded  or  reduced.  Sir,  if  this  bill  is  recommittied 
until  every  Senator  is  satisfied  with  its  details^  it  may  be 
committed,  and  recommitted,  until  the  day  i^  joctenient. 
It  was  not  possible  for  tiie  committee  to  fiwne  such  a  biB 
as  would  answer  the  views  of  every  Senator.     If  bis  bill 
did  not  comprehend  all  that  was  required  by  the  gentle- 
man, it  was  competent  to  him  to  propose  amendments, 
and  take  the  sense  of  tbe  Senate  on  them.  The  committee 
had  had  tbe  Ughts  Aown  by  the  draught  of  a  bill  banded 
them  by  that  gentleman:  they  did  not  choose  to  take  aU 
that  it  contained;  and  on  tiiis,  also,  he  could,  when  oc- 
casion served,  take  the  sense  of  the  Senate.    One  further 
remark,  and  he  was  done.    Tbe  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  considered  the  questions  as  doubt- 
ful, whether  the  Senate  could,  constitutionally,  ori^nate 
a  bin  for  the  reduction  of  revenue,  deeming  a  bill  for 
that  purpose  the  same  as  one  for  the  nuaing  of  revenue. 
He  ^d  not  share  with  tbe  chairman  of  the  committee  in 
that  opinion.     After  a  careful  consideration,  and  an  es> 
amination  of  the  precedent  to  be  found  in  our  legislation, 
he  was  satisfied  that  the  Senate  ftilly  possessed  the  power. 
The  Senate  would  pkee  itself  in  a  very  ungracieus 
position,   if  it  declined  lessening  the    burdens  of  the 
people  to  the  extent  proposed  by  the  bill,  on  tbe  ground 
that  the  whole  reduction  of  revenue  that  was  contem- 
plated could  not  be  made  at  once.    He  did  hope  that  this 
question,  which  was  to  settle  the  fete  of  the  future  policy 
of  the  country,  would  be  favorably  disposed  of.    He  t«> 
peated  his  hope  that  the  other  questions  would  be  acted 
on  before  the  ck>se  of  the  season;  but  tbeir  delay  ought  not 
to  interfere  sritb  immediate  action  on  the  one  that  wai 
then  before  them.     Suppose,  said  he,  we  lessen  the  re. 
venue  to  the  amount  only  of  seven  or  eight  millions,  va 
shall  accomplish  much— we  dball  quiet  tiut  alarm  Which 
gentlemen  so  sensibly  fSeel  at  the  prospect  of  idistribtltio* 
of  a  surplus  revenue. 

Mr.  HOLMES  regretted  the  motion  that  had  been  made 
to  send  back  the  ^ill.     He  was  in  hopes  that  die  priniing 
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would  have  been  ordered,  both  of  the  report  and  bill, 
tliat  he  might  ascertain  whether  there  was  any  thing  in 
either  that  came  within  the  scope  of  his  instructions.  He 
wished  to  look  over  the  list  of  his  instructions,  and  com- 
pare them  witli  tlie  bill  and  report,  to  see  whether  he  was 
instructed  to  act  for  or  against  them.  While  on  this  sub- 
ject, he  ought  to  mention,  for  the  information  of  the  Se- 
nate, that  the  Eastern  mail  had  arrived,  and  brought  him 
no  instructions.  However,  should  the  motion  prevail,  and 
the  bill  be  sent  back  to  tlte  committee,  the  mstructions 
could  run  in  but  one  way,  and  that  was  to  reduce  the 
tariff;  and  as  this  was  contrary  to  the  <>|tinions  entertained 
by  the  Legislature  of  Mune,  he  should  for  once  act  in  con- 
formity to  his  instructions,  by  voting  against  tlie  recom- 
mitment. He  thouglit  that  sending  back  the  bill  would 
be  mitking  haste  too  fast;  if  printed,  and  laid  on  the  tables 
of  members,  an  examination  couUI  be  given  to  its  details, 
'  »nd  a  more  correct  decision  formed  with  regard  to  tlie 
proper  disposition  of  it.  He  was  amused  at  the  doubts 
expressed  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Senate  to  originate  a  bill  for  the  reduction 
of  revenue,  under  the  idea  that  the  constitution  gave  to 
the  House  of  Representatives  the  exclusive  power  of  in- 
stituting a  bill  for  the  raising  of  revenue.  This,  he  said, 
was  a  new  idea  to  him.  He  shoidd  suppose  that  the  rea- 
son fur  that  provision  in  the  constitution  was,  that,  as  the 
members  of  that  House  came  fresh  from  the  people,  they 
would  be  more  competent  to  form  a  correct  judgment 
with  regard  to  the  sources  from  whence  the  revenue 
should  be  derived;  and  for  this  purpose  they  were  to  pre- 
sent a  plan  of  revenue  to  the  Senate,  wliich  that  body 
could  alter  or  amend. 

The  idea  that  the  popular  branch  of  the  Legislature 
only  should  originate  a  revenue  bill,  was  taken  from  the 
British  Parliament,  and  adopted  in  many  of  the  States 
without  reason;  as,  for  instance,  the  State  of  Maine.  The 
House  of  Representatives  in  that  State  was  elected  by 
corporations,  and  the  Senate  by  the  people;  and  yet  that 
provision  existed  in  her  constitution.  However,  he  could 
not  understand  the  grounds  for  the  constitutional  scru- 
ples of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey.  Diminishing  the 
duties  on  articles  of  importation  was  not  raising  of  revenue 
--that  would  be  lowering.  He  really  did  not  know  what 
we  should  come  to  next.  Raising,  he  had  always  under- 
stood, meant  lifting  up;  lowering  meant  letting  down. 
All  seemed  to  be  going  wrong  nowadays.  The  whole 
administration  was  wrongs — tail  end  foremost;  the  head 
was  where  the  tail  ought  to  be,  and  the  tail  where  the 
head  ought  to  be. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  used  the  term  "packed 
committee"  with  reference  to  its  organization  to  sustain  a 
particular  interest,  founded  upon  the  known  opinions  of 
the  members  of  that  committee.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  said,  "  he  repelled  with  ind  gnation  the  impu- 
tation that  the  committee  was  a  '  packed'  one."  In  the 
sense  in  which  these  terms  are  used,  he  would  be  glad  to 
know  whether  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would  deny 
tlie  fact  that  the  committee  was  a  "packed  committee." 
Mr.  CLAY,  said  yes,  he  d.d.  Then,  Mr.  M.  said,  he  must 
take  the  liberty  of  dissenting  from  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky. 

He  considered  tlie  committee  constituted  upon  the 
ordinary  parliaminlary  rule,  and  made  up  of  materials 
&vorable  to  the  manufacturers,  pledged  by  their  known 
opinions  to  a  particular  policy,  and  certainly  it  liad  furnish- 
ed no  evidence  that  it  had  failed  to  subserve  the  manu- 
facturing interest.  The  honorable  Senator  had,  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  just  said  that  he  had  never  ad- 
mitted that  he  would  compromise  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection; be  was  the  open,  avowed,  and  decided  friend  of 
that  interest,  Mr.  M.  said,  so  far  as  he  himself  was  con- 
cerned, he  did  not  consider  his  voice  as  having  the  least 
influence  on  the  committee,  not  even  a  fractional  influence. 


Upon  every  question,  in  which  the  agricultural  interau 
which  he  represented  on  this  floor  were  concerned,  the 
vote  was  a  dead  one  against  him — four  to  one.  No  atten- 
tion was  paid  to  his  siij^gestions,  his  wishes,  nor  to  the  in- 
terests he  was  identified  with.  So  far  as  the  conflictisj 
interests  of  agriculture  and  the  public  lands  were  cod. 
cerned,  he  would  maintain  that  the  Commitlce  on  Mann. 
factureswasa  "packed  committee." 

[Here  Mr.  CLAY  called  Mr.  Millkb  to  order.  Mr. 
MILLER  explained.  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  aid,  if 
he  had  supposed  the  gentleman  had  applied  the  wor^in 
an  offensive  sense,  he  wuuhl  have  interposed;  but  as  it  »ii 
not  so  understood,  and  as  the  gentleman  bad  disclaimed 
any  offensive  meaning,  the  Chair  d>d  not  consider  him  git 
of  Older.  Mr.  CLAY  said  he  denied  that  tiie  woidt 
"packed  committee"  cuidd  be  applied  in  any  scusettt 
committee  of  that  House. 

Mr.  MOORE  called  for  the  words  to  be  taken  <lotii  ii 
writing,  and  it  was  so  done. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  tliat  those  words,  ustj 
without  connexion  with  the  otiier  words  of  the  SriaKx 
from  South  Carol  na,  would  be  out  of  order.  But  tabt 
in  the  sense  in  which  they  were  used  and  explained  bj  &* 
Senator  using  them,  they  were  not  out  of  order,  and  its 
Senator  could,  therefore,  proceed  witli  his  remarks.] 

Mr.  MILLER  resumed.  He  said  the  proper  cmm 
clearly  in  order,  to  do  equal  justice  to  all,  was  to  spptot 
a  committee  consisting  of  two  Senators  fiivvrable  to  ik 
landed  interest,  and  two  favorable  to  the  manuCicturci/ 
interest;  and  if  there  must  be  an  odd  number,  let  three ii 
taken  favorable  to  the  manufacturers.  Itie  various  i^ 
terests  would  be  then  fairly  represented,  and  heard  in  Urn 
details  of  their  report;  but,  as  it  now  was,  he  d.d  not  am 
much  whether  it  was  recommitted  or  not,  altbougb,  c|Mi 
the  mere  question  of  propriety,  he  should  vote  fur  lla 
motion  to  recommit.  The  committee  bad  the  tight  to  p4 
their  own  construction  upon  the  reference,  ar.d  tliecomH 
to  be  pursued  by  them — tliat  he  did  not  deny;  but  # 
true  question  was,  would  the  Senate  consent  to  let  tiitb 
judgment  be  controlled  by  the  committee,  or  mujt  Ikl 
committee  be  controlled  by  the  Senate?  Itwassqii» 
tion  of  power— shall  the  Senate  dictate  to  a'comininMi  W 
a  committee  to  the  Senate? 

It  had  been  sud  tliat  this  was  not  a  report  faronble  to 
the  manufacturers;  a  very  slight  observation  wotM  tai 
to  show  the  contrary.  It  was  very  obvious,  if  the  srti-' 
cles  unpi-otected  were  admitted  free  of  duty,  that  it  kft 
the  whole  revenue  to  be  collected  on  like  articles  inu* 
factured  in  the  United  States.  Suppose  Uie  cmaiai 
of  the  tax  on  the  ai  tides  in  the  bill  reported,  would  i^ 
rate  in  favor  of  the  consumption  in  tlie  South  uaelll 
the  North,  still  the  great  body  of  the  articles  coBxat^' 
at  the  South  were  to  be  subject  to  high  taxes,  wbdt  til 
only  artick-s  on  which  the  manufacturers  now  psjtuf' 
tiling  would  be  retevtd  from  the  duty  alti  getlier.         ' 

He  had  put  it  to  the  committee,  to  their  sense'of  justice 
to  their  respect  for  equal  rights;  he  had  even  appealed  V 
their  sympathy,  whetlier  it  would  be  just  and  proper  II 
levy  the  taxes  from  a  particular  section  of  the  cuusti^, 
(t  was  known  to  every  one  that  there  were  no  manuC* 
turing  establisliments  at  the  South;  and,  althougli  tbe  k( 
might  appear  equitable  and  fair  on  the  face,  yet,  in  cot* 
quence  of  the  difl'erent  interests  and  d.fl'ei  ent  puisuiti* 
various  sections,  it  would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  paitia].  tf 
had  been  struck  with  the  force  of  tlie  suggctiion  vlM 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Txleb,]  who  illustrated  W 
subject,  by  supposing  in  a  system  of  direct  tanaMl 
should  be  proposed  to  raise  ten  millions,  or  any  other  A 
and  Congress  should  levy  tliis  tax  on  the  sugar  plol^ 
cuuld  any  one  pretend  that  this  would  be  just  orcon^ 
tional?    If  this  bill  should  be  adopted,  and  tbepnaa^i 
of  it  be  sustained,  tlje  same  result  will  be  effected  U>  ■*  i 
prejudice  of  the  planting  interest.     If  it  tbouU  ps* 
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there  will  be  no  security  that  the  high  taxes  tipftn  the  ne- 
eenaries  of  life  will  be  reached  by  any  subsequent  m<i.- 
dification  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  was  fully  aware  that  nothing  was  to 
be  gained  by  a  further  discussion  of  the  subject;  but  he 
feh  it  a  duty  he  owed  to  those  whose  interests  he  repre- 
sented on  this  floor,  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  in  reply 
to  the  observations  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey. 
When,  sir,  a  few  days  past,  resolutions  were  submitted  by 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  calling  for 
infommtion  relatire  to  the  public  lands,  embracing  in- 
quiries of  a  most  extensive  character,  the  answers  to 
which  would  necessarily  involve  considerable  delay,  T  then 
thought  I  <t>resaw  in  tliis  call  the  manifestation  of  a  dispo- 
astion  to  make  a  partial  report  on  the  subjects  committed 
to  it  by  the  Senate,  and  to  avoid,  altogether,  that  part  re- 
lating to  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  dumain. 
I  then,  sir,  rose  in  my  place,  and  asked  the  Senator  from 
New  Jersey  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the  committee 
to  make  a  report  before  the  information  relative  to  the 
public  lands  was  received.  The  answer  of  that  gentle- 
man was  explicit,  that,  so  soon  as  the  information  asked 
for  was  received,  the  committee  would  report — leaving 
BO  doubt  on  the  minds  of  all  who  heard  him,  that  he  con- 
sidered it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  present  the 
whole  together,  and  not  in  the  detached  and  partial  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  now  brouglit  forward.  I  cannot,  sir, 
«-ittihokI  the  expression  of  my  astonishment  at  the  course 
this  committee  has  thought  proper  to  pursue.  The  de- 
sign of  the  Senate  in  referring  all  the  subjects  of  reve- 
nue to  the  same  committee,  could  not  be  misunderstood, 
and  especially  after  what  took  place  on  that  occasion. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  convinced  that  the  resohi- 
tions  introduced  by  him  would  be  rejected  by  the  Senate 
— [Mr.  Clat  shook  his  head] — yes,  sir,  1  repeat  they  could 
not  have  receivetl  the  sanction  of  this  body.  I  know  the 
fact;  and  the  Senator  himself  must  have  been  aware  of  it, 
else  how  did  it  happen  that  he  so  readily  acquiesced  in 
the  proposition  to  refer  them  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures, without  obtaining  for  them  that  sanction  which 
he  had  urged  so  strongly?  But,  sir,  the  Senator  went 
much  further:  finding  that  even  this  reference  coulil  not 
he  obtained  from  them,  imconiiected  with  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  reduction,  he  unhesitatingly  consented  to  include 
all  the  instructions  proposed,  with  the  single  exception  of 
titat  relating  to  tlie  public  lands;  and  yet,  sir,  with  a  full 
knowledge  of  the  wishes  of  the  Senate,  this  committee  has 
taken  upon  itself  to  do  what  the  Senate  had  declared  it 
lAiould  not  do— act  upon  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky — leaving  out  all  the  other  subjects  con- 
nected with  them.  And  upon  what  g^o\inddoes  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  base  this  extraordinary  report  ?  Why, 
ar,  that  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  duties  could  not,  con- 
•titiitionally,  originate  in  the  Senate;  and  yet  this  bill  pro- 
poses the  entire  abolition  of  duties.  I'he  constitution 
prtsents  no  barrier  to  a  repeal  of  all  the  duties  upon  un- 
protected articles;  but  the  moment  you  touch  the  pro- 
tected class — iron,  for  instance — it  forms  an  insuperable 
obstacle ! 

I  will  not  dwell  upon  the  absurdity  of  such  a  distinction. 
[Here  Mr.  K.  commented  on  the  unjust  and  partial  ope- 
lation  of  the  bill,  recounting  the  different  articles  the 
committee  had  tliought  fit  to  relieve  from  duty,  though 
particularly  favoring  manufacturers,  and  instituted  a  com- 
parison between  them  and  the  articles  of  necessity  and 
general  consumption,  on  which  the  tax  is  still  to  remwn.] 
So  sure,  said  Mr.  K.,  as  there  is  a  God  above,  if  the  ma- 
jority will  perwst  in  this  species  of  injustice  and  oppres- 
sa)n;  if,  when  we  invoke  this  justice,  they  turn  a  deaf  ear, 
and  meet  our  entreaties  to  give  some  small  relief  to  our 
suffering  people  with  insult  added  to  injury,  consequences 
will  result  which  I  shudder  to  think  of.  Sir,  this  is  no 
idle  threat*  in  tbia  there  is  no  gasconade.    I  stand  here  as 


one  of  the  most  moderate  of  those  who  are  opposed  to  the 
miscalled  American  system,  advocating  conciliation,  union; 
and  those  I  represent  well  know  it.  Sir,  it  is  not  the  wish 
of  the  South  to  p.rostrate  the  manufacturing  industry  of 
the  country;  and  the  assertion,  frequently  made  on  this 
floor,  that  such  is  their  object,  is  destitute  of  foundation. 
Sir,  for  the  sake  of  peace  and  harmony,  and  of  union,  they 
are  disposed  to  bear  much.  Fix  the  revenue  at  an  amount 
required  by  the  ordinary  wants  of  the  Government,  and  the 
agricultural  interests  will  be  found  giving  their  support  to 
such  an  arrangement  of  the  duties  as  will  give  a  fiiir  and 
reasonable  encouragement  to  manufactures.  Yes,  sir, 
they  will  do  this  with  a  perfect  conviction  that  the  burdens 
will  still  fall  unequally,  and  that  they  must  bear  the  greater 
portion.  Can  the  advocates  of  the  tariff,  with  the  least 
semblance  of  justice,  contend  for  more?  Will  they  not 
meet  us  on  middle  ground — settle  this  distracting  ques- 
tion, and  save  the  Government?  I  ask,  then,  that  this 
partial  report,  embracing  but  a  single  proposition,  calcu- 
lated to  benefit  almost  exclusively  the  manufacturer,  and 
aflbrding  next  to  no  relief  to  those  ground  down  to  po- 
verty by  the  oppressive  operations  of  this  unjust  system, 
shall  l>c  thrown  back  upon  the  committee,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  they  shall  discharge  their  duty  by  pre- 
senting the  whole  subject  of  reduction,  embracing  the 
public  lands,  as  intended  by  the  Senate.  Sir,  I  have  not 
forgfotten  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  told  us  that 
gentlemen  should  not  outbrag  him;  that  he  would  bring 
down  the  revenue  as  low  as  any  of  them.  That  gentleman, 
with  the  committee  to  which  he  belongs,  have  been  put  to 
the  test,  and  what  have  they  done?  Why,  sir,  dextrously 
shuffled  out  the  public  lands;  given  the  go-by  to  the  whole 
protective  system,  and  proposed  to  reduce  a  revenue  of 
twenty-seven  or  eight  millions  of  dollars — a  little  more  than 
five  millions;  and  this  is  what  we  are  to  imderstandby  the 
declaration  of  the  Senator  that  he  would  bring  down  the 
revenue  as  low  as  any  one!  But,  nr,  we  liave  been  told 
that  the  Committee  on  Manufitctiires  contemplated  fur- 
ther action  on  the  subject  committed  to  them — perhaps 
a  further  reduction  of  duties  might  be  safely  recommend- 
ed, when  they  had  further  information  to  gtiide  them. 
But  it  was  scarcely  to  be  expected  that  they  could  com- 
plete their  labors  during  this  session;  that  this  important 
information  was  exceedingly  difficult  to  obtain;  that  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had  agents  now  employed  in 
collecting  it;  and,  upon  the  wl>ole,  it  was  best  to  postpone 
it  to  a  more  convenient  season.  Sir,  are  we  to  be  amused 
with  such  miserable  pretexts  for  withholding  from  us  that 
justice  which,  as  a  part  of  this  great  American  family,  we 
have  a  right  to  demand  ?  Act  upon  this  bill — pass  it — and 
I  warn  my  friends  of  the  West  that  they  must  give  up  all 
hope  of  seeing  any  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  public 
lands.  That,  too,  sir,  will  be  postponed  to  a  more  conve- 
nient season.  Sir,  it  is  not  my  design  to  enter  at  large 
into  this  subject  at  this  time.  1  appeal,  sir,  to  the  Sena- 
tors from  Indiana,  New  York,  and,  I  think  I  may  add, 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  to  bear  me  out  in  the  as- 
sertion that  this  reference  was  made  with  the  full  belief 
that  the  committee  would  act  upon  all  the  subjects  toge- 
ther, and  present  them,  in  connexion,  to  the  Senate.  I 
repeat,  sir,  they  have  failed  to  discharge  the  duty  which 
properly  belonged  to  them,  and  the  disapprobation  of  this 
body  should  be  manifested  by  recommitting  the  bill.  Sir, 
if  by  the  vote  this  day  we  give  the  go-by  to  these  import- 
ant subjects,  I  shall  lose  all  hope  of  any  settlement  of  this 
distracting  question,  on  terms  that  will  be  at  all  satisfactory 
to  the  aggrieved  and  suffering  portions  of  the  community; 
and  wheh  that  hope,  to  which  the  South  has  fondly  clung, 
that  this  Congress  would  not  adjourn  without  affording 
relief  to  her  sufferings,  shall  be  given  up,  consequences, 
sir,  which  no  man  can  portray,  will  throw  a  dreadful 
weight  of  responsibility  upon  the  heads  of  those  wbos* 
injustice  has  produced  them. 
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If  r.  MAN6UM  roae,  and  said,  I  do  not  rise  to  add  to  Ihe 
excttement  already  so  naturally  and  so  strongly  felt  in  this 
part  of  the  House,  growing  out  of  the  extraordinary  course 
vhich  the  Comnnttee  on  Manufikctures  ^have  felt  it  their 
duty  to  adopt.    I  rite  merely  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  course  so  frequently  adopted  by  the  Sena- 
tor fh>m  Kentucky.     Whenever  a  question  is  to  be  taken 
upon  any  point,  direct  or  collateral,  the  tocsin  is  sounded 
by  that  Senator,  and  he  tries  to  rally  all  his  forces,  by  re- 
presenting the  vote  as  being  upon  a  test  question.  Every 
thing  is  a  test  question  in  which  his  feelings  are  in  the  least 
enlisted.     My  object  it  to  present  this  matter  in  its  true 
light.     The  question  a  not  one  to  test  the  strength  of  the 
tuilF  policy,  but  it  is  to  efifect,  by  indirection — I  mean  not 
to  tpeak  oiTentively — that  which  the  Senate,  at  I  under- 
stand it,  refutes  to  do  directly.     The  resolution  of  the  Se- 
nator had  been  elaborately  discussed  for  more  than  two 
months.     We  were  informed,  at  the  different  stages  of  its 
rogress,  that  the  action  of  the  Senate  upon  it  was  very 
esuable;  that  it  must  be  had  before  the  committee  could 
proceed  in  its  duties  in  a  satisfactory  manner.    When  the 
debate  bad  ceased,  and  the  final  vote  was  about  to  be 
taken,  it  was  clearly  ascertained  that  the  resolution  would 
not  be  adopted.     I  had  ascertained,  to  my  entire  satisfiic- 
tion,  that  it  would  be  either  amended,  evaded,  or  reject- 
ed.    I  Iwd  supposed  this  was  equally  apparent  to  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky;  and  it  was  upon  that  supposition 
only  that  I  could  account  for  the  feebleness  with  which 
he  pressed  a  final  vote,  and  the  apparent  facility  with 
which  he  adopted  the  proposed  reference  of  his  resolu- 
tion, without  any  expression,  by  the  Senate,  of  an  opinion 
in  regard  to  its  principles.     This  course  was  so  different 
from  the  line  that  I  bad  supposed  was,  early  in  the  dis- 
cussion, meant  to  be  pursued  by  the  Senator,  that  I  very 
naturally  supposed  his  acquiescence  was  the  result  of  what 
he  deemed  mevitable  necessity.    The  resolution,  with  di- 
vers others,  wholly  irreconcilable  and  inconsistent  with  it, 
was  referred)  and  the  committee,  with  great  haste,  make 
a  report,  embracing  only  the  policy  indicated  by  the  Se- 
nator's resolution:  so  that,  by  a  manceuvre  perfectly  fiuni- 
liar  to  gentlemen  long  schooled  in  parliamentary  tactics, 
the  Senate  is  now  placed  precisely  in  the  predicament 
which  I  clearly  understood  it  meant  to  avoid  by  the  vote 
upon  the  reference  of  these  various  resolutions;  and  that, 
by  this  leg^Utive  evolution,  the  sense  of  the  Senate  is  not 
only  to  be  evaded,  but  the  Senate  is  called  to  act  pre- 
cisely in  opposition  to  the  course  which  I  understood  to 
be  marked  out  and  adopted  by  that  vote.     Tlie  present 
motion  is  made  to  ascertain  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  as  ex- 
pressed by  that  vote  of  reference;  and  I  have  the  fullest 
confidence  that  the  vote  will  sustain  the  views  I  have  ex- 
pressed. 

It  it  certainly  a  little  extraordinary  that  a  committee, 
organized  expressly  to  wateh  and  guard  the  interests  of 
manufactures,  should,  after  a  debate  of  more  than  two 
months,  and  af^er  having  usurped  the  whole  subject  con- 
nected_  with  the  public  revenue,  make  a  report  not  touch- 
ing.^ tingle  article  in  that  system  of  protection,  nor  ex- 
pressing a  ungle  opinion  upon  tliat  subject;  but  touching 
•imply  that  put  of  the  subject  wliich,  more  appropriately, 
belongs  to  another  committee,  and  which,  in  truth,  has 
been  usurped  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  It  is 
•Innge  that  a  committee,  which  have  labored  so  sedu- 
lottdy  to  get  possession  of  the  whole  subject,  should  so 
meedily  make  a  report  upon  the  part  of  the  subject  within 
the  province,  peculiarly,  of  the  Committee  on  Finance, 
and  to  studiously  abstain  from  touching,  in  any  shape,  the 
natters  which  properly  belong  to  them.  That  this  course 
■heuld  produce  strong  excitement,  and  even  feelings  of 
indignation,  is  not  a  matter  of  surprise.  No  man,  who 
understands  the  least  of  the  subject,  can  be  blind  to  the 
object  of  the  committee,  or  the  effects  of  sustaining  them 
inthdrcourae. 


I  shall  not  go  into  a  subject  already  exhausted,  and  ilios 
the  pernicious  consequences  of  the  policy  of  this  itnla- 
tion.  I  think  it  more  important  t^  ask  the  Senators  firom 
the  new  States  whether  this  course  indicates  a  friendly 
feeling  to  the  interests  more  immediately  affecting  then, 
and  whether  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  views  entertained 
by  them  when  they  voted  the  reference — whether,  If  tii» 
subject  shall  be  first  acted  upon,  with  their  concurrence, 
they  have  the  least  guaranty  that  tiieir  peculiarinteresbwIU 
receive  a  favorable  consideration — whether,  in  a  word, 
they  will  not  {pve  up  the  only  hope  of  reducing  the  price 
of  the  public  lands,  so  as  to  enable  every  head  of  a  Cunily 
to  be  an  independent  freeholder;  who,  in  truth — I  meu 
the  freeholders— constitute  the  real  strength,  and  pride, 
and  glory  of  this  great  confederation.  I  ask  them  to 
look  to  it. 

Sir,  I  mean  not  to  discuss  the  constitutionality  of  ori- 
ginating in  the  Senate  a  revenue  bill.  Yet  1  certain!}'  wu 
much  struck  with  the  novel  view  offered  by  the  Scintor 
from  New  Jersey;  that  the  Senate  mi^t  repeal  tn  foto  ill 
duties  upon  unprotected  articles  but  could  not  proper!; 
reduce  duties  on  the  other  class.  He  doubts— be  ini 
scruples.  He  can  abolish,  but  not  reduce.  Does  not  t!ie 
Senator  see  that,  by  abolishing  duties  upon  all  unprotect- 
ed articles,  he,  in  fact,  increases  the  duties  upon  ttie 
protected  diss;  or,  in  other  words,  enhances  the  protec- 
tion^ As  it  is  obvious  to  every  body  else,  I  should  do  the 
Senator  gKst  injustice  to  suppose  that  it  is  not  equally  ob- 
vious to  him.  And,  besides,  if  there  be  any  meaning  in 
that  part  of  the  constitution  which  requires  that  revcme 
bills  shall  be  originated  in  the  other  branch  of  Congrca,  I 
suppose  it  to  mean  that  the  immediate  representstins  of 
the  people  shall  be  as  well  the  judges  of  the  proper  ob- 
jects of  taxation  as  of  the  amount  of  the  revenue.  In- 
deed, the  selection  of  the  objects  of  taxation  is  not  onlr 
the  most  undoubted,  but,  in  fact,  the  most  interestii^ 
power  of  the  other  House.  But,  by  the  course  proposed 
here,  the  Senate  originates  a  bill,  not  only  striking  out 
more  tlian  half  the  subjects  of  taxation  heretofore  adopt- 
ed, but  accumulates  the  whole  revenue  upon  a  fe»  «il>- 
jects;  and,  in  the  selection  of  which,  the  House,  indie 
first  instance,  is  not  consulted- 

I  trust  this  hi^h-hanJed  coorse.will  be  arrested.  I  b»« 
lost  all  confidence  in  a  certain  part  of  the  Senate,  in  refc^ 
ence  to  any  conciliatory  dispositioii  in  the  adjustment  of 
this  great  and  dangerous  subject.  I  look  to  them  for  no- 
tiling-  I  hope  from  tliem  nothing-  I  wish  the  coiintij 
could  say,  it  fears  from  them  nothing.  But  I  appeal  to 
that  part  of  the  Senate,  who,  though  in  favor  of  the  pr> 
tective  principle,  yet  are  capable  of  looking  to  tlie  wliole 
subject,  unbiassed  by  any  views  but  those  tliat  belong  W 
their  country  and  its  best  interest.  I  call  upon  those  v\a 
love  their  country,  and  have  no  objects  connected  «itli 
party  interests,  and  who  can  lift  their  eyes  to  the  gftat 
and  enduring  glory  of  this  great  country,,  to  come  to  t!ie 
subject  sacrificing  something,  as  we  who  will  sacriBM 
much,  and  let  us  join  and  settle  this  subject  so  agiuiingto 
the  public  mind,  and  so  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  litf- 
mony  of  these  once  happy  States. 

Mr-  BENTON  said  he  would  vote  with  his  firiendj  for 
recommitting  the  bill,  but  he  saw  no  use  in  it  ItwasiB- 
possible  to  make  a  bird  sing  tliat  would  not  sing.  He  »|i- 
prehendedthat  the  Manufactures  Committee  would  repert 


no  bill  that  would  answer  any  purpose — none  tbat^  soj* 
make  any  essential  modification  of  the  tariff-  Tli<  >"" 
they  bad  brought  in  was  a  rare  bird-  Out  of  tbir^-*** 
millions  of  revenue,  they  proposed  to  reduce  five  and » 
half,  leaving  twenty-five  millions,  when  twelve  orthirt''" 
was  all  that  the  wants  of  the  Government  would  requ"*- 
These  five  and  a  half  were  to  be  reduced,  not  upon  me 
necessaries  of  Ufe,  but  upon  the  merest  trifles!  ''«g»'J''^ 
most  of  them  so  insignificant  that  the  people  did  noti:ii<i« 
their  names  or  their  utes.     Mr.  ^.  bad  no  objectian  to  in- 
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ckidiiir  tliese  trifles  in  the  list  of  reductions.    They  were 
too  imgnificuit  to  be  taxed.  Mid  for  that  reason  ourht  to 
be  itruck  from  the  statute  book.    By  way  of  completing 
the  reductions,  they  mirht  be  thrown  in;  but  to  make 
them  the  main  articles  of  reduction — to  compose  the  bill 
vhoUy  of  such  lunaU  trash,  while  omitting  all  the  great 
objects  of  revenue,  was  to  present  legislation  under  a  new 
upect  to  the  American  people.     Mr.  B.  said,  every  body 
bad  md  of  the  mountain  that  was  delivered  of  a  mouse; 
butbere  was  a  great  committee  which  was  delivered  of  a 
bill  which  was  not  even  a  grown  mousei  which  is  nothing, 
is&ct,  but  a  litter  of  young  mice.    The  committee  haid 
drawn  to  itself  tlie  business  of  the  Finance  Committee; 
they  had  gone  out  to  prepare  a  bill  for  reducing  and  set- 
tlin^tlie  revenue;  and  they  had  brought  in — what?  a  dish 
of  toyi  and  confectionary !  and  gravely  presented  it  to  the 
Senstr,  as  the  revenue  bill  which  was  to  settle  the  desti- 
nctofan  empire!     The  Senate  had  directed  that  com- 
jBttee  to  consider  the  whole  subject  of  the  revenue,  tlie 
public  lands,  woollens,  cottons,  iron,  salt,  every  thing,  yet 
ve  bare  nothing  but  a  long  list  of  trifles,  and  a  few  luxu- 
ties.    What  would  be  thought  of  a  man,  who,  being  di- 
rected to  fetch  you  a  horse,  should  go  and  pull  one  hair  out 
of  hci  tail,  and  come  and  lay  it  down  before  yoti,  and  say, 
there  is  your  horse,  sir.     Yet  this  was  the  conduct  of  the 
comiittee.  Their  bill,  to  our  revenue  syotem,  is  what  one 
hair  would  be  to  the  whole  horse.   Mr.  B.  would  not  speak 
tf  the  bUl  according  to  his  feelings.     He  wished  that  a 
million  of  copies  of  it  were  printed,  and  a  copy  sent  to 
ereiy  brmer  in  America,  labelled  with  the  inscription, 
that  it  was  the  American  system  bill — that  it  was  the  bill 
vhicb  the  manufacturers  gave  to  the  fanners;  that  it  was 
the  bill  tliat  came  from  the  committee  which  had  been  or- 
dered to  report  upon  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  pul>lic 
load.     He  wished  that  it  could  go  out  thus  labelled,  that 
the  tinners  might  see,  from  under  their  own  han<U,  what 
kind  of  relief  tiie  ManufacturiiigCnmmittee  mean  to  extend 
to  the  cultivators  of  the  earth !  No  description,  no  speech, 
so  power  of  language,  can  give  them  an  adequate  idea  of 
that  bill.    They  should  see  the  thing  itself.     They  should 
louk  upon  it;  they  should  handle  it.     The  view  of  such  a 
bill  would  astound  them.     Indignation  would  seize  some; 
contempt,  others.  Many  would  consider  it  as  a  j'ike;  some 
vould  think  it  a  satire  upon  our  legislation,  got  up  by 
lome  mischievous  boys;  but  inspection  would  show  that  it 
was  a  real  document,  conceived  and  produced  by  the  Ma- 
lofactures  Committee,  and  pressed  upon  tlie  Senate,  in 
ttal  earnest,  as  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  and 
Klief  of  tlie  country!     That  it  is,  in  fact,  the  genuine  pro- 
duction of  the  American  system  committee,  and  the  real 
node  in  which  that  committee  complies  with  that  part  of 
the  President's  message  which  recommends  the  repeal  of 
unnecessary  taxes,  and  the  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the 
wanu  of  tlie  Government!     Yes,  sir,  that  bill  ought  to  be 
pnnted  by  the  million,  and  distributed  by  handfuls!     It 
voukl  be  viewed  with  universal  scorn.     A  tempest  of  in- 
dijnation  would  pursue  it.    The  lightning  of  public  wrath 
Would  blast  it.    The  thunder  of  a  nation's  curses  would 
umibilate  it. 

But  to  avert  the  consequences  which  the  committee 
ewldnot  but  foresee — ^to  break  the  force  of  that  feeling 
which  their  bill  was  oblig^  to  produce— the  committee  have 
M«ie  forward  with  a  half  promise  that  they  will  look  a  little 
lunher;  that  they  will  study  the  history  of  some  other  arti- 
cles, and,  perhaps,  yes,  perhaps,  report  another  bill  at  some 
""definite  period,  to  add  a  few  more  items  to  their  import- 
Mt  list  of  reductions.  But  what  items,  no  hint  or  informa- 
tion is  given;  and,  in  the  mean  time,  this  bill,  not  of  abo- 
ninatioii,  but  of  firoth  and  flummery,  roust  be  swallowed 
TOWn  by  the  Senate.  Sir,  there  is  a  story  of  a  clown  in 
Londoii,  who  had  a  fashion  of  going  up  to  people,  and 
■yinji  give  me  a  penny,  and  I  will  sing  you  a  song;  but 
T«t  DMat  give  ae  the  peniqr  firstl  and  when  he  had  got. 


the  penny,  would  scamper  off  in  a  laugh.  Mr.  B.  hoped 
the  committee  would  take  no  offence— certainly  none  was 
intended;  but  the  reminiscence  was  excited,  and  the  ex< 
pression  of  his  feelings  irresistible,  at  heariiie  the  commit- 
tee's request  and  promise.  We  roust  pass  their  bill  first, 
and  trust  to  them  for  something  better  bereafler.  But  sup> 
pose  that  something  better  should  never  come;  the  Senate 
would  then  be  in  the  condidon  of  the  good  people  who 
parted  witli  the  penny  before  they  heard  the  song.  Mr. 
B.  expressed  his  astonishment  at  the  request  of  tlie  com- 
mittee, to  have  time  to  consider  whether  they  could  do 
any  thing  more.  That  committee  was  active  and  iiisaiia* 
ble  in  drawing  to  itself  the  business  of  the  Fiiuince  Com- 
mittee. It  had  been  zealous  to  get  the  revenues  into  its 
hands.  It  had  stniggled,  and  wrestled,  and  contended 
for  it;  and  had  succevdeil  at  last  by  dint  of  its  own  votest 
and  now  it  comes  forward  with  a  ridiculous  ami  starved 
bill — a  bill  which,  in  the  vernacular  tunitue  of  the  furtlier 
West,  would  be  called  "the  little  end  of  nothing  sharpen- 
ed," and,  presenting  this  abortion  as  the  neplut  ultra,  the 
Herculean  pillars,  of  their  present  exhausting  efforts,  de- 
mands time  to  refresh,  and  repose  to  recover  from  over- 
done nature,  and  to  study  books  before  they  can  do  any 
thing  more.  They  want  a  history  of  tlie  public  lands;  a 
long,  minute,  circumstantial,  detadrd  history  of  the  pur- 
cliase,  and  surveys,  and  sales,  and  donations  and  reserva- 
tions, and  relinquishments,  and  reclamations,  of  the  public 
lands,  from  tlie  foundation  of  the  Government  to  the  prrsent 
day!  And  until  they  get  that  history,  which  it  will  take 
months  to  compile,  and  weeks  to  print,  not  a  word  can  be 
said  about  reducing  the  price  of  the  laiuU,  or  transferring 
them  to  the  States.  Sir,  who  so  blind  as  not  to  see  through 
this  thin  and  threadbare  curtain  ]  Who  so  short-sighted  as 
not  to  see  the  delay  which  lies  beyond  it,  and  which  islo  get 
rid  of  the  land  question  without  responsibility  of  direct  ac- 
tion? Why  did  not  the  committee  act  in  the  same  way  by 
other  articles  which,  neverthclcsfi,  they  have  put  into  their 
bills'  Why  did  they  not  ask  for  a  history  of  tea,  and 
frankincense,  and  figs,  and  tamarinds,  and  a  hundred  other 
exotic  productions,  of  which  they  know  a  thousand  timet 
less  than  they  know  of  land,  before  they  could  include 
these  things  in  their  bill?  Why  make  such  a  glaring  dis- 
tinction? Simply,  it  may  be  presumed,  because  the  manu- 
facturers want  the  price  of  land  kept  up!  and,  tlierefore, 
are  for  delay  in  their  operations  upon  that  subject!  And, 
sir,  what  is  the  use  of  all  this  history?  Will  the  commit- 
tee rea<l  it  when  it  comes?  Would  they  read  it  if  it  was 
now  here?  Would  any  man  read  it,  to  makeup  his  mind 
upon  the  question  of  reducing  the  price  of  public  lands.' 
Certainly  nut.  That  question  is  exclusively  a  question  of 
pol  cy,  not  of  detail.  It  is  to  be  decided  by  the  nature  of 
the  subject,  and  not  by  its  history.  The  question  is,  whe- 
ther the  public  lands  shall  be  reduced  in  price,  or  trans- 
ferred to  the  States.  And  every  man  will  <lrcide  that 
question  upon  views  of  policy,  dniwn  from  reflection  and 
consideration,  and  not  upon  detuls  of  old  surveys  and  ob- 
solete history.  Beyond  doubt,  tlie  committee  would  not 
read  the  details  of  our  public  land  historj',  if  they  now  had 
them;  in  all  probability  their  minds  are  made  up  upon  the 
question  at  this  moment.  It  is  well  known  that  the  manu- 
facturers are  opposed  to  any  relaxation  in  the  sale  or  dis- 
position of  the  public  lands;  because  they  want  to  confine 
the  poor  people  to  the  old  States,  to  work  in  the  factories. 
The  pla-i  of  the  manufacturers  is  to  keep  up  the  price  of 
land  to  the  highest  possible  point;  to  prevent  all  dona- 
tions either  to  the  States  or  individuals;  they  oppose  all 
pre-emptions,  and  all  settlement  riglits,  and  all  coiifirmv 
tions  of  French  and  Spanish  (^nts;  and  they  do  all  tliis 
upon  a  fixe<l  principle  of  opposition  to  emigration  and 
Western  settlement.  As  tlie  guardians  of  the  manufac- 
turers, the  committee,  then,  may  be  assumed  to  be  hostile 
to  any  relaxation  in  the  present  rigorous  land  sj'stem. 
Some  of  the  oommittee  are  knowa  to  be  so.   Its  chaimiMi 
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[Mr.  Dickersok]  is  known  to  have  been,  for  twelve  years, 
tlie  most  determined,  unbending,  and  uncompromising  op- 
ponent of  every  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Western  settlers.  I 

A  leadings  member  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Ciai]  has! 
disclosed  his  policy,  which  is  to  take  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands  for  internal  improvement,  (whicli  now  goes 
to  the  seaboard  in  the  North  Atlantic  States,)  and  the 
colonizatioti  of  Africa,  in  which  the  British  Government 
sunk  above  forty  millions  of  dollars,  without  accomplish- 
ing any  thing.  Mr.  B.  would  not  now  stop  to  examine 
the  practicability  of  African  colonization.  He  would  re- 
fer those  who  wanted  real  information  on  that  subject,  to 
the  sworn  testimony  taken  by  order  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons,  in  1836,  relative  to  their  settlement  at  Sierra 
Leone,  which  is  only  four  degrees  of  our  settlements, 
and  both  just  under  tlie  equator,  on  the  Western  coast  of 
Africa.  For  the  present,  lie  would  only  remark  upon  the 
anomaly  of  a  company  of  private  individuals  in  America, 
vrithout  law  or  charter,  setting  up  a  Government  in  an- 
other quarter  of  the  world.  It  was  a  strange  thing  to  si-e 
the  agents  of  these  private  individuals,  exercising  all  the 
powers  of  Government,  making  war  and  peace,  admin- 
istering justice,  collecting  revenues,  passing  laws,  and 
exercising  all  the  powers  of  sovereignty.  This  was  an 
anomaly,  which  he  merely  mentioned  in  passing.  The 
real  point  he  was  aiming  at  was  this:  that  the  proceeds  of 
the  Western  1  nds  were  to  be  taken,  (according  to  the 
plan  which  had  been  disclosed,)  to  keep  up  this  anomalous 
and  visionary  Government  in  Africa.  If  any  one  wished 
to  be  charitable,  and  send  his  charity  to  Africa,  let  him 
do  so.  Mr.  B.  would  not  object  to  the  friends  of  African 
colonization  sending  their  own  money  to  Africa;  but  he 
did  object  to  the  appropriation  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
Western  lands  to  that  object.  He  did  object  to  ravishing 
the  West,  to  replenish  Africa.  He  did  object  to  taking 
the  labor  and  sweat  of  the  white  population  in  the  new 
States,  to  bestow  as  a  gift  upon  the  black  race  in  Africa. 
He  knew  too  well  the  difficulty  with  which  Western 
farmers  obtained  money  to  buy  land;  how  many  toilsome 
labors  had  to  be  gone  through  before  the  crop,  or  the 
■took,  was  ready  for  market;  how  many  retrenchments 
were  made  in  the  family;  how  many  purchases  v:ere  de- 
nied to  daughters  to  ornament  their  persons,  and  even  to 
sons  to  advance  their  educations;  that  all  the  money  might 
be  saved  and  laid  away  to  buy  public  lands.  He  knew  all 
this  too  well,  to  be  willing  to  see  all  this  money,  after 
being  thus  laboriously  earned,  and  carefully  hoarded  for 
their  own  Government,  sent  off  to  Africa  to  be  given  as  a 
present  to  the  black  colonists.  For  when  the  money 
would  get  there,  it  was  to  be  laid  out  in  buying  lands 
from  the  native  tribes,  and  having  kroomen  to  clear  it, 
and  building  houses  for  the  black  colonists.  Mr.  B.  was 
opposed  to  seeing  the  price  of  public  land  kept  up  in  the 
West,  to  raise  money  from  his  own  white  fellow-citizens 
for  these  gratuitous,  and  distant,  and  visionary  objects. 
Let  the  charitable  exercise  charity  at  their  own  expense. 
Our  constitution  forbids  the  levy  of  money  for  the  sup- 
port of  any  religion  at  home.  Congress  cannot  raise  a 
dollar  for  the  support  of  the  christian  religion  in  America; 
and  yet  here  is  a  proposition  to  take  the  proceeds  of  the 
public  lands,  now  three  millions  a  year,  and  soon  to  be 
five,  (if  the  price  is  not  reduced,)  to  support  our  religion 
in  Africa;  and  that  upon  tlie  Western  coast  of  Africa,  be- 
tween the  burning  tropics,  and  where  no  seed  of  that  re- 
ligion would  ever  take  the  slightest  root. 

Mr.  B.  did  not  mean  to  ff>  mto  the  bill  which  the  com- 
mittee had  reported.  There  was  enough  in  it  for  laughter 
and  for  sorrow;  for  ridicule  and  for  argument.  His  ear 
was  stnickby  the  word  indigo;  an  article  which  it  seems 
was  selected  by  the  committee  for  the  total  abolition  of 
duty.  It  was  struck  out  of  their  American  system.  Yet 
indigo  was  a  pUnt  of  the  American  growth,  and,  under 
"Britilb  colonial  oppreuion,"  in  tb«  time  that  Mr.  Joseph 


Gee  wrote  his  book,  was  one  of  the  staples  of  the  South, 
It  was  even  now  cultivated  there  to  some  degree,  supplies 
household  manufactures,  and  furnishes  something  for  ei- 
port  to  Europe.  [Mr.  B.  here  called  for  the  document 
of  commerce  and  navigation,  and  showed  that  seven! 
small  parcels  of  American  indigo  had  been  imported  to 
France  and  Scotland  in  the  year  1830.]  Under  thecolo. 
nial  system.  Great  Britain  cherished  ttie  growth  of  indigo 
in  the  Southern  colonies;  she  allowed  a  bounty  upon  in 
production.  After  she  lost  the  colonies,  she  turned  to  her 
possessions  in  Bengal,  and  cherished  the  plant  there. 
She  was  determined  to  have  a  home  supply  of  indigo, 
because,  without  it,  her  manufactures  would  lie  at  the 
mercy  of  foreign  Powers.  Our  American  system  manu- 
facturers proceed  on  a  different  principle;  they  rely  upon 
the  foreign  supply,  and  abolish  even  the  insignificant  pro- 
tection which  was  allowed  by  the  act  of  1828  to  Ameri- 
can indigo.  I'hey  purchased  the  foreign  article,  and  hsd 
actually  bought,  chiefly  from  the  British  possesions  in 
Bengal,  nearly  five  millions  of  dollars  wortii  since  1824. 
They  have  also  bought  foreign  wool,  chiefly  from  England, 
to  the  value  of  more  than  two  millions  of  dollars  In  the 
same  time.  Foreign  snap  and  foreign  oil  are  also  bought 
for  the  factories.  And  then,  when  this  woul,  which 
came  from  England,  is  greased  with  oil  which  came  fran 
Leghorn,  and  washed  with  snap  which  came  from  Flo- 
rence, and  dyed  with  indigo  which  came  from  Bengal,  ii 
made  into  cloth,  that  cloth  is  christened  with  the  name  of 
American,  an<l  is  put  up  for  a  domestic  manufitctun;;  and 
the  people  must  pay  double  for  it  in  hard  money,  and 
listen  to  a  long  story,  besides,  about  the  value  of  a  home 
market,  and  ttie  grand  policy  of  being  independent  of 
foreign  nations,  and  especially  of  England,  for  the  clothes 
whicli  we  wear.  Sir,  the  committee  have  done  right 
They  have  acted  upon  the  true  principles  of  the  Ameri- 
can system,  in  striking  out  the  protection  upon  indigo. 
They  go  f€)r  domestic  manulitctures  upon  foreign  materials, 
and  let  them  show  their  hand,  and  play  out  their  game. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  some  philosophical  remarks 
upon  the  d.fferent  temperament  of  men,  and  observed 
how  diversely  diflerent  individuals  were  affected  bj-  the 
same  circumstance.  The  application  of  his  rtimrkswas 
to  the  bdl  just  brought  in.  Some  Senators  were  indig- 
nant, and  spoke  with  rage  against  it;  some  were  amused, 
and  laughed  at  its  ridiculousness;  some  were  in  despair; 
others  inspired  with  ft  esh  hopes;  and  to  this  latter  class 
belonged  himself.  He  looked  out  from  this  moment  forth 
for  the  dawn  of  new  light  in  favor  of  the  South  and  tlie 
West.  The  darkest  hour  of  the  night  was  that  which 
preceded  the  break  of  day.  The  American  system,  in 
the  conception  and  production  of  this  bill,  hail  reached 
its  deepest  and  lowest  point  of  darkness!  It  had  exhibited 
its  most  hideous  deformity!  It  had  offered  its  highest 
insult  to  the  people !  It  had  rebelled  and  revolted  against 
the  common  sense  of  all  mankind!  It  had  received,  from 
its  own  hands,  the  wound  that  is  "past  all  surgery!"  and 
trom'  this  time  forth  it  must  decline  and  sink,  until  It  va- 
nished from  all  view,  and  disappeared  from  the  light  of  day. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked  that  not  only  had  the  proccediiigs 
of  the  committee  been  called  in  question,  but  tlie  inten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  in  ordering  the  reference,  was  <^ifrt^ 
ently  understood  by  the  gentlemen  who  had  taken  part  Id 
the  debate.  He  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  any  di>cussioii 
of  the  question,  which  it  appeared  would  be  a  protracted 
one,  but  to  call  for  the  readuig  of  that  part  of  the  journal 
in  which  the  order  for  reference  was  inserted.  From  the 
reading  of  that  part  of  the  journal,  the  intention  of  ^ 
Senate  might  be  understood. 

The  Secretary  then  read  that  part  of  the  journal  KKf 
red  to. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said,  I  do  not  rise,  Mr.  President,  to 
take  any  part  in  the  general  debate,  which  seems  to  b« 
nuiplaced  and  premature.    The  (entleinan  from  QtofS* 
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[Sbsats. 


[Ur.  Fomttb]  moved  the  recommitment  of  the  bill  just 
rcportnl  Trom  tlie  Committee  on  Maniifoctures;  and  based 
his  motive  upon  a  single  ground,  that  the  committee  had 
nri^ected  or  mistaken  the  design  of  the  Senate  in  con- 
fiding to  them  the  charge  of  the  subject.  If  this  be 
correct — if  the  committee  have  failed,  intentionally  or 
otherwise,  to  obey  the  directions,  or  to  conform  to  the 
instructions,  or  even  the  general  understanding  of  this 
boily,  as  to  the  mode  of  executing  this  duty,  I  should  join 
chetrrfiilly  in  sending  the  bill  back  to  them.  But  my  re- 
collections vary  from  that  of  the  Senator  from  Georgia, 
or  ntlier  my  impressions'as  to  the  prevailing  motive  and 
drsign  in  confiding  many  and  apparently  disconnected 
metiers  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactiire8,diirer  from  his. 
All  these  subjects  were  referred  to  that  committee,  on  the 
motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Hekdkicks,] 
at  a  time  when  the  protracted  debute  having  close<l, 
tliou^i  some  few  new  propositions  were  started,  we  were 
about  to  vote  for  the  original  resolution  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Hr.CLAT.]  The  gentleman  from  Indiana 
dicUred  his  object  to  be  to  obtain  a  matured  list  or  spe- 
c.licition  of  the  unprotected  articles  to  which  the  resolu- 
tionapplied;  being  unwilling  to  assent  or  dissent,  without 
ptrfcctly  understanding  the  detailed  effects.  It  was  sub- 
lequently  agreed,  upon  suggestions  from  other  quarters, 
to  put  before  the  same  committee  all  the  resolutions  and 
subjects  which  seemed,  in  the  remotest  degree,  to  bear  on 
the  main  object  of  their  inquiry.  Not,  as  1  conceive,  that 
the  Senate  expected  from  that  committee  a  report  upon 
each  and  all  of  these  matters,  a  report  which  it  would 
tike  months  satisfactorily  to  prepare,  but  that  the  Senate 
dcsire<l  that  the  committee  should  deliberate  upon  the 
mail)  object,  without  overlooking  the  direct  or  indirect, 
the  near  or  remote,  connexion  with  it,  of  those  various 
other  subjects.  Well,  sir,  the  committee  have  reported; 
their  report  is  avowed  only  in  part;  and,  while  present- 
ing a  bill  which  attains  the  chief  purpose  of  tlie  gentle- 
man from  Indiana — an  enumeration  of  the  unprotected 
articles  wliich  it  is  proposed  to  admit  duty  free,  they  an- 
nounce a  deternnination  to  deliberate  fully  upon  the  other 
topics,  and  to  report,  if  they  constitutionally  can,  at  large 
hereafter.  I  believe  this  course  to  be  perfectly  regular 
kA  in  order.  I  believe  it  to  involve  no  contempt  what- 
ever of  the  obligations  of  the  committee  to  the  Senate.  I 
believe  it  usual,  expedient,  and  natural,  on  particular 
occasions;  and  1  cannot,  therefore,  join  my  friend  from 
Georgia  in  his  proposal  to  recommit,  implying,  as  it  clear- 
ly dots,  a  censure  or  reproach  upon  the  committee. 

The  result  of  the  labors  of  the  committee,  as  far  as 
thus  communicated  to  us,  has  my  entire  approbation.  I 
*ill  consent,  at  any  time  the  subject  comes  up,  to  abolish 
vholly  the  existin|ir  duties  upon  the  goods  specified  in  the 
reported  bill.  It  is  the  first  step  we  ought  to  take  in  ac- 
commodating tlie  tariff  to  the  present  condition  of  the 
country  as  to  revenue.  I  say  this,  Mr.  President,  reflect- 
ingly;  having  noticed  and  approved  it  as  the  wisest  mode 
of  proceeding,  distinctly  recommended  to  Congress  by 
the  Chief  Mi^strate  in  liis  message  prior  to  the  last.  My 
•ish,  therefore,  sir,  is  not  to  part  with  tJie  b.ll  just  put 
m  the  Senator's  power,  but  to  retain  it,  at  all  events,  as 
tke  basis  of  future  action.  I  am  about,  in  pursuance  of 
this  desire,  to  move  to  lay  the  bill  upon'  the  table,  reserv- 
»g  it  within  the  custody  of  this  body,  by  whom,  at  any 
•iiiie  hereafter,  it  may  be  taken  up  and  finally  disposed  of 

U  does,  however,  sir,  seem  to  be  a  general  sulicitude 
•hat  the  Cnmm  ttee  on  Manufactures  should  make  their 
promised  final  report  before  we  proceed  to  consider  the 
bill  now  before  us;  and  I  think  it  most  consistent  with 
"inieas  and  good  policy,  tliat  this  solicitude  should  be 
Pstified.  Hence,  so  far  as  respects  my  individual  con- 
duct, I  have  only  to  add  that  I  shall  vote  to  keep  the  bill 
opon  the  table  until  a  reasonable  time  shall  elapse;  until 
»  b«  tatiibctorily  ascertained  that  tba  committee  do  not, 


and  will  not,  make  an  additional  report.     I  move  you,  sir, 
that  the  bill  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  DICKERSON,  Mr.  Balli* 
withdrew  the  motion  before  the  question  wa*  put. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  should  not  have  risen 
again  on  this  subject,  but  for  the  many  references  to  hi* 
cunsiitutional  scniples.  He  was  compelled  to  say  that 
the  committee  did  not  purticipate  in  his  scruples.  And, 
indeed,  there  was  no  good  reason  for  restricting  the  power 
of  tlie  Senate  upon  the  subject  of  revenue  bills;  tlii* 
part  of  our  constitution  was  borrowed  from  England,  and 
very  unnecessarily;  but  it  formed  a  part  of  our  constitu- 
ition.  Bills  for  raising  revenue  must  originate  in  the 
:  House  of  Representatives.  Some  Senators  seem  to  think 
{it  quite  a  ridiculous  affair,  that  a  bill  for  reducing  duties 
; could  be  a  bill  for  raising  revenue.  But  tlie  words  raising 
I  revenue  do  not  mean  increasing  revenue,  but  levying  and 
,  collecting  duties  and  taxes  for  the  purpose  of  revenue.  A 
I  bill  reducing  the  duty  on  wines  from  one  dollar  to  seven- 
Ity-five  cents  per  gallon,  would  be  a  bill  for  raising  reve- 
'  nue  to  the  amount  of  seventy-five  cents  per  gallon  upon 
wine;  whatever  may  be  the  duty  \e%  it  will  be  ■  bill  for 
raising  revenue  to  tliat  amount.  We  wish  to  reduce  our 
whole  revenue  one-third;  a  bill  fur  doing  this  will  be  a 
bill  for  raising  revenue  to  the  amount  uf  two-thirds  of 
what  we  now  raise.  But  diminishing  the  duties  does  not 
necessarily  diminish  the  revenue.  On  the  contrary,  it 
may  increase  it;  a  moderate  reduction  of  high  duties  will 
always  have  that  effect.  A  reduction  of  twenty  per  cent, 
upon  wines  would  add  thirty  percent,  to  its  consumption; 
and  so  increase,  and  not  diminish,  the  revenue.  If  the 
Senate  may  originate  a  bill  reducing  duties,  upon  a  pre- 
sumption tliat  they  are  not  increasing  revenue, which  they 
could  not  do  if  it  increased  revenue,  and  it  is  discovered 
that  on  any  one  article  the  reduced  duty  would  increase 
the  revenue,  it  would  then  be  a  bill  which  the  House  of 
Representatives  alone  had  the  power  to  originate.  Or  if, 
when  such  «  bill  should  be  under  consideration  in  the 
Senate,  a  motion  should  be  made  to  insert  any  amendment 
which  should  give  an  Increase  of  revenue,  we  should  be 
in  the  awkward  predicament  of  being  able  to  vote  one 
way  and  not  the  other.  But  in  all  their  scruples  be  was 
willing  to  be  overruled;  and  if  it  was  the  opinion  uf  tlie 
Senate  that  we  could  originate  a  tariff  bill  here,  be,  for 
one,  would  be  willing  to  report  such  a  bill  as  soon  as  the 
necessary  information  could  be  obtained. 

Mr.  U.  said  he  was  desirous  of  reducing  the  revenue  to 
the  wants  of  the  Government.  No  wish  to  have  funds 
fur  distribution,  as  insinuated  by  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
I  land,  [Mr.  Smith,]  would  induce  him  to  keep  on  taxus. 
!lf  any  portion  of  our  funds  are  to  be  appropriated  to  in- 
I  ternal  improvements,  then  he  was  for  a  distribution  fairly 
among  the  States.  He  considered,  heretofore,  that  the 
current  in  favor  of  internal  improvements  was  irresistible 
— that  large  funds  would  be  appropriated  to  them.  He 
viewed  with  liorror  the  partial  legislation  of  Corgress  upon 
such  funds,  and,  therefore,  was  for  dividing  them,  before 
we  should  give  another  million  to  the  Chesapeake  and 
Ohio  canal,  in  which  his  section  of  the  country  had  no 
interest.  If  the  friends  ^f  internal  improvement,  by  the 
legislation  of  Congress,  will  agree  to  reduce  the  revenue, 
so  that  tliere  shall  be  no  funds  about  which  we  are  to 
scramble  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  be  would  join 
them  heart  and  hand. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  that  it  gave  him  much  plea- 
sure to  say  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Mil- 
LEB,]  in  reference  to  certain  expressions  used  by  that  gen- 
tleman, which  he  uni.erstood,  at  the  time,  in  an  offensive 
sense,  that  he  did  not  now  so  understand  tliem.  The  gen- 
tleman having  explained  that  tliere  was  no  offensive  mean- 
ing conveyed  in  the  expressions  used,  and  taking  tliem  in 
connexion  with  other  parts  of  the  sentence,  it  would  be 
far  from  bim  to  attach  to  them  a  different  signification. 
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Th«  terms  used  were  unfortunate,  uid  might  naturslly 
leacl  to  misapprehension. 

Mr.  President,  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  has  been 
charged  with  being  an  engrossing  committee.     And  with 
wllat  justice  was  such  a  charge  made  ?     The  first  proposi- 
tion referred  to  them,  called  un  tiie  Committee  on  Finance 
to  make  just  such  a  report  as  the  one  before  them.    After 
ft  full  discussion  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Indi- 
ans, followed   by  motions  of  other  gentlemen,  this  and 
other  propositions  had  been  forced  upon  them;  and  now, 
aaid  he,  they  are  called  a  usurping  committee?     Was  it 
because  they  had  reported  only  on  the  first  subject  com- 
mitted to  their  charge?   Did  the  gentleman  in  truth  expect 
them  to  report  on  all  these  important  subjects  at  once? 
With  respect  to  the  public  lands,  thev  had  performed 
part  of  their  dut^,   by  calling  for  information  on  that 
all-important  subject;    and   gentlemen   certainly   could 
not  expect  them  to  act  further,  before  that  information 
was  obtained.     Of  tlie   necessity  of  this  information   to 
enable  them  to  form  a  oorrect  estimate,  every  gentle- 
man must  be  aware.      I'he  Senator  from  Indiana  him- 
self,  [Hr.  HsKDaicKs,]  on  whose  motion  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  were  selected  to  take  charge  of  the 
subject,  had,  on  the  very  next  day  afler  the  reference  was 
made,  submitted  a  resolution  calling  fur  information  on  the 
very  subject.     Then,  as  to  the  other  propositions  given 
to  the  committee.     [Here  Mr.  C.  entered  nito  an  analysis 
of  the  different  subjects  of  reference,  and  argued  that 
the  committee  cuulcl  not,  consistent  with  propriety,  act 
further,  until  fully  possessed  of  all  the  information  expected 
by  them;  and  contended  that  it  ouglit  not  to  hinder  tiie 
consideration  of  the  subject  reported  on.]     He  did  not 
concur  with  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Biktok,] 
that  the  sales  of  the  public  btnds  could  be  regarded  in  the 
light  of  a  tax  on  the  purchasers.  If  it  were  so,  it  would  be 
Well  worthy  of  consideration  whether  those  who  have  pur- 
chased lands  at  a  higher  price  than  they  are  now  held,  are 
not  entitled  to  some  relief  A  purcliase  of  land  was  certainly 
a  voluntary  act,  and  could  not  properly  be  viewed  as  a  tax. 
The  information  called  fur  in  relation  to  the   public 
lands,  he  repeated,  was  necessary  to  enable  the  committee 
to  report  satisfiictorily  on  that  subject.     It  was  necessary 
for  them  to  know  the  number  of  acres  in  the  market,  and 
their  value,  and  the  amount  unsurveyed.    The  gentleman 
from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bihtoit,]  himself,  had  introduced  a 
bill  to  sweep  of)  for  the  State  he  represented  a  half  of  a 
minion  of  acres;  a  bill  had  been  introduced  to  grant  alike 
quantity  to  the  State  of  Mississippi;  and  it  was  proposed 
to  make  a  similar  grant  to  one  other  of  the  new  States. 
How  far  these  and  other  propositions  would  reduce  tl>e 
public  domain,  was  yet  to  be  ascertained.    The  gentleman 
assumed  to  speak  for  his  constituents  of  the  West!— the 
West!! — the  West!!!     He  was,  perhaps,  less  enlightened 
as  10  the  sentiments  of  the  West,  than  the  Seiwtor  from 
Missouri;  but  there  were  other  Western  States  interested 
in  the  public  domain,  than  the  SUte  of  Missouri;  and  others, 
though  perhaps  less  enlightened,  less  eloquent  than  the 
gentleman,  who  were  entitled  to  speak  the  sentiments  of  the 
West.  But  the  Senator  trom  Missouri  would  not,  he  appre- 
hended, find  that  all  agree  with  him  in  his  views  as  regarded 
the  public  lands  and  the  protective  system.    Further,  the 
gentleman  amused  himself  with  this  bill,  by  calling  ita  dimi- 
nutive quadruped,  and  applying  to  it  other  degrading  com- 
parisons.    Sir,  the  gentleman  ought  not  to  depreciate  his 
own  progeny.    Two  years  ago  he  introduced  h  bill,  dif- 
fering but  little  from  the  one  now  before  the  Senate. 
In  that  gentleman's  bill,  he  proposed  to  repeal  the  duties  on 
various  articles  of  luxury  not  uf  general  consumption,  and, 
among  otliers,  on  essence  and  perfumery.  This  bill  did  not 
compiehend  those  articles,  and,  therefore,  was  notso  otlor- 
iferous  as  that  of  the  gentleman  just  referred  to.    Mr.  C. 
descanted  at  large  on  the  value  of  the  protecting  systeni,and 
concluded  by  saying  that  the  committee  was  still  assiduous- 


ly engaged  with  their  examinations,  constantly  keepii(i^ 
view  a  further  reduction  of  the  revenue,  and  contemplJed 
another  report  before  the  close  of  the  session.  He  ahoaij 
vote  for  tlie  motion  of  Mr.  Daixas  to  lay  the  bill  os 
table,  and  hoped  that  that  and  the  report  would  be  print 
Mr.  BENTON  rose  afker  Mr.  Ci~it,  and  tlisnktd  hi 
for  producing  the  bill  which  Hf.  B.  bad  brought  in  ti 
years  ago.     He  was  happy  it  had  received  the  notice 
tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky  so  far  as  to  be  producett 
quoted  by  him.     It  contained  many  things  ah.di 
B.  should  endeavor  to  get  inserted  in  the  bdl  now 
the  Senate.     It  contained  a  catalogue  of  taxed 
really   worthy  of  reduction  and  abolition.     It  ei 
the  woollen  and  the  cotton  region;  it  embraced  the 
tax,  and  many  other  important  articles,  not  one  of  sli 
liad  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  read.    He  bad  rtsd 
bagatelles  only,  which  Mr.  B.  bad  put  into  his  bill  on 
count  of  their  insignificance;  because  they  were  tooiu 
nificant  to  remain  upon  the  statute  book;  too  frirokiut 
be  a  subject  of  revenue;  too  contemptible  for  the 
gress  of  ux  gathering.     They  were  tliruwn  into  Um 
10  get  rid  of  tliem,  as  dust  would  be  thrown  out  of 
balance  to  clean  it.     But  these  insignificant  items  vo^ 
gathered  up  by  tlie  Manufiu:tui4ng  Cuounittee  as  ilie  gi 
objects  of  taxation  from  wbicli  the  country  was  to  be 
lieved;  and,  if  struck  from  their  bill,  it  would  be  emi 
of  all  its  contents;  but,  if  struck  frum  his  [Mr.  B.'>j 
they  would  not  be  missed.   His  [Mr.  B.'s]  bill  propud 
reduction  of  sixteen  millions  of  taxes!  It  bore  in  lUiOtJe  ' 
sum  of  sixteen  millions  for  education !  The  bill  of  llie 
nufactures  Committee  proposed  to  reduce  to  fiveands 
millions;  just  tlie  one-third  of  the  reduction  propoicd  \A 
his  [Ur.  B.'s]  bill;  and  this  five  and  a  half  was  to  be  ^ 
fined  to  articles  of  the  most  ridiculous  insig^ificaiioe. 
B.  was  free  to  say,  tliat  if  his  bill  had  cuutaincd  nc 
but  what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  read,  at 
had  been  copied  from  it,  he  slioidd  have  considered  it  I 
burlesque  upon  legislation — a  species  of  legislatife  jc9la| 
to  tantalize  the  anti-tarifi'  gentlemen^and  wbicb,  liowtttf 
unworthy  of  consideration,  could  not,  conaisteut  wdh  ttt 
rules  of  the  Senate,  be  thrown  out  of  tlie  wiiidun  u  i 
would  have  deserved.     But  it  contained  sumelhinf  ebe— 
sometliing  really  valuable — something  to  carry  the  miuc- 
tiun  to  sixteen  millions  instead  of  five  and  a  lialf;  and  lie 
Senator  from  Kentucky  might  rest  assured  thatbe  soiild 
have  to  vote  upon  their  admission  into  tiie  manubctuier' 
bill,  as  he  [Mr.   1).]  would  certainly  propose  tliemu  la 
aduition  to  it. 

Mr.  B.  adverted  to  the  sUte  of  public  sentimtut  ia 
Missouri,  on  the  question  of  the  American  system,  vhick 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  mentioned  wiUi  exul» 
tion,  as  liaving  been  proved,  on  a  recent  occasion,  to  be^ 
favor  of  that  system.     Mr.  B.  assured  him  that  the  pMa 
Wds  the  other  way ;  that  the  only   trial  of  tlist  qucttna 
which  had  been  made  in  Missouri,  was  at  the  general  cks- 
tion  in  August  last;  wlien  the  American  system  csndidaie— 
he  who  went  for  the  system  in  all  its  parts  and  all  its  {luT' 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  Supreme  Court,  and  all!— »« 
beaten  four  thousand  votes.     Since  then  there  liu  beet 
no  trial  of  the  question  in  the  State.     The  recent  electrt 
for  member  to  Congress,  to  which  the  Senator  wsstQuit' 
ing  as  the  triumph  of  the  American  system,  wssnotlnl 
but  a  special  election,  at  which  little  more  thin  oaih" 
the  voters  attended.     But  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  neoUwM 
look  backwards.     Forward  was  the  word!    Other  dcfr 
tions  were  depending,  and  to  come  on  soon,  whjch  »•■• 
settle  all  questions!     One  very  eminent  election,  ia  »■ 
tlie  American  system  flag  would  be  hoisted  on  oncA 
and  reduction  of  revenue  to  the  wants  of  the  '^''*2 
would  be  hoisted  on  the  other  side;  and  he  apprei«J» 
the  difference  between  the  coming  out  of  the  '*"''£ 
would  be  sufficient  to  decide  the  question,  witbaB**'* 
aid  of  argument,  or  a  retort  to  referees. 
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Wi*  respect  to  th«  bearing  of  that  reitutrk,  and  which 
eridently  was  intended  to  signify  to  the  Senate  that  he 
(Mr.  B.]  was  misrepresentinjif  his  constituents  on  this  ques- 
tion of  the  American  system,  he  bended  that  the  Senator 
Aom  Kentucky  would  give  himself  no  uneasiness.     Mr. 
B.  and  his  constituents  understood  each  other.    If  he 
nustook  their  interests,  he  paid  the  penalty.     He  did  not 
bold  his  seat  in  the  Senate  by  the  tenure  ofsix  years,  but  at 
the  will  of  his  constituents.     They  had  his  manifesto  upon 
that  point,  with  his  sign  manual  to  it.     Whenever  tliey 
■gnified  to  him  in  any  way  that  he  had  mistaken  or  sacn- 
fice<l  their  interests,  he  retired  from  his  station  and  made 
nom  for  mnotlier;  and  this  without  any  cavilling  as  to 
fbrms  or  ceremonies.    If  the  people,  in  their  original  ca- 
pacity, either  in  public  meetings,  or  in  sig^npd  memorials, 
or  through  the  Legislature,  condemned  his  conduct,  he 
sobmitted  to  the  condemnation;  and  paid  the  penalty  upon 
the  spot,  by  restoring  their  trust  to  their  hands.     He  hc- 
knovrledged  tlie  right  of  instruction,  and  should  either 
coiifbrm  to  instructions,  if  he  received  them,  or  resign  his 
place.      Mr.  B.  said  he  knew  how  immaterial  these  per- 
sonal explanations  must  be  in  the  eyes  of  the  Senate^  but 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  imposed  the  task  upon 
him,  byinlimating  that  he  [.Mr.  B.]  was  misrepresenting  his 
State  upon  the  question  of  the  American  system.     The 
time  was  when  that  system  was  popular  in  Missouri;  but 
the  uses  to  which  it  haJ  been  put,  and  the  metamorphosis 
K  had  undergone,  and  the  purposes  it  now  liad  to  anssfer, 
had  nckened  the  people,  and  they  were  drawing  off  from  it. 
One  word  more,  and  Mr.  B.  would,  resume  his  seat. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  objected  to  the  idea  of  a 
tax  upon  the  people  of  the  new  States  in  selling  the  public 
lands  to  them.     Mr.  B.  considered  tlie  salrs  as  a  tax,  and 
that  the  lands  were  given  to  the  Federal  Government  to 
answer  the  purpose  uf  taxation,  that  is  to  say,  to  raise  re- 
Teniic.     They  now  raise  three  millions  of  revenue  from 
these  lands;  and  revenue  came  from  taxes.     He  deemed 
it  a  tax,  and  tlie  most  burdensome  kind  of  tax,  as  it  was 
all  paid  in  advance,  in  a  lump,  and  'before  any  thing  was 
made  out  of  the  land.     Far  better  would  it  be  fur  the  peo- 
ple to  have  the  price  of  the  land  levied  as  an  annual  tax, 
so  many  cents  on  the  acre  every  year,  until  the  sum  of 
tl  25   was  made  up,  than  to  pay  it  all  down  in  advance. 
Me  must  adhere  to  his  idea,  tlien,  that  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  were  in  the'  nature  of  a  tax;  that  these  sales 
vere  made  to  produce  revenue;  that  they  now  produce  an 
enormous  revenue,  and,  ifthe  present  price  was  kept  up. 
Would  soon  produce  five  millions.     The  Government  only 
vanted  about  twelve  millions  of  revenue;  and  unless  the 
price   of  public  land  was  reduced,  the  main  burden  of 
Mpporting  the  Federal  Government  would  fall  upon  the 
iiriners  in  the  new  States.     Mr.  B.  wotihl  consider  h  m- 
self  truly  misrepresenting,  of  rather  betraying,  tlie  peo- 
ple of  Missouri,  if  he  did  not  struggle  to  obtain  for  them 
some  benefit  from  the  reduction  of  revenue!  if  lie  did  not 
labor  lyird,  aiul  exert  himself  to  the  uttermost  degree,  to 
prevent  the  article  which  they  use  most,  the  public  lands, 
m>m  being  made  the  subject  of  hard  and  permanent  taxa- 
tion, while  every  thing  tliat  the  manufacturers  use  is  to 
be  rel.eved  from  taxation. 

Mr.  SHOWN  said  that  he  had,  heretofore,  during  the 
progress  of  tlie  discussion,  through  its  various  stages,  ab- 
staincil  ftom  taking  any  part  in  it,  under  the  hope  tliat  the 
iBain  question  would  be  presented  to  the  Senate  in  some 
tangible  shape.  The  further  the  session  advanced,  the 
mure  remote  that  object  appeared;  and  he  had,  since  hear- 
ing the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  lost,  in 
a^eat  degree,  the  hope  which  lie  had  heretofore  indulg- 
ed, of  a  favorable  adjustment  of  the  subject  uf  the  tarin. 
That  report  having  disappointed  the  just  expectation  of 
the  majority  of  those  who  voted  for  the  reference,  ought, 
at  all  events,  to  be  recommitted  to  the  committee,  to  tulfil 
tbt  original  intentions  of  the  Senate,  by  presenting  to  its 
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view,  in  one  bill,  all  the  subjects  that  had  been  given 
them  in  charge.  He  differed  very  widely  with  the  Sena* 
tor  from  Pennsylvania,  who  supposed  that  the  success  of 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  recommit 
the  bill,  would  be  an  implied  censure  on  the  committee. 
In  his  humble  opinion,  it  was  not  only  consistent  with  the 
rules,  but  it  was  in  conformity  with  the  almost  invariable 
practice  of  the  Senate,  to  recommit  subjects  that  had  been 
presented  to  them  in  an  unfinished  shape.  But  these,  said 
Mr.  B.,  were  not  the  times  to  stand  on  mere  questions  of 
etiquette,  to  look  only  on  questions  uf  delicacy,  when  kt 
more  important  objects  were  involved.  If  the  Senate 
refused  to  require  a  Aill  and  perfect  action  on  the  import- 
ant subject  of  a  reduction  of  tite  revenue,  through  mo- 
tives of  delicacy  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  we 
sliall,  said  he,  do  what  is  worse — we  shall  commit  an  act 
higliiy  disi-espectful  to  a  large  portion  of  the  States  of  this 
confederacy,  whose  interests  were  so  deeply  at  stake.  If 
etiquette  is  to  be  violated,  let  us  do  it  in  favor  of  those 
States  whose  rights  have  so  long  been  disregarded,  and 
whose  citizens  are  now  looking  to  the  proceedings  of  Con- 
gress in  relation  to  this  subject,  with  such  intense  and  deep 
solicitude.  Almost  four  months  of  the  session  had  already 
elapsed,  and  he  saw  but  little  indication  that  tliis  question, 
so  vitally  interesting  to  many  of  the  States  of  this  Union, 
was  likely  to  receive  tint  full  and  deliberate  consideration 
which  it  was  entitled  to,  above  all  others.  The  period 
had  arrived,  wiien  some  decisive  action  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. He  called  upon  gentlemen  who  had  so  repent- 
ediy  pledged  themselves  to  a  course  of  conciliation,  to 
redeem  those  pledges.  He  by  no  means  questioned  the 
sincerity  with  which  those  professions  had  been  made;  but  if 
gentlemen  were  sincere,  as  he  presumed  them  to  be,  the  pe- 
riod had  then  arrived  for  them  to  carry  tliem  out  in  practice. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  B  ,  there  is  a  species  of  tactics  in  legisla- 
tion as  well  as  in  war,  which  accomplishes  the  defeat  of 
an  adversary,  by  delay;  and  this  report,  he  believed,  was 
calculated  to  produce  that  result,  it  showed  4)0thing  af- 
firmatively or  negatively,  with  regani  to  the  great  ques- 
tion of  reducing  the  revenue  down  to  a  proper  standard. 
Let  us  of  the  agricultural  States  understand  fully,  and  at 
once,  what  we  are  to  hope  for.  If  our  voices  are  to  be 
wholly  unheard,  and  our  interests  disregrarded,  in  the  na- 
tional councils,  it  is  due  to  us,  from  the  advocates  of  the 
protective  system,  to  let  us  know  it  at  once.  Let  us  no 
longer  be  tantalized  with  prdfessions  which  are  to  create 
only  vain  and  illusory  hopes.  Wliat,  sir.  Will  be  tlie  feel- 
ings of  indif^tion  excited  among  the  people  uf  those 
States,  oppressed  by  the  crying  hijustlce  of  the  protective 
policy,  when  they  shall  be  told  that  Congress  is  debating 
on  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  dut  es  on  a  class  <^ 
articles  consumed  mostly  by  those  in  opulent  circum- 
stances, while  they  ought  to  be  taking  the  most  efficient 
steps  to  relieve  the  country  of  the  burdens  which  were 
daily  undermining  its  prosperity? 

The  Senator  firom  Elaine  [Mr.  SFBaotiE]  had  express, 
ed  his  astonishment  thit  any  excitement  should  have  been 
manifested  on  this  question.  To  him  it  was  a  mat'er  of 
no  surprise.  It  was  natural  for  those  who  believed  tliat 
justice  was  denied  them,  to  feel  it,  and  express  themselves 
strongly.  He  believed  that  even  in  the  gentleman's  own 
State  some  excitement  was  felt  on  the  subject.  The  Le* 
gislatiire  of  that  State  had  very  lately  adopted  resolutions 
expressing  the  strongest  disapprobation  of  the  existing 
tar.ff,  a  circumstance  which  he  liailed  with  gratification. 

The  Senator  fhim  New  Jersey  bad  expressed  his  con. 
stitiitional  scruples  with  regard  to  the  power  uf  the  Senate 
to  originate  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of  the  revenue.  This 
principle,  if  correct,  would  place  the  Senate,  on  question* 
uf  taxation,  in  the  unenviable  attitude  of  being  powerful 
for  mischief,  but  impotent  fur  good.  We  may,  according 
to  this  doctrine,  assist  the  other  branch  of  Congress  in 
iroporiqg  burdens  on  the  country  to  any  extent,  but  we 
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cannot  originate  any  measure  for  tlieir  reduction.  He  ad- 
mired the  dexterity  of  some  of  those  gentlemen  friendly  to 
the  protective  system,  in  suiting  their  opinions  to  their 
wishes.  When  the  question  was  before  them,  of  reduc- 
ing the  duties  on  articles  of  general  necessity,  tiien  the 
constitution  imposed  objections;  but  when  the  ques- 
tion arose  of  totally  repealing  a  portion  of  duties,  the 
repeal  of  which  would  operate  beneBcially  to  tlie  manu- 
facturer, then  their  scruples  were  no  longer  beard  of. 

Mr.  B.  could  not  agree  with  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
liy,  [Mr.  CtAT,]  tliat  a  reduction  of  duties  would  lead  to 
an  abolition  of  the  protecting  system.  Whenever  a  re- 
duction was  urged,  the  fears  of  tlie  manufacturing  inte- 
rests were  to  be  alarmed  by  representing  their  destruction 
as  inevitable  by  such  a  course.  Was  that  system  so  de- 
pendent for  its  existence  on  high  duties,  that  it  must,  as  a 
necessary  consequence,  pcrisli  without  them?  He  could 
not  believe  it.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  the  manufacturing 
establishments  of  our  country  destroyed,  though  be  was 
unwilling  that  they  should  be  sustained  by  tlie  destruction 
of  other  great  interests. 

Tlie  principle  of  protection,  as  practised  by  our  Go- 
vernment, he  sincerely  believed  unconstitutional;  and  not 
deeming  this  a  proper  occasion  to  go  into  an  argument  of 
that  question,  he  would  content  himself  with  remarking, 
that  this,  or  any  other  Government,  which  exerted  its  au- 
thority to  take  from  one  class  of  citizens  the  profits  of 
their  labor  to  bestow  tliem  on  another  chss,  was,  in  his 
opinion,  essentially  despotic. 

The  most  valual)le  principle  in  free  Government  was, 
next  to  the  security  of  personal  rights,  that  which  secured 
the  private  property  of  the  citizen  from  being  taken  fur 
any  other  purpose,  except  in  the  shape  of  taxes,  to  sup- 
port the  Government  in  its  legitimate  objects.  He  had 
the  highest  reverence  for  the  Union  of  the  States.  His  most 
anxious  desire  was  to  perpetuate  it  The  experiment 
which  we  were  now  making,  in  a  great  degree,  involved 
the  success  of  free  Governmc  nts  in  every  part  of  the  world; 
and  its  extinction  here  would  be  the  bignal  fur  its  extinc- 
tion in  every  other  country.  He  was  willing,  therefore, 
to  sacrifice  much  for  the  sake  of  conciliation;  and  tliuugh 
a  representative  of  one  of  the  Southern  States,  not  the 
least  strenuously  opposed  to  the  protect!  ve  system,  he  was 

grepared  to  meet  gentlemen  on  the  half-way  ground,  be- 
eving  that  our  federal  system  of  Government  can  only 
continue  to  exist  by  the  exercise  of  tliat  spirit  of  com- 
promise and  conciliation  which  gave  it  birth. 

Mr.  SMITH  observed  tliat  they  had  been  informed  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures would  wait  until  ihey  received  information  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  had  his  agents  abroad 
collecting  it,  before  they  reported  further  on  the  other 
subjects  referred  to  them.  And  why  not,  said  Mr.  S., 
have  waited  until  they  got  that  information,  before  they 
reported  at  all?  They  m'ghtthen  give  to  the  Senate  such  a 
report  as  it  would  be  proper  for  it  to  receive,  and  them  to 
give;  and  by  this  means  have  avoided  the  difficulties  that 
were  tlien  presented.  I'he  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
considered  this  bill  as  a  report  in  part,  and  that  the  com' 
mittce,  in  conformity  with  their  instructions,  had  a  right 
to  make  such  a  report.  In  this  particular,  this  bill  in  part 
was  in  fact  a  bill  tn  /oto^Kipen  to  amendments,  which  will 
be  proposed  when  in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and  which 
tlie  committee,  if  they  had  rightly  performed  the  duty  as- 
signed them,  would  have  rendered  unnecessary  by  com- 
prehendin^  tlie  whole  subject.  Well,  then,  this  committee 
was  to  wait  until  they  got  the  information  required  from 
the  Secretan'  of  the  Treasury.  When  would  they  get  this 
information .'  How  long  lud  they  to  wait?  The  commit- 
tee had  not  (old  them;  but  it  was  shrewdly  suspected  that 
it  would  not  be  received  before  the  close  of  the  session. 
.Better  had  they  left  the  subject  untouched,  until  they  got 
all  tiic  information  they  wacted,  or  until  a  bill  was  sent  to 


us  from  the  other  House.    Ader  some  further  remub 
from  Mr.  S., 

Mr.  MARCYaaidhe  should  like  to  know  from  the  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania,  whether,  in  moving  to  lay  tlie  bill 
on  the  table,  liis  object  was  to  let  it  remain  tliere  until  the 
committee  liad  further  reported,  or  whether  the  bill  vai 
to  be  taken  up  and  acted  on,  perhaps  the  next  day,  or  a 
day  or  two  afterwards.  Iftlie  latter  was  the  object  of  tlie 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  he  was  disposed  to  vote  it 
down  by  adopting  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  GMl^ 
gia,  for  at  once  he  saw  tlie  difficulties  apprehended  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland.  The  committee  tells  us,  said  lie, 
that  their  bill  applies  only  to  articles  not  coming  in  comp^ 
tition  with  American  produce  orindusti-y;  andytt,if  their 
bill  takes  the  course  suggi-sted  by  tlie  Senator  from  Mary- 
land, the  very  first  votes  will  probably  be  taken  on  the 
protected  articles,  which  it  includes.  Mr.  M.  made 
no  promises  with  regard  to  conciliation,  and  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  make  any,  for  he  was  not  disposed  to  mislead 
any  one';  but  if  conciliation  was  the  object,  it  appearedt* 
him  that  it  was  to  be  attained  by  a  bill  essentalty  diferent 
from  tlie  one  before  them.  He  had  said,  in  the  commencf 
ment  of  the  discussion,  that  lie  would  vote  for  a  reienue 
adequate  to  the  bare  wants  of  the  Government;  and,  st- 
condly,  that  he  would  not  abandon  the  principle  of  pro- 
tection. Whether  these  were  incompatible  or  not,  be 
would  not  then  pretend  to  say;  boUi  objects  were  dear  to 
him,  and  be  should  be  glad  to  see  tliem  reconciled. 

Iftlie  object  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  wu  to 
lay  the  bill  on  the  table  until  the  report  was  received  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  enable  the  committee  t» 
comply  fully  witli  the  instructions  of  the  Senate,  he  *a» 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  proposition;  but  if  the  bill  wast* 
be  taken  up  the  next  day,  or  a  day  or  two  thereafter,  he 
should  vote  for  the  recommitment  moved  by  the  Senator 
from  Georgia. 

After  some  additional  remarks  from  Messrs.  CLAY  and 
FORSYTH, 

Ml .  D  A  LLAS,having  been  called  on  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York  [Mr.MAKCT]  to  sUte  the  object  he  had  in  view  IB 
moving  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  said  that  he  preferrtd 
that  course,  from  a  sense  of  courtesy  to  the  committee  who 
had  reported  the  bill.  He  preferred  that  course  forothtf 
reasons;  one  of  which  was,  that  if  the  Senator  from  Geot- 
gia  succeeded  in  carrying  bis  motion,  he  wotild  defeat  h» 
own  purposes.  A  recommitment  would  of  course  go  whh- 
oiit  instructions,  and  to-morrow,  or  the  earliest  pff"* 
thereafter,  the  same  bill,  or  one  s  m  lar  in  principle,  mi^Tit 
again  be  presented.  By  permitting  this  b.ll  to  lie  on  tlie 
table,  the  Senate  would  keep  possession  -of  the  '•''^^ 
the  committee  so  far  as  they  liad  gone;  and,  if  itshouWM 
the  sense  of  the  Senate  that  this  bill  should  not  be  taken 
up  until  the  committee  had  completed  their  inve»t.g«Uon% 
it  would  be  easy  to  ascertain  it.  For  his  own  part,  he  "as 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  bill,  and,  as  be  had  beforeaio. 
prepared  to  act  on  it  at  once;  but,  from  a  feeling  of  co^l^ 
tesy  towards  those  gentlemen  who  differed  witli  »"»  '" 
opinion,  he  should  be  unwilling  to  call  it  up  until  tbecoj"- 
mil  tee  had  had  a  reasonable  time  to  make  further  reports. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  after  expressing  his  objectiona,at 
length,  to  tlie  partial  report  ot  the  committee,  sugge>«4 
to  Oie  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Uauas]  a  cour* 
which  would  obviate  the  difficuhies  presented  b)  a  recora- 
mitment,  and  be  preferable  to  Uying  llie  bill  on  ihetawe. 
Let  us,  said  Mr.T.,  take  up  tliisbill,  and  make  it  tl*""^ 
of  tlie  dav  for  some  day  in  the  month  of  May.  ^^'3'.  •. 
that  time' the  committee  would  be  prepared  with  "|*°^ 
information  for  a  further  report,  or  the  House  ofJ'^rT 
sentatives  will  have  sent  us  a  bill  as  a  substitute  j*!^^ 
One  further  remark.  When  objections  wereurgedag* 
comiritting  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  of  Kent"  j 
[Mr.  Bibb]  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  '»»''?\°L, 
Committee  on  Manu&cturea,  he  bad  contended  tnsi 
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propontion,  affecting  one  item  of  the  public  revenue,  was 
juit  u  mucli  suited  to  the  consideration  of  that  committee, 
uth*  otiier  propositions  that  had  been  referred  to  them. 
He  had  told  them,  then,  that  there  were  three  great  inte- 
re*s  to  be  consulted  in  fixing  the  revenue  on  a  permanent 
btsit<  First,  the  manufacturers,  whose  interests  were 
promoted  by  a  aystem  of  high  duties  •nd  these  were  prin- 
cipally to  be  ft>und  in  the  North  and  East;  second,  the  pro- 
doeen,  principally  of  the  fioirth,  whose  interest  it  was  to 
reduce  the  duties  to  the  lowest  extent,  consistent  with  the 
winti  of  the  Government;  and,  thirdly,  the  people  of  the 
Wert,  who  were  but  little  affected  by  either  hiph  or  low- 
duties  on  articles  of  importation,  but  whose  object  it  was 
(obe  relieved  from  the  annual  draught  on  their  resources, 
in  the  shape  of  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

The  first  of  these  classes,  the  manufacturing  part  of  the 
eouatry,  was  benefited  by  a  system  of  protecting  duties, 
beeauie  it  enhanced  the  price  of  the  articles  produced  by 
their  Industry,  and  could  by  no  means  be  injured  by  the 
enhanced  price,  because  they  produced  as  much  of  the  ar- 
ticles ki  they  wanted.  Did  not  every  gentleman  see  this' 
What  harm  could  a  tax  of  even  a  thousand  dollars  per  ton 
on  iron  do  to  his  friend  from  New  Jersey,  [Mr.  Dickir- 
•«».)  who  made  as  much  of  it  as  he  wanted?  One  of  the 
Senators  ft-om  Rhode  Island  w.is  largely  interested  in  a 
cotton  factory.  How  could  that  gentlemtan  be  injured  by 
«  doty,  to  any  extent,  on  manufactured  cotton?  Was  It 
not  plain  that  every  manufacturer  was  interested  in  keep- 
ing up  the  duties  to  the  highest  rates  on  the  goods  manu- 
fictured  by  him,  because  it  was  his  business  to  sell,  not  to 
buy?  The  shoein.aker  d'd  not  go  to  his  neighbor  to  buy 
•Vies.  Now,  as  respected  the  unprotected  articles,  had 
tht  nnmiftctarers  not  an  interest  in  reducing  them  to  the 
lowest  pooible  price,  by  a  repeal  of  duties?  These  arti- 
cle«  do  not  come  in  competition  with  their  industry;  they 
do  not  produce  them;  have  to  purchase  what  they  con- 
rarae,  and  are  consequently  as  much  interested  in  reduc- 
ing tne  duty,  as  the  anti-tariff  portion  of  the  country  is 
interested  in  reducing  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles. 
So  (ar,  tlien,  the  system  of  protection  operated  as  a  boun- 
ty on  the  interest  of  the  North  and  East,  while  the  relief 
rabnled  by  the  bill  is  to  be  divided  between  them  and  the 
Sotith.  But  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  the  bill  would 
not  be  euiially  divided.  Three-fourths  at  least  wouUl  be 
iteeived  by  the  manufact<iring  States:  for  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  population  of  the  South  did  not  consume  tlie 
Uticleatobe  exempted  from  taxation.  He  appealed  to 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  Did  tliat  gentleman's  slaves 
drink  wine,  tea,  and  coffee?  Did  he  feed  them  with  spi- 
ces, and  clothe  tl»em  with  silks'  Whtre,  tlien,  was  the 
^rness  claimed  for  the  bill,  when  one-half  of  the  Southern 
popuUtion  did  not  consume  the  articles  it  relieved  from 
iluly?  This  was,  then,  the  compromise  that  gentlemen 
*'fe  pledged  to.  Here  is  a  revenue  of  twenty-two  mil- 
tons  of  dollars,  say  they,  of  which  you  of  the  South  pay 
Sfteen,  and  we  and  you  together  pay  seven;  and  we  will, 
for  the  sake  of  conciliation,  take  off  the  seven,  and  keep 
W  the  remuning  fifteen.  Mr.  T.  next  adverted  to  the  In- 
tereiti  of  the  Western  people.  Do  they  care  for  protec- 
tion. They  lire  in  such  a  situation,  that  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation to  them  on  articles  of  importation,  even  if  they 
ttrae  in  duty  free,  would  come  to  so  much  as  to  preclude 
the  possibility  of  their  using  them.  They  were,  there- 
tore,  necessarily  restricted  to  the  use  of  tlie  domestic  arti- 
«e.  _  I  appeal  to  the  Senators  from  Ohio.  Do  you  sell 
My  iron  in  Pennsylvania?  No.  Pennsylvania  has  as  much 
"on  of  her  own  as  she  wants.  Do  you  sell  any  in  Ten- 
2*"*«?  No.  Tennessee  has  not  only  as  much  now  as 
•he  wants,  but  she  can  undersell  Pennsylvania  in  one  of 
"Wf  own  markets,  (Pituburg. )  Ohio,  then,  supplied  Ohio 
«me.  As  it  was  with  iron,  so  it  was  with  other  articles 
J* general  conaamption.  It  makes  but  little  difference  to 
tMm  vhethcr  you  tiJLc  off  or  put  oa  duties.    Their  own 


wants  are  supplied  from  their  own  resources;  and  protec- 
tion neither  enhances  the  price  of  their  commodities,  nor 
diminishes  the  consumption.  But,  then,  there  was  ano- 
ther subject  in  which  they  were  interested;  and  that  was 
the  amotmt  of  money  ariinially  drawn  from  them  for  the 
sales  of  the  public  lands.  Mr.  T.  entered  at  large  on  this 
branch  of  the  subject,  showing,  in  various  views  of  the 
subject,  how  greatly  the  West  was  interested,  both  as  re- 
garded their  pecuniary  interest,  and  the  great  object  of 
increasing  their  population  in  getting  the  lands  into  mar- 
ket on  the  lowest  terms;  and  concluded  by  adverting  to 
Mr.  Rush's  celebrated  report,  in  which  it  is  recommended 
to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to  prevent  a 
drain  of  tlie  population  from  the  manufacturing  States. 
That  is,  said  Mr.  T.,  to  keep  wages  down  there,  you 
must  keep  up  the  public  lands  to  the  highest  price. 

Mr.  T.  next  touched  on  that  part  of  the  renurks  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Jersey,  [.Mr.  DtcKiaso5,]  in  which 
he  expresses  his  constitutional  scruples  with  regard  to  tlie 
power  of  the  Senate  to  originate  a  bill  for  the  reduction  of 
revenue,  which  he  considered  equivalent  to  a  bill  for  the 
raising  of  revenue.  He  did  not  wish  to  weaken  the  gen- 
tleman's scruples;  he  wished  rather  to  strengthen  them. 
Months  ago,  when  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  introduced 
his  reiolution,  Mr.  T.  entered  his  protest  against  tlie  prin- 
ciple it  contained.  Whence  do  you  derive  your  power 
to  originate  a  revenue  bill?  It  was  not  to  be  found  in  the 
constitution.  Mr.  T.  here  entered  into  a  fiill  and  lumi- 
nous exposition  of  the  constitutional  question;  after  which, 
he  concluded  his  remarks  by  proposing  that  if  tlie  Sena- 
tor from  Pennsylvania  would  move  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table,  with  a  perfect  undcn>tanding  tliat  it  was  not  to  be 
taken  up  until  the  committee  had  had  a  reasonable  time 
to  make  additional  reports,  or  until  a  bill  came  from  the 
other  House,  he  would  vote  for  the  motion. 

Mr.  DICKERSONsaid  that  it  appeared  that  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Taziwell]  had  much  stronger  scru- 
ples as  to  the  power  of  the  Senate,  than  he  had,  or  tlian 
the  Senator  had  in  times  past,  for  he  was  confident  that 
Senator  had  by  his  vote  sustained  bills  originating  in  the 
Senate  for  raising  revenue. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  renewed  his  motion  to  lay  the  bill 
on  the  table,  with  the  understanding  tliat  it  remain  there 
until  a  reasonable  time  had  been  allowed  to  the  committee 
to  make  a  further  report 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  ordered,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  MILLER,  the  question  of  laying  the  bill  on  the  table 
was  decided  in  tlie  affirmative  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingliuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Rugbies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomhnson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — ZT. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayiie,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Uangum, 
.Miller,  Moore,Robinson,Smith,Troup,Tyler,  White.— 19. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MOVDAT,  AVBtL   % 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  laid  on  the  table  the  following  re- 
solution: 

Boohed,  That  the  Committee  on  Blanufactures  be  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consderation  of  the  several  sub- 
jects  referred  to  it  by  the  Senate  on  the  22d  lUtimo,  and 
not  reported  on,  and  that  the  same  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  HOLMES  laid  on  the  table  the  following  resolution: 

Retobed,  That  the  Prendent  of  the  United  Sutes  be 
requested  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of 
imports  and  exports  to  tlie  European  possessions  of  Great 
Britain  during  the  year  ending  the  SOth  September, 
1831,  tog^tber  witb  the  amount  of  tonnag^e  engaged  du- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


679 


GALES  &  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


Sbvati.] 


Expentti  of  Cowrtt. 


[Ami.  3, 1831 


ring  that  time,  distinguithing  between  the  American  and 
foreign  tonnage. 

Mr.  SMITH  laid  on  the  table  the  following  resolution: 

Rexdvtd,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  cause  a  statement  to  be  made  to  the  Senate  of  the 
aroiiunt  of  the  several  duties  that  would  be  repealed  in  case 
the  bill  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  on 
the  30th  ultimo,  "to  repeal  in  part  the  duties  on  imports," 
should  pass. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  for  a  short  time  to  the  con- 
•ideratjoii  of  executive  bus'.ness. 

When  the  doors  were  opened,  the  consideration  of  the 
general  appropriation  bill  for  the  support  of  Guvemnient 
was  resumed. 

The  amendment  thereto  proposed  by  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  augmenting  the  appropriation  for  the  contingpent 
expenses  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  other  courts  of  the 
Un  ted  States,  was  discussed  at  length  by  Senators  SMITH, 
WEBSTER,  FOBSVTH,  TYLER,  HAYNE,  MARCY, 
and  MILLER.  Mr.  FOOT  also  made  the  following  re- 
marks: 

From  the  statement  made  by  the  chairman,  said  Mr. 
F.,  that  this  amendment  only  proposes  an  appropria- 
tion for  the  payment  of  such  expenses  as  were  authorized 
by  law,  taxed  by  the  courts,  and  approved  by  the  Comp- 
troller, he  was  not  disposed  to  withhuM  the  appropriation; 
it  had  become  a  debt,  which  the  Government  is  bound  to 
discharge.  But,  said  Mr.  F.,  I  was  gratified  to  find  that 
even  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  is  ready 
to  acknowledge  that  there  has  been  an  "enormous  in- 
crease of  expenses,"  under  thisadministration.  It  is,  in- 
deed, enormous! !  In  1820,  '31,  '22,  there  appears  to  have 
been  but  thirty  thousand  dollars  appropriated  for  expenses 
ofcourts.  In  1830,'  1,  '2,  these  expenses  have  amounted  to 
five  hundred  and  ninety-eiglit  thousand  duUvrs!  showini 
an  increase  of  five  hundred  and  sixty-eight  thousand  duN 
lars! !  and  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shows  no  g^oodor  sufficient  reason  for  such  "enormous  in- 
crease!" k  it  not  possible — is  it  not  probable — ^is  it  not  a 
fact — which  will  appear  on  a  close  investigation  in  the 
departments,  from  the  accounts,  tliat  the  expenses  have 
been  much  increased  by  the  removal  of  faithhil  and  com- 
petent district  attorneys,  and  the  appointment  of  young 
or  incompetent  officers?  of  district  attorneys  who  have 
involved  the  United  States  in  great  and  unnecessary  ex- 
penses? in  groundless  prosecutions?  or  from  their  inability 
to  defend  the  interests  of  the  United  States.'  or  in  large 
sums  paid  for  assistant  counsel,  to  aid  these  new  district 
attorneys?  It  is  well  known  that  almost  every  district 
attorney  has  been  removed,  or  a  new  one  appointed  on 
the  expiration  of  bis  term,  since  the  commencement  of 
this  administration!  Connecticut  has  furnished  one  ex- 
ample of  the  removal  of  an  able  and  excellent  officer.  It 
will  be  recollected  that  an  attempt  was  made  to  postpone 
his  nomination,  with  all  others,  during  tlie  last  session,  in 
the  late  administration,  which  failed — and  he  was  appoint- 
ed. I  understand  that  at  the  first  court  after  his  appoint- 
ment, and  during  the  pendency  of  an  important  trial  for 
the  recovery  of  a  penalty,  the  district  attorney  received 
a  letter  revoking  fajs  commisaon,  which  he  stated  to  the 
court.  ,  The  court,  however,  appointed  him  to  manage 
the  cause,  and  it  has  been  said  lie  made  a  most  able  argu- 
ment, and  recovered  a  judgment  for  the  heaviest  penalty 
which  has  been  recovered  in  that  State  for  many  years! 

It  is  notorious  that  the  removal  of  clerks  in  the  Execu- 
tire  offices,  and  the  appointment  of  inexperienced  offi- 
cers, has  caused  much  delay  in  the  settlement  of  accounts, 
and  greatly  increased  the  expenses  in  those  departments. 
The  Senator  took  occasion,  some  time  since,  on  a  bill  for 
the  erection  of  barracks  in  New  Orleans,  to  enter  into  a 
defence  of  this  administration,  to  deny  that  the  expendi- 
tures had  increased;  and  endeavored  to  prove  that,  instead 
of  any  increase  in  the  expenditure*  of  the  Government, 


there  had  been  an  actual  diminution  in  the  cxpcMcsiiDcs 
the  present  administration  came  into  power. 

[Here  Mr.  SMITH  interrupted  Mr.  Foot,  nAmAf 
"the  Senator  has  made  bis  Kpeecb  to  show  tint  the  6^ 
trict  attorney  in  Connecticut  has  been  remoYcd"— ii4 
was  called  to  order  by  the  Vice  President.] 

Mr.  FOOT  resumed.  Sir,  the  Senator  may  reattsnrct 
I  have  other  objects  in  view,  and  he  will  hear  mottN 
this  subject  of  wasteful  expenditure;  and  I  call  hisirttesi 
tion  to  the  statement  which  wus  made  by  me  atthela* 
session,  taken  from  official  documents,  which  he  cwnl 
controvert  or  deny,  and  which  he  may  examine,  and  m 
he  can  discover  any  mistake !  1'lie  same  stateiomt  ii  no* 
before  me,  showing  that  tlie  appropriations  for  all  objnM 
except  the  public  debt,  during  tlie  two  first  yeanof  Jxt 
son's  administration,  exceeded  those  of  the  two  W 
years  of  the  preceding  administration  by  an  anxmiit  rf 
i2,968,563  80;  and  of  this  excess  $^283,039  95  mil 
the  civil  list!  And,  sir,  I  go  further:  the  apprapm. 
tions  in  1829-30,  were  -  -        |32,1  J7,i23  IS 

Do.    X82r-28,        -  -  -  •iS,859,l«9fl 

Making  excess  in  the  two  last  years,  above 
the  appropriation  of  the  two  preceding 
yean  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration. 

Deduct  fur  public  debt,  baUuice  in  two 
last  years  over  two  first,  - 

Leaves  an  excess  of  appropriations  in  two 
last  years  over  and  above  appropria- 
tions in  the  two  preceding  years. 

But,  sir,  it  may  be  said,  these  are  only  the  appropiiiri 
tions.  This  is  true,  sir;  but  we  will  now  examine  A^ 
actual  expenditures  in  the  same  years;  and  the  itlentiM 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  [Mr.  Smith,]  who  14 
said  that  "this  administration  has  reduced  the  public a> 
penditiires,"  is  particularly  invited  to  the  statemenldnn 
from  the  returns  from  the  Treasury  Department.  [H< 
Mr.  SMITH  declared,  "I  will  not  hear."  Mr.  P.  p* 
ceeded  to  state:  If  there  is  no  mistake  in  the  caleuh&M, 
(and  I  can  find  no  mistake,)  it  will  be  found  tlisttbtM- 
tual  expenditures  of  the  two  first  years  of  Jacknn'ini- 
ministration  were       -  -  -        937,8j9,J%(  41 

Similar  expenditures  In  do.  do.  of  Adams's,    35,47iti21  ^ 


1 
6,398,4«2!1 

I 
1,572,519  51 


^735,9ti  % 


Showing,  in  two  years,  that  this  "econo- 
mical" administration  of  General  Jack- 
son actually  expended  more  than  Mr. 
Adams's,  the  sum  of  -  -  3,383,873  n 

And  leaving  a  balance  of  the  appropria- 
tion for  those  years  to  be  yet  accounted 
for,  either  for  current  expenses,  which 
may  increase  tlie  amount,  or  to  be  car- 
ried to  the  surplus  fund,     .  -  2,343,069  41 

Which,  added  together,  will  give  the 
amount  appropriated,        -  -         $4>735,943_» 

But,  said  Mr.  F.,  this  is  not  all:  we  arenowolW'Pf* 
for  an  appropriation  exceeding  in  amount  the  appwp* 
tion  of  the  last  year  by  $371,092!  , 

This  is  tiie  boasted  economy!  this  the  relreiichni«<- 
this  the  promised  reform!  of  this  prudent  and  "™^ 
ministration!  !  Sir,  such  retrenchment  "***'* ''^r 
Such  reform  needs  retrenchment!  And  such  eeo^ 
needs  both  retrenchment  and  reform!  , 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Smith]  compwj* 
a  statement  made  by  tlie  Senator  from  UeUvrsre.  P^- 
CiATToir,]  which  has  been  published  in  the  NatioMl  w 
telligencer,  which  he  admits  wears  rather  an  ""P?^ 
pearance  for  this  administration;"  but  he  says  it  '".""t 
a  favorable  period,  of  only  two  years,  in  each  *doiB»* 
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m,  tni  to  the  prejudice  of  this  administntion,  ami  that 
>  eufifit  to  hare  embraceit  the  whole  four  yean  of  mcli ! 
id  mp  there  is  a  small  miatalce  in  that  statement.  Sir,  I 
ill  pre  the  compamtiTe  expenses  for  three  years,  in 
liat  nas  been  called  our  diplomatic  intercourse,  during 
le  tilministratinn  of  Mr.  Adams,  and  of  Gcrneral  Jackson, 
ind General  Jackson  has  been  in  office  but  three  years!) 
id  the  Senator  will  find  he  has  made  a  mistake  of  over 
>0,000.  Instead  of  0236,000,  as  he  has  stated  it.  the 
ipropriation  is  S370,156;  he  has  not  included  one  of  the 
),000  contingencies! 

ppropriations  for  diplomatic  foreign  intercourse  (if  this 
is  the  term)  in  1830, '31, '32,       -  .        9694,656 

■me,  in  1827, '28,  >29,       -  .  -         467,500 


rhich  makes  the  last  three  years'  excess  over 
the  first  three  years,  in  our  foreign  intercourse 
alone,  in  recalling  foreign  ministers,  and  re- 
warding &vorites,  .  .  -        #227.156 


But,  «r,  ttieae  are  not  the  only  expenses  which,  in  my 
)>inion,  ought  to  be  reduced,  'it  will  be  recollected  that 
ome  time  since  a  resolution  was  offered  by  me,  jnstnict- 
tf  the  Committee  on  Finance  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
Bency  of  abolishing  the  offices  of  Second  Comptroller  and 
jfcond  Auditor.  In  looking  at  the  "  official"  Globe,  to 
fhich  my  attention  was  called  this  morning,  it  seems  that 
IJK  incumbent  in  one  of  those  offices  has  charged  me  with 
nmething  like  coalition,  or  combination,  to  injure  him! 
ij  p.-oposing  to  abolish  his  office!  On  this  subject,  I  have 
liilv  to  say  tliai  the  incumbents  are  both  unknown  to  me. 
rhey  have  been  appointed  under  this  administration.  I 
DCTer  oiw  either  of  them,  to  my  knowledge!  «nd  am  very 
sire  they  know  a«  little  of  me — when  such  a  charge  is 
Bid:.  But,  sir,  this  is  not  the  only  attack  wliich  has  been 
■ule  on  me  fi>r  offering  that  resolution;  and  I  shrewdly 
sapect  I  know  the  qu»rter  from  which  it  came.  But, 
fcl  it  go  fur  what  it  is  worth !  It  is  now  twelve  years  since, 
MS  member  of  a.  committee  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tive],  then  called  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland  the 
"radical  committee,"  I  made  tlie  same  proposition  in  that 
eomiDittee;  and  my  opinion  on  that  subject  remains  un- 
changed, that  these  offices  ought  to  be  abolished.  A  sin- 
gle bet  is  sufficient  to  prove  it.  Previous  to  1817,  all  the 
oatiti  now  performed  by  the  First  and  Second  Uomp- 
truDer,  and  the  Solicitor  of  the  Treasiirj',  (a  new  office, 
created  two  years  since,  involving  an  annual  expenditure 
«ff  10,000,)  were  performed  by  the  First  Comptroller 
>li>iKi  and  the  duties  now  performed  by  five  auditors 
vere  tl>en  confided  to  one  auditor  and  two  accountants; 
tnce  which,  the  war  accounts  have  been  settled,  and  the 
pmy  reduced!  My  opinion  was  tlien  formed  on  an  actual 
iiupeelion  of  the  duties  performed  by  each,  and  from 
kriiij  kept  an  account  with  the  Treasury  Department  for 
•Ixxit  nine  years  before  I  luul  the  honor  of  a  seat  in  Con- 
Ei'm;  and  my  full  belief  then  was,  and  now  is,  that,  by  a 
proper  distribution  of  the  labor  in  those  offices,  one-third 
of  the  present  number  of  clerks  might  be  dispensed  with, 
M  the  public  service  wouhl  not  suffer;  and  in  this  my 
opinion  IS  sustained  by  another  committee  of  the  other 
Hook,  to  which  I  sliall  soon  call  the  attention  of  the 
Kiute. 

Tlie  Senator  from  Maryland  stated  in  tliis  body,  two 
ycara  lince,  that  "  the  raiUcal  committee"  effected  a  re- 
duction of  expenses  to  the  amount  of  three  millions  of 
dollars,  "»j  the  amount  of  receipts  and  expenditures 
"ould  show."  Sir,  the  Senator  gives  that  committee  too 
""'cli  credit.  It  is  due  to  the  present  pres  ding  officer, 
'™  *»»  then  Secretary  of  War,  to  state,  that,  for  much 
°L"i*  '"'^'*"  °f  '''*'  committee  in  reducing  expenses, 
™  for  the  system  of  accountability  growing  out  of  that 
'"''^'^on,  we  were  greatly  indebted  to  bis  voluntaiy 
"ntmcitDtsidt  uid  the  country  owe*  him  much  fur  bis 


services.  Sir,  we  need  another  "  radical  committee,"  to 
save  three  millions  of  dollars,  to  bring  the  expenditures 
of  this  administration  back  to  the  expenditures  of  former 
administrations. 

Ttie  Senator,  a  few  days  «Dce,  on  inquiry,  informed  me 
he  bad  received  a  statement  from  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment on  the  subject  of  my  resolution;  on  my  asking  him 
for  the  perusal  of  it,  he  refused! 

[<Mr.  SMITH  here  said,  in  an  under  tone,  "I  did,  ud 
yoir  had  no  business  with  it  "1 

Mr.  Pre«dent,  this  refusal  brought  to  my  recollection, 
very  forcibly,  a  remark  made  to  me  at  my  desk  in  the 
other  House,  (of  which  we  were  then  members,)  by  tliat 
Senator,  on  the  subjrct  of  the  radical  committee,  and 
which  at  the  time  made  a  very  deep  and  lasting  impres- 
sion on  my  mind.  •*  What,"  'said  lie,  '*  do  you  radicals 
expect  to  do?  You  can  do  nothing,  you  are  a  new  mem- 
ber! You  do  not  understand  treasury  tricks!  They  will 
tijrow  dust  in  yo»ir  eyes." 

[Here  Mr.  &MITH  interrupted,  and  said  "Not  so;  he 
had  no  recollection  of  any  such  remarks."] 

Mr.  FOOT  resumed.  If  the  Senator's  memory  has  im- 
proved by  age,  perhaps  I  ought  not  to  oppose  mine  to  his; 
fur  his  has  been  in  use  thirty  years  longer  than  mine,  and 
let  him  have  the  benefit  of  tliis  argunKnt. 

I  will  now  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  report 
from  the  Committee  on  Retrenchment,  made  on  the  15th 
day  of  Hay,  1838,  which  has  been  circulated  extensively 
through  the  country.  1  shall  read  a  few  paragraphs,  which 
seem  to  me  very  appropriate;  and  although  this  commit- 
tee found  no  abuses  and  no  increased  expeodibo-e  in  that 
administration,  the  report  contains  some  excellent  senti- 
ments as  well  as  some  predictions,  which  have  been  too 
fully  and  fatally  fulfilled  under  this  administration,  llie 
report  pruposes  a  reduction  of  unnecewary  expenses  in 
the  administration  of  the  Government.  It  fully  sustains 
tlie  views  of  the  "radical  committee"  of  182i,  and  re- 
commends the  abolition  of  the  offices  of  Second  Comp- 
troller and  Second  Auditor,  as  wholly  useless.  And  the 
committee  reported  a  bill  for  that  purpose;  to  which  bill 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Fmatice,  wh'.ch  committee  now  has  that  subject 
under  consideration  by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate.  But, 
sir,  before  I  proceed  to  that  report,  let  me  say  to  the  Se- 
nator from  South  Cartilina,  [Mr.  Hatsk,]  wIio,  in  reply  to 
the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Skitb,] 
on  the  subject  of  tiie  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  expressed 
his  firm  belief  "  tliat  the  expenses"  of  the  Government 
had  increased  nearly  one  humlred  percent,  "since  1820," 
that  I  still  hope  he  lias  not  abandoned  his  intention  of  call- 
ing by  resolution  on  tlie  proper  department  for  a  detailed 
statement  of  the  expenditures  in  those  two  periods,  be- 
cause there  is  no  doubt  on  my  mind  but  the  statement  of 
the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  will  be  found  much  more 
correct  than  the  estimates  and  calculations  of  the  cliair-' 
man  of  tlie  Committee  on  Finance.  The  actual  expenses! 
I  do  not  speak  of  expenditures  fur  great  national  objectsi 
for  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the  country. 
Surely  on  this  subject  there  is  no  cause  of  complaint 
against  this  administration.  But  that  tlie  expenses  in  tlie 
several  departments,  foreign  intercourse,  and  in  the  in- 
crease of  officers  and  agents  of  every  description,  to  en- 
hance the  value  of  the  "spoils  of  victory,"  have  nearly 
doubled  since  1830,  1. fully  believe;  and  that  tlie  resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  Senator  will  draw  out  full  evidence 
of  tlie  fact,  unless  it  should  be  evaded  by  "  treasury 
tricks."  But,  sir,  in  consequence  of  the  flourishing  con- 
dition of  the  country,  an  overflowing  treasury,  and  the 
regular  reduction  of  the  public  debt  growing  out  of  law* 
and  arrangements  made  under  former  administrations,  and 
which  this  admiiiistratiofl  could  not  prevent,  these  ex- 
travagant and  wasteful  expenditures  of  the  pi^Uc  money 
.have  not  excited  much  i&terest,  or  •roused  th«  publio 
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attention,  merely  beoause  the  burden  haa  n<A  been  felt  in 
"  direct  taxation  or  in  iorced  loani." 

Mr.  F.  here  read  eztractt  from  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  oRetrcnchmenl,"  3d  page:  "Your  committee 
obtuned  information  enough  to  aatitfy  them,  that  by  a 
judicious  lystem  of  reform,  inttituted  by  the  Executive 
officer*  themelves,  at  least  one4hird  itf  the  present  num- 
ber of  clerks  in  the  departments  might  be  reduced  with 
atifety  to  the  public  interest."  "  At  present  the  public 
offices  are  not  open  for  the  dischaii^  of  public  busineas, 
more  than,  oo  an  arerafe,  four  hours  each  day." 

"  State  Deparlmaa." — Page  4. — "  Your  committee  are 
demdedly  of  opinion  that  the  diplomatic  relations  of  the 
country  are  in  a  state  imnecessarily  expensive,"  and 
"concur  in  opinion  on  the  propriety  of  abolishing  the 
fund  called  the  contingent  expenses  of  aH  missions 
abroad."  Page  5. — "  There  are  three  distinct  contingent 
Ainds,  under  the  control  of  this  department,  ■  one  of  the 
department,  including  expenses  of  printing,'  &c. — one, 
'  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  intercourse*— one,  '  ex- 
penses of  missions  abroad.' "  Page  14. — On  "  appointing 
and  compensating  <  bearers  of  despatches,'  they  say,  <it 
is  prone  to  degenerate  into  a  species  of  favoritism,  ad- 
verse to  the  public  interest;' they  'apprehend  it  is  little 
short  of  a  convenient  mode  of  sending  &vorites  abroad, 
to  travel  for  their  pleasure^  health,  or  instruction,  out  of 
the  public  coflTers.'" 

"  TVeanry  Dqxtrtment." — ^Page  19.—"  To  introduce 
economy  and  despatch  in  this  department,  it  will  be  ne- 
cessary to  simplify  the  forms  ot  business,  and  to  re- 
organize its  subordinate  branches.  The  various  offices  of 
A«  treasury  were  arranged  on  their  present  plan  by  act 
of  3d  March,  1817,  abolishing  the  accounting  offices,  and 
establishing  an  additional  comptroller  and  four  auditors, 
with  derlu.  This  amngement  was  temporary;  so  ought 
to  have  been  its  continuance.  The  war  was  just  over, 
and  its  disbursements  threw  upwards  of  forty  nullions  of 
suspended  accounts  into  the  treasury  for  adjustment;  this 
amount  has  been  reduced  to  two  millions;  and  yet  the 
same  extensive  and  complicated  machinery  is  still  in 
•xistence." 

Page  23. — The  committee  recommend  a  new  organiza- 
tion of  some  of  the  departments,  and  that  the  offices  of 
the  Second  Comptroller  and  one  auditor  be  abolished. 

N.  B.  They  reported  a  bill  for  this. 

Page  33. — They  "consider  the  power  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  appoint  examiners  of  the  land  offices 
a«  <  liable  to  great  abuse. ' " 

"  War  Dq>artmtnt."—^»teti6 — The  committee  "ex- 
press surprise,  that  while  the  business  has  greatir  de- 
creased, the  number  of  clerks  has  not  been  reduced." 

But,  nr,  in  all  this,  no  abuses  are  found  in  Mr.  Adams's 
administration!  The  only  complaint  is,  that  the  expenses 
Innr*  not  been  reduced!  No  compUnt  of  increased  ex- 
panses! I !    They  were  not  increased. 

Ps^  34.— Executive  patronage  of  the  press. 

Mr.  F.  here  called  the  particuUu:  attention  of  the  Sen- 
ale  to  this  part  of  the  report.  Sir,  in  this  extract  will  be 
found  sound  doctrine  and  "sure  words  of  prophecy!" 
which  we  have  seen  too  fatally  verified!  It  ought  to  be 
printed  in  letters  of  gold!  suspended  in  both  Halls  of 
Congress,  and  spread  before  the  whole  nation! 

"  When  your  committee  look  at  this  anrmunt  of  patro- 
nage, placed,  without  control  or  responsibility,  in  tiie  hsnds 
of  the  Executive,  or  in  those  of  the  subordinatechiefs  of  his 
departments;  and  when  they  reflect  on  tiie  moral  mecha- 
nism upon  which  this  patronage  acta  with  a  power  that 
seems  irresistible,  they  would  (teem  their  duty  very  inade- 
quately discharged,  if  they  did  not  propose  some  remedy 
for  abuses  already  existing,  and  essentially  liable  to  be  aug- 
neatad.  Tour  comnutteewlllntit  stop  to  argue  what  they 
pre&ate  as  an  undeniaUa  fcet,  that,  by  the  employment 
«f  the  expvwStWPM  «f  tht  contiogent  fuMboTthc  depart- 


ments, a  Government  press  is,  to  all  intents  and  purpoi 
eifectuxlly  establisheo;  as  much  so,  an  if  there  were 
annual  item  in  the  appropriation  bill  fur  the  purpose 
purchasing  the  Joint  and  harmonioua  action  of  one  Ik 
dred  papers  in  the  uncompromising^  vindication  of  thoR 
power,  and  in  the  unsparing  abuse  of  those  who  are  o 
The  danger  which  assails  the  freedom  of  the  press  tfaroa 
the  insinuation  of  this  species  of  influence,  is  far  iik 
serious  than  Ki^  star  chamber  code  of  painsand  penaltiei! 
"  This  pecuniary  censorship  of  the  press  roust  end  in 
utter  prostitution  to  an  indiscriminate  support  of  the  vM 
the  Government,  howerer  injurious  to  the  rights  and  i 
terestsfrf'  the  people!!!"  Is  not  this  prophecy  litenl 
fulfilled?  "  Believing  tiiat  no  administration,  if  it  be  m 
virtuous,  and  patriotic,  requires  the  aid  of  a  GoTemnie 
press— and  if  it  be  not,  that,  precisely  for  that  reason, 
ought  not  to  have  it — ^your  committee  proposes,  as  &r 
practicable,  the  aboUtion  of  this  branch  of  theBxecutii 
patronage." 

Has  this  patronage  been  reduced  ?  What  is  the  presei 
condition  ofthe  press?     Here  I  leave  tUe  subject 

The  question  being  pot,  the  amendment  wassdeptedb 
yeas  aiul  nays,  as  follows: 

YEAS — ^Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Bnckner,  Osllas,  Did 
erson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Grundy,  Uendncks,  Kane 
Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Smitt 
llpton.  White,  W.lkina.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Fa 
syth,  Frelingfauysen,  Hayne,  HilU  Holmes,  Miller,  Moore 
Prentiss,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup 
Tyler,  Webster.— 19. 

The  amendment  increaring  the  appropriation  for  foreigi 
and  diplomatic  intercourse  was  explained  by  Mr.  SMITH. 

Pending  tlie  consideration  of  the  amendment,  s  dcbtte^ 
involving  a  comparison  between  the  expenditures  oii  tlii| 
head,  by  the  present  and  past  adminiKtratioiis,  wuctf 
ried  on  between  Mr.  SmTH,  Mr.  FOOT,  Mr.  CLAT 
TON,  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  MARCY,  ««i 
Mr.  CLAY.  It  was  not,  however,  an  inquiry  into  ths 
amount  expended  by  the  respective  aidministratioin,  vliick 
Kave  rise  to  the  subsequent  discussions  of  the  subject  II 
was  a  remark  thrown  out  by  Mr.  .MARCV  toutrdi  ths 
close  ofthe  debate  of  ta4]ay,  namely,  tlwt  it  was  nut  lb* 
amount  of  money  expended  l»y  the  last  administrston  is 
foreign  intercourse,  which  was  the  charge  agsiiut  iti  but 
tiiat  It  did  nothing  for  tile  money — efiected  no  good  fur 
the  ootmtry  with  the  expenditure.  Mr.  CLAY,  is  *<ef 
reinarka,  pointedly  controverted  tlie  correcinrss  of  ths 
allegation,  and  asserced,  that  so  fur  from  having  done  no- 
thing, the  last  administration  liad  concluded  more  trcstie' 
here,  at  the  seat  of  Government,  with  foreign  Puwen,  th» 
any  preceding  administialioiis  ofthe  Government,  P<'^? 
all  of  them  together,  and  adjusted  more  long  staiiainfd/- 
ficulties  and  disputed  tjuestions  with  foreign  (iuvernmenti. 
OUiergentlemenalsojoinedissuewithMr.  MascIiUxI^"- 
tributed  to  the  debate  which  followed  on  subsequent  ds^. 

TcxsoaT,  Aran  3. 

The  resolution  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr.  Hcun» 
was  considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr.  P*"?"^ 
T«»,  discharging  the  Committee  on  Manufucturei  from 
the  further  consideiation  of  the  subjecU  referred  to  it  «i 
the  22d  instant,  was  taken  up,  but  laid  on  the  tsble  oo  » 
count  ofthe  absence  ofthe  mover  from  his  seat 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MOORE,  the  Senate  """n"^,  ''Z 
riileration  ofthe  bill  supplementary  to  the  seven!  wO'^ 
the  sale  ofthe  public  lands— the  question  being  »  ^ 
motion  to  concur  in  the  second  amendment  "'•J'JJL. 
other  House.  Alter  some  discussion,  in  which  ll»"r 
MOORE,  EWINO,  HOLMES,  aad  KING,  took  ?«»."« 
motion  to  concur  va*  adopted. 
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FOREIGN  INTERCOURSE— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideratiun  of  the  general 
ppropriation  bill — the  question  being  on  the  aroendment 
eported  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  allowing  4,500 
(jbn  for  the  expenses  of  the  return  of  ministers  irom 
'niwe  and  England. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE,  of  Maine,  rose,  and  said :  The  gentleman 
romNew  York,  [Mr.  Habci,]  dissatisBed  with  the  result 
f  1  comparison  of  the  expenditures  of  the  late  and  present 
dministrations,  has  resorted  to  the  substitution  of  a  new 
ne.    What  has  been  accoinplislied  in  oar  foreign  inter- 
aunCiii  the  question  upon  wluch  he  challenges  discussion, 
le  has  selected  his  ground,  and  thrown  down  his  gaunt 
;L    It  was  immediately  taken  up  by  tlie  gentleman  from 
LenUickv,  [Mr.  Cjlax,]  who  at  once,  briefly,  but  sati&iac- 
pril/,  exhibited  tlie  superiority  of  our  former  Executive 
Ht  ire  called  upon  to  pursue  the  subject  further,  and  I 
bill  do  ao  by  advancing,  at  once,  to  what  its  friends  have 
irucliiinctl  as  the  proudest  of 'their  diplomatic  achieve- 
■enis,  the  triumph  which  has  been  trumpeted,  echoed, 
iiiilr«.echoed,  from  the  ocean  to  tite  mountains — tlie  ar- 
w^meiitof  the  colonial  trade  with  Great  Britain.     This 
Eipluit  has  enveloped  this  administration  in  such  a  blaze 
rfglory,  tiiat  it  may  be  thought  to  require  the  harditioud 
gf  the  &re-kiiig  himself  to  approach  its  flames;  but  tlie 
laeatii  by  which  it  lias  been  fanned,  has  too  little  of  vi- 
hlty  to  impart  either  intensity  or  duration.     The  note  of 
aoiutioii,  which  was  raised,  lost  much  of  its  effect  upon 
tclecting  minds,  when  it  was  perceived  that  these  praises 
(tte  nuig  in  advance,  before  the  work  was  seen,  or  iu 
dnncter  known;  and,  of  course,  were  tu  be  deemed  only 
M  inceiise  to  its  authors.     Inf'urmatioii  tliat  some  agree- 
■ent  had  been  concluded,  reached  this  country  on  tlie  3d 
of  October,  1830.      ImmediaU-ly  tlie  loud  acclaim  of  tri- 
iiii|)h  Wits  reverberated  to  the  extremities  of  the  Union. 
But  the  terms  and  conditions  of  tlie  arrangement  could  nut 
be  bcertaiiied  for  months  afterwards.     Indeed,  ibe  Bri- 
tish order  in  council  did  not  i  sue  until  November,  and 
the  communicatioos  containing  the  agreement  were  never 
•ibmitted  to  the  public  till  the  month  of  Jaiiuaiy  foUoW' 
in;-    Nay.  so  Lttle  solicitous  were  many  as  to  tlie  charac- 
ter of  the  agreement,  that  they  not  only  never  examined 
it,  but  knew  not  in  what  documents  it  was  to  be  found, 
beiidiinng  the  present  winter,  leading,  important  public 
jwriialt,  and  among  them  the  Richmond  Enquirer,  have 
ilcmiodcd,  why  did  the  Senate  ratty  the  treaty  under  Mr. 
VaiiBiircn'sobjectionableinstructions?    Again,  the  Treii- 
tw  Emporium  asserts  that  tlie  treaty  was  unanimously 
niitiid  by  the  Senate,  and  tliis  language  is  copied  into 
the  piper  lie  e,  at  the  seat  of  Government,  and  difiused 
tlituu)jhuut  ttie  country:  while  we  all  know  tliat  no  treaty 
nereusted,  the  arrangement  liaving  l>een  formed  by  diplo- 
i>>tic  letters,  which  were  nut  submitted  for  the  appruba^ 
tim  of  the  Senate. 

1  regret  tu  say  that  the  delusion,  thus  propagated,  is 
lildjr  tu  be  strengthened  by  a  letter,  recently  pulilislied, 
jxtdcr  the  s  gnature  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
■•relation  to  the  vote  of  the  Senate  upon  tlie  nomination 
of  Mr.  Van  Biiren.  in  which  he  saj  s  that  the  negotiation 
■itiich  had  been  successfully  terminated  lutd  previously 
meived  Uie  sanction  of  both  Houses  of  Congress.  What 
"Xot  be  the  surprise  of  the  people,  when  they  learn  the 
^Kt,  (hat,  ance  the  termination  of  that  negotiation,  there 
''*>  heen  no  vote,  no  action  upon,  no  sanction  of  it,  by 
''4er  House  of  Congress. 

If  reference  was  liad  to  the  act  of  May,  1830,  it  should 
M  recollected  that  its  passage  was  anterior  to  tlie  oonclu- 
^  of  that  negotiation,  and  iU  provibions  were  so  entirely 
■"dependent  of  prior  instructions,  that  every  member 
™jht  hate  voted  for  the  former,  while  he  condemned  the 
"teri  that  there  was  indeed  no  reference  to  tliem,  either 
"•  tlie  act  itself,  or  the  report  of  any  committee.  The 
*■>«  ktter  tttribtttes  the  action  of  the  ftvuMl  <«  aotite* 


"for  intenupting  an  important  foreign  negotiation."  I 
sUall  make  no  comment  upon  the  indignity  Uius  offered  to 
a  branch  of  the  National  Lagislature,  unprecedented  and 
unparalleled  as  it  is  in  the  history  of  this  OoTcrnment.  I 
leave  it  to  the  Senate  and  to  the  people. 

The  President's  eommunication  indulge*  not  a  Kttl«  in 
self.«^oriftcation,  at  having  dosed  a  contest  whieh  had  bcca 
carried  en  ever  since  our  national  existence.  But  hew 
has  it  been  tenmnated?— By  a  glorio«is  triumph  or  an  in> 
(^oriouB  surrender?— By  a  victory  or  a  defeat?  That  i* 
the  queetioa.  Mr.  Hernes,  in  the  British  Parliament,  liter 
describing  it  as  one  of  the  longest  and  moat  interesting  of 
national  controversies,  announced  that  it  had  been  brought 
to  a  cloae,  and  that  ■■America  had  entirely  and  uncon> 
ditionally  withdrawn  all  her  pretensions." 

This  language  aroused  within  me  indignant  American 
feelings.  Wliat!  this  commercial  warfiire,  waged  is  our 
infimcy,  in  weakness  and  depreanon — persevered  in  with 
firmness,  to  years  of  strength  and  manhood — now,  in  our 
high  and  palmy  state,  terminated  by  an  unconditional  sur- 
render! I  could  not  believe  it.  It  must  be  the  arrogant 
assumption  of  a  vaunting  minister  of  Britain.  In  (jther 
contests,  those  of  arms,  her  commanders  hod  represented 
disaster  as  success;  defeat;  as  triumph.  She  bad,  in  mi- 
mic war,  upon  the  Serpentine  river,  exhibited,  as  a  holi- 
day show,  the  surrender  of  American  to  foitidi  ship*; 
while  we,  in  fierce  encounter,  upon  the  hikea  and  upon 
the  ocean,  had  presented  to  the  world  the  spectacle  of 
the  proud  cross  of  St.  George  bowing  in  submission  to  the 
glorious  star  spangled  banner. 

As  I  then  turned  with  joy  to  American  authority,  tococ^ 
rect  the  misrepresentatioas  of  our  enenues,  so  I  now  re- 
verted with  hope  to  our  own  envoy,  to  examine  the  repre- 
sentations which  he  liad  made  at  the  court  of  St.  James. 
1  found,  sir,  that  he  presented  to  Lord  Aberdeen  our  sta> 
ttite  of  1830  as  the  bans  of  an  arrangement  1  was  anx* 
ioua  to  lesm  what  was  his  constructioa  of  its  provision*, 
his  conception  of  its  scope,  and  the  spirit  in  which  was  to 
be  exercised  the  discretion,  vested  by  the  American  Con- 
gress, to  vindicate  our  interests  and  our  honor.  I  was  as- 
tonished—1  was  humiliated,  to  find  tiMt,  upon  it*  presen- 
tation to  the  British  Government,  he  characterized  it  in 
the  following  langi»(fe:  "  It  concedes  in  its  terms  all  the 
power  in  the  regulation  of  the  colonial  trade,  and  autho- 
rises the  President  to  confer  on  British  vessel*  all  tlMwe 
privileges,  as  well  in  the  circuitous  a*  the  direct  voyage, 
which  Great  Britain  has  at  any  time  demanded  or  desired;" 
and  that  Mr.  Herries  had,  in  effect,  but  repeated  the  de- 
claratioDS  of  our  own  minister.  Still  I  wotild  not  despair, 
but  turned  with  hope  to  the  arrangement  itself,  trusting 
that  its  term*  and  conditions  had  not  been  fairly  delineat- 
ed in  that  sweeping  concession  of  our  agent. 

This  examination,  to  be  thorough,  must  necessarily  be 
laborious;  and  I  have  no  inducement  to  pursue  it,  except 
the  importance  of  the  subject  to  the  country  at  large,  and 
especially  to  my  own  Sute.  Maine,  with  less  than  atbi^ 
tieth  of  the  population,  has.about  one-ei|^th  of  the  ton- 
nage of  the  United  States.  Indeed,  there  are  but  two 
States  that  exceed  her  in  amount,  and  those  the  poweHVil 
and  ancient  commonwealths  of  Msssschusett*  and  New 
York;  and,  while  the^  have  other  paramount  manufii&' 
tures,  her  navigation  is  tlie  great  interest  moM  likety  to 
be  seriously  affected  by  the  national  councils,  and  to  which, 
therefore,  her  representatives  should  at  all  times  be  stu- 
diously attentive. 

Mr.  President,  for  what  was  this  contest  originally 
waged,  and  so  long  maintained?  What  was  its  object? 
The  prize  contended  da)  I  answer  distinctly  and  em- 
phatically, the  carrying  trade— and  that  alone.  The  Bri- 
tish have  always  been  not  only  wiUiiig,  but  anxious,  for  our 
produce,  if  it  could  be  transported  in  their  ships.  Indeed, 
the  decMe*  of  nstttre,  their  eSiiMte  and  geograpbied  pe- 
•itfaHLiMiA  thsk^aftiSaitl  iMtiMteMb  Mutiwiwlii  tiM-af 
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iiivuluntary  aei  vitude,  carried  to  such  an  enonmnis  extent 
tbut  more  than  seven  eighths  of  the  whole  populittion  are 
•Uvea,  render  them  essentialljr  dependent  upon  the  pro- 
ductons  of  the  United  States  for  tlieir  prosperity,  if  not 
for  their  existence.  All  experience  has  shown  that  they 
must  have  our  supplies.  Nut  les^  than  fifteen  thoumuid 
persons  died  of  famine  in  the  island  of  Jamaica  alune,  du- 
ring^ the  five  years  that  foHowett  the  peace  of  1783,  owin^ 
to  British  regulations  embarrassing  the  transmission  of  our 
prtiduce.  Ami  it  is  mo!>t  curious  ami  insiructive  to  ob- 
serve, that  whenever  we  have  restrained  or  interrupted 
this  intercourse,  they  have  been  compelled,  in  order  to 
open  new  chanitels,  in  which  it  might  flow  to  their  relief, 
to  relax  tlir  r.gor  of  their  colonial  system,  wli.cli  utterly 
excluded  American  vessels.  In  December,  1812,  we  laid 
a  universal  embargo;  and  in  June  fulluwing,  Great  Bri- 
tain opened  Uitr  ports  of  their  Nortliern  pruviuurs  to  our 
vesK-ls.  In  ltll3,  we  declared  war,  and  furUiwith  iJie  open- 
ed to  us  the  island  of  Bermuda,  thua  aliuwing  to  our  iiavi- 
gatiun,  fiasgrantt  bello,  >n  raging  war,  that  trade  which  slie 
refused  in  time  of  |»eace.  Alter  the  treaty  of  1U15,  she 
again  resorted  to  her  system  of  rigorous  colonial  occlusion, 
and  we,  by  the  act  of  April,  1818,  retaliated  by  the  ex- 
clusion of  her  vesiiels  IVoiii  tlie  trade  su  proh.b.ted  to  us; 
and  immediately  on  tlie  Stli^aiid  27tli  of  May  fulluwing, 
she,  by  act  of  Parliament  and  order  in  cuuiiu.1,  upeucd 
the  |>urt8  of  UaliGix,  m  Nova  Scotia,  aitd  St.  John's,  in  New 
Bruiiitwick,  to  Anierican  vessels. 

In  addition  to  these  illustrations  of  their  necessities,  it 
•hould  be  remembered  that,  during  the  whole  period  of 
these  restrictions  and  protubitiuiui,  from  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution  to  be  pi-ebCiit  day,  tlie  GDveniors  of  ilie 
difierent  islands  have,  troin  time  to  time,  been  compelled 
to  open  tlieir  ports  by  special  proclaniatuii  to  the  vcssela 
of  tiie  Uiiiteil  btates  witli  American  produce.  These  du- 
pensations  hat «  nut  been  rare,  but  frequent,  repeated,  and 
reiterated,  owing  to  periodical  convulsions  of  nature,  and 
other  causes. 

Indeed,  we  have  had  a  recent  instance.  Diiringthe  last 
season,  tlie  island  of  Barbadoes,  in  particular,  was  visited 
by  a  hurricane,  leaving  sucli  destruction  and  desiilatiuii  in 
its  path,  that  it  was  ncceswry  to  invite  timely  relief  by  all 
practicable  means;  and,  in  accordance  wiili  tiinner  usa^je, 
the  British  laws  imposing  duties  anil  cliarges  upon  Ame- 
rican lumber  and  Certain  other  articles,  in  American  ves- 
sels, weie  suspended  until  the  1st  ot  March  last. 

'I'his  lempui°ary  dispensation  of  onerous  imposition  de- 
serves tite  mure  particular  notice,  becaUiie  the  success  of 
certain  voyages,  coiikequent  upon  il,  has  bteii  most  erro- 
neously attnbuted  to  tlie  recent  diplumaiic  arruiigeniciit, 
thei-eby  extending  a  delusive  idea  ut  its  beiiehls,  wnen  tne 
liurncaiie  itselt  might  as  well  be  ascribed  to  its  iiiHueiice. 
ludecd,  our  vessels  would  have  derived  greater  advantage 
from  Uiat  dikpeiisation  of  Providence,  and  const  queiil  re- 
laxation of  Br.tish  law,  if  tlie  arrangement  had  nev  er  been 
made;  because,  undent,  British  vessels  paiticipatedinthe 
tl-aiupurtatiuii,  Willie,  Without  it,  oursalune  would  have  eii- 
juyea  it,  to  the  exclusion  of  others.  Tliis  will  be  leadily 
uiiderstuud,  when  it  is  n  collected  that,  before  this  agree- 
ment was  concluded,  tlie  legiklation  of  the  two  couiuries 
reciprocally  excludid  the  \essehi  of  each  from  tlie  waters 
of  the  utiier.  'I'luse  giibernaturial  pi  oclamations  and 
dispeiisatioiu  of  BritJti  laws  opened  their  ports  tempora- 
rily to  us,  but  could  nut  suspeud  our  iiUubiUou  of  Bntisli 
vessels. 

'With  the  West  India  colonies  of  other  nations,  Swedish, 
Daiiikli,  French,  Dutcn,  and  Spanish,  we  have  long  enjoy- 
ed, witliout  cuntrovci'sy,  a  free  and  uninterrupted  cuiu- 
meroe;  tluy  being  coiiient  that  tlie  twuupurtauou  sliould 
be  aliuuBl  exclusively  in  Amcr.caii  ves».'ls,  as  tlie  'legiti- 
mate liuits  of  our  luuitical  enterprise  and  geograpmcal 
poaition,  of  whicli  Great  Britain  alone  seeks  to  deprive  us. 
AfidtiiW.abedueautHMonlMiw  witUthe  two  great  lead- 


ing features  and  objects  of  her  navigation  system,  com. 
menced  by  the  Rump  Pai  lament,  confirmed  in  the  rtrint 
of  Charles  II,  and  extended  and  perpetuated  by  miii» 
runs  subsequent  enactments,  viz.  first,  to  strrngtlicn  lK^ 
self  by  monopol  zing  as  much  of  the  carrying  trade  of  tha 
world  as  possible:  secondly,  to  weaken  her  rivalibfdit 
fusing  the  residue  among  the  minor  maritime  Povcn,  so 
as  to  prevent  any  one  from  engrossing  any  consider. 
able  portion  of  it.  And  of  all  nations,  the  United  Stales 
is  the  rival  in  navigation  and  maritime  power,  whom  tbe 
m<»t  di-eads,  and  is  most  anxiotisto  depress.* 

The  great  commercial  statesman  of  Great  Brittin  (Hr, 
Huskisson)  has  declared  tliat  the  first  blow  to  ber  poHcf 
wiis  given  by  tlie  United  States.  And  it  is  true.  Wt 
stnick  the  first  blow  to  her  colonial  system,  by  oiir  decli- 
ration  of  inilependence;  the  first  blow  to  her  nsTiptinj 
policy,  by  countervailing  laws;  and  the  blow  wfaiclidi* 
solved  the  charm  of  her  boasted  invincibility  upon  tlie 
ocean,  by  the  splendid  and  transcendent  triumplii  of  tbe 
late  War.  In  this  our  long,  protracted  contest  fur  the  Oh 
ryjng  trade,  she  has  been  stimulated  by  the  double  tnotite 
of  extending  her  own  shipping  interest,  and  rcprtasin; 
ours.  It  was  commenced  immediately  after  the  acknov- 
trdgment  of  our  independence;  and  was  animadverted  upon 
in  the  continental  Congress  of  1784,  as  a  cause  fiir  con. 
feiTiiig  additional  powers  upon  the  confederation,  iiiordit 
to  maintain  it  on  our  part  with  success.  In  the  first  Con- 
gress, in  1789,  Mr.  Madison  declared  tliat  he  would  nxtt 
interdict  with  interdict,  '•until  we  should  be  allowed  to 
carry  to  the  West  India  islands,  in  our  own  ve«eli|tlie 
produce  of  America,  which  necessi^  compels  lliem  W 
lake."  And  President  Washington,  in  his  ii»tructioiiil« 
Mr.  Morris,  in  the  same  year,  says,  emphatically,  "Let 
it  be  strongly  impressed  on  your  mind,  that  tlie  pri»ilrfe 
of  carrying  our  own  productions  in  our  own  resaeb to  dici 
own  islands,  and  bringing  in  return  the  pnxluctioiii  o( 
these  islands  to  our  own  ports  and  market,  is  rtprded 
here  as  of  the  highest  importance;  and  you  will  b«  c"^ 
ful  not  to  countenance  any  idea  of  otir  dispensing  with  it 
in  a  treaty." 

The  twelfth  article  of  Jay's  treat;-,  which  related  to  die 
colonial  trade,  was  expunged  bv  tlie  Senate  as  utterly  in- 
admissible. To  this  succeeded  the  wars  of  the  Frcndi 
revolution,  followed  by  hostile  orders  in  council,  injon- 
ous  decrei-s,  and  illegal  practices,  harasring  to  our  com- 
merce, and  destructive  of  our  rights,  and  produciiif  on 
our  part  non-intercourse,  enibargn,  and  war.  Tl"  P""* 
witli  Great  Britain  was  followed  by  the  celebrstwl  com- 
meicial  convention  of  1815.  And  the  colonial  trade  wu 
in  express  terms  excluded  from  its  operation. 

Immediately  thereupon.  Great  Britain  closed  sganutw 
Uiose  porta  in  the  West  Indies,  wliich  had  beeiiopenrt 
to  our  vessels  during  the  war;  thereby  endeavonnj  not 
only  to  monopolize  to  herself  the  carriage  to  the  ct>luiiK». 
but  also  to  secure  a  decisive  advantage,  in  the  ^'""?V' 
with  the  British  Eu.opean  possessions,  by  menus  ot'"' 
triangular  voyage,  liv  which  she  attained  a  triple  ^^1 
one  from  Great  Br.tiin  to  the  Unite<l  States  aiioOiertf"™ 
hence  to  the  West  Indies,  and  a  third  tliencc  '<'f-"S'™; 
whereas,  before,  she  could  enjoy  but  one,  that  ";"''''!?" 
dcrous  and  bulky  produce  from  the  sugar  colonief  » 
parent  country;  her  ships  being  compelled  to  sail  w 
outward  voyage  in  ballast  only.  Measures  of  "^""  ,|^ 
tion  were  immediately  resorted  to  in  pursusnce  to 
suggestions  of  Mr.  Madison's  message  of  Dccemberi  J  • 
Negotiations  were  attempted  in  1817,  1818,  1°/^'  '\!! 
and  1826,  without  success.  Both  countries  liad  recmi^^ 
lo  separate  and  counteractive  legislation — the  ^"'''n,  ^ 
by  the  statuUs  of  1817,  1818,  1820,  1822.  »'"',\'^  -^ 
tireat  Britain  by  acta  of  Parliament  of  lb22  and  lof '^j 
lerspersed  occasionally  by  royal  orders  in  sou"   ' 
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Prciidential  proclamations:  until  the  trade  was  interdicted  j  By  the  unrestrained  use  of  tliis  instrument,  the  ^radtia- 
bjr  cicb,  in  the  vesseU  of  the  other,  through  their  order  in  i  tlon  of  duties,  the  British  may,  as  with  a  magic  wand,  di- 
comcilof  18^  and  the  President's  proebtmation  of  1827,  rect,  change,  or  stop  the  current  of  trade  at  pleasure; 
iawed  in  obedience  to  the  express  requirement  of  the  acts  i  they  have  as  complete  control  over  it,  as  of  water  from  a 
of  Congress.  These  prohibitions  continued  until  the  ar- !  reservoir  conducted  through  artj6cial  tubes,  to  which  they 
nngemeot  of  Mr.  McLane,  in  1830.  Whoever  will  read  alone  hold  the  keys.  Do  they  wish  to  stop  the  direct 
tlii*  part  of  our  legislative  and  diplomatic  history  with  at- 
tention, will  perceive  that  the  great  paramount  object  for 
«bich  the  parties  were  contending,  and  which  they  kept 
constantly  in  view,  was  the  carrying  trade — the  British 
struggling  to  secure  undue  advantages  to  their  shipping, 
lad  we  demanding  a  participation  upon'equal  terms. 

All  their  devices,  expedients,  and  propositions,  when 
rightiy  understood  in  their  practical  operation,  will  be 
6Mind  to  have  been  adapted  to  this  end.     Knowing  that 

»e  never  would  consent  to  their  monopolizing  the  direct 

transportation,  their  purpoae  was  to  give  the  trade  a  cir- 

cuitoas direction  through  their  Northern  provinces  for  the 

■biMl  of  Bermuda,  near  our  coast,  in  British  vessels,  to  the 

ezch-uiaa  of  American.     To  accomplish  this,  they  atfirst, 

IB  ltffl7,  proposed  to  reserve  to  themselves  the  right  to 

m^  their  imposts  upim  our  productions  at  pleasure,  in 

different  colonies,  so  that  the  same  articles  might  be  made 

to  pay  a  higher  rate  of  duty  when  transported  directly  in 

io  American  bottom,  than  when  circuitOusly  in  a  British. 

This  we  firmly  and  decisively  resisted,  and  the  British,  in 

6ie  negotiations  of  1818,  expressly  and  unqualifiedly  aban- 

dooed  it.     It  was  relinquished,  too,  by  acts  of  Parliament 

of  1823  and  1835,  and  never  renewed  until  the  negutiar 

lions  of  Mr.  McLane,  in  1830.     We  at  one  time  insisted 

ti»t  oar  produce  should  not  be  taxed  higher  in  the  West 

India  islands,  than  similar  articles  the  productions  of  the 

Korthem  provinces  or  otiier  British  dominions.     This  has 

been  denominated  the  "elsewhere"  principle  which  was 

iicorporated  into  the  act  of  182.3,  but  which  wa*  subse- 

qaently  waived  by  our  Government  in  1826. 
The  next  expedient  was  to  make  an  enumeration  of  cer- 

tiin  articles  to  be  carried  to  the  West  Indies;  another  and 

longer  list  to  be  transported  to  Bermuda;  and  yet  another, 

Bore  important,  to  be  admitted  to  their  Northern  provin- 
ces only.     In  this  we  could  not  acquiesce,  and  occlusion 

of  the  ports  was  the  consequence.     They  were  opened 

by  the  agreement  of  1830. 
What  are  the  terms  and  conditions  of  that  arrangement? 

Wbat  power  does  it  concede  to  Great  Britain?  And,  first, 

u  to  the 


TiiBspoaTATioii  or 


AMEBICaS 
ISDIKS. 


PRODCrX    TO    TBI    WEST 


The  Britbh  have  the  power  to  impose  duties,  without 
Enitation,  upon  American  productions:  to  vary  the  same 
U  pleasure  in  every  colony,  assessing  different  amounts  in 
difTerent  ports;  and  when  once  received,  to  naturalize  and 
Dtatthem  as  their  own,  in  subsequent  transitions:  and  their 
rcsaels  have  the  whole  transportation  from  colony  to  co- 
ionj,  the  American  beini;  utterly  excluded. 

Thus,  upon  a  barrel  of  flour,  passing  from  the  United 
Stites  to  the  West  Indies,  may  be  imposed  a  duty  of  one 
dollar  or  a  thousand  dollars:  while  the  same  may  be  car- 
ried to  the  Northern  provinces  of  Nova  Scotia  or  New 
Brunswick,  and  be  there  received  without  imposts,  and 
thence  imported  to  the  West  Indies  duty  free.  And  so  of 
erety  other  article.  The  consequence  ia,  that  an  Ameri- 
can veiisel,  laden  at  any  port  in  the  United  States  with 
dour  or  any  other  produce,  destined  for  the  West  Indies, 
wluitever  bie  her  route,  and  whatever  places  she  may  have 
touched,  must,  at  her  port  of  discbarge,  pay  the  whole 
imouut  of  duties  which  the  British  please  to  require,  whe- 
'her  it  be  one  or  one  hundred  thousand  dollars;  whilst  a 
British  vessel,  witli  the  same  cargo,  by  merely  touching, 
ud  taking  a  clearance,  at  Campo  Bello  or  Halifax,  may 
be  wholly  exempted  from  her  duties  on  her  arrival  in  the 
West  lodiea. 
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trade  as  to  all  articles  in  American  vessels?  Erect  an  im- 
passable barrier  of  duties  upon  every  thing.  Do  they 
wish  to  cause  the  current  to  flow,  in  British  bottoms,  by 
the  way  of  New  Brunswick  or  Nova  Scotia?  Remove  the 
obstruction  of  imposts  in  that  direction  only,  and  its 
course  will  run  freely.  Or  they  may  allow  a  part  to  pasa 
in  one  direction,  and  force  the  residue  in  another.  They 
may  select  a  list  of  articles  for  the  West  Indies,  another 
for  Bermuda,  and  another  for  the  Northern  provinces. 
This  power  is  full,  complete,  and  unlimited.  We  may  b« 
assured  that  they  will  exercise  it,  from  time  to  time,  as  ex- 
perience of  their  interests  may  dictate,  and  as  our  endur- 
ance sliall  tolerate. 

Sir,  they  have  bec^n  to  exercise  it  already,  by  the  act 
of  Parikment  of  22d  of  April,  1831,  the  design  of  which 
cannot  be  misunderstood.  Under  its  enactments,  wheat, 
flour,  beef,  pork,  bams,  bacon,  wood,  and  lumber,  when 
imported  into  the  West  Indies  through  their  Northern 
provinces,  and,  of  course,  in  British  vessels,  pay  no  duty; 
while  the  same  articles,  by  other  acts,  when  passing  di- 
rectly from  the  United  States,  in  which  alone  our  vessels 
can  participate,  are  oppressed  with  imposts,  as  follows: 
flour,  five  shillings  sterling  the  barrel;  beef  and  pork, 
twelve  shillings  sterling  the  hundred  weight;  wood  and 
lumber,  one  pound  eight  shillings  the  thousand  feet.  The 
same  act  of  1831  has  imposed  additional  duties,  in  the  di- 
rect trade,  upon  staves  and  headings,  from  seven  shillings 
and  three  pence  to  eleven  shillings  and  three  pence;  and 
upon  white  or  yellow  pine  lumber,  from  five  shillings  to 
seven  shillings  sterling. 

We  see  the  effects,  even  in  the  short  time  which  haa 
already  elapsed,  and  tliey  will  become  more  and  more 
alarming  by  future  developments. 

The  trade,  instead  of  being  direct  in  Amoican  bottoms, 
as  it  ought  to  be,  is  circuitous  in  British,  as  it  ought  not  to 
be.  I«ok  at  the  official  document  just  laid  lipon  our  ta- 
ble, which  presents  statements  for  the  year  next  following 
the  arrangement,  during  which  our  exports  to  the  British 
American  colonies  on  our  borders  were,  in  value,  four  mil- 
lion sixty  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety  six  dollars, 
and  our  imports  from  the  same  only  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-four  tliousand  one  hundred  and  eighty-nine  dollars; 
while  to  the  British  West  Indies  our  exports  were  only  one 
million  four  hundred  and  forty-one  thousand  seven  hun- 
dred dollars,  and  our  imports  one  million  two  hundred  and 
eighty-four  thousand  six  hundred  and  seventy-eight  dollars. 
The  great  mass  of  these  exports  to  the  Northern  province* 
were  carried  thence  in  British  vessels  to  the  West  Indies, 
or  other  distant  possessions  of  Great  Britain,  for  which 
they  were  originally  destined.  And,  even  in  the  short 
voyage,  from  the  United  States  to  the  adjacent  provinces, 
separated  from  us  otdy  by  an  imaginary  line,  the  British 
tonnage  has  exceeded  the  American,  the  former  being 
eighty-three  tliousand  and  fifty-five,  and  the  latter  but  sixty- 
six  thousand  eight  hundred  and  five. 

But  if  the  present  enactments  should  not  accomplish 
all  their  purposes  against  our  navigation,  they  may  in- 
crease the  disparity,  and  enhance  their  advantages  at  plea- 
sure. 7'he  whole  magazine  of  legislation  is  open  for  the 
selection  of  their  weapons  of  attack,  while  ve  have  laid 
down  our  aims,  and  (fivested  oonelves  of  the  panoply  of 
defence. 

And  what  aggravsftes  still  more  these  bitter  fruit*  of  oar 
recent  diplomacy,  i*  the  fact  that  we  have,  Iteretofore, 
not  only  sternly  refused  to  permit  our  opponents  to  hold 
this  controlling  power  of  taxing  our  produce  higlier  in 
the  direct  than  in  the  eircuitoa*  voyage,  but  the  Briti*^ 
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themselves,  in  the  negotiations  of  1818,  unqualifiedly  sur- 
rendered it,  and  never  presumed  to  claim  it  aferwards, 
until  it  was  concedecl  to  them  in  this  arniPKement. 

How  can  this  sudden  submission  to  a  long  abandoned 
British  pretension  be  accounted  for'  Only  by  the  eag^er- 
ness  of  our  negotiators  to  swallow  any  thing  and  every 
thing  that  was  baited.witb  the  name  of  arrangement.  This 
recklessness  was  eo  great,  that  our  minister  at  London  d'.d 
not  even  read  the  negotiations  of  1818,  which  followed 
our  act  of  that  year,  accompanied  the  renewal  of  the  con- 
rention  of  1815,  and  were  so  important,  that  two  negotia- 
tors on  our  part,  Mr.  Gallatin  and  Mr.  Rush,  were  asso- 
ciated; and  in  which  the  British  made  this  unqualified 
abandonment;  nay,  he  did  not  even  possess  the  documents 
which  contained  ^em,  although  they  had  been  printed 
for  more  than  seven  years.  We  learn  this  from  his  own 
letter  of  the  Uth  March,  1831. 

Sir,  we  npt  only  refused  to  permit  our  produce  to  be 
taxed  biglier  in  the  direct  than  in  the  circuitous  voyage, 
but  we  at  one  time  insisted  that  it  should  be  subject  to  no 
higher  duties  than  similar  articles  the  productions  of  their 
own  dominions.  This  latter  has  been  denominated  the 
"  elsewhere"  principle^  and  has  been  attempted  to  be  con- 
founded with  the  former,  from  which  it  is  widely  differ- 
ent. It  was  mcorporatcd  into  the  act  of  1823,  by  the  use 
of  the  word  "elsewhere,"  wasins'steduponin  Mr.  Rush's 
negotiations  of  1824,  upon  which  point  alone  they  broke 
off,  and  was  subsequently  waived  through  Mr.  Gallatin, 
in  1826.  But  the  principle,  that  our  produce  should  be 
taxed  no  more  directly  than  circiutously,  that  if,  when 
transported  in  our  own  vessels,  than  when  in  British  bot- 
toms, has  never  before  been,  for  a  moment,  yielded  by  us, 
but  was  expressly  conceded  by  Great  Briuin,  not  only  in 
the  protocols  and  basis  of  1818,  but  lier  acts  of  Parliament 
of  1822,  and  the  still  more  celebrated  one  of  1825. 

But  Mr.  HcLane,  to  con.sole  us  for  this  unlimited  con- 
cession of  power,  -ays  that  we  have  "a  safe  guaranty 
•gainst  an  excessive"  exercise  of  it. 

In  what  does  it  consist?  Where  is  it  to  be  found?  In 
the  interests  of  Great  Britain  alone !  The  increase  of  du- 
ties, says  he,  will  tidl  upon  the  planter.  And  is  this  an 
argument  to  be  addressed  to  freemen?  Might  not  the 
•lave  say,  it  is  for  the  interest  of  my  master  to  treat  me 
kindly  ?  But  who  would  therefore  submit  to  uncontrolled 
dominion'  The  interests  of  Great  Britain!  What  are 
they  ?  Her  darling  primary  interest  is  to  <lepreBS  our  ma- 
rine, and  elevate  her  own.  In  commerce,  in  navigation, 
in  naval  power,  and  maritime  pretensions,  says  Mr.  Hus- 
Icisson,  the  United  States  are  our  most  formidable  rival." 
Tlie  present  Secretary  of  State  would  have  told  him,  as 
he  did  in  1827,  that,  "  provided  the  islands  could  get 
supplies,  England  cared  not  for  what  price,  so  it  was  a 
means  of  increasing  her  navigation."  *  •  "Thisbeing 
the  avowed  pol.cy  of  Great  Briuin,  the  question  is,  says 
Mr.  Livingston,  whether  we  shall  play  mto  her  hands." 
Yes,  says  Mr.  McLaue,  because  of  ths  "safe  guaranty,* 
the  interesU  of  the  planters!  But  where  is  even  this  mi 
serable  security,  when  we  see  that  however  enormous  the 
duties  ill  the  <lirect,  they  may  be  nothing  in  the  circuitous 
trade,  and  when  we  know,  too,  that  the  imposts  are  pad 
into  the  colonial  treasury,  for  tlie  benefit  of  the  planters 
themselves? 

I  turn  now,  sir,  to  another  description  of  merchandise — 

ronKiGx  pBODucTiaxs. 

How  stands  the  arrangement  as  to  them? 

Do  the  VcMels  of  the  two  countries  enjoy  equal  rig^its 
and  equal  privileges? 

Sir,  will  it  be  credited  by  the  peol>le  of  this  country, 
that,  at  to  the  whole  class  of  foreign  articles,  British  ves- 
sels may  take  all  of  them  at  pleasure  from  the  United 
SUtes  to  the  colonies,  while  an  American  vessel  is  abso- 
lutely prohibited  from  traiisportii^  any!     A  British  and 


an  American  ship  shall  be  l3ring  side  by  side  in  the  port  of 
New  York,  for  example:  the  former  may  make  up  in  u. 
sorte.d  cirgo  of  American  produce,  and  debentiirf  pKxii 
of  all  kinds;  while,  if  the  latter  take  a  single  article  Ix. 
side  our  own  productions,  she  is  liable  to  seizure  aixLcog. 
demni^tion  the  moment  she  enters  Br.tish  waters. 

Need  I  dwell  upon  the  advantages  which  this  concn- 
sion  gives  to  our  rivals?  The  importance  of  the  prlvnr|>e 
of  assorted  cargoes,  in  the  West  India  trade,  is  iinderstuod 
by  every  mercliant's  clerk  who  has  ever  entered  a  cmmt 
ingroom.  Mr.  McLane  himself  acknowledged  it  in  18!!0, 
when  he  declared  that  the  trade  througli  the  Northeni 
colonies  was  diverted  into  that  channel,  instead  of  the  neu- 
tral islands,  by  the  greater  facilities  of  making  up  '*» 
sorted  cargoes." 

It  moreover  yields  to  our  rival  new  advantages  in  tlie 
triple  I'oyage.  English  vessels  may  now  take  s  top 
from  Great  Britain  to  the  United  States;  sell  the  vhoie 
or  a  part  only  here,  as  the  state  of  the  market  nay  iiiritft 
fill  up  either  with  American  or  foreign  productioiu;  pro- 
ceed to  the  West  Indies;  sell  the  whole  or  a  p»rt  only 
there,  as  interest  may  dictate;  take  on  board  colonial  pro. 
duce  or  other  merchandise;  and  loul  for  Great  Britiin  or 
her  dominions.  Wh  le  an  American  ship,  startiii{^  from 
the  same  point,  is  at  liberty  indeed  to  take  a  cargo  from 
England  to  the  United  States,  but  not  to  carry  one  irticlt 
(if  that  cargo,  or  of  any  other  foreign  ir.ercliaiid.se,  toilie 
West  Indies,  nor  to  transport  any  thing  from  the  colonitJ 
to  Great  Britain. 

How  far  this  advantage  may  enable  our  rival  to  OTc^ 
power  our  navigation,  in  a  competition  fur  tbe  direct 
trade,  remains  to  be  developetl  by  experience.  If  tbe 
result  sliould  be  decisive  in  their  favor,  and  their  navig» 
tion  can  monopolize  the  whole  directly,  they  ni»y  not  «• 
ercise  the  power  they  possess  to  force  it  ihrotigli  other 
channels;  for  their  object  will  have  been  attained.  TlKy 
can  trj' this  experiment  with  safety:  for,  if  they  do  not 
succeed,  resort  may  be  had  to  their  full  pqwer  of  substi- 
tilting  the  circuitous  transportation. 

The  quantity  of  foreign  goods  which  would  be  shipped 
to  the  British  West  Indies  in  an  open  commerce,  is  not  in- 
considerable. The  actual  amount  cannot  be  sccunittly 
ascertained,  by  reason  of  past  restrictions  and  enib»ri»* 
ments.  To  the  Danish  islands  we  sent  alien  mcrchin- 
dlse,  in  the  year  1829,  to  the  value  of  $282,401,  siiil  in 
1830,  of  $220,723;  aii<I  to  Cuba,  in  the  same  yort, 
#1,859,626,  and  *1,477,675;  to  which  island,  tlic  smounl, 
in  other  yeai-s,  has  considerably  excecrled  t»o  m.ll.ons. 

What  apology  does  our  negotiator  offer  foryieWinR'b'' 
discrimination  in  favor  of  British  ships?  He  nays,  "1 "" 
not  aware  that  the  restriction  of  the  riglit  of  imports- 
tation  into  the  colonies,  to  articles  of  Americnn  produce, 
was  at  any  period  seriously  objected  to  by  our  (iovera- 
meiit."  Ti-ue,  »r,  provided  British  vessels  were  ilso 
restricted.  We  have  uniformly  insisted  upon  equslly 
in  navigation — the  vessels  of  both  to  be  confined  to  the 
same  commodities;  and  the  British  have  not,  in  our  for- 
mer  negotiations,  liad  the  effrontery  to  ask  for  thu  gr<» 
and  piilpable  pariialty  in  livor  of  their  navigation.  In  tlie 
negotiations  of  1818,  at  tlie  fifih  conference,  tliryoftrtil 
a  project,  stipulating  that  British  American  vesseb  should 
have  equal  rights  of  importation  from  the  United  !>!>«» 
into  the  West  India  islands,  and  confining  both  to  tliesinie 
article*T-the  produce  anil  manufacture  of  the  United 
States.  Our  envoy  ought  to  have  understood  that  it*»> 
not  the  restriction  of  our  sliips  to  our  g^oods  merely,  but 
the  greater  liberty  allowed  to  the  British,  the  iiijunwj 
difi'erence,  that  we  should  earnestly  resist.  As  inslte'  »' 
fixi-d  prmcipli^,  we  shoiihl  never,  for  an  instant,  tolcRle 
an  inviilious  distinction  in  favor  of  a  foreign  againJ  ow 
own  flag. 

But  our  negotiator  thought  otherwise.  He  t»yilb»t 
"the  difference,  in  tliis  respect,  between  tbe  AmWiCsn 


Digitized  by 


Google 


693 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


094 


ATM.  3,  1S33.] 


Foreign  Inttreoune — CtUonial  TVade. 


[Smati. 


and  British  ve»sel«,"  if  we  allow  it  to  continue,  "  cannot 
be  u>  object  of  much  importance  in  any  point  of  view." 
"It  will  jgrenerally  be  our  interest,  as  it  is  that  of  every 
other  nation,  to  allow  the  exportation  of  its  surplus  forei(^ 
produce  in  the  vessels  of  any  other  country."  Ay!  and 
to  con6ne  such  exports  to  foreign  bottoms,  in  exclusion 
of  our  own?  Is  this  for  our  interest?  And  is  it  not  still 
more  for  our  interest  to  send  our  own  produce  to  a  mar 
ket,  than  that  of  foreigners,  and,  of  course,  to  consent 
tliat  mlien  ships  alone  should  transport  it?  What  a  con- 
ception does  this  exhibit  of  the  great  navigating  interest 
of  tlie  country,  and  of  the  spirit  and  object  of  our  whole 
debenture  system!  Why  do  we  encourage  the  importa- 
tion and  exportation  of  foreign  goods  fur  the  benefit  of 
dnwback?  Is  it  not  to  give  employment  to  our  naviga- 
tors, sliip  owners,  and  merchants? 

But,  sir,  the  gravest,  the  most  solemn  ground  of  com- 
pluint  against  this  discrimination  in  favor  of  British  vessels 
still  remains.    Jt  is  the 

TiauiTioir  or  tux  act  or  coxobiss  of  1830. 

By  the  first  section,  the  President  is  autiiorized  to  issue 
kis  proclamation,  repealing  our  acts  of  1818,  1820,  and 
ISZ},  and  opening  nur  ports  upon  certain  conditions,  and 
opon  those  conditions  only.  One  of  them  is  in  these 
words:  "  That  veswls  of  {he  United  States  mny  import 
into  the  said  colonial  possessions,  from  the  United  States, 
say  article  or  articles,  which  cuufd  be  imported  in  Bri- 
tish veneb  into  the  said  possessions,  from  the  United 
States." 

Now,  air,  so  fiir  from  there  being  any  evidence  that  an 
American  could  import  every  article  which  a  British  ves- 
sel might,  the  proof  was  plenary,  as  we  all  well  know, 
that  the  whole  class  of  furtign  goods  are  prohibited  in 
the  former,  and  allowed  to  the  latter. 

Here  is  tlie  law,  and  here  stands  the  ftct.  Ingenuity 
cannot  evade,  und  1  doubt  whether  effrontery  can  deny, 
the'r  incompatibility. 

This  modification  of  the  act,  this  Executive  repeal  of 
one  of  its  clear  and  positive  provisions,  has  been  called 
construction!  And  let  us  see  the  reasons  which  have 
been  assigned  for  such  a  stretch  of  power.  I  will  exa 
mine  them  all.  They  are  embodied  in  the  President's 
aeaiage  of  January,  1831,  in  which  he  says  he  does  not 
suppose  "  tliat  the  omission  to  restrict.  In  terms,  the  im- 
portations to  the  productions  of  the  country  to  which  tlie 
Tcswls  respectively  belong,  was  intentional,"  for  tliree 


Here,  it  seems,  the  President  was  advised  that  there 
vaa  an  omission  in  the  act,  and  he  undertook  to  supply 
it  by  imposing  restrictions  which  confessedly  Congress  had 
not,  and  assigns  his  reasons  for  this  assumption  of  legis- 
lative  power.  First.  That  this  enactment  is  inconsistent 
with  "  the  propositions  previously  made  by  this  Guvern- 
inent  to  that  of  (5re»t  Britain,  and  which  were  before 
Congress  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  act."  The  fact 
of  audi  incoDsistrncy  does  not  exist;  but  suppose  it  did. 
Is  it  to  be  tolerated,  that,  if  we  make  a  law  at  variance 
with  Presidential  recommemlations,  and  sen.l  it  to  him  to 
be  executed,  he  shall  alter,  change,  and  modify,  till  it 
conforms  to  his  own  pre-existing  views?  Why  might  he 
not  as  Well  have  nuxle  the  law  without  our  intervention? 
Why  send  his  propositions  here,  if  Congress  are  not  to 
be  supposed  capable  of  dissenting  from  them? 

The  second  reason  is,  that  it  is  at  variance  with  "  the 
principles  which  ptvern  the  maritime  legislation  of  the 
two  countries."  Wliat!  requiring  that  our  vessels  should 
not  be  subject  to  an  injurious  distinction  in  aid  of  the  fb- 
teign,  incompatible  with  former  laws,  when  we  all  know 
that  the  object  and  aim  of  all  those  enactments  was  to 
give  advantages  to  our  own  over  their  rivals!  And  there 
is  not,  in  our  whole  history,  a  single  enactment  that  coun- 
tenances this  partiality  to  alien  ships.    But  if  there  were. 


could  we  never  change  it?  And  if  tlie  National  Legisla- 
ture should  pass  an  act  to  destroy  previous  inequality,  is 
the  President  to  refuse  to  execute  it,  because  it  is  a  new 
law?  But  it  is  not  in  accordance  with  British  legislation! 
Indeed!  and  is  an  Amercan  Chief  Magistrate  to  make  a 
statute  of  the  American  Congress  bend  and  break  befora 
an  act  of  the  Imperial  Parliament?  These  two  reasons, 
if  reasons  they  can  be  called,  are  the  same  as  were  assign* 
ed  by  Mr.  McLaoe  to  the  late  Secretai^  of  State. 

But  tlie  writer  of  the  messnge  has  discovered  another, 
entirely  new,  that  had  never  even  occurred  to  our  nego- 
tiator. It  is,  that  this  enactment,  a*  to  the  transportation 
to  the  West  Indies,  is  inconsistent  with  "the  provisions 
of  the  existing  commercial  treaty"  witli  England! 

That  convention  not  only  does  not  embrace  any  part  of 
the  colonial  trade,  but,  in  express  terms,  wholly  ex- 
cludes it.*  But  suppose  the  fact  were  otherwise.  The 
President  is  authorized  to  issue  his  proclamation  when  a 
certain  condition  shall  have  been  previously  performed) 
he  thinks  such  performance  incompatible  with  a  treaty. 
What  is  he  to  do?  Issue  his  proclamation  in  despite  of 
the  condition,  as  if  it  never  existed?  assume  an  absolute 
authori^  which  lias  never  been  conferred?  Noi  but  as- 
sign that  as  a  reason  for  not  issuing  the  proclamation. 

Mr.  Van  Buren,  also,  has  assigned  a  reason  or  apology 
for  disregayiing  this  enactment.  That  I  may  be  sure  to 
do  him  no  injustice,  I  will  quote  his  very  words,  from  the 
letter  of  5th  October,  1830,  in  which  he  transmits  the 
proclamation,  assures  Mr.  McLane  that  the  *< construction" 
of  Lord  Aberdeen  and  himself  had  been  "  adopted  with- 
out reserve,"  and  adds-— 

<*  The  President  has  derived  great  satisbction  from  the 
candor  and  liberality  which  has  characterized  the  conduct 
of  his  Majesty's  ministers  throughout  the  negotiation,  and 
particularly  in  not  suffering  we  inadvertencies  of  our 
legislation,  attributable  to  the'  haste  and  confusion  of  the 
closing  scenes  of  the  session,  to  defeat  or  delay  the  ad- 
juitment,"  &c.  &c.;  and  he  is  subsequently  d.rected  "  to 
make  his  Majesty's  Government  acquainted  with  these 
sentiments." 

"  Inadvertencies!"  What  should  we  say  if  die  judi- 
ciary dared-  to  set  aside  a  law,  on  the  assumption  that 
Congress  knew  not  what  they  were  about  when  it  passed? 
Inadvertencies!  Yet  this  provision  was  in  the  bill  of 
18^,  which  passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  is  the 
same  as  Mr.  Madison's  proportion  in  1790,  and  Mr.  Clay's 
construction  in  1826,  and  was  contained  in  this  act  of 
1830,  when  originally  reported  by  Mr.  Cambreleng,  and 
which  Mr.  Van  Buren  himself,  when  communicating  it  to 
Mr.  MclJine,  In  June,  1830,  characterized  as  a  "solemn 
public  movement  on  otir  part;"  yet,  afterwards^  l>y*  <!>• 
same  at  the  foot  of  the  British  throne,  thanking  his  Ma- 
jesty for  concurring  in  a  disregard  of  its  enactment,  and 
offering,  in  excuse  for  its  "inadvertencies,"  "the  haste 
and  confusion"  of  the  National  Legislature.  What  lan- 
guage is  this  for  an  American  statesman;  and  what  a  pic- 
ture is  here  to  be  exhibited  to  the  eye  of  British  royalty, 
of  the  dignity  and  deliberation  of  a  republican— an  Ame- 
rican Congress!  Thank  heaven,  it  has  no  precedent  or 
parallel  in  our  history.  I  will  do  Mr.  McLane  the  justice 
to  suy  that  he  did  not  exhibit  to  the  English  GoverHmeiit 
its  most  offen»ve  parts;  his  own  feelings  muat  have  re- 
coiled at  being  the  medium  of  such  a  communication. 

Having  considered  the  power  which  our  rival  possesses 
to  control  the  exports  in  tlie  colonial  trade,  I  will  now 
examine  it  as  to  the  imports«  and,  first,  of 

WBST  IVOIA  PBODVCI. 

The  British  have  the  power,  by  laying  export  duties  in 
the  islands,  and  varying  them  at  pleasure,  to  give  sucb 

■  See  articl*  Kuifd  of.  Ik*  Movniisa,  «ki«h  it  4ift««  and  ueqal- 
Toal. 
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*  direction  to  the  tnnsmission  of  their  productions  w  ex- 
perience of  their  interest  m«y  dictate.  They  may  erect 
an  insuperable  barrier  of  such  duties  in  the  direct  trade 
to  the  United  States,  in  which  alune  our  vessels  can  par- 
ticipate, and  leave  it  free  and  unobstructed  in  British  ves- 
sels, by  the  circuitous  route  of  tlie  Northern  provinces; 
for  it  is  to  be  kept  in  remembrance  that  an  American 
bottom  is  not  permitted  to  carry  their  produce  from  co- 
lony to  colony.  Such  export  duties  have  heretofore  ex- 
isted in  some  of  the  colonies.  This  rit^ht  was  formerly 
refused  to  Great  Britain,  by  the  admmistration  of  Mr. 
Monroe;  and  the  acts  of  1830  and  1833  guarded  against 
it,  by  requiring  importations  of  colonial  produce  to  be 
^rect  from  the  island  of  which  it  was  the  growth. 

VLASTza  or  paeis. 

The  trade  in  this  article  has  been  of  much  importance 
to  Hune.  It  is  dug  from  the  earth  in  the  provinces,  and 
from  100,000  to  150,000  tons  are  annually  imported  into 
the  United  States,  giving  employment  to  a  large  amount 
of  tonnage,  which  we  have  heretofore  enjoyed  almost 
ezclusiyel),  but  which,  under  this  arrangement,  the  Bri 
tish  can,  at  their  option,  entirely  monopolize.  The  con 
trivance  by  which  this  is  to  be  accomplished,  is  simple, 
but  effectual.  To  give  a  show  of  reciprocity,  our  vessels 
are  admitted  into  the  provinces  i  but  then  they  are  restrict- 
ed to  what  are  called  free  ports,  such  as  Halifax,  St.  John's, 
and  St.  Andrew's;  while  British  vessels  are  subject  to  no 
such  limitation,  but  are  at  liberty  to  go  to  all  others.  The 
places  at  which  the  plaster  is  dug  are  not  at  the  free 
ports,  and  their  vessels  may  take  it  from  the  quarries,  and 
transport  it  to  any  part  of  the  United  States;  while,  to  reach 
our  vessels,  it  must  first  be  carried  to  the  free  ports,  at 
an  expense  of  seventy-five  to  one  hundred  dollars  the  ton, 
and  there  unladen  and  reshipped.  Let  me  illustrate  this. 
We  have,  at  Hallowell,  in  Maine,  neai;  the  village  where 
I  have  the  happiness  to  reside,  quarries  of  the  finest 
building  material  in  the  world — beautiful,  ever-enduring 
granite.  Suppose,  sir — what,  fortunately,  i«  not  true — 
out  imagine  that  the  provinces  were  our  only  market,  as 
the  United  States  is  for  their  plaster;  and\hat,  to  give  the 
British  a  color  of  equality  in  the  transportation,  we  should 
say,  your  vessels  may  take  this  granite,  but  you  shall  not 
go  to  Hallowell;  you  shall  not  enter  the  Kennebec  river; 
you  must  seek  for  it  at  Portsmouth,  Portland,  or  Wiscas- 
«et,  while  we  take  it  direct  to  any  and  all  your  ports: 
would  a  British  vessel  ever  transport  a  single  cargo  r  Yet 
such  is  the  advantage  which  we  have  conceded  to  them, 
M  to  gypsum,  an  article  of  which  the  freight  exceeds  the 
ariginal  value  at  the  quarries,  which  indeed  would  be  ut- 
terfy  worthless  if  we  did  not  become  the  purchasers,  and 
whicb  they  have,  therefore,  at  former  periods,  permitted 
to  be  transported  wholly  in  American  vessels. 

The  same  remarks  are  applicable,  in  substance,  to  the 
trade  in  grindstones. 

Such  is  the  power  which  this  arrangement  concedes  to 
Britain,  in  the  exportation  to  her  colonies  of  American 
and  foreign  goods,  and  the  importation  of  West  Indian 
and  provincial  produce.  It  is  full  and  complete,  to  the 
entire  control  of  the  navigation.  How  far  she  may  carry 
the  exercise  of  it,  will  depend  upon  our  endurance.  She 
will  stretch  the  cord  until  there  is  danger  of  disruption 
So  long  as  we  acquiesce,  she  will  continue  to  advance; 
and,  therefore,  I  now  raise  my  voice  against  it.  This  very 
discussion  may  arrest  her  progress,  or,  at  least,  cause  her 
to  pause.  She  has  already  beg^n  to  use  the  lever  whic^) 
we  put  into  her  liands,  and  we  see  its  effects. 

In  all  competition  with  foreign  navigation,  upon  equal 

tetlBB,  it  is  known  that  our  republican  industiy,  economy, 

^.^'itll,  and  enterprise,  have  given  us  decisive  superiority. 

^-''^    In  the  direct  trade  with  Great  Britain,  we  have  had  more 

,  tlHtn  four-fifths  of  the  transportation,  and  a  still  greater  pro- 

*  portion  in  our  commerce  with  other  nations.    I  hold  in 


my  hand  a  most  instructive  document,  which  I  have  pre- 
pared, to  exhibit  the  proportion  of  American,  British,  ud 
foreign  tonnage,  in  our  internal  trade,  from  the  ytm 
1789to  1830,  inclusive;  by  which  may  be  seen,  at  aglanct, 
as  at  a  thermometer,  the  elevation  and  depression  of  our 
navigation,  and  the  effects  of  the  comparative  adTsntagej 
which  it  enjoyed.  In  the  most  disastrous  periodi,  it  the 
commencement  of  the  Government,  during  the  hte  wir, 
and,  subsequently,  while  the  English  were  enjoving  the 
fruits  of  the  triangular  voyage,  the  proportion  of  foreipi 
to  domestic  tonnage  never  exceeded  forty-five  and  a  htlf 
of  the  former  to  one  hundred  of  the  latter— that  is,  les 
than  forty-six'  per  cent.,  while,  in  our  prosperi^,  it  vu 
frequently  less  than  ten  per  cent.  In  our  West  IncEa  trade, 
the  disproportion  has  been  still  greater,  for  the  obrioui 
reasons  of  o»t  vicinage,  the  remoteness  of  parent  coun- 
tries, and  the  inaptitude  of  such  a  population  as  tint  of 
the  islands  to  traversing  the  ocean. 

Statemest  I,  showing  the  American  and  foreign  tonnige 
engaged  in  the  trade  with  certain  West  India  ishiidi 
and  the  British  American  colonies,  frvm  1821  to  1830, 
both  inclusive,  with  the  proportion  that  the  foreign  htm 
to  the  American. 


Averts  Am. 

COUNTRIES. 

toiinare  per 
ann.  for  len 

rvigrn  tonn. 
per  annum 

fornpi  bnn 
ioiIm  Aaeri- 

ynn. 

tur  tHi  y*n- 

can. 

Swediih  Weit  Indii-a, 

13,431  < 

4S3  6 

).72  ptreni. 

Danish  Wc-«t  Ilidie«, 

43,128  5 

>87  4 

3.10     ». 

Britiiih  West  IndiM, 

50,078  8 

4,043  5 

8.07      " 

Brirish  Amfr.  colonic*. 

77,493  0 

7,4(>7  3 

9.64      " 

Weal  liidiL's  j;i?ner»II)-, 

8.520  3 

l,0J3  8 

3.27       " 

Statement  II,  showing  the  quantity  of  American  »nd  fo- 
reign tonnage  engaged  in  the  trade  with  certain  West 
India  islands  and  tlie  British  American  colonies  from 
the  5th  of  October,  1830,  to  the  30th  September,  1831, 
with  the  proportion  that  the  foreign  bears  to  the  Ame- 
rican. 


COUNTRIES. 


Swediali  Wtf«t  Indies, 
Danish  West  liidiea, 
British  West  Indies, 
Briliiih  Am.  coluiiies, 
W«  St  Indift  gyiif rally. 


American 
tonnage. 


ft,384 
33,499 
30,440 
77,737 
14,087 


Foreign 
tonnage. 


493 

3,981 

1«;937 

83,91(1 

394 


Proporliwfc- 
iMgaktani" 
Anciitai. 


7J4 
>.«0 
4<.«7 
1I0.» 
3.63 


It  thus  appears  that,  from  1831  to  1830,  incluare,  » 
term  of  ten  years  next  preceding  this  amineenient,  lira 
from  the  5tii  of  October,  1830,  to  the  30tii  of  September, 
1831,  the  year  succeeding  it,  the  average  proportion  of 
alien  to  American  tonnage,  in  the  colonial  trade,  was « 
follows: 


COUNTRIES. 

Swedish  W.  I. 
Danish  W.  I. 
British  W.  I. 
Biit.  Am.  col. 
W.  L  generally 


From  1831  to  1S30, 
fort'ign  was  to  the 
American  aa 
3.72  tu  100  less  than  4  pr  ct. 
3.10  "  3 

8.7  "  9 

9.f4  "  10 

3.27  "  S 


In  1831,  fonijn 
wastoilKAne-  ' 
neaoas     ,     .    . 

7.84  to  100  more  uiaa7p.s. 

8.90  "  • 

40 

lit 
J 


46.47 
llO.iS 

S.63 


What  answer  has  been  given  to  these  appallmf  &^ 
I  will  tell  you:  for  the  SecreUry  of  the  Treasury,  mcm- 
municating  this  statement  for  1831,  seeing  '''^  "j^! 
has,  in  order  to  weaken  it,  sent  us  an  extract  fr??  *.  .' 
ter  of  one  of  the  collectors  of  the  customs,  in  *'"™ JV: 
stated  that,  from  his  port,  a  large  portion  of  sudi  Ainw- 
can  vessels  as  clear  for  the  "West  Indies  genersllyi  P 
ceed,  in  fact,  to  the  English  islands.  Be  it  so.  ^^^ 
pose  that  to  have  been  the  destination  of  all  such  A»°^ 
vessels,  and  not  of  any  of  the  alien;  add  aU  8e""Hj"a^ 
ances  for  the  West  Indies,  on  our  part,  to  iMie  lor 
British  islands:  how  much  does  it  vary  the  re«i»- 
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Dmiga  AtUnoun^—Cohmal  IVnA. 


[SCITATI. 


The  amount  of  toniuge  employed  in  that  year,  1831, 

With  British  West  Indies,    36,440  Am.     16,937  foreigu. 
British  American  colonies,  77,737  85,916 

Weat  ladies  ^nernlly,  14,987  say,  0 

139,164  102,853 

It  win  then  be  one  hundred  and  two  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  fifty  three  British,  to  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
nine  thousand  one  hundred  and  sixty-four  American — 
more  than  seventy -nine  per  cent.;  when,  before  the  ar- 
rangement, the  British  had  less  than  ten  per  cent. 

But  it  is  said  that,  although  there  may  have  been  this 
enormous  growth  of  British  tonnage,  yet  there  has  been 
an  increase  of  ours,  also,  in  this  trade.  It  would  seem 
strange,  indeed,  if,  after  opening  the  ports,  no  more  of 
our  vessels  should  go  to  them  than  previously,  and  during 
the  state  of  general  occlusion;  especially  when  such  a 
measure  takes  away  from  us  the  transportation  to  the  neu- 
tral islands,  through  which  the  supplies  were  before  car- 
ried. And  yet,  for  the  same  period  of  years,  from  1821 
to  1830,  inclusive,  during  which  there  was  no  arrange- 
ment, and  embarrassed,  from  time  to  time,  by  restrictions, 
counter  legislation,  and  prohibition,  the  average  amount  of 
American  shipping,  in  the  trade  with  the  EngUsh  colonies, 
was  greater  than  m  the  year  1831,  and  the  British  much 
le3S---as  follows: 


ynn-U31  to  1830. 

1831. 

Amer. 

Pon>i)p). 

Amer. 

Foreipi. 

»rioA  Wnl  Indict, 
I>o.    Ameriean  colonies,     - 

«0,078 
77,4»S 

4,043 

7,467 

36,440 
77,737 

1«,9S7 
85,916 

Wen  Iodic*  gcnmllr. 

127,570 
8,530 

11,510 

114,177 
14,087 

lOMM 

136,096 

11,510     IM,I«4 

103,853 

So  that,  for  the  loss  of  transportation  to  the  neutral  islands, 
ve  have  not  even  the  compensation  of  any  positive  increase 
of  tonnage  to  the  British  ports.  And  of  that  which  we 
have,  more  than  two-thirds,  as  appears  by  the  above  state- 
ment, is  merely  to  the  Northern  provinces  on  our  bor- 
ders. We  lose  the  long  fi-eigfat  which  we  before  enjoyed, 
snd  get  a  part  only  of  the  short,  which  has  been  sul>> 
stitnted;  and  even  that  portion  will,  hereafter,  be  dimi> 
oiahing.  That  such  was  the  former  course  of  the  trade, 
is  universally  known.  Indeed,  I  have  euob  authority  as 
will  convince  even  the  political  advocates  of  the  arrange- 
aent. 

In  March,  1820,  Mr.  McLane  said,  the  routes  through 
which  these  supplies  now  pass,  comprehend  not  merely 
the  Northern  possessions,  which  have  the  solitary  advan- 
tage of  occanonaUy  affording  a  better  assortment  of 
goods,  but  the  islands  of  St.  Thomas  and  St.  Bartholo- 
mew, Martininique,  Guadaloupe,  and  the  port  of  St.  Jago 
deCuba. 

And  Mr.  Van  Buren,  in  1839,  declared  of  this  trade, 
*■  It  is  carried  on  in  American  vessels,  by  St.  Barts  and  St 
Thomas,  and  open  ports  in  North  American  colonies." 
And  now,  nnce  the  arrangement,  it  is  prosecuted,  to 
great  extent,  in  British  vessels,  to  whom  we  have  yielded 
die  means  of  monopolizing  it  entirely. 

Who  will  be  benefited  ?  The  producer?  Will  it  increase 
Us  market?  If  it  mi^t,  it  would  still  be  a  miserable  apo- 
logy for  this  injury  to  the  ship  owner.  Never,  in  the  whole 
hiitory  of  our  country,  was  the  id«a  tolerated  that  our  na- 
vigation should  be  sacrificed,  in  any  event,  or  for  any  con- 
a&n^on.    In  1818,  the  committee  of  the  House  who 


reported  the  law  of  that  year,  sternly  repelled  Mich  a 
suggestion.  There  can  be  no  divorce  of  the  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country;  they  are  linked  by  indissoluble  bands, 
and  injury  to  one  is  depression  to  all. 

But,  as  this  is  the  only  apology  or  excuse  that  can  be 
offered,  let  us  examine  it  for  a  moment.  Will  the  mar- 
kets for  our  produce  be  increased?  How?  By  what  pro- 
cess? Every  thing  which  Great  Britain  can  supply  to  her 
islands,  either  from  the  Northern  provinces,  or  any  port 
of  her  dominions,  she  is  resolved  to  furnish  herself.  This 
we  know;  this  she  has  avowed.  It  is  her  fixed  policy. 
From  us  will  be  admitted  only  those  indispensable  neces- 
saries which  cannot  be  elsewhere  obtained,  consisting, 
almost  exclusively,  of  provisions  and  lumber.  And  these 
she  received  before  the  arrangement,  partly  through  the 
neutral  islands,  and  partly  by  her  Northern  ports,  to  both 
which  our  vessels  had  tlie  exclusive  carriage;  it  being 
utterly  prohibited  to  the  British.  In  what  manner  wiU 
they  be  transmitted  under  the  arrangement?  Through 
her  Northern  ports,  still  burdened  by  double  freights  and 
insurance.  Is  the  route,  thus  substituted,  less  expensive 
than  that  which  it  has  supplanted?  Even  Mr.  HcLane 
knew,  and  asserted,  that  it  was  not;  and  alao  declared  that 
the  portion  of  the  trade  which  sought  the  Northern  chan- 
nels, instead  of  the  neutral,  was  wverted  there  only  by 
the  greater  facilities  for  assorted  cargoes;  and  he  added 
that  the  burdens  of  the  indirect  trade  fell  upon  the  planter. 
How,  then,  is  his  consumption,  or  our  markets,  to  be  in- 
creased by  this  substitution  of  the  present  circuitous  route 
in  British  vessels,  for  the  former  in  American?  Indeed, 
BO  essential  are  our  supplies,  that  a  change  ftom  this 
indirect  trade,  when  the  ports  were  closed  to  the  direct, 
by  opening  them,  does  not  seem,  fVom  past  experience, 
to  have  materially  affected  the  result.  I  hold  in  my  hand 
two  tabular  statements,  which  exhibit  this  very  clearly. 

Tabular  statement  of  the  export  of  domestic  produce  from 
the  United  States  to  the  West  Indies  and  Britiih  Ame- 
rican colonies,  during  the  years  1833  to  1826,  inclusive, 
when  the  British  ports  were  open  to  a  direct  trade;  and, 
also,  during  the  years  1827  to  1830,  inclusive,  when  the 
ports  were  closed. 


British  W.  Indir*, 

Swediib       do. 

Daniab         do. 

French         do. 

Cuba, 

British  Amer.  eol. 


1823. 


1,617,845 
841,701 

1,231,158 
804,218 

3,271,270 

1,818,113 


8,084,890 


1834. 


1,750,703 
204,983 

1,149,641 
780,5U 

3,611,693 

1,773,107 


0,»70,64S 


1825. 


1,635,574 
103,761 

1,281,244 
037,36s 

3,276,556 

2,538,605 


0,803,172 


1836. 


2.078,871 
120,573 

1,301,004 
004,115 

3,740,658 

3,564,165 


10,S08,37» 


In  these  four  years,  the  British  West  India  ports  wero 
open. 

1823,  $8,984,299 

1824,  9.270,642 

1825,  9,863,172 
lb36,  10,808,316 


4)  38,925,429 


OCj*  $9,731,824  Average  when  ports  were  open. 


Britiih  yr.  Indies, 
Swedish       da. 


Danish 
Krtnch 
Cuba, 
British 


do. 
do. 


ml. 


1827. 


683,105 

4I6,8U 

1,463,691 

979,697 

4,160  757 

S,7»7,0I4  I 


1828. 


1829. 


26,149 
611,584 
2,202,405 
1,009,437 
3,912,997 
1,«18,28« 


10,501,0001     9,388,920 


1,463 
684,523 
1,942,010 
1,036,S39 
3,7I»,2»3 
2,734,104 


1830. 

140 
552,700 

l,e8t,02S 

792,241 

3,4J9,0flO 

5,650,031 


10,123,0021    10,122,194 
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In  these  four  yttm  the  Britith  West  IndUi  porta  were 
closed. 

1827,  »10,S01,0r6 

1828,  9,380,9t»0 

1829,  10,128,002 

1830,  10,122,194 


4)40.132.193 
(Cj*  110,033,048  Avemge  when  ports  were  closed. 
Returns  of  the  number  of  barrels  of  meal  and  flour,  im- 
ported into  the  British  West  Indies;  in  the  years  1825 
and  1828,  when  the  ports  were  open  and  also  closed. 


1825. 


United  Smtw,  dinelljr,  lt\,sm 
Brhiflh  N.  Auier.  eolouU'*,  4,839 
Vvrrigii  Wnl  Iiidin,  •  •  31,090 
Toririrn  Enrupe,  •  •  .  400 
VuitcS  Kingdum,     •   .    .    11,447 

' 101,737 


1828. 


a40-<lvcrrur,  1M,028 
3\7M~iiiemiK,  32,134  7  ,  13  im 
140,081—    du.         121,002  5        ' 

1,135-     do.     -         735 
29,331—     do.    •      «,S84 

ZOfl,ff53— inerfte,  3,810. 


The  first  is  compiled  from  official  documents,  and  the 
latter  from  the  authority  of  our  late  minister  to  London. 

In  this  connexion,  I  would  notice  an  error,  or  decep- 
tion, which  has  been  industriously  propajfated.  It  has 
been  represented  that  our  inland  tnule  from  New  York, 
Yennont,  and  Maine,  to  Canada  and  New  Brunswick,  had 
it*  ori(pn,  too,  in  this  arrangementt  when  we  all  know  that 
it  existed  before,  and  was  prosecuted  without  restraint. 
That  the  restrictive  and  prohibitory  laws  were  confined 
to  the  commerce  •'  by  sea,"  and  reached  not  to  that  by 
land,  lakes,  or  rivers.  We  further  know  that  it  was  the 
anxious  desire  of  Great  Britun  to  continue  and  extend  it. 
Even  Mr.  Canning,  in  his  bitterest  mood,  declared  that  it 
was  not  her  purpose  to  interrupt  it,  and  she  did  not.  In- 
deed, so  palpably  for  her  interest,  and  in  accordance  with 
hep  policy  is  it,  that  it  has  been  sometimes  insisted  that  the 
United  States  ought  to  suppress  it,  as  a  means  of  coercing 
Great  Britain.  The  opening  of  this  market  by  internal 
commuiiication  with  Quebec  and  New  Brunswick,  has 
been  ascribed  to  Mr.  McLane's  negotiation,  with  about 
the  same  propriety  as  were  the  effects  of  the  hurricane  in 
Barbadoes. 

There  is  yet  another  most  grave  and  serious  aspect  of 
this  subject,  that  of  our  exports  to  and  imports  from  Great 
Britain. 

Since  the  British  have  been  permitted  to  take  clear- 
ances from  our  ports  for  their  Northern  provinces,  under 
the  recent  agreement,  that  Government  has  manifested  a 
disposition  to  ^ut  in  operation  the  same  machinery  of  va- 
rying imposts,  in  order  to  monopolize  the  whole  navigation 
between  the  United  States  and  her  European  dominions. 
Since  the  arrangement,  the  duty  upon  cotton  imported 
from  the  United  States  into  Kn^and,  has  been  changed 
from  an  ad  valorem  of  6  per  cent.,  to  a  specific  of  5-8ths 
of  a  penny  per  lb.  i  while  from  the  provinces  the  duty  is 
but  l-25th  iif  a  penny.  The  consequence  is,  that  a  Bri- 
tish ship  may  load  in  the  United  States  with  our  cotton, 
and,  by  touching  at  Bermuda,  Halifiix,  or  any  other  colo- 
nial port,  save  in  duties  the  difference  between  5-8ths 
and  l-25th  of  a  penny  per  lb.,  which  is  equal  to  a  fair 
freight  from  Charleston  to  Liverpool.  British  sliip  own- 
ers have  actually  began  to  take  »dvantage  of  this  discri- 
mination. A  letter  from'  a  respectable  gentleman  of 
Lubec,  in  Maine,  under  date  of  the  13th  of  March  last, 
informs  me  tliat  a  merchant  from  New  Brunswick  had  re- 
cently gone  to  Savannali,  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  so 
employing  his  ship,  and  declaring  that  he  would  thereby 
have  an  advantage  over  the  Americans  of  5*.  6d.  sterl  ng 
per  cwt.  in  the  imposts;  and  that  it  would  amount  to  1,200 
pouiKis  upon  a  single  cargo.  This  business  must  be  ar- 
rested, if  Great  Britain  has  the  right  to  make  this  dis- 
crimination, she  may  vary  and  increase  it  without  limitation. 


until  the  direct  importation  in  American  vessels  is  effect- 
ually suppressed,  and  the  whole  transferred  to  Briti^ 
bottoms,  by  a  circuitous  route.  And  if  she  has  this  power 
over  the  transmission  of  our  cotton  to  England,  she  lui 
the  same  as  to  tobacco,  rice,  and  all  our  exports  to  ill 
her  dominions;  the  transportation  of  which  may,  ind,  if 
unresisted,  will,  be  engrossed  by  foreign  ships;  siid  the 
imports  also.  For  she  may  witiii  the  same  propriety,  bjr 
discriminating  export  duties,  impose  burdens  upon  the 
direct  transmission  to  die  United  States  in  our  retsdi, 
leaving  them  free  to  British  bottoms  through  her  colwio. 
Here  the  important  question  arises,  can  this  be  riglitrull; 
done  by  Great  Britain,  or  is  it  incompatible  with  the  com- 
mercial convention,  which  regulates  the  trade  between 
this  country  and  her  European  dominions?  I  confetithat 
to  me  it  appears  to  be  inconsistent  with  a  fair  aiidjust  ex- 
position of  that  instrument.  But  it  seems  that  the  doei 
not  so  regard  it  She  claims  the  power,  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  this  administration  has  ever  denied  tlist  slie 
possesses  it.* 

•  Note  by  Mr.  Sfbasci. — Since  the  above  wu  pro- 
nounced, the  President  has  by  message  communicated  to 
the  Senate  a  letter  from  Lord  Aberdeen  to  Mr.  Barbour, 
dated  on  the  26th  January,  1829,  by  which  it  appeirs  ihit 
the  latter  had  protested  against  such  discriminatjons  u  in- 
compatible with  the  commercial  convention,  but  the  for- 
mer had  insisted  that  there  was  no  such  incompttibilitjr, 
and  tiiat  the  British  Government  bad  the  right  to  institute 
and  persevere  in  such  measures.  As  to  the  adrantige  to 
be  gained  by  a  British  ship,  he  says  tlieir  laws  did  not  thei 
confer  it,  and  adds,  it  "could  not  be  effected  without  the 
concurrence  of  the  United  States.  It  rests  entirely  ritk 
the  United  States  to  allow  or  prohibit  the  carriage  oftlitir 
cotton  to  a  British  colony  in  the  British  ship,  wliicli  in  the 
case  supposed  is  to  carry  it  to  England,"  aiid  that,  by  Mr. 
Adams*s  proclamation  of  March,  1827,  it  was  prohibited. 
All  this  must  have  been  known  to  the  American  m'ni>W 
and  Secretary  of  State,  when,  by  the  arrangement  of  1830, 
the  prohibition  was  removed.  The  same  message  uio 
transmitted  extracts  of  two  letters  from  Mr.  McUne  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  under  dates  of  14th  March  «nd  IM 
April,  1831;  by  which  it  appears  that  the  Cliancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  expressed  an  intention  to  prevent  the  o^ 
cuitous  transmission,  by  requiring  a  certificate  of  orifin, 
that  it  might  not  defeat  his  own  purposes  of  revem* 
But  no  promise,  no  stipulation,  was  obtained.  On  the 
contrary,  oiu-  rig^t  under  the  convention  seems  to  b«  sbu- 
doned  in  the  conclusion  of  the  letter.  The  langusge* 
"  I  have  no  great  confidence  in  our  pretensions  u™*''*!! 
convention,  so  long  as  the  vesseU  of  both  countnesiwu 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  in  the  direct  trade  with  Bri- 
tish European  ports,  and,  tiierefore,  I  tiiought  the  sure* 
means  of  attaining  our  object  would  be  to  "''''^''.IP^.f^ 
immediately  to  the  intereaU  of  Great  Britain  herself.  Ito 
apparent  that  the  financial  object  of  Uiis  Government 
would  be  effectually  frustrated  by  keeping  up  Uie  di»cn- 
mination  between  tiie  direct  and  indirect  imporWion, 
and  there  is  little  ilanger  that  the  English  finances  wi"  «'" 
be  in  a  situation  to  enable  her  to  disregard  so  iroportsni* 
branch  of  her  revenue."  .^ 

The  power  is  in  eflVct  conceded,  and  our  secunty  sg^ 
its  exercise  is  merely  and  solely  Uie  interest  of  "'*"  * 
tain.  She  cannot  dispense,  it  is  said,  with  tlie  "''"t 
which  would  be  lost  under  the  low  duty  of  <»'-^'"^'^ 
fiflh  of  a  penny  by  way  of  the  colonies.  ^''*£**''^iiii 
this?  How  easy  for  the  next  Parliament  <oaddfive-«ig»™' 
of  a  penny  to  both  imposts,  the  direct  and  ""^"'"'"'J,- 
serving  the  difference,  and  securing  the  '"''''[|"*i-.p^. 
if  our  riglit  is  abandoned,  she  may  '""'*'* ,~"'|'^(ioo 
nation;  and  when  for  revenue  she  adds  to  '?*  Jljiij 
the  colonies  five-eighths  of  a  penny,  she  may  '"'f*^„t 
the  direct  voyage  to  ten  or  a  hundred  times  that  smw 
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>Ir.  Mcl^ne  must  have  known  that  such  were  her  pre- 
tensions, that  she  asserted  the  right  to  make  these  discri- 
m  natioiit:  and  yet,  in  this  important  arrangement,  allow- 
ing her  Tesaels  to  clear  from  the  United  States  for  the 
colonies,  he  provides  no  security,  enters  no  protest,  sug- 
gests no  caveat,  against  iti  exercise;  but,  on  the  contrary, 
acjuiesces  in  a  general  reservation,  by  Lord  Aberdeen, 
of  a  right  in  his  Government  thereafter  to  change  the 
condition  of  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  so  as  to  render  it  less  fa- 
Toratlte  to  this  eountry< 

This  part  of  the  arrangement  merits  deliberate  atten- 
tion. The  law  of  1830  peremptorily  required  of  the  Ex- 
ecutire  that  no  agreement  respecting  the  colonies  should 
be  asaentcd  to,  except  one  "  leaving  the  commercial  inter- 
course of  the  United  States  with  all  other  parts  of  the 
Briti^  dominions  or  provinces  on  a  footing  not  less  &vor- 
able  to  the  United  States  than  it  now  is."  But,  says  the 
English  minister,  we  will  make  no  stipulation  to  con- 
tinue that  intercourse  as  favorable  as  it  now  is;  on  the 
contrary,  I  expressly  reserve  to  my  Government  the 
liberty  of  introducing  changes  at  pleasure,  however  un- 
propitioua  to  the  United  States.  And  to  this  Mr.  HcLane 
sssente(£ 

Now,  sir,  suppose  the  British  Government  have  already, 
or  shall  hereafter  avail  tliemsclves  of  this  restriction,  and 
place  the  other  intercourse  upon  a  footing  less  favorable 
iu  the  United  States.  The  question  arises — is  the  arrange- 
ment still  ill  force'  Does  it  continue  obligatory?  If  so, 
then  it  subnsts  in  violation  of  another  positive  enactment 
of  the  stMtute.  If  not,  if  the  exercise  of  the  right  thus 
reserved  by  Great  Britain  dissolves  the  contract,  then  this 
boasted  a)$reement  is  rendered  a  nullity,  by  placing  its  eX' 
isteiice  at  the  mere  will  of  our  opponent. 

The  statute  of  1831)  vested  in  the  Executive  large  dis- 
cretionary powers.  With  the  design  that  they  should  be 
prudently  husbanded,  and  employed  only  fur  the  advance- 
ment of  the  interest  of  our  country.  Instead  of  which, 
he  arems  to  have  exiukustud  tlie  whole  at  once,  and,  not 
contented  w.ih  that,  transcended  their  limits,  in  accord- 
ance With  the  views  of  our  rival.  Lord  Aberdeen  is  in- 
dulged in  all  his  constructions,  as  he  is  pleased  to  denomi- 
nae  them;  permitted  to  mould  at  pleasure,  not  only  the 
Eiigiisli  statute,  but  our  own  act  of  Congress.  His  every 
requisition  is  subnutted  to  withimt  reserve — ^not  even  a 
linutation,  a  caution,  counter  stig^stiun,  of  any  sort,  is 
bterpuscd  in  our  behulf. 

Tnere  is  one  defence  set  up  by  this  administration  of 
the  terms  of  this  contract,  which  deserves  a  passing  no- 
tice; it,  is,  tliat  they  are  tlie  same  which  were  proposed  by 
tbeir  immediate  predecessors.  Yes,  after  having  loaded 
them  with  abuse,  proiitrated  them  by  calumnies,  driven 
them  l>y  cbuiior  from  their  stations,  their  opinions  are  now 
quoted;  their  example  n  relied  upon;  refuge  ami  defence 
are  av»w  suug.it  under  the  broad  and  ample  shield  uf  their 
integr*ity  and  ability.  Tiiis,  then,  is  the  high-blown  merit 
of  th.s  iKMsted  achievement,  tliat  it  is  the  adoption  of  a 
work  prepared  by  others,  who  have  been  made  the  vic- 
tims of  political  denuncuttiim.  But  even  this  defence  is 
Without  tuundHtion.  It  is  true  that  Hr.  McLane's  original 
propositioiu  were  substantially  the  same  as  those  autho- 
rised by  Hr.  Adams;  but  it  is  also  true  that  they  were 
never  accepted,  and  that  the  final  agreement  is  essentially 
variant.  To  put  this  matter  at  rest,  I  will  point  out  in 
wlukt  particulars. 

Tlie  ofler  of  Mr.  Adams,  renewed  by  his  successor, 
was,  ttiat  upon  certain  conditions  we  should  liave  the  liilt 
benefit  uf  the  act  of  P«rlument  of  the  Sth  July,  1825, 
wlucii  established,  among  other  things,  these  two  most 
important  ijonits: 

1st.  A  limitation  and  specification  of  the  duties  apon 
oar  produce. 
3<L  An  equalisatiofloftbem  in  the  direct  and' circuitous 


voyage.  Both  of  which  essential  points  are  uncondition- 
ally surrendered  in  the  final  adjustment;  Lord  Aberdeen 
having,  in  the  most  express  and  reiterated  language,  as- 
sented to  by  our  minister,  reserved  to  his  Gnvemment 
the  right  to  increase,  diminish,  alter,  and  vary,  the  schedule 
of  duties  ad  libitum. 

That  Mr.  McLane  understood  that.his  original  proposi- 
tions would  secure  the  benefit  of  those  restricted  and  equal 
imposts,  is  certain.  In  his  letter  of  March  16,  he  saj's  that 
they  embrace  "  the  scale  of  duties  prescribed  by  the  act 
of  1835."  And  in  a  subsequent  communication,  that  the 
negotiation  will  result  in  one  of  three  modes — the  two  last 
of  which  are  the  revocation  of  the  British  order,  either 
"  upon  the  terms  of  my  propontion,  or,"  *'  with  some  in- 
crease of  the  duties  imposed  by  the  act  of  ParKament  of 
1825,  to  favor  their  Northern  provinces."  And  the  recent 
correspondence  laid  before  the  Senate  yesterday,  contains 
plenary  and  conclusive  evidence  that  such  were  bis  origi- 
nal views. 

There  is  yet  a  third  difference.  Mr.  Clay's  offer  em- 
braced the  benefits  of  the  acts  of  Parliament  according 
to  his  understanding  of  its  provisions — as  communicated 
to  our  minister — which  was,  tliat  our  vessels  might  im- 
port from  the  United  States  into  the  colonies  every  thing 
which  the  British  could;  and  if  Mr.  Gallatin  had  assented 
to  any  compact,  it  must  have  embraced  this  construction. 
Indeed,  it  was  never  suggested  during  the  last  administra- 
tion, tliat  any  disparity,  m  this  respect,  could  be  tolerated 
fur  a  moment.  Yet,  now,  the  whole  class  of  foreign  pro- 
ductions are  free  to  British,  and  prohibited  to  American 
vessels- 
There  is  yet  another  distinction  wortliy  of  remark.  In 
authorizing  Mr.  Gallatin  to  waive  the  restriction  to  the 
direct  trade,  Mr.  Clay  says  that  it  is  to  be  only  ••  an  expe> 
riment,  and  revocable  at  the  pleasure  of  our  Government. 
But  Mr.  MclAne  made  no  such  reservation;  and  if  bif 
compact  has  any  permanency  or  duration,  we  are  pre- 
cluded from  renewing  this  restriction  of  our  act  of  1823, 
however  injurious  may  be  its  omission. 


Hi;itIMATI01l. 

Having  examined  this  negotiation  with  much  attention, 
I  feel  myself  constrained,  as  an  American  citizen,  alive  to 
the  honor  of  my  country,  as  a  Senator,  bound  to  vindicate 
its  dignity  and  assert  its  equality  among  the  nations  of  the 
earth,  to  animadvert  upon  the  tone  aiid  manner  in  which 
it  has  been  conducted. 

Anterior  to  tlie  year  1829,  there  has  not  been  in  our  na- 
tional history  a  more  br.llianl  or  unsullied  page  than  that 
of  our  foreign  diplomacy,  and  especially  with  England. 
In  the  presence  of  that  nation  and  its  monarch,  all  our 
former  national  representatives,  from  the  first  unbending 
s<in  of  Massachusetts,  to  the  last  high-minded  Virginian, 
have  stood  firmly  erect  in  conscious  republican  self-re- 
spect. They  demanded  rights,  but  never  solicited  favors: 
proffering  equal  friendships,  but  never  bending  the  knee 
as  suppliants.  They  met  not  arrogance  by  humility;  en- 
croachment by  submission;  and  war  upon  our  interests  by 
solicitations  and  entreaties-  Our  fathers  grappled  with 
the  British  lion,  but  never  fawned  urcroiiched  before  him. 
How  it  h.<s  been  recently,  the  negotiations  of  this  arrange- 
ment will  exhibit. 

They  commenced  in  the  autumn  of  1829,  by  verbal  con- 
ferences, in  which  Mr.  McLane  made  his  proposition, 
accompanied  by  his  solicitation  tliat  it  might  be  taken  into 
early  and  candid  consideration,  and  "expressing  the  anx- 
ious desire  of  the  President  of  the  United  States."  Be- 
ceiving  no  response,  he,  on  the  12tli  of  December,  ad- 
dressed a  long  letter  to  the  British  minister,  reciting  "  the 
anxious  desire  of  the  President,  repeating  the  proposi- 
tion, renewing  his  solicitation,"  making  an  "appeal  to 
the  candor  and  liberality  of  lus  Majesty's  Government.'" 
;0n  the  14tb,  Lord  Abet^ken  replies  by  a  barren  note  of 
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«  few*linea,  sayinj^  that  he  will  lay  the  proposition  before 
the  Kiag'.  The  month  of  December  passes  by — no  an- 
swer is  received:  January — no  answer:  February — no 
answer:  March  comes,  but  no  answer  with  it;  and  in  this 
state  of  cold  and  haughty  ncgplect,  what  does  our  minister? 
He  writes  a  long,  supplicatory  epistle  of  nearly  twenty 
closely  printed  pages,  in  which  lie  is  seen  "praying  for 
a  decision."  "  Again  solicits — begs  to  suggest,"  recites 
^is  former  offer  in  the  following  humble  tone: 

"The  proposition  which  the  undersigfned  has  already 

<  had  the  noaor  to  submit,  nameiy,  tliat  the  United  States 

*  should  do  now  that  which  tliey  might  have  done  in  ISiS 
'  —rescind  the  meaanres  which  may  be  alleged  to  have 
'  contributed  to  the  preacnt  evil,   and  rep«U  the  laws 

<  which  have  been  matter  of  compUint;  and  that  England 
'  should  assent  now  to  a  measure  which,  but  a  few  years 

•  since,  alie  herself  proposed." 

Not  content  witi)  this,  he  introduces  to  the  English  Go- 
vernment the  distinction  of  parties  in  this  country,  admits 
•<  the  fiulure  of  the  past  administration  to  comply"  with 
the  act  of  1825,  and  that,  "  whether  it  be  a  subject  more 
of  regret  or  censure,  it  ought  to  be  enough    that  the 
claims,  advanced  in  justi6cation  of  it,  have  since  been 
abandoned  by  those  who  made  them." — Regret  or  cen- 
sure" from  whom— the  British? — Enough,  for  what? — 
atonement  to  Great  Britain?    He  asks  to  be  "excused" 
*<  in  making  this  his  last  application  for  an  early  deci- 
sion."   He  admits  "  the  injurious  effects  of  the  existing 
regulations  upon  the  commercial  and  navigating  enter- 
prise of  the  people  of  the  United  States"— that  his  hopes 
rest,  "not  so  much  upon  the  expectation  of  peculiar  fa- 
Tor  to  the  United  States,  as  of  a  liberal  compliance  of  his 
Majesty's  Government  with  its  own  reguUtioiis."    Pecu- 
liar iavor! — "liberal  compliance!" — to  relieve  ourconi' 
inerce  and  navigation,  in  wliich  her  statesmen  proclaim 
4M  their  "most  formidable  rival."  He  "  begs  to  obsei-ve, 
■and  "begs  leave  further  to  observe,"  and,  in  conclusion, 
exhibits  himself  in  the  attitude  of  "repeating  for  the  last 
time" — (again ! ) — "his  deep  solicitude  for  the  results"  and 
"most  earnestly  recalling  the  attention  of  his   Majesty's 
ministers."  Tliat  "should  this  point  be  unfavorably  decid- 
ed, the  United  States,  while  disappointed  in  its  cherished 
hopes,  would  find  nothing  conciliating  in  the  retrospect 
qf  a  long:  course  of  fruitless  negotiation,  and  nothing 
cheering  in  ;he  future  prospect,  darkened,  as  it  would  be, 
by  a  possibility  of  a  recurrence  by  the  two  nations  to  that 
system  of  countervailing  measures  which   has  already 
proved  so  detrimental  to  their  harmony  and  welfare!" 
Had  England's  monarch  his  foot  upon  our  neck?     Were 
we  beggrng  for  life?    At  the  darkest  periods  of  our  revo- 
lutionary contest — in  the  gloomiest  moments  of  the  last 
war — was  there  ever  such  supplications  for  relief— such 
sombre  pictures  of  the  future?    No.    If  there  had  been, 
we  should  not  speedily  have  been  cheered  by  the  beams 
of  glory  and  of  peace. 

And  what  was  the  response  to  all  this  "  deep  solicitude," 
this  prostration,  tliis  "  renewed  solicitation,"  begging,  and 
entreatiiig  of  his  Britannic  Majesty?  Not  one  word! 
Utter  silepce,  supercilious  coldness,  and  haughty  neg- 
•  lect  How  does. our  minister  meet  such  contumelious 
treatment  of  this  his  last  earnest  and  patlietic  appeal?  He 
Ifoes  to  the  "  Foreign  Office,"  to  renew  again  his  sohcita- 
tions.  On  the  6th  of  April  following,  he  says,  "  I  Iwve 
bad  a  conference  with  Lord  Aberdeen  to-day,  which  I 
sought  for  the  purpose  of  urging  the  definitive  answer 
to  my  proposition."  He  then  speaks  of  "previous  con- 
ferences," and  expectationst  and  adds— 

"  1  have  not  failed  to  represent  lo  him  the  very  serious 
injury  and  embarrassment  which  must  result  from  delay- 
ing the  answer  until  the  Congi'esa  shall  rise,  and  of  wliat  1 
fear  nuy  be  the  insuperable  di£Bculties  of  any  prospective 
legislation  with  a  view  to  a  future  arrangement.  None  of 
these  efforts  have  yetjUTDTedsuficientto  bring  th«  answer." 


The  residue  of  April  passes  by — no  answer:  May— no 
answer:  June — no  answer:  JuW  comes,  but  with  it  now. 
ply.  And  then  Mr.  McLane,  having  received  the  set  of 
May  preceding,  seeks  a  verbal  conference,  in  which  iti 
provisions  are  discussed,  and  Lord  Aberdeen's  objectiooi 
obviated  by  explanations  and  construction.  He  requira, 
however,  a  communication  in  writing,  and  our  minliter 
makes  it  under  date  of  the  12th  of  July ;  in  which  be  da- 
racterizes  the  act  as  conceding  all  the  power,  &c,  u  be- 
fore stated,  and  says  that  it  has  been  named  without  u; 
pledge,  prospective  or  otherwise,  from  Great  Britain. 
Thus  confessing  that  he  had  obtained  not  one  wonl  of 
promise  by  all  his  solicitations.  He  "  repeats  his  deep  io. 
terest,"  and  "  renewed  hopes"  speaks  of  the  "gric«"of 
a  prompt  and  frank  reply,  and  of  "  the  duty  of  his  Ha. 
jesty's  Government  to  quiet  the  public  expectations,  aid 
to  mitigate,  as  far  as  may  be  in  its  power,  the  injuriou 
effects  upon  the  United  States,  of  an  unfavorable  repl;." 

On  the  17th  of  August,  Lord  Aberdeen  designs  tore, 
spond.  Passing  over  the  previous  communlcatioiis  of 
ilr.  McLane,  he  comes  to  that  of  July,  as  containing 
mo;-e  satisfactory  propusitions«  and  most  provokingly  r^ 
peats  certain  parU  of  the  language  of  our  minister,  thus- 

"  Of  tlie  character  and  eflect  of  the  recent  nidisire  of 
'  the  American  Congress,  Mr.  McLane  observes,  that'll 
'  concedes  in  its  terms  all  tlie  power  in  the  regulatioD  of 
'  the  colonial  trade,  and  authorizes  the  President  to  cot- 
'  fer  on  British  subjects  all  those  privileges,  as  weUinthe 

•  circuitous  as  the  direct  voyage,  which  Great  Britain  hai 
'  at  any  time  demanded  or  desired.' 

"In  this  dechiration  the  underagned  is  happy  to  oh- 
'  serve  the   same  spirit  and  disposition  which  diclatnl 

•  Mr.  HcLane's  former  communications,  wherein  he  an- 
'  nounced  the  readiness  and  desire  of  the  American  Go- 
'  vemment  'to  comply  with  the  conditions  of  the  act  of 
<  Parliament  of  1836;'  and,  aUo,  that  the  chums  adrancol 
'  in  justification  of  the  omission  of  the  United  States  to 
'  embrace  the  offers  of  this  country  have  been  sbsodoi- 

•  ed  by  tliose  who  urged  them,  and  have  received  domik- 
,'  tiou  from  the  people  of  the  United  Slates." 

Can  any  American  read  such  language  from  a  foreigner, 
but  with  indignant  feeUngs?  Would  it  be  tolerated  were 
it  not  tlie  mere  echo  oi  tlie  words  of  our  own  agent? 
Was  the  language  of  that  Britiah  envoy,  Copenhagen-Jack- 
son, for  which  our  Government  repelled  aill  further  mux- 
course  with  him,  so  insulting  as  this? 

Lord  Aberdeen  proceeds,  there  are  passages  inthebiD 

in  which  it  seems  at  least  doubtful  whether  the  practi- 
cal coustruction"  would  be  such  as  Mr.  Hcl.ane  is  ready 
to  athx.  He  tlien  distinctly  recapitulates  all  the  eipla- 
nations,  or,  as  1  deem  some  of  them,  modifications,  of  the 
act,  which  had  been  previously  agreed  upon,  and  in  con- 
clusion declares— wliat?  That  tae  ports  are  open,  the 
order  in  councd  rescinded,  or  tliat  it  will  be  done  forth- 
with? Oh  no.  We  must  open  our  ports  first.  We  will 
not  trust  our  envoy — the  President  must  give  a  previous 
practical  construction,  by  issuing  his  proclamation.  And 
ue  did  so.  Lord  AberUeen  seems  to  have  practised  the 
jealousy  and  caution  of  the  Yorkshire  servant,  in  the 
tarce,  who,  being  flattered,  solicited,  and  urged,  by  a 
hungry  man,  for  a  meal,  replies,  "  Either  I  mun  trustyoU 
for  I'  money,  or  you  mun  Uust  me  for  t'  breakfcst.  Now, 
as  you  seem  to  be  vastly  uken  wi*  me,  an'  i  a'nt  at  all 
Ukcn  wi'  you,  you'd  better  gi'  me  t*  money,  you  see,  an' 
trust  me  for  t'  breakfast." 

The  concluding  congratuUtory  epistle  of  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren  to  Mr.  HcLjme,  communicating  the  President's  pw- 
clamation,  closes  the  scene  as  an  appropriate  epilogWi  * 
suitable  finale. 

After  all  this  neglect,  hauteur,  superciliousness^  M* 
grasping,  overreaching  selfishness  on  their  part,  i»^^ 
turn  for  solicitation,  humiliation,  and  prodigal  conce»»oi» 
on ourt;  after  placing  an Klof  the  American  Congress 
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at  the  foot  of  a  British  minister,  to  be  trampled  upon 
and  violated,  our  own  envoy  is  instructed  to  express  to 
that  Government  the  "great  sutisfaction"  the  "President 
■  has  derived  from  the  candor  and  liberality  which  have 
<  eharacteriEcd  the  conduct  of  hb  Majesty's  ministers 
'  throughout  the  negotiation,  and  particularly  in  not  suf- 
'  fering  the  inadvertencies  of  our  legislation,  attributable 
•  to  the  haste  and  confusion  of  the  closing  scenes  of  the 
'  session,  to  defeat  and  delay  the  adjustment,"  &c  &c. 

And  subsequently,  after  the  "  pleasing  duty"  of  com- 
municating' to  Mr.  HcLane  the  President's  "entire  satis- 
&cti(Hi,"  Mr.  Van  Buren  concludes  by  saying,  "I  beg 
leave  to  add  the  expression  of  my  own  unquali&ed  ap- 
probation of  all  your  acts  since  the  commencement  of 
your  mission." 

Mr.  President,  to  what  priroanr  cause  can  be  ascribed 
these  disastrous  results?  To  what  fountains  shall  we 
trace  these  waters  of  bitterness?  Whence  this  infatuation, 
tbis  suicidal  delusion,  which  seems  to  have  controlled  the 
councib  of  the  nation?  It  is  the  demon  of  party,  which 
DOW  for  the  first  time  has  crossed  the  Atlantic,  to  present 
our  domestic  divisions  to  a  foreign  court. 

A  clamor  in  relation  to  the  colonial  trade  bad  been 
taised  against  the  late  administration  as  one  of  tlie  means 
of  driving-  them  from  power;  andtlieir  successors,  to  give 
some  color  of  a  redemption  of  previous  promises  for  poli- 
tical ends,  deemed  it  necessary  that  at  any  rate  some- 
thing should  be  done,  to  be  trumpeted  by  partisans. 
Even  the  President  has  said  that  one  of  the  reasons 
which  stimulated  his  negotiation,  in  answer  to  a  resolution 
which  I  bad  some  time  since  the  honor  to  introduce  upon 
this  subject,  was  the  "  influence  it  was  believed  to  luve 
hsd  in  the  elections  which  terminated  in  the  change  of 
administration." 

It  is  fkbled  that  the  wild  horse  in  his  native  freedom 
•ought  tlie  aid  of  man  against  bis  opponent,  the  stag:  he 
submitted  to  the  bit  and  the  saddle,  the  stag  was  hunted 
down,  but  the  man  was  forever  seated  upon  his  back. 

This  administration  has  already  felt  the  spur  and  the 
reins  of  the  rider,  and  endeavored,  but  in  vain,  to  dis- 
mount him.  This  theh:  condition  is  fully  exhibited  in 
their  correspondence,  just  now  received,  in  answer  to  a 
resolution  of  the  Senate.  It  has  seen  the  light  for  the 
first  time,  since  1  began  to  address  you.  We  there  learn, 
that  when  the  grateful  and  congratulatory  epistle  of  our 
Secretary  of  State  had  but  just  reached  the  British  shores, 
while  yet  the  trumpet  of  triumph  and  the  pxans  of  praise 
were  resouoding  through  the  land,  our  envoy  was  raising 
his  voice  in  alarm  and  protestation  against  the  injurious 
exercise  of  the  very  power  which  he  had  just  conceded. 

The  British  order  in  council  was  issued  on  the  6th  of 
November,  1830;  and  before  the  expiration  of  tlie  same 
month,  our  minister  is  seen  endeavoring,  by  a  long  and 
elaborate  communication,  to  arrest  the  progress  of  a  bill 
in  Parliament  for  regulating  colonial  duties.  He  espe- 
cially and  earnestly  protested  against  that  principle  of 
the  bill  which  discriminated  between  imposts  in  the  di- 
rect and  circuitous  routes  in  order  to  favor  British  navi- 
gation- His  complaints  were  unheeded.  The  measure 
vas  not  then  consummated,  by  reason  of  a  change  of  mi- 
nistry; but  he  was  informed  that  one  of  similar  character 
would  be  perfected  at  the  next  Parliament.  It  was  so. 
It  passed  on  the  22d  of  April,  1831.  It  involves  the  same 
objectionable  principle,  against  which  our  negotiator  pro- 
tested in  the  November  preceding,  and  in  which  he  was 
subsequently  instructed  to  persevere,  by  the  Secretary 
of  Slate.  Indeed,  it  carried  that  principle  still  further  in 
practical  extent,  by  making  the  discriminations  in  faivor 
of  the  indirect  voyage  greater  than  the  former  bill. 
Against  this,  too,  Mr.  McLane  protested  in  vain,  as  con- 
trary to  his  expectation  under  the  arrangement.  He  de- 
clared that  "  no  equality  in  any  part  of  the  trade  could 
be  predicated  of  its  provisions.''  He  even  began  at  last 
Voi,.  VHI.— 45 


to  use  the  language  of  demand — ^he  says:  "I  distinctly 
required  that  the  bill  should  be  conformed  to  the  term* 
and  spirit  of  the  agreement  concluded  with  Lord  Aber- 
deen. But  the  British  answered,  "  that  there  was  a  re- 
servation in  respect  to  the  schedule  of  duties  annexed  to 
the  act  of  1825."  This  was  conclusive.  It  admitted  of 
no  replication.  The  bill  was  not  changed.  It  became  a 
law.  It  has  been  submitted  to  in  silence  by  our  Executive, 
and  the  trade  is  now  subjected  to  all  its  injurious  enact- 
ments. Not  only  submitted  to;  but  in  December  last,  upon 
the  assembling  of  this  Congress,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  transmitted  his  annual  message,  purporting 
to  give  information  of  the  condition  of  our  country  audita 
important  interests.  He  had  then  befoi-e  him  all  theae 
communications  of  his  favorite  Secretary,  and  approved 
negutiator — the  protestation  against  this  objectional  prin- 
ciple— the  distinct  requisition  of  a  modification  of  the 
bill — the  unequivocal  confession  that  it  was  destructive  of 
all  equality  in  trade,  and  the  obnoxious  and  denounced 
bill  itself.  Did  he  send  them  to  us?  Did  he  let  us  know 
of  their  existence?  No,  sir;  but,  on  the  contrary,  refer- 
ring to  "arrangements  with  Great  Britun,  which  bad 
been  productive  of  mutual  good  feeling  and  amicable  re- 
lations between  the  two  countries,"  be  told  us,  "one  of 
tiiese  arrangements  is  that  relating  to  the  colonial  trade, 
which  was  communicated  to  Congress  at  the  last  session) 
and  although  the  short  period  during  which  it  has  been  ia 
force  will  not  enable  me  to  form  an  accurate  judgment 
of  its  operation,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
it  will  prove  highly  beneficiaL'* 

I  make  no  commentary  upon  the  attitude  in  which  the 
Chief  Magistrate  of  this  republican  country  has  thus  been 
pUiced  by  those  who  inBuence  his  counsels.  I  leave  i^ 
as  I  do  the  whole  subject,  to  the  calm  conaderation  and 
dehberate  judgment  of  Uie  Senate.  I  have  discharged 
my  duty  to  my  constituents  and  the  country.  I  have  done 
no  more — I  meant  to  do  no  less.  I  have  studiously  en- 
deavored to  be  correct.  I^  in  any  respect,  I  have  fallen 
into  error,  I  have  the  satia&ction  to  know  that  the  means 
of  correction  are  accessible  toevery  member,  and  that  th^ 
will  be  zealously  and  ably  improved. 

WsoHXSDAT,  Arau.  4. 

The  Senate  spent  this  day's  siting  principally  in  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 


Thosdat,  Ap>il  5. 
REVOLDTIONABY  PENSIONS. 

Mr.  FOOT  rose,  and  suggested  to  the  Senate  that  there 
was  a  bill  which  had  been  lying  on  the  table  of  the  Se- 
nate for  a  great  length  of  time,  and  to  which  he  had  made 
repeated  efforts  to  draw  the  attention  of  that  body.  It 
is  a  bill  which  stands  No.  1  on  the  docket  of  the  Senate, 
but  which  he  had  hitherto  &iled  in  all  his  efforts  %o  bring 
under  consideration.  There  are  many  citizens  who  feel 
a  greater  interest  in  the  &te  of  this  bill,  than  in  that  of 
many  of  the  public  questions  which  are  now  before  the 
Senate.  The  bill  to  which  he  referred,  was  the  bill  sup- 
plementary to  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the  surviving 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolutionary  army. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  a  hope  that  the  biU  would  not 
be  taken  up  at  this  late  period  of  the  session,  and  when 
so  many  other  important  subjects  are  inviting  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate.  Among  the  reasons  which  should 
weigh  with  gentlemen  to  refuse  this  motion,  he  stated 
that,  as  a  bill  on  this  subject  is  now  before  the  otiier  House, 
the  discussion  of  the  bill  now  referred  to  would  be  a  mere 
waste  of  the  time  of  the  Senate.  Another  reason  was, 
that  a  gentieman  from  Virginia,  not  now  in  his  seat,  but 
unavoidably  called  home  for  a  few  days,  was  very  desir- 
ous to  be  heard  whenever  this  bill  should  be  called  up. 
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and  had  requested  him  to  procure  a  postponement  of  the 
discusaion  until.his  return. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that  if  he  could  extend  courtesy,  on 
any  subject,  to  any  member  of  the  Senate,  he  would  be 
disposed  to  doit  in  this  case;  but  he  felt  that  he  was  now 
called  on  by  an  imperative  sense  of  duty  to  call  up  this 
bill,  and  he  could  only  refer  to  this  as  his  apology  for  re- 
fusing courtesy  in  this  instance.  The  pressure  on  him 
from  this  class  of  persons,  whose  claims  ought  to  be  taken 
up,  was  exceedingly  great.  This  bill  had  been  already 
postponed,  several  times,  in  consequence  of  the  absence 
of  Senators,  and  he  could  not  consent  to  any  further  post- 
ponement. As  to  the  object  of  his  motion,  he  felt  assured 
that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would,  himself, 
on  reflection,  come  to  the  decision  that  it  would  be  better 
to  act  on  the  bill  at  once,  than  further  to  put  it  off.  The 
bill  in  the  other  House,  if  it  should  pass,  would  place  the 
Senate  in  an  awkward  situation,  as  it  provides  for  a  very 
large  appropriation  of  money.  He  doubted  not  that  the 
minds  of  Senators  are  made  up,  and  that  there  is  no  pro- 
bability of  any  protracted  discussion.  He  would  pledge 
himself  to  make  no  observations,  unless  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  do  so,  in  reply  to  others;  and  if  the  bill  should 
not  be  disposed  of  before  the  expiration  of  the  hour  ap- 
propriated to  morning  business,  he  would  agree  to  its 
postponement  until  to-morrow.  It  was  with  a  view  to 
take  up  this  bill,  and  some  otlier  subjects  in  which  some 
interest  was  feh  throughout  the  country,  that  he  had  at- 
tempted to  induce  the  Senate  to  meet  at  eleven  o'clock. 
He  regretted  the  absence  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia;  but 
that  gentleman  would  have  an  opportunity  to  be  heard, 
and  he  believed  that  the  gentleman  had  delivered  his 
sentiments  already  on  a  similar  measure.  As  he  was  ex- 
tremely desirous  Vo  test  the  sense  of  the  Senate  on  this 
question,  he  would  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his 
motion. 

The  yeas  and  navs  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  it  was  time  that  the  appropriation  bill 
should  pass;  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate 
woulii  take  it  up  in  preference  to  any  other  object.  The 
members  of  Congress  had  secured  their  own  pay,  but  the 
clerks,  who  can  only  draw  their  pay  under  the  provisions 
of  the  general  appropriation  bill,  can  receive  nothing  to 
support  their  famiUcs.  He  liope<l,  therefore,  that  the  ap- 
propriation bill  would  now  be  taken  up. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Foot,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messi-8.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Kni^t,  Marcy,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Spragfue,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Kane,  King,  Miller,  Kobinson,  Smith,  Troup, 
White.— 12. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 
Mr.  WEBSTEK  made  a  report  from  the  select  com- 
mittee on  the  apportionment  bill,  accompanied  by  a  bill; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 
[For  the  report,  see  Appendix.] 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  the  revolutionary  pension  bill. 

An  amendment,  offered  by  Mr.  FOOT,  to  include  the 
officers  of  the  navy  and  marines  within  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  was  agreed  to,  without  a  divi^on,  af\er  a  few 
words  from  Mr.  FOOT. 

Mr.  WILKINS  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  stnk- 
ing  out  the  word  "  and"  where  it  occurs  before  "  sol- 
diers," and  inserting  after  "  soldiers"  the  words  "  and 
Indian  spies." 

Mr.  FOOT  expressed  the  acquiescence  of  the  commit- 
tee io  this  amendment.     It  bad  been  intended  to  embrace 


all  classes  who  had  been  subjected  to  risk,  whether  thejr 
were  designated  as  State  troops,  regular  troops,  volun. 
teers,  militia,  or  any  others"who  had  been  draugjhted,  and 
had  served  for  nine  months  during  the  war.  The  same 
subject  had  been  discussed  in  committee,  and  it  vai  in- 
tended to  embrace  the  class  of  men  desgnated  hjitt 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  WILKINS  rejoined,  that  if  such  was  the  intentioD 
of  the  committee,  there  could  be  no  objection  m  mtkin; 
the  intention  more  definite. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  br  in- 
serting between  the  word  "soldiers"  and  the  words  of  the 
amendment,  "  express  riders,  boatmen,  wagoners." 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  should  object  to  including  penou 
who,  if  they  did  any  service,  ran  no  risk  in  its  performuicc 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  classes  mentioned  by  the  ^n- 
tleman  from  New  York  should  not  be  put  on  the  nme 
footing  with  Indian  spies.  Wagoners  and  boatmen,  vho 
were  hired  out  by  their  employers  or  masters,  nn  do 
risk.     This  was  too  bad. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  thought  differently  from  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland.  If  volunteers  were  entiUed  to  the 
provisions  of  the  bill,  he  saw  no  reason  why  vagoneis. 
and  boatmen  should  be  excluded.  He  would  carry  tk 
principle  out  still  further,  and  include  farmers.  The  fiir- 
mers  who  furnislved  the  means  of  subsistence,  had  is  good 
a  claim  as  the  wagoners  who  transported  it.  Nay,  he 
hoped  the  Senate  would  go  through  with  it,  and  pe»!io« 
the  people — give  a  pension  to  all  who  lived  in  the  time  of 
the  revolution.  The  evident  object  of  the  bill  ii  to  take 
money  out  of  the  publ  c  treasury.  This  he  conW  prore 
to  be  the  object.  Ay,  he  could  prove  it.  We-ire  about 
to  pension  every  man  who,  in  a  war  of  seven  years,  sened 
for  a  period  of  fourteen  months.  Is  there  a  man  who  liTtd 
in  those  times,  who  did  not,  at  some  period  or  other, 
serve  six  months'  Even  after  the  war  of  the  revdutioi 
had  terminated,  and  the  preliminaries  of  peace  had  been 
signed,  and  Cornwallis  had  surrendered,  there  were  hanp 
ers  on  in  the  camp,  who  served,  and  were  entitled.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  not  only  wagoners  and  boatmen, 
but  farmers,  traders,  drover^  all  would  be  inehided.  H« 
would  embrace  all  who  Kvcd  before  llie  signing  of  the 
treaty.  If  all  who  ran  risk-,  rich  and  poor,  were  to  be 
placed  on  an  equal  fooling,  he  would  include  all- 
Mr.  FOOT  congratulated  the  Senate  on  this  develop- 
ment of  tiie  views  of  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Caroliio,  »Jit 
illustrated  the  ground  in  which  the  bill  was  intended  to  be 
opposed.  He  referred  to  the  support  which  the  Sens- 
tor  had  given  to  the  bill  in  1818,  to  which  this  was  imp- 
plement. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  he  had  been  applied  te  by  « 
constituent,  who  had  been  a  sailmaker  during  the  retol* 
tion,  and  who  thought  it  hard  Uiat  he  was  eKluo™ 
from  the  benefit  of  the  pension  law.  Mr.  S.  said  be  »»• 
edhim,  '■  Have  you  served  in  the  militia?  DidyoufW 
march?"     "  No;  but  I  made  sails  for  a  privateer." 

Mr.  MARCY  made  some  observations  in  support  of  b» 
motion.  When  the  war  was  carried  on  in  the  State  of 
New  York,  wagoners,  express  riders,  and  boatmen  were 
essential  agents,  and  encountered  great  lisk  in  the  pa- 
formance  of  the  services  which  were  committed  to  then- 
They  carried  provisions  and  munitions  of  war,  not  0B7 
along  the  seaboard,  but  along  the  line  of  inland  '*^'*Ji 
large  portion  of  the  citizens  were  wagoners,  and  suffered 
as  much  as  soldiers- 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  tlie  amendment  to  l« 
amendment  was  negatived- 

The  question  recurring  on  the  amendment  mow  of 
Mr.  WiLKiKs,  , 

Mr.  GRUNDY  sUted,  (hat  whatever  nnght  be  too™ 
vote  on  this  bill,  he  would  never  vote  to  include  any  »™ 
have  not  meritorious  claims.  He  had  understood  'h*'*'' 
bill  would  not  be  pressed  after  the  expiration  of  the  Iwu'' 
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He  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
tbat  he  had  an  amendment  which  he  desired  to  oAcr,  but 
vbich  he  would  not  be  able  to  offer  until  to-morrow. 
The  amendment,  as  it  now  stands,  includes  only  those 
who  served  during^  the  period  of  the  revolutioiwry  war.  In 
the  Western  States  there  were  Indian  wars  which  continued 
after  the  revolutionary  contest  was  determined;  and  he  was 
not  willing'  to  overlook  those  who  had  been  eni;aged  in 
lerrices  equally  hazardous,  and  growing  out  of  the  war  of 
the  revolution,  because  they  were  not  rendered  until  after 
the  close  of  the  main  struggle.  With  a  view  to  allow  time 
to  prepare  bis  amendment,  he  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on 
the  table,  and  proceed  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

These  motions  being  decided  in  the  affirmative,  the 
Senate  proceeded  to  the  orders  of  the  day. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  ge- 
neral  appropriation  bill — ^tbe  question  being  on  the  amend- 
ment to  allow  4,500  dollars  for  the  return  of  the  ministers 
from  France  and  England. 

Hr.  SPRAGUE  concluded  the  speech  which  be  com. 
nenced  on  Tuesday,  (the  whole  of  which  is|^ven  above.) 
After  Mr.  S.  had  concluded, 

Hr.  WEBSTER  moved  the  printing  of  the  British  act 
of  Parliament  of  the  22d  April,  1831;  and  also  of  a  portion 
of  a  document  which  accompanied  the  President's  mes- 
sage, being  atabular  statement  of  the  duties  as  they  existed 
before  the  present  arrangement  was  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  the  reason  for  this  motion. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  sUted  that  the  object  of  his  motion 
was  to  enable  the  Senate  the  better  to  understand  the  mo- 
di6cation  which  had  been  made  in  her  tariff  laws  by  Great 
Britain.  The  gentleman  from  Maine  had  read  a  part  of 
die  correspondence  of  the  American  minister,  complaining 
of  the  destruction  of  the  equality  in  the  trade  by  the  act 
to  which  be  had  referred.  At  an  early  stage  of  the  ses- 
sion, there  were  gentlemen  of  the  Senate  who  were  unin- 
formed as  to  tlie  existence  of  this  law. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  objected  to  tlie  motion  to  print  a  docu- 
ment which  could  only  be  useful  to  illustrate  the  argu- 
ments of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  question. 
Every  one,  he  said,  knew  that  there  had  been  a  mo<Mca- 
tion  of  the  British  law  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  every  body,  then,  had  got 
Ais  knowledge  very  recently.  Six  weeks  ago  the  chair- 
man of  the  Finance  Committee  did  not  know  it.  He 
then  briefly  referred  to  the  course  pursued  by  the  British 
Government  when  tlte  tones  brought  a  bill  before  the 
British  Parliament  atthe  close  of  the  AVellington  adminis- 
tration. Whether,  since  this  arrangement  has  been  made. 
Great  Britain  baa  found  it  convenient,  under  the  reserva- 
tioQ  in  Lord  Aberdeen's  letter,  to  change  her  whole  sys- 
tem of  tariff  duties,  as  far  as  regards  the  West  India 
islands,  we  are  now  inquiring,  as  a  question  of  great  mo- 
ment If  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  meant  to  say  that 
the  question  was  not  relevant  to  the  bill,  as  one  making 
appropriation  for  the  services  of  the  year,  be  it  so.  But 
its  general  bearing  on  the  question  immediately  under 
diacusraon  could  not  be  doubted.  It  was  a  subject  which 
ought  to  be,  and  which  Mr.  W.  presumed  would  be,  fully 
discussed  here. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  state  that  he  did  not  know  of  the 
existence  of  the  law  of  the  British  Parliament 

Mr.  HOLMES  reminded  tlie  Senator  from  MaryUnd 
fiiat  he  had  expressed  a  doubt  of  its  existence;  and  when 
be  [B<r.  H.]  told  hhn  where  it  was  to  be  found,  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland  said  it  was  not  there. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  repeated  that  the  evident  object  of  the 
motion  was  to  illustrate  tlie  arguments  of  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side,  and  suggested  that  the  important  &cts 
were  all  to  be  found  in  the  correspondence  already  laid 
before  the  Senate. 


The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  motion  to  print  was  in> 
formal,  and  could  not  be  received. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  referred  to  tlie  act  of  Parliament,  and 
stated  his  intention  to  print  it  in  the  report  of  his  speech. 

Hr.  SMITH  said  that  the  act  had  not  passed  into  a  law. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  stated  tbat  it  had  passed,  and  had  been 
communicated  to  the  Senate,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
The  law  passed  on  the  32d  of  April,  1831.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  says  the  act  has  not  passed.  Mr.  Living- 
ston says  it  has  passed. 

Mr.  SMITH  interrupted.  "Iknowthatperfectlywell." 

Mr.  SPRAGUE.  The  Senator  from  Maryland  knows 
that  perfectly  well;  yet,  two  minutes  ago,  he  said  the  law 
had  not  passed.  Now  he  knows  this  perfectly  well,  and 
yet,  in  the  presence  of  all  these  gentlemen,  he  had  but  just 
declared  that  he  did  not  know  tbat  the  law  had  passed.  Mr. 
S.  then  read  one  or  two  passages  from  the  law,  and  asked 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  if  he  did  not  also  know  that 
perfectly  well. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

•     Fbidat,  AraiL  6. 

Mr.  SMITH  offered  the  following  resolution: 

Betohxd,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Stetes  be 
requested  to  cause  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Senate  Lord 
Aberdeen's  letter  in  answer  to  Mr.  Barbour's  of  the  37th 
of  November,  1828;  and,  also,  so  much  of  a  letter  of  the 
32d  April,  1831,  from  Mr.  McLane  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  as 
relates  to  the  proposed  duty  on  cotton. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  the  resolution.  He  stated  that  a  por- 
tion of  Lord  Aberdeen's  letter  related  to  the  subject  of 
cotton;  and  it  was  important  that  the  information  should 
be  before  the  Senate.  He  said  that  he  found  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Barbour  to  Lord  Aberdeen  on  this  Tcry  subject,  but 
could  find  no  answer. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  CLAY  offered  the  following  resolution;  wUeh  was 
agreed  to: 

Raohed,  Tbat  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  direct- 
ed to  report  to  the  Senate  such  additional  correspondence 
which  may  have  taken  place  between  the  Treasury  De- 
partment and  the  collectors  of  the  revenue,  or  appnusers, 
showing  the  construction  at  the  treasury  of  the  laws  levy- 
ing duties  on  foreign  imports,  as  is  not  embraced  in  the 
report  made  in  compliance  irith  the  resolution  of  the  33d 
of  January  last. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consderation  of  the  bill  mak* 
ing  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government  dttring^ 
the  year  1833. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  some  explanations  in  reply  to  what 
fell  yesterday  from  the  Senators  frmn  Maine  and  Massa- 
chusetts, which,  he  said,  he  was  too  much  fiitigued  at  the 
time  to  notice.  The  act  introduced  into  the  British  Par* 
liament  by  Mr.  Herries,  im|}osed  a  4uty  of  six  shillings  a 
barrel  on  wheat  flour,  and  increased  the  duties  on  other 
bread  stuffs,  imported  directly  from  the  United  States 
into  the  British  colonies.  Hr.  McLane  remonstrated  to 
Lord  Grey  against  the  bill,  and  those  duties  were  not  in 
the  bill  which  passed.  The  bill  which  <Ud  pass,  <Ud  not 
affect  any  of  the  material  articles,  and  this  was  the  state- 
ment which  he  made  when  the  discusaon  of  the  subject 
took  place  some  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  tbat  when  fliis  subject,  «x  weeks 
ago,  was  before  the  Senate,  it  did  not  seem  to  be  known, 
with  any  certainty,  if  any  act  had  passed.  The  Senator 
from  Maryland  did  not  then  inform  the  Senate  of  the  iact. 
He  [Mr.  W.]  could  not  find  the  act;  and  he  had  accord- 
ingly written  to  a  friend  in  New  York,  who  forwarded  to 
him  a  copy  of  it    That  copy  he  had  shown  to  •  friend. 
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«nd  by  this  fnend  it  was  communicated  to  the  Senator 
from  Maryland. 

Mr.  SMITH.     I  know  that:  you  all  heard  it. 

Mr.  WEB8TEK  resumed.  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land said  that  the  Herries  bill  had  failed  when  the  Wel- 
lington adminiatration  went  out  of  power;  and  had  further 
said  that  no  law  had  passed.  Now  he  tells  us  that  he 
knew  all  about  it  He  [Mr.  W.]  thought  he  had  reason 
greatly  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  Senator's  recollec- 
tion;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  becoming  act,  if  that 
Senator  could  himself  be  brought  to  question  it.  The 
gentleman  now  says  that  he  well  knew  that  Lord  Grey's 
administration  imposed  new  duties,  yet,  at  the  same  time, 
he  tells  us  that  he  kno»s  of  nothing  done  by  that  admin- 
istration unfitvorable  to  American  interests.  If  the  Sena- 
tor knew  all  this  before,  why  had  he  not  communicated 
his  knowledge  to  the  Senate  ?  The  Senator  was  not  given 
to  be  so  little  communicative  of  what  he  knows.  But 
the  fcct  is,  that  the  recollection  of  the  gentleman  is  so 
much  overloaded,  that  it  cannot  bear  every  thing  which 
II  imposed  on  it.  The  gentleman  had  evidently  confound- 
ed the  laws  with  each  other.  Had  he  informed  the 
Senate  of  the  existence  of  the  act,  he  [Mr.  W.]  would 
not  have  taken  the  trouble  to  write  all  over  the  country  to 
obtain  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  had  seen  it  in  the  Albion. 

Mr.  HOLMES  referred  the  Senator  fit>m  Maryland  to 
the  printed  reports  of  their  several  speeches,  to  show  how 
the  case  stood.  He  [Mr.  H.]  had  stated  that  the  duties 
imposed  by  the  bill  of  Mr.  Herries  were  unfavorable  to 
the  United  States,  but  that  this  act  did  not  pass.  Mr. 
H.  had  said  that  this  act  did  not  pass,  but  that  a  more 
obnoxious  one  had  passed.  The  Senator  from  Maryland 
denied  that  this  was  the  fact.  Mr.  H.  had  also  stated  that 
the  trade  was  open  to  the  British  two  months  earlier  than 
it  was  to  American  vessek.  This  also  was  contradicted 
by  the  Senator  from  Maryland.  On  going  home,  and  ex- 
amining his  books,  he  [Mr.  H.]  had  found  that  he  was 
accurate  in  both  his  statements.  He  [Mr.  H.]  was  aston- 
ished to  hear  the  Senator  from  Marylaiid  say  that  he  had 
given  him  the  information,  when,  in  &ct,  he  [Mr.  H.] 
gave  the  information  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  and 
told  him  he  would  find  it  in  the  Albion. 

Mr.  KANE,  of  Illinois,  then  rose,  in  reply  to  the  speech 
concluded  yesterday  by  Mr.  Spragve. 

Had  tliere  been,  said  Mr.  K.,  no  State  of  New  York, 
my  venerable  friend  at  the  head  of  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance [Mr.  Smith]  would  not  now  be  deploring  the  delay 
to  which  the  appropriation  bill  is  subjected  in  consequence 
of  this  discussion.  During  the  whole  session,  New  York 
had  appeared  to  be  the  spectre  which  disturbed  all  our 
day  dreams. 

Just  as  gentlemen  had  succeeded  in  proving  with  mathe- 
matical accuracy  that  more  money  had  been  expended  on 
account  of  foreign  intercourse  during  the  two  first  years 
of  this  administration,  than  had  been  expended  during  the 
two  last  years  of  the  late  administration;  just  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Massachusetts  had,  with  his  usual  eloquence,  and 
emphasis  of  language,  exhibited  a  striking  picture  of  the 
false  clamor  of  bad  men  and  bad  printers,  raised  on  the 
dle^d  ^ound  of  the  extravagance  of  the  late  adminis- 
tration; just  as  that  gentleman  had  sud  that  which,  when 
published  and  spread  througtiout  the  land,  was  well  suited 
to  excite  the  sympathy  of  the  public  for  injured  inno- 
cence, in  came  the  Senator  from  New  York,  and  told  ns 
that  it  was  all  a  mistake;  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  had  not  so  much  complained  of  the  amount  of  money 
which  the  late  administration  had  expended,  as  they  had 
complained  that  the  money  had  been  expended,  and  that 
nothing  had  been  done.  Whereupon,  a  distinguished  Se- 
nator [Mr.  Cut]  rose  in  his  place,  and  declared  that  the 
late  administration  had  negotiated  more  treaties  than  all 
preeeding  adounistrations,  from  the  orgaoisatioo  of  the 


Government  down  to  the  commencement  of  that  adminis- 
tration. [Here  Mr.  CLAY  explained,  and  said  thttbe 
spoke  of  treaties  concluded  at  Washington.] 

Now,  sir,  said  Mr.  K.,  with  the  issue  thus  joined,  I  hare 
nothing  to  do.  The  Senator  from  New  York  is  quite 
competent  to  act  for  himself,  and  to  him  do  I  leave  it 

But,  sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Snietit,]  inj. 
cipating  that  this  issue  miglit  be  varied— that  it  might  be 
said  that  the  number  of  treaties  was  not  so  important  u 
their  quality — that  a  treaty  with  Denmark,  securing;  to 
our  citizens  six  or  seven  hundred  thousand  dollan,  il. 
though  made  by  the  present  administration,  conldnot be 
compared  with  the  treaty  made  with  France,  securing  a 
many  millions — that  although  the  late  administration  iiii|;hl 
have  made  treaties  without  number,  embracing  one  with 
the  court  at  Port  au  Prince,  and  another  with  ttieauthori. 
ties  at  Liberia,  yet,  when  considered  with  regard  to  the 
beneficial  effects  upon  this  community,  they  aould  all 
sink  into  insignificance  when  compared  with  the  single 
arrangement  made  by  this  administration  opening  Hiide 
between  the  United  States  and  British  possesions  in 
America,  has  come  forward  to  show  us  that  this  "  arrange- 
ment" was  made  in  violation  of  law;  that  our  trade  and 
navigation  were  upon  a  better  footing  before  it  was  made 
than  they  now  are;  and  the  more  effectually  to  accoDipMi 
his  purpose,  he  has  thought  fit  to  arraign  the  President, 
the  late  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  present  Secretarjof 
the  Treasury,  for  the  part  taken  by  them  in  relation  to 
this  subject.  As  to  the  alleged  inaccuracy  contaiiiedin 
the  President's  reply  to  tlie  letter  of  the  republican  mem. 
hers  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  I  shall  content  mj. 
self  for  the  present  by  expressing  the  belief  that  I  shall 
prove,  before  1  have  done,  tiiat  the  reply  containi  the 
truth  stated  not  only  substantially,  but  to  tiie  letter.  As 
to  the  motives  imputed  to  him  for  answering  a  letter  fitm 
so  respectable  a  body  of  gentlemen  in  the  mode  and  man- 
ner in  which  that  answer  was  made,  I  will  now  say  thii: 
That  whenever  I  can  be  convinced  that  Andrew  Jackson 
has  followed  the  bad  example  of  any  of  his  enemies,  by 
using  the  influence  of  his  official  station  for  the  pulpose 
of  accomplishing  the  ends  of  an  unhallowed  ambition,  or 
for  the  still  more  unworthy  purpose  of  destroying  a  ro^ 
ritorious  rival,  I  shall  look  upon  him  with  unmingled 
abhorrence. 

The  late  Secretary  of  State,  whose  elevated  virtues 
and  untarnished  fame  I  hold  in  undiminished  regard,  Im» 
not  yet  sufliciently  atoned  for  the  crime  of  possessing  JO 
large  a  share  of  the  public  confidence. 

The  present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury',  it  appears,  H 
in  the  character  of  an  American  negotiator,  approadiM 
the  British  ministry  with  "  whining  supplications."  Sir, 
1  had  thought  that  if  any  distinguished  statesman  of  the 
age,  of  amiable  temper  and  manners,  pure  morals,  fixed 
integrity,  profound  knowledge,  and  lofty  independence 
of  character,  had  passed  without  reproach,  that  Lorn* 
McLane  was  that  man.  Sir,  he  has  given  a  recent  ev> 
dence  of  his  independence;  which  has  called  forth  and 
will  continue  to  call  forth  the  applause  of  all  his  pohucal 
enemies  who  possess  one  particle  of  magnanimity.  I  hare 
read  over  and  over  again  these  objectionable  communica- 
tions, and  can  find  nothing  in  language  or  argument,  i^ 
consistent  with  that  courtesy,  dignity,  and  unaffeclM 
independence  which  should  always  characterizo-thc  diplo- 
matic intercourse  of  sovercig-n  Powers.  I  can  only  «o 
count  for  the  error  into  which  the  honorable  gentleman 
has  fallen,  by  supposing  that  he  has  set  his  own  aimable 


feelings  to  the  music  of  his  own  voice,  and  has  'J'"™'™ 
the  harmony  thus  produced  for  the  «•  winnings'  of  me 
minister. 


Sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  transferred  *?  *'  ?*; 
ject  before  us,  the  resolutions  which  he  some  *''''5  ""T 
submitted  for  consideration,  and  these  form  the  fiHinos- 
tions  of  bis  argument. 
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Hia  resolutions  declare  in  substance; 
1st.  That  "the  arrangement"  pves  to  "British  ves- 
'  lels,  in  the  trade  between  this  country  and  the  colonial 
■  possessions  of  Great  Britain,  advantages  in  transporting 
*  articles  to  the  West  Indies,  greater  than  is  secured  to 
'  American  vessels,  and  violates  that  reciprocity  in  navi- 
'  gation  which  our  Government  has  heretofore  sedulously 
'and  firmly  endeavored  to  maintain. 

3d.  "  The  President's  proclamation  of  October,  1830, 
<  vas  not  Mithorized  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  of 
•May,  1830." 

Tlie  truth  of  these  propositions  is  to  be  determined  by 
a  reference  to  the  terms  of  the  arrangement,  which  are 
found  in  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  May,  1830,  and  to 
the  construction  fixed  upon  that  law  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States  and  the  British  autltorities. 

The  act  of  Congress  provides,  in  substance,  1st.  That, 
when  the  President  shall  be  satisfied  that  the  ports  of  the 
West  Indies,  Bahama  islands,  &c.  will  be  opened  to  the 
vessels  of  the  United  States,  for  an  indefinite  or  a  limited 
term,  th«t  such  vessels  and  their  cargoes,  entering  the 
West  India  ports,  shall  be  subject  to  no  other  or  higher 
charges  than  would  be  imposed  on  British  vessels  or  their 
cargoes  arriving  from  the  United  States. 

2d.  That  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  might  import 
into  said  ports,  from  the  United  States,  any  articles  which 
could  be  loiported  in  British  vessels  from  the  United  States 
into  the  same  ports. 

2d.  That  vessels  of  the  United  States  might  export 
from  the  British  colonies  to  any  country  whatever,  (other 
than  the  dominions  or  possessions  of  Great  Britain,)  any 
irtides  wrhich  can  be  exported  therefrom  in  a  British  ves- 
sel, to  any  country  other  than  the  British  dominions  or 
possessions  as  aforesaid. 

4tb.  That  the  commercial  intercourse  of  the  United 
States  with  all  other  ports  of  the  British  dominion*  or 
possesuons,  shall  not  be  left  on  a  footing  less  fiivorable  to 
the  United  States  than  it  then  was. 

5tb.  That  then,  and  in  that  case,  the  President  is  au- 
thorized to  issue  his  proclamation,  declaring  that  he  has 
received  such  evidence :  and,  thereupon,  the  ports  of  the 
United  States  shall  be  opened,  indefinitely,  or  for  a  term 
fixed,  to  British  vessels  coming  from  the  said  British  colo- 
nial possessions,  and  their  cargoes  subject  to  no  other  or 
higher  duty  of  tonnage,  or  impost,  or  charge  of  any  de- 
Kription  whatever,  than  would  be  levied  on  the  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  or  their  cargoes,  arriving  from  the 
aid  British  possessions;  and  British  vessels  might  import 
into,  and  export  from,  the  United  States,  any  article 
which  mif^ht  be  imported  or  exported  in  American  ves- 
sels; and  the  President  was,  moreover,  authorized  to  sus- 
pend, or  declare  to  be  repealed,  the  restrictive  acts  of 
Congress  of  1818  and  1820. 

That  there  might  be  no  after  difficulties  in  the  construc- 
tion of  this  act,  and  tlie  British  minister  no  doubt  remem- 
bering that  the  arrangement  supposed  to  have  been  made 
by  mutual  acts  of  legislation  in  1822,  had  been  broken 
down  by  the  construction  of  the  then  Executive  of  the 
United  States,  Lord  Aberdeen  asks  for  explanations  upon 
the  following  points: 

1.  Are  American  vessels,  coming  with  cargoes  from 
any  other  place  than  the  United  States,  to  be  admitted 
under  the  arrangement  into  the  colonial  ports  of  Great 
Britain.'     The  answer  was,  no. 

2.  Are  the  articles  to  be  imported  on  equal  terms  in 
British  of  American  vessels,  to  be  the  produce  of  the 
United  States?    The  answer  was,  yes. 

3.  Was  the  trade  between  the  American  continental 
colonies  of  Great  Britain  to  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing  with  the  trade  between  the  British  West  Indies 
and  the  United  States?    The  answer  was,  yes. 

4.  Do  these  words  of  the  act  of  Congress,  "the  com- 
mercial intercooncof  the  United  States  with  all  other 


parts  of  tlie  British  dominions  or  possessions  shall  be  left 
on  a  footing  not  less  favorable  to  the  United  States  tlian  it 
now  is,"  imply  a  positive  condition  to  maintain  unchanged, 
or  upon  any  particular  footing  of  favor,  every  part  of  the 
Britisli  system  of  trade  with  the  United  States?  The  an- 
swer was,  no. 

S.  The  British  nunister  notified  the  American  minister 
that  the  British  Government  had  it  in  view  to  modify  the 
schedule  of  duties  attached  to  their  act  of  Parliament  of 
1825,  so  as  to  support  the  interests  of  her  colonies,  which 
bad  been  incidental!]*  fostered  during  the  suspension  of  the 
intercourse. 

The  act  of  Congress  thus  construed  constitutes  the  basis 
of  the  arrangement.  Permit  me,  sir,  before  g^ing  into 
an  examination  of  the  correctness  of  this  construction,  to 
notice  an  objection  to  this  arrangement,  on  the  ground 
that  British  vessels  may  take  from  the  ports  of  the  United 
States  foreign  produce  to  the  British  colonies,  and  Ameri- 
can vessels  cannot.  This  privilege,  now  enjoyed  by  Great 
Britain,  is  no  part  of  "the  arrangement."  It  is  enjoyed 
under  our  navigation  laws.  It  is,  at  this  moment,  compe- 
tent for  Congress  to  alter  that  law,  without  the  slightest 
impeachment  of  our  faith  under  the  arrangement  of  the 
West  India  trade.  An  equivalent  for  this  surreniler,  if 
there  is,  in  fact,  any  surrender  about  it,  is  found  in  the 
privilege  ^ven  to  the  American  vessel  to  export  from  the 
colonies  foreign  produce  to  any  part  of  the  world,  (the 
dominions  of  Great  Britain  excepted.)  But,  sir,  what  com- 
mercial nation  ever  thought  of  prohibiting  exports  as  a 
mean  of  advancing  her  commercial  prosperity,  unless, 
indeed,  it  might  be  for  the  purpose  of  forcing,  by  some 
measure  of  retaliation,  upon  foreign  States  a  more  libe- 
ral commerce?  Instead  of  prohibiting  exports,  the  course 
of  most  commercial  nations  has  been  to  encourage  them 
(says  Adam  Smith)  by  drawbacks,  bounties,  by  advanta- 
geous treaties  of  commerce  with  foreign  States,  and  some- 
times by  the  establishment  of  colonies  in  distant  countries. 
If  the  principle  of  the  federal  constitution,  prohibiting  du- 
ties upon  exports,  could  be  considered  consistent  witii  the 
policy  of  prohibition  upon  exports  in  foreign  vessels,  are 
there  any  considerations  which  sliould  induce  us  to  follow 
such  a  course?  Foreign  articles  will  never  be  exported 
unless  they  are  worth  more  abroad  than  at  home,  and  will 
only  be  exported  when  there  is  a  surplus.  The  Govern- 
ment get  the  benefit  of  the  duty  upon  the  importationt  and 
if  a  drawback  is  allowed,  our  navigation  will  have  had 
the  benefit  of  the  freight. 

Upon  the  first  point  of  inquiry  made  by  Lord  Aberdeen, 
that  minister  says:  It  "can  scarcely,  indeed,  have  been  in- 
tended that  this  stipul^ition  should  extend  to  American 
vessels  coming  with  caj-goes  from  any  other  places  than 
the  United  States,  because  it  is  well  known  that,  under 
the  navigation  laws  of  Great  Britain,  no  foreign  vessel 
could  bring  a  cargo  to  any  British  colonial  port  from  any 
other  country  than  its  own." 

I  shall  have  occasion  before  I  have  done,  Mr.  Prendent, 
to  show  that  the  object  botiiof  the  late  and  of  the  present 
administration  was  to  obtain  tlie  benefit  of  tliat  celebrated 
act  of  the  Br.t'ish  Parliament  regulating  the  trade  of  the 
British  possessions  abroad,  which  became  a  law  on  the 
5th  of  July,  1825,  and  that  ultimately  the  arrangement  in 
question  was  made  upon  that  basis;  "and,  by  that  act, 
(says  Mr.  McLane  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  of  2Utl» 
August,  1830,)  the  importation  both  into  her  European 
and  colonial  ports  is  restricted  to  the  vessels  of  the  coun- 
try of  which  the  articles  imported  shall  be  the  produce. 
Nor  has  this  restriction  been  considered  inconsistent  with 
our  commercial  convention  with  Great  Britain,  which 
we  have  anxiously  sought  to  extend  to  the  colonial  inter- 
course." 

The  same  letter  proceeds  to  say:  "  She  (Great  Britain) 
moreover  places  the  United  States  in' the  intercourse  with 
the  colonies  on  the  tame  footing  ^tb  all  other  nations;  and. 
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by  assenting  to  rerttlations,  thouf^h  by  legislative  enact- 
ment in  tlie  colonial  trade,  similar  to  those  provided  by 
our  commercial  convention  for  the  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  the  British  possessions  in  Europe,  she 
now  concedes  tous,  in  this  respect,  substantially  that  which 
we  have  been  inetfecliially  seeking  since  the  year  1815." 

Upon  the  second  inquiry  of  the  British  minister,  in  re- 
ference to  the  kind  of  articles  to  be  imported  into  the 
colonies  from  the  Un  ted  States,  there  is  still  less  difficulty 
in  pronouncing  upon  the  oorrectness  of  the  agreed  con- 
struction. Upon  this  point  Lord  Aberdeen,  in  his  letter 
to  Mr.  HcLane,  of  the  17th  August,  1830,  observes:  '*  In 
this  passage,  (referrin?  to  a  passage  in  the  act  of  Congress 
of  29th  May,  1830.)  it  is  not  made  sufficiently  clear  that 
the  articles  to  be  imported  on  equal  terms  by  British  or 
American  vessels  from  the  United  States  must  be  the 
produce  of  the  United  States."  He  goes  on  to  say  that 
"  he  cannot  but  suppose  that  such  a  limitation  must  have 
been  contemplated,  because  the  clause  of  the  navigation 
act  already  ailverted  to,  whereby  an  American  would 
be  precluded  from  bringing  any  article,  not  the  produce 
of  America,  to  a  British  colonial  port,  is  not  onljr  a  sub- 
ject of  universal  notoriety,  but  the  same  provision  b 
distinctly  made  in  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  which  has 
been  so  often  referred  to  in  the  discussions  on  this  subject. " 

This  restriction  is  also  contained  in  the  commercial  con- 
rentionof  1815,  regulating  the  intercourse  between  this 
country  and  the  British  European  possessions.  The  act 
of  Congress  of  March  3d,  1815,  which  has  formed  the 
basis  of  all  our  commercial  conventions  since  the  period 
of  its  passage,  and  which  repeals  all  acts  imposing  discri- 
minating duties  with  regard  to  the  vessels  and  cargoes  of 
all  other  nations  who  would  adopt  similar  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  United  States,  repeals  them  in  reference  to 
such  cargoes  only  as  may  consist  of  "  the  produce  or  ma- 
nufacture of  the  nation  to  which  such  foreign  ships  or 
Tessels  may  belong."  Of  this  act  of  Congress  I  shall  have 
occasion  hereafter  to  speak  more  at  large. 

So  far  as  any  subsequent  law  of  the  United  States  has 
bad  in  view  the  establishment  of  our  commercial  inter- 
course with  foreign  States  upon  terms  of  reciprocity,  the 
same  limitation  is  imposed.  The  famous  "  elsewhere"  act 
of  1823,  as  it  is  called,  the  provisions  of  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently recur  to  more  particularly,  is  limited  by  the  same 
restriction. 

With  regard  to  the  points  I  have  been  discussing,  Mr. 
McLane,  in  bis  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  before 
alluded  to,  holds  the  following  language:  "I  am  not 
aware  that  the  restriction  of  the  ri^bt  of  importation 
into  the  colonies  to  articles  of  American  produce  was, 
at  any  period,  seriously  objected  to  by  our  Govern- 
ment: nor  can  the  difference,  in  this  respect,  between 
American  and  British  vessels,  if  we  allow  it  to  continue, 
be  an  object  of  much  importance  in  any  point  of  view.  It 
will,  generally,  be  our  interest,  as  it  is  that  of  every  other 
nation,  to  allow  the  exportation  of  its  surplus  foreign 
produce  in  the  vessels  of  any  other  country.  It  must  be 
observed,  also,  that  this  is  a  privilege  resulting  from  the 

feneral  spirit  of  our  laws,  and,  therefore,  resting  in  our 
iscretion.  There  is  nothing  in  the  arrangement  now  pro- 
posed, to  prevent  the  United  States  from  hereafter  deny- 
ing to  British  vessels  this  advantage,  if  it  prove  injurious 
to  our  commerce,  and  in  placing,  by  that  means,  the 
Vessels  of  both  countries,  in  this  respect,  upon  an  equal 
footing." 

But,  sir,  in  the  next  paragraph,  we  are  furnished  with 
conclusive  proof  that,  if  the  American  negotiator  did  not 
demand  terms  of  a  different  complexion  in  these  respects, 
the  fault  is  not  of  this  administration:  for  he  says,  "  It  is 
certain  that  both  the  restrictions  now  resen-ed  by  the  con- 
struction adopted  by  this  Government,  were  absolutely 
conceded  by  ours  before  the  present  negotiation  com- 
menced, and  could  not  have  been  renewed  at  present  with 


any  hope  of  success.  More  than  has  been  secured  b 
the  present  labors,  the  concesnons  of  the  last  administn 
tinn  precluded  us  from  demanding)  but  if  this  had  no 
been  so,  more  could  not  have  been  obtained." 

As  to  the  third  inquiry,  whether  ships  coming  from  th 
British  North  American  continental  colonies  are  to  b 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  with  vessels  coming fixnitb 
colonies  of  the  West  Indies,  it  may  be  observed  thai  then 
is  nothing  in  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  Hay,  1S30,  a 
consistent  with  the  construction  given  upon  this  point 
That  act  provides  for  "  admitting  to  entry,  in  the  porai 
the  United  States,  British  vessels,  or  their  cargoes,  (rai 
the  islands,  provinces,  or  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  od  a 
near  the  North  American  continent,  ant}  north  or  at 
of  the  United  States;"  and  the  only  question  shout  I 
is,  whether  vessels  coming  either  from  "islands,  or  pif 
vinces,  or  colonies,"  are  to  be  admitted  into  our  ports upti 
the  same  footing  in  all  respects.  , 

Here,  sir,  I  must  agun  recur  to  the  fact  that  the  b^ 
as  well  as  the  present  administration  have  claimed  tkl 
benefit  of  this  trade,  upon  the  principles  of  the  ut«l 
of  Parliament,  of  July,  1825.  i 

Every  demand  beyond  the  privilege  of  that  act,  pn^ 
viously  set  up  by  the  late  administration,  was,  by  ttat 
administration,  waived  pr  abandoned.  The  present  adn^ 
nistratlon  asked  nothing  more  than  that  act  intendol  tl 
give;  and,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  were  M 
views  of  both  Governments  upon  the  particular  point  isi 
der  connderation,  I  read  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Gallatin  k 
Mr.  CUy,  of  the  27th  of  October,  1826,  the  foUoirin 
lan8;iiage:  "It  will  not  escape  you  that  the  intercoun^ 
by  sea  between  the  United  States  and  the  British  Wot 
Indies  and  North  American  colonies  has  already  b«l 
considered  as  necessarily  connected  together  by  the  M 
tish  Government,  and  that  this  connexion  has  been  kept 
up  in  the  acts  of  Parliament,  in  the  articles  proponed  H 
Mr.  Rush,  and,  indeed,  in  all  former  proposals  on  tint 
part."  And,  on  the  11th  April,  1827,  Mr.  Gallatin  wis » 
stnicted,  in  the  manner  I  shall  hereafter  show,  upon  tba 
subject  of  this  trade,  without  reg^d  to  any  distinctknb» 
tween  the  West  Indies  and  the  continental  colonic  it 
Great  Britain.  These  considerations,  and  others  sbidi 
will  be  submitted  upon  another  branch  of  this  arjvoeiit, 
leave  upon  my  mind  no  doubt  that  it  was  not  tbedri^  <t 
the  act  of  Co.igress  to  make  any  ^ch  discriminstioD. 

The  fourth  inquiry  involves  the  question,  whether  ctr- 
tun  words  introduced  into  the  act  of  Congress  tat  in- 
tended to  imply  that  the  then  existing  British  sjttem  <t 
trade  with  the  United  States  was  to  rL-maio  uncbaiigti 
These  words  are  introduced  in  the  nature  of  aconditiom  I 
and  read  thus:  "  The  commercial  intercourse  of  the  Ci««4 1 
States  with  all  other  parts  of  the  British  dominions  or  p* 
sessions  shall  be  left  on  a  footing  not  less  favorable  todit 
United  States  than  it  now  is."    The  opinion  oftheBriti* 
minister  was,  that  the  intercourse  referred  to,  whethffK- 
newed  or  not,  should  remain  as  free  as  it  then  wastolxA 
Governments,  to  adopt,  from  time  to  time,  such  conncer 
cial  regulations  as  either  State  may  deem  to  be  eipedieit 
for  its  own  interests,  consistently  with  the  oblig;atiom  a 
existing  treaties.     Mr.  McLane  considered,  as  every  other 
man  would,  that  these  words,  if  not  altogether  nupto^ 
and  out  of  place,  seemed  rather  to  apprehend  some  nil 
not  understood  or  explained,  from  advantages  to  be  ess- 
ftrred  upon  our  trade  by  Great  Britain.     That  our  M» 
mercial  intercourse  "  with  all  other  partsof  the  Briti>li» 
minions,  "  was  either  regulated  by  convention  with  Grot 
Britain,  or  was  absolutely  prohibited  by  act  of  Psrh** 
saving  the  right  of  the  British  King,  by  order  in  cooA 
to  open  the  colonial  ports,  as  occasion  should  requin. 

I  nave  now,  Mr.  Preudent,  g^ne  through  all  the  p<w»- 
of  construction  settled  between  the  two  Govemments," 
fcr  as  the  act  of  Congress  of  29th  Majr,  1830,  calW  W 
[iction  in  the  opmion  of  the  negotiators.    As  to  f* 
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exception  taken  by  the  Senator  irom  Maine,  [Mr.SrRAoci,] 
to  the  notification  given  by  the  British  Goveniment  of  its 
intention  to  modify  the  then  existing  scale  of  duties,  with 
a  view  to  foster  interests  which  had  grown  up  incidentally 
in  some  of  the  colonies,  it  being  no  part  of  "the  arrange- 
ment," I  shall  postpone  the  consideration  of  it  until  1  ar- 
rive at  another  part  of  my  'Argument,  and  proceed  to 
exBmine  the  broad  and  bold  declaration  of  an  honorable 
Senator,  [Mr.  Holxis,]  that  by  this  arrangement  every 
deman<i  ever  made  by  this  Government  upon  Great  Bri- 
tain, with  respect  to  this  intercourse,  had  been  surren- 
dered. 

For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  accuracy  of  this 
declaration,  I  propose  to  go  into  an  examination  of  the  his- 
tory of  tltis  trade,  in  order  to  show  what  has  been  demand- 
ed by  this  Government,  and  what  demands  have  been 
surrendered,  and  by  whom.  In  limine,  sir,  I  must  make 
my  acknowledgments  to  a  di8tin|^ished  American  states- 
man, ta  whom  certain  letters  originally  published  in  this 
country  have  been  attributed,  and  which  I  dnd  repub- 
lished in  a  London  pamphlet,  for  many  of  the  important 
&cts  connected  with  the  history  of  the  proceedings  of  both 
Goreniments  on  this  subject. 

One  main  object  of  European  nations  in  planting  colo- 
nies in  this  hemisphere,  and  in  sustaining  them  at  great 
stcrifices  of  life  and  money,  undoubtedly  was  to  open  new 
channels  of  trade,  to  augment  their  exports,  and  to  secure 
to  the  mother  country  the  exclusive  advantages  of  their 
commerce-  The  Spaniards  colonized  South  America,  and 
secured  to  themselves,  for  ages,  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
their  colonies  in  trade  and  commerce.  The  Dutch  acted 
upon  the  same  principle,  and  their  views  as  to  their  exclu- 
Bve  right  to  monopolize  the  trade  of  their  colonies  in  the 
West  were  carried  so  far  as  to  put  them  umler  the  go- 
vernment of  an  exclusive  company.  "The  French  colo- 
ny of  Canada  (ays  Adam  Smith)  was,  during  the  greater 
part  of  the  last  century,  and  some  part  of  the  present,  un- 
der the  government  of  an  exclusive  company.  Other 
nations,  (says  the  same  author,)  without  establishing  an 
exclusive  company,  have  confined  the  whole  commerce  of 
their  colonies  to  a  particular  part  of  the  mother  country." 
Tlic  English,  since  the  dissolution  of  tlie  Plymouth  com- 
pany, have  left  the  ti-ade  of  their  colonies  free  to  be  car- 
ried on  with  all  the  ports  of  the  mother  country.  Each 
European  nation,  so  far  as  I  have  been  enabled  to  ascer- 
tain the  fact,  have,  without  distinction,  and  without  com- 
plunt  from  any  other  European  nation,  held  to  the  right  of 
an  exclusive  monopoly  to  the  trade  of  its  colonies,  and 
bare  refused  an  equal  participation  to  any  other  country 
in  the  trade  with  tliem.  Hence,  whatever  trade  has  been 
allowed,  has  been  considered  a  privilege,  never  granted, 
however,  except  upon  some  considerations  connected 
with  the  interests  either  of  th^  mother  country  or  the  co- 
lonies. 

From  the  peace  of  ifSS  to  the  adoption  of  the  federal 
constitution,  no  effort  seems  to  have  been  made  by  the 
United  States  to  place  this  trade  upon  any  other  footing 
Afferent  from  that  upon  which  the  English  Government 
chose  to  place  it.  Witliin  this  period  of  time  however, 
the  British  navigation  laws  were  so  far  modified  as  to  au- 
thorize tlie  King  in  council  to  open  the  colonial  ports  at 
his  discretion.  During  this  period,  an  attempt  was  made 
by  Ur.  Pitt  to  place  uie  intercourse  between  the  United 
Slates  and  Great  Biitain  and  her  colonies  upon  terms  of 
reciprocity,  and  for  this  purpose  that  statesman  introduced 
a  bill  into  Farliament.  This  measure  failed,  and  its  failure 
is  attributed  to  the  interference  of  a  disaffected  American 
citizen  then  in  Engknd.  The  first  attempt  made  by  this 
Government  to  place  this  intercourse  upon  a  permanent 
bans,  was  during  the  administration  of  General  Washing- 
ton. He  sent  ftlr.  Jay,  in  1793,  charged  with  instniciions 
upon  this  and  other  important  subj  ects;  and  to  the  arrange- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Jay,  although  the  article  of  the  treaty 


regulating  the  intercourse  with  the  West  India  colonies  of 
Great  Britain  was  rejected  by  the  Senate,  I  invite  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what 
were  the  views  of  some  of  the  eminent  men  of  that  day 
upon  some  of  the  points  of  this  discussion.  The  twelfth 
article  of  that  treaty  opened  to  our  vessels  not  exce^ing 
seventy  tons  burden,  an  intercourse  direct  between  the 
British  West  India  islands  and  the  United  States  during 
the  war,  (then  existing  between  England  and  France.)  ana 
for  two  years  afterwards.  The  cargoes  of  such  ships 
were  to  consist  of  "any  goods  or  merchandises  being  of 
the  growth,  manufacture,  or  produce  of  the  said  States, 
whicn  it  is  or  may  be  lawful  to  carry  to  the  said  islands  or 
ports,  from  the  said  States,  in  British  vessels." 

The  American  ships  and  their  cargoes  to  be  admitted 
into  the  said  ports  from  the  United  States  were  subjected 
to  no  higher  duties  or  charges  than  British  vessels  and 
their  cargoes  coming  from  the  United  States  to  the  same 
ports. 

A  clause  of  the  same  article  provides  that  American  citi- 
zens might  purchase,  load,  and  carry  away  from  such  Bri- 
tish ports  and  islands  all  such  articles  "being  the  growth, 
manufacture,  or  produce  of  the  said  islands,  as  may  now, 
by  law,  be  carried  from  thence  to  the  said  States  in  British 
vessels."  Then  followed  a  provision,  requiring  that  such 
AmeVican  vessel  should  carry  and  laml  their  cargoes  in  the 
United  States  only;  and  requiring  further,  that  the  United 
States  should  prohibit  the  carrying  away  any  molasses, 
sugar,  cocoa,  or  cotton,  in  American  vessels,  either  from 
his  Majesty's  islands,  or  from  tlie  United  States,  to  any 
part  of  the  world  except  the  United  States,  reasonable  sea 
stores  excepted.  So  carefiil  was  the  British  Government 
as  to  the  language  of  this  article,  in  order  to  assert  her 
right  of  monopoly,  as  to  commence  the  same  with  the 
words  his  Majesty  ••  consents,"  and  so  with  regard  to  the 
next  article  on  the  subject  of  the  trade  with  tlie  British 
East  India  possessions;  all  other  articles  contained  in  the 
treaty  are  clothed  in  the  language  of  promise  or  agree- 
ment; and  among^  all  the  complaints  against  this  twelfth 
article,  existing  at  that  period,  I  have  nut  been  able  to  find 
one,  gi-ounded  upon  the  fact  that  the  negotiators  on  both 
sides  considered  the  opening  of  these  ports  a  privilege. 
It  is  the  opinion  of  the  distinguished  American  statesman 
to  whom  I  have  referred,  that  narrow  as  the  terms  of  thb 
article  were,  they  yet  would  have  been  accepted  by  the 
American  Government,  had  not  the  "equivalent  propos- 
ed as  the  price  of  the  concession"  been  "deemed  quite 
disproportionate  to  the  right  so  derived."  The  complaints 
of  the  day  againstthe  article  of  the  treaty  in  question  were, 
that  in  time  of  war,  which  was  tlien  existing,  and  the  ter- 
mination of  which  could  not  be  seen,  greater  privileges 
would  be  enjoyed  under  the  temporary  proclamations  of 
the  colonial  Governors  tlian  the  article  of  the  treaty  ad- 
mitted. That  the  articles  prohibited  from  exportation 
formed  a  valuable  part  of  the  trade  of  the  United  States. 
That  cocoa  was  chiefly  cultivated  by  the  Spaniards.  That 
our  consumption  was  not  equal  to  the  importation  and 
growth  of  the  prohibited  articles,  &c.  &c. 

Sir,  it  has  been  said  by  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
Spkasoi,]  that  President  Washington  disapproved  of  this 
article.  I  infer  the  reverse  from  the  fact  that  he  submitted 
the  treaty  to  the  Senate  for  their  sanction,  without  saying 
so.  Had  he  disapproved  of  the  treaty,  it  was  entirely  com- 
petent for  him  to  Iiave  i^^jected  it  Without  sending  it  to  the 
Senate;  and  had  he  disapproved  this  ariicle  of  the  treaty 
only,  he  would  have  informed  the  Senate  of  the  factwhen 
he  communicated  the  treaty  for  ratification.  But,  sir,  we 
have  positive  testimony  on  this  point.  Judge  Marshall,  in 
his  Life  of  Waslilngton,  says:  "  Although  in  the  mind  of 
the  President  several  objections  to  the  treaty  had  occurred, 
they  were  overbalanced  by  its  advantages;  and  before 
transmitting  it  to  the  Senate,  he  had  resolved  to  ratify  it, 
if  approved  by  that  body.     It  was  fortunate  for  the  coun- 
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trv,  however,  that  the  article  was  rejected.  The  war 
which  was  declared  by  France  against  England  in  1793, 
continued  for  nine  years,  and  all  Europe  was  involved  in 
it.  This  country  occupied  the  position  of  a  neutral  na- 
tiont  and  as  neutral  ships  could  navigate  the  ocean  with- 
out being  liable  to  dangers  from  capture  or  destruction,  to 
which  belligerents  were  subjected,  and  as  the  rates  of  in- 
surance upbn  the  vessels  oi  a  neutral  were  then  lower 
than  those  of  a  nation  at  war,  American  navigation  was  as 
much  in  demand  as  such  a  state  of  the  world  could  make 
it.  The  West  India  ports  were,  from  necessity,  thrown 
open  to  us.  This  war  ended  in  1802,  but  broke  out  ag^in 
the  following  yearj  and  down  to  the  commencement  of 
that  system  of  unjust  retaliation,  so  injurious  to  neutral 
commerce,  adopted  by  British  orders  in  council  and  French 
imperial  decrees,  this  country  enjoyed  the  advantages,  and 
gathered  the  rich  fruits  of  a  neutral  commerce,  for  a  long 
period  of  years.  For,  excepting  the  short  period  of  peace 
which  followed  the  treaty  of  Amiens,  (when  England  again 
resorted  to  the  enforcement  of  her  colonial  system,)  the 
most  commercial  nations  of  Europe  were  engaged  in  fla- 
grant and  dreadful  war.  This  country,  during  that  period 
of  time,  enjoyed  a  more  prosperous  and  enriching  com- 
merce, than  the  history  of  the  world  has  assigned  to  any 
other  nation,  for  a  similar  period  of  time,  in  any  age." 

Sir,  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  exhibited  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  American  tonnage  employed  In  each  year, 
for  a  long  period  of  years,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  in 
disparagnig  contrast  its  condition  at  those  several  periods, 
with  its  condition  since  the  late  arrangement.  He  also  at- 
tributes to  the  laws  of  Congress  imposing  discriminating 
tonnage  duties  upon  foreign  vessels  and  their  cargoes,  pass- 
ed in  1789  and  1790,  the  virtue  of  having  given  the  impe- 
tus to  this  long  course  of  prosperous  trade.  Those  duties 
were  laid,  Mr.  President,  for  the  purpose  of  raising  money 
to  meet  the  debts  of  the  revolution,  and  the  current  de- 
mands of  the  Government,  and  were  in  truth  paid  by  Ame- 
rican citizens,  who  consumed  the  articles  imported.  The 
British  Government  resorted  to  countervailing  discrimina- 
ting duties,  and  even  went  beyond  the  measure  of  exact 
retaliation.  And  the  West  India  consumers  paid  that  duty. 
If  any  benefit  in  trade  was  intended  by  our  discrimina- 
tions, that  object  was  defeated  by  the  countervailing  dis- 
criminations of  Great  Britain.  No,  sir,  it  was  the  general 
war  in  which  other  portions  of  the  trading  world  were  in- 
volved, which,  though  a  terrible  scourge  to  them,  heaped 
these  great  blessings  upon  us:  and  by  referring  to  this  fact 
as  a  standard,  the  Senator  from  Maine  will  readily  and 
truly  account  for  the  state  of  our  tonnage,  as  exhibited  in 
his  statement. 

A  further  attempt  to  place  this  trade  upon  a  permanent 
footing,  by  treaty  with  the  British  Government,  was  made 
in  1807,  and  proved  unsuccessful;  and  here  Mr.  Jefferson 
took  the  course  with  regard  to  the  treaty  transmitted  to| 
him  by  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinckney,  which  General; 
Washington  would  have  done  with  regard  to  Mr.  Jay's' 
treaty,  had  he  disapproved  it.  Mr.  Jefferson  rejected  the  | 
treaty  witliout  consulting  the  Senate,  on  the  ground  that, 
it  contained  no  regulation  upon  the  subject  ol  impressing! 
American  seamen.  The  treaty,  however,  contained  no 
arrangement  as  to  the  colonial  trade. 

No  further  measures  for  the  sole  objectof  securing  par- 
ticipation in  this  trade,  were  resortecl  to  by  this  country 
until  1815;  and  the  convention  of  London,  made  in  that 
year,  declares  that  the  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  tlie  British  possessions  in  tlie  West  Indies  and  on 
tlie  continent  of  North  America,  shall  not  be  aifected  by  it. 

But,  sir,  tliat  convention  docs  contain  a  provision  plac- 
ing our  trade  witli  the  British  East  India  possessions  upon 
a  much  worse  fnotingthan  it  was  placed  by  Mr.  Jay's  treaty. 

The  thirteenth  article  of  tlie  treaty  of  1794  admits  the 
vessels  of  the  citizens  of  tlie  United  States  into  "all  the 
seaports  and  harbors  of  the  British  territories  in  the  East 


Indies. "  The  convention  of  1815  only  admits  such  vead 
in  four  of  the  principal  settlements  of  the  East  Indict,  lit 
Calcutta,  Madras,  Bombay,  and  Prince  of  Wales's  iduj 

Under  the  treaty  of  1794,  American  citizens,  vit!>th 
consent  of  the  local  Government,  might  go  into  the  intoii 
country  for  tlie  purposes  of  trade,  and  this  pennisuon  n 
given,  and  our  traders  enjoyed  the  benefit  of  it.  Theca 
vention  of  London  contains  no  such  privilege. 

The  treaties  of  1794  and  of  1815  both  forbid  Amoia 
vessels  from  carrying  on  the  coasting  trade  in  the  EutI 
dies.  But  the  former  declared  that  '*  vessels  going  (i 
their  original  cargoes,  or  part  thereof,  from  one  port  i 
discharge  to  another,  are  not  to  be  considered  as  carrTii 
on  the  coasting  trade."  The  latter  confers  this  prir^ 
(hmiting  it  to  the  four  enumerated  ports)  to  such  vcadt 
the  United  States  as  shall,  in  the  first  instance,  bare  ^ 
ceeded  to  one  of  the  enumerated  settlements.  To  cajf 
this  privilege  now,  a  vessel  must  sail  from  the  United  SM 
direct  to  one  of  those  named  ports.  Under  Mr.  Ja 
treaty,  an  American  vessel  could  go  to  Amsterdam,  tj 
specie,  and  from  thence  to  any  port  in  the  British  Eut  j 
dies.  Under  the  convention  of  1815,  if  specie  is  sii« 
for  that  trade,  and  cannot  be  obtained  here  upon  u  p 
terms  as  it  can  in  Amsterdam,  the  American  veaiel,  il 
going  thither  and  taking  in  specie,  must  return  tol 
United  States,  and  go  from  hence  to  one  of  the  nm 
ports.  1  am  thus  particular,  Mr.  President,  in  poiis) 
out  these  differences,  because  I  shall  hereafter  be  cniM 
to  show  that  the  course  of  restriction  so  much  rtsxt 
to  by  this  Government,  under  the  idea  of  forcing  opend 
West  India  ports,  has  been  also  prompted  by  adiaiitl 
effect  a  change  in  the  convention  of  London,  with  ngl 
to  the  f^ast  India  intercourse.  Mr.  Adams,  inbisleud 
5th  October,  1816,  directed  to  the  then  Secretary  of  Sut 
says  (with  regard  to  the  convention  of  1815):  "Tl 
benefit  of  the  convention  to  us,  if  any,  is  in  the  India  tn^ 
but  as  its  duration  is  to  be  short,  the  only  chance  of  hi 
ing  it  renewed  at  the  end  of  its  four  years  with  tdditia 
articles  of  mure  liberality,  will  be  effective,  coontendi 
reg^ilations  in  respect  to  the  commerce  in  the  Bnd 
colonics  in  the  West  Indies." 

Afler  the  peace  of  Europe  was  restored,  tod  u  a 
was  put  to  tlie  late  war  in  which  we  had  been  cogaja 
with  Great  Britain,  it  was  perceived  that  the  mliim 
Europe  would  set  themselves  seriously  to  work  to  rt; 
the  ravages  to  which  their  belligerent  condition  luAfon 
many  years  subjected  them;  that  Great  Britain  would 
resort  to  all  her  accustomed  iheans  to  extend  her 
mei-ce  and  navigation;  and  that  she  would  not  ovi 
her  colonial  system,  which  not  only  secured  to  her  t 
poly  in  trade,  but  wliich  also  secured  to  her  a  nursery 
seamen,  and  an  cfiicient  mean  of  perpetuating  her 
power.     In  this  state  of  thuigs,  my  venerable  friend 
Maryland,  [Mr.  Smith,]  whose  experience  had  \a 
him  rightly  to  appreciate  the  skill  of  our  seamen  >wl 
builders,  and  the  enterprise  of  our  merchants,  wb<« 
observation  of  and  actual  participation  in  trade  bads 
ed  him  that  the  United  States,  upon  equal  tenni, 
nothing  to  fear  from  the  competition  of  the  whole  *' 
upon  the  ocean,  made  an  appeal  to  the  coromercitl 
valry  of  all  nations,  by  submiiting  to  Congress  a  pbo 
rendering  the  trade  of  the  world  as  free  as  air.    Tliiip 
was  adopted,  and  a  law  of  Congress  passed  on  the  M 
March,  1815,  declaring  "that  so  much  of  tliesevenJi 
imposing  duties  on  the  tonnage  of  ships  and  vestcbii 
on  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise  imported  into  the  Oil 
States,  as  imposes  a  discriminating  duty  of  tonnagt  W 
tween  foreign  vessels  and  vessels  of  the  United  Stl^  • 
and  between  goods  imported  hito  the  United  SniaiJ  . 
foreign  vessels  and  vessels  of  the  United  States,  lxi>* 
the  same  is  hereby,  repealed,  so  far  as  the  same  K^P^j 
the  produce  or  manufacture  of  the  oatiMi  to  which  >» 
foreign  siiips  or  vessels, may  belong." 
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ThM  repemi,  Mr.  Present,  went  into  effect  with  regard 
to  *ny  fereien  nation,  whenever  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  shoold  be  satisfied  that  the  discriminating  or 
ctmntervailingf  duties  of  such  foreign  nation,  so  far  as  they 
operated  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  United  States,  had 
been  abolished.  Tliis  law,  sir,  was  submitted  by  our 
ministers  at  London,  as  the  proposed  basis,  on  the  part  ik 
the  United  States,  of  the  commercial  treaty  about  to  bo 
-fbnned  in  1815.  It  was  accepted  by  Great  Britain,  so 
^r  fts  her  European  possessions  were  concerned,  bat  re- 
jected so  fiu-  as  it  applied  to  her  colonies. 

Now,  air,  although  the  principles  of  this  act  have  been 
extended  in  treaties  more  recently  formed  with  countries 
of  minor  importance  in  a  commercial  point  of  vie  W,  yet 
tbe  act  of  Congress  of  1815  was  the  first  authoritative 
tnanifeatation  by  legislative  authority,  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  of  a  desire  to  place  the  navigation  of  the 
world  apon  a  footing  of  perfect  equality.  When  I  say 
that  the  principles  of  this  act  have  been  extended  in  trea- 
ties formed  since  that  period,  I  mean  that  the  act  in  ques- 
tion confines  the  foreign  ship  to  the  importation  of  the 
prodttce  or  manufiusture  of  the  nation  to  which  the  ship  be- 
tongs.  The  treaties  with  Guatemala,  and  some  other  Pow- 
ers, made  by  the  late  administration,  do  not  contain  this 
restriction.  Undoubtedly  could  the  principles  of  that  law 
be  thus  extended,  and^tbe  more  important  commercial 
nations  of  the  world  be  induced  to  adopt  reciprocal  mea 
sare«,  the  navigation  of  this  country  would  be  greatly  ex- 
tended. 

But,  Mr.  President,  my  object,  in  this  part  of  my  argu- 
mefit,  is  to  show  what  has  heretofore  been  demanded  by 
ftia  country,  and  what  has  heretofore  been  offered  by  the 
British  Government  in  reference  to  the  colonial  trade. 

Soon  after  the  convention  of  1815,  Mr.  Madison  directed 
Mr.  Adams,  then  in  London,  to  open  a  negotiation  with 
the  British  Government,  upon  several  subjects,  the  colo- 
nial trade  included.  Mr.  Adams,  with  his  accustomed  dili- 
gence, followed  up  these  instructions,  declaring  to  the 
Britiah  Government,  on  tbe  17th  September,  1816,  the 
following  sentiments:  "  In  the  amendments  proposed,  they 
(United  States)  do  not  contemplate  any  interference  on 
their  part  'with  the  colonial  monopolv  of  Great  Britain.  It 
is  not  asked  that  she  (Great  Britain)  should  renounce  the 
right  of  prohibiting  the  importation  into  Iier  colonies  from 
the  United  States  of  whatever  articles  she  may  think  fit, 
bat  that  the  commerce  which  for  their  and  her  own  advan- 
tage Oreat  Britain  allows  between  them  and  the  United 
States,  should  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  of  recipro- 
city as  the  direct  trade  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States  was  intended  to  be  placed  by  the  convention 
of  3d  July,  1815." 

The  next  month,  however,  Mr.  Adams,  in  a  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  says:  "  There  is  no  reason  to  expect 
that  any  departure  irom  the  policy  already  determmed 
upon  [by  Great  Britain]  will  take  place."  And  further — 
"Any  measures  in  the  spirit  and  with  the  object  of  those 
proposed  at  the  last  session  [viz.  countervailing  restraints] 
and  then  postponed,  may  be  now  adopted  without  hesita- 
tion.  My  own  entire  conviction  is  that  the  operation  of 
such  measures,  if  successful,  will  be  tlie  only  possible  means 
of  convincing  this  Government  of  the  expediency  of  relax- 
ing- fi*on»  the  rigor  of  their  exclusive  colonial  system." 
Mr.  Adams,  in  this  letter,  expresses  the  opinion  that  the 
lesult  of  the  equalization  of  duties  would  be  to  the  advan- 
ta^  of  Great  Britain,  and  to  our  disadvantage.  But,  says 
be,  **  tbe  principle  was  sanctioned  by  an  act  of  Congress 
before  the  convention  of  3d  July,  1815,  was  ne^tiated." 

We  learn  from  another  letter  of  the  same  minister,  of 
the  20th  March,  1817,  that  he  had  had  an  interview  with 
Lord  Caatlereagh,  and  was  by  him  informed  that  the  British 
Government  was  not  yet  prepared  to  abai^on  their  ancient 
colonial  system,  but  they  were  willing  to  extend  to  the 
United  States  tlie  benefits  of  the  free  port  acts  to  the  same 
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extent  that  they  were  then  enjoyed  by  tbe  vessels  of  Eu- 
ropean nations,  and  to  give  a  partial  admission  of  our  ves- 
sels to  tbe  islaiid  of  Bermuda  and  to  Turk's  Island;  and  a 
draught  of  four  articles  was  handed  to  Btr.  Adams,  express- 
ing these  views  in  detail,  upon  which,  in  the  same  letter,  he 
says:  "  I  do  not  think  it  possible  to  make  any  thing  sut  of 
these  articles,  to  which  I  can,  under  my  present  instructions, 
agree."  A  copy  of  these  articles  this  minister  enclosed 
to  the  Secretaiy  of  State,  and  asks  for  immediate  further 
instructions. 

I  must  request  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  terms 
iroposed  in  these  articles,  in  order  that  we  may  see  how 
"ar  the  British  Government  had  relaxed  their  determina- 
tions with  regwd  to  this  intercourse  since  1794,  in  this 
their  second  oner  of  arraneement  by  treaty;  for  it  is  to  be 
remarked  that  these  articles  contain  the  onty  terms  pro- 
posed by  Great  Britain  for  regulating  by  convention  this 
trade  since  the  period  of  Mr.  Jay's  treaty.  It  will  be  use- 
ibl  also  to  inquire  bow  fiu-  these  terms  were  acceptable  to 
the  United  SUtes. 

By  the  first  article,  his  Britannic  Majesty  consents,  "That 
any  sloop,  schooner,  or  other  vessel  whatever,  not  having 
more  than  one  deck,  and  owned  and  navigated  by  subjects 
of  the  United  States,  may  import  into  any  of  the  free  ports 
in  bis  Majesty's  possessions  in  the  West  Indies,  from  the 
United  States,  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  the  above 
act,  (4$th  Geo.  3d,)  being  of  the  growth  or  production  of 
the  IJnited  States;  and  any  coin,  buUion,  diamonds,  and 
precious  stones,  and  the  said  articles  being  of  the  growth 
or  production  of  tbe  United  States;  and  also  all  other  arti- 
cles imported  into  the  said  free  ports  by  virtue  of  this  con- 
vention, from  tbe  United  States,  shall  be  subject,  in  all  re- 
spects, to  the  same  rules,  regulations,  and  restrictions,  and 
shall  enjoy  the  same  advantages  as  to  re-exportation  as 
are  now  applied  to  simiUr  articles  when  imported  by  att- 
thority  of  said  act  from  any  other  foreign  country,  and 
re-exported  from  the  said  possesions  of  his  Majesty." 

By  this  article,  his  Britannic  Majesty  further  consented, 
that  any  vessel  of  tbe  United  States,  as  before  described, 
might  export  frx>m  any  of  the  said  ports  to  the  United 
States,  rum  produced  in  any  British  colony  or  poMession, 
and  all  manner  of  goods,  wares,  and  mercban^se,  which 
had  been  legally  imported  into  the  said  free  porta^  except 
masts,  yards,  or  bowsprits,  pitch,  tar,  and  turpentine,  and, 
also,  except  such  iron  as  should  have  been  brought  from 
tbe  British  colonies  or  plantations  in  America. 

It  was  proposed  to  add  to  the  articles  enumerated  in  the 
above  cited  act  of  Parliament,  rioe,  grain,  and  flour;  and 
these,  too,  might  be  imported  in  American  vessels  of  one 
deck  into  the  enumerated  free  pcnts.  The  fiualities  grant- 
ed by  the  proposed  convention  to  vessels  of  this  country 
in  these  ports  were  to  be  reciprocally  granted  to  British 
vessels  of  a  similar  description,  in  the  poru  of  the  United 
SUtes;  and  if  further  facilities  during  &e  existence  Mfthe 
proposed  convention  should  be  sffcntled  to  American  ves- 
sels by  Great  Britain,  reciprocal  advantages  were  to  be 
given  tu  British  vessels  in  our  ports. 

It  was  also  proposed  that  articles  imported  into  the  said 
free  ports  of  the  United  States  should  pay  the  same  duties 
as  should  be  made  payable  upon  similar  articles  imported 
thither  from  any  other  forrign  countfy,  and  the  same  rule 
was  to  be  applied  by  the  United  States  in  regard  to  all 
duties  chargeable  upon  articles  under  the  proposed 
convention,  exported  from  the  said  ports  of  the  United 
States.  But  the  King  of  Great  Britun  reserved^upreaslv 
to  himself  the  ri^t  to  impose  hig^her  duties  upon  all  arti- 
cles allowed  to  be  imported  into  Uie  said  free  ports  ftism 
the  United  States,  or  Wn  any  other  foreign  country,  than 
were  or  might  be  chargeable  upon  all  similar  articles  when 
imported  from  any  of  ms  Majesty's  possessions. 

The  second  article  of  these  proposals  related  to  our  in- 
tercourse with  Bermuda.  , 
The  third  to  Turk's  Island. 
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The  fourth  to  the  navigation  of  the  lakes,  riven,  and 
water  communications,  the  middle  of  which  formed  the 
boundary  between  the  United  States  and  the  British 
American  continental  possessions,  and  to  trade  and  com- 
merce by  land  or  inland  navigation.     This  proposition, 
Mr.  President,  thus  restricted,  in  terms,  to  vessels  of  a 
single  deck,  confining  our  trade  to  short  voyages,  to  cer- 
tain specified  ports,  and  to  enumerated  articles,  to  articles 
the  growth  or  production  of  the  United  States,  to  a  direct 
trade,  and  expressly  reserving  to  Great  Britain  the  right 
of  imposing  lugher  duties  upon  articles  allowed  to  be  im- 
ported into  the  British  free  ports  from  the  United  States, 
or  from  any  otlier  foreign  country,  than  were,  or  might 
be,  chargeable  upon  simiUr  articles  when  imported  from 
any  of  his  Majesty's  possessions,  was  taken  under  advise- 
ment by  the  then  administration  of  this   Government. 
The  reasons  which  rendered  the  proposition  unacceptable 
to  a  highly  respectable  committee  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, to  whom  these  articles  were  submitted 
without  explanation  by  that  administration,  are  given  to 
us  in  a  report  of  that  committee  made  on  the  9th  day  of 
February,  1818.     After  giving  in  detail  a  most  gloomy 
picture  of  the  stite  of  the  navigation  of  the  United  States 
as  contrasted  with  that  of  Great  Britain,  employed  in  the 
trade;  after  showing  that  in  181  j  the  amount  of  duties 
on  merchandise  imported  in  Ameriean  vessels,  from  the 
British  American  colonies,  bore  a  proportion  to  the  amount 
of  duties  on  importations  from  those  colonies  as  one  to 
four,  and  in  1816  as  one  to  five  and  a  half,  or  as  two  to 
eleven,  that  the  amount  of  merchandise  transported  in 
American  vessels  was  two  millions  of  dollars,  whilst  that 
transported  in  British  vessels  was  eleven  nullions,  (omit- 
ting Auctions    in    both  instances,)  the  committee  sayi 
"  This  intercourse  appears  to  the  committee  in  the  worst 
possible  state  as  it  renrds  the  navigation  of  the  United 
States,  while  it  is  in  (he  best  for  that  of  Great  Britain." 
After  declaring  that  repeated  and  unavailing  applications 
had  been  made  to  the  British  Government  to  regulate  this 
trade  by  convention,  tiie  report  proceeds:     "It  is  not, 
however,  surprising  that  they  have  been  unsuccessful, 
since  no  adequate  motive  at  present  exists  to  induce  Great 
Britain  t^arrange  this  intercourse  by  convention.     The 
offer  contained  in  the  articles  annexed  to  this  report,  (the 
four  articles  contained  inLiord  Castlereagh's  proposition,) 
the  most  rational  and  reciprocally  advantageous  of  any 
ever  made,  may  be  considered  as  dictated  by  a  spirit  of 
accommodation  which,  under  the   pressure  of  adequate 
motives,  might  be  fostered  into  a  determination  to  grant 
all  we  could  reasonably  ask,  or  tiiey  be  expected  to  yield. 
The  three  first  articles,  with  some  practical  modifications, 
would,  by  the  adaptation  of  our  commercial  laws  to  the 
stipulation  contained  in  tliem,  confining  the  commerce 
strictly  to  those  articles  which  Americans  were  permitted 
to  carry,    place  the   trade   upon  as   favorable  grounds 
as  could   be   expected.     It  would,  no  doubt,  in  a  short 
time,  be  followed  by  a  complete  SLbandonment  of  the  re- 
sidue of  the  present  jealous  system  of  exclusion."     The 
committee,  however,  commend  the  prompt  rejection  of 
the  proposition,  because  the  fourth  article  autiiorized 
British  subjects  to  carry  on  trade  with  the  Indians  within 
our  jurisdiction,  ag^nst  the  settled  policy  of  the  country. 
This  proposition,    then,   of  Lord  Castleresgh  would 
have  been  acceptable  to  the  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  composed  of  gentlemen  of  g^at  and 
acknowl^ged  forecast  in  affairs. of  commerce,  but  for 
their  belief  tliat  it  was  the  intention  of  Great  Britain   to 
claim  a  participation  in  the  Indian  trade  within  our  own 
Kouts.     That  the  then  administration  had  other  objections 
to  entering  into  the  proposed  arrangement,  will  be  made 
evident  from  the  fact  that  the  British  ministry  had  dis- 
claimed any  such  construction  or  intention,  and  tliis  was 
known  to  that  administration.     Mr.  Adams,  in  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Rush,  dated  1st  December,  1818,  acknowledges  the 


receipt  of  a  letter  bearing  date  the  19th  June  precediu^ 
enclosing  his  (Mr.  Rush's)  correspondence  widi  IM 
Castlereagb,  relative  to  a  passage  in  a  printed  report  ofi 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  that  bod;, 
mentioning  the  rejection  by  the  President  of  tbe  font 
articles  of  which  I  have  spoken,  and  approving  tlutn- 
jection  upon  an  idea  entertained  by  the  committee  that 
the  fourth  of  these  articles  would  have  interfered  vith  iIk 
settled  policy  of  the  United  States,  in  relation  to  die  la- 
dians  within  their  limits.  This  letter  procee<b:  "Thitn- 
mark  of  the  committee  appears  to  have  afiected  the  let- 
sibiUty  of  the  British  cabinet  upon  two  g^unds:  first,  it 
they  considered  that  the  rejection  of  those  articles  htd  Ml 
been  previously  communicated  to  themj  and,  aec(n%, 
because  they  thought  that  the  article  in  question  did  nt 
bear  the  consti-ucUon,  and  they  explicitiy  disclaimed  tlit 
intention  that  it  should  bear  such  a  construction  is  tlit 
coitimittec  of  Congress  thought  applicable  to  it" 

The  same  letter  further  proceeds  tossy,  "tbitthc 
comn^ittee  drew  their  own  conclusions  upon  the  prgbtble 
operation  of  the  articles,  and  particularly  of  the  foiutfa. 
They  were  communicated  to  them  without  comments 
the  part  of  the  Executive.  They  knew  the  srtidei  iai 
not  been  accepted,  hut  the  reasons  of  the  Hon-accepUice 
had  not  been  stated  to  them.  It  is  true  that  the  articli 
was  the  same  which,  at  the  negotiation  of  the  commerciil 
convention  of  18)5,  bad  been  ofif^red  by  the  British  ple» 
potentiaries;  that  the  objection  to  it,  now  su{;f;eited  bf 
the  committee,  had,  at  that  time,  been  avow«l  br  tboM 
of  tiie  United  States;  that  the  British  plenipotentiiriadiil 
then  disclaim  tbe  intention  of  giving  it  a  coiutructioi 
which  would  import  th>:  admi^on  of  British  tndcn  ti  | 
any  intercourse  witli  Indians  within  the  territories  of  the 
United  States,  and  did  offer  tQ  introduce  into  the  trticle 
any  words  which  miglit  be  nec^swry  to  guard  it  agiiiot 
that  construction;  and  that  the  article  was  then  dedisel 
upon  another  ground."  Whether  there  wassnjr  objecti* 
on  the  part  of  the  adounistration  of  tliis  Govenunest,  it 
that  time,  to  the  tiiree  first  articles,  I  have  not  l>een  >Ue 
to  discover.  Nor  do  I  find  the  other  ground  of  objeeti* 
to  the  fourth  article  any  where  specified.  One  thiny  ii 
evident,  viz.  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Belitioiii 
of  tlie  House  of  Representatives,  in  1818,  considered  tlie, 
terms  offered,  with  some  practical  modifications,  luch  it 
ought  to  have  been  accepted,  and  would  so  have  report- 
ed, had  they  been  informeil  of  the  true  constniclioi 
given  to  the  fourth  article  by  the  British  GoTemmenl.  I 
pass  over,  without  comment,  Mr.  President,  the  nunner 
in  which  tliis  proposition  of  the  British  minister  wss  trot- 
ed  by  our  own  Government,  and  shall  make  no  inquiry 
into  the  justness  of  tlie  complaints  of  tiie  EngDih  mini* 
try  on  that  account.  It  appears  that,  although  this  propo- 
sition was  communicated  in  March,  1817,  to  our  miniiter 
in  London,  the  determination  of  the  Executive  of  I" 
United  States  was  made  known  in  England  for  the  nrrt 
time,  through  Uie  report  of  the  committee  to  which  I 
have  adverted.  In  consequence  of  the  riewi  '*^"  !! 
this  report,  founded  upon  a  mistaken  construction, »  oul 
was  reported  by  tbe  committee,  iropoting  biirdensoiM 
charges  upon  the  trade,  if  carried  on  in  British  veaeB. 
And  for  the  first  rime  in  tiie  history  of  the  Go»erniiieii! 
of  the  United  SUtes,  a  law  was  passed  during  "?■?  J^ 
of  Congress,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  die  British  coifr 
nial  system  by  direct  and  countervailing  prohibition-  '•»' 
act  was  passed  on  tiie  18th  April,  1818;  and  iiot*w 
standing  all  the  compUints  made  by  tlie  late  *°'^f~\ 
tion,  because  the  famous  act  of  P""''**"*"' °' i -J^  « 
not  communicated  by  tiie  Government  of  Great  B"*^, . 
that  of  tiie  United  States,  Mr.  Adams,  in  his  le««!"l" 
of  May,  1818,  says  in  reference  tp  the  »<:'°' *^5»!3 
of  tiic  18th  of  April  preceding,  "Although  nolor^ 
communication  of  this  Uw  to  the  British  Governmen'"^ 
be  necessary,  it  may  naturally  be  expected  that «  * 
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noticed  in  your  occasional  conversations  with  Lord  Castle- 
rttgh."  That  act  closed  the  ports  of  the  United  States 
ifter  the  30th  September,  1818,  against  Teasels  owned  by 
Britidt  nbjecta,  coming  from  any  port  or  place  in  a  colony 
w  territory  of  his  Britannic  Majesty,  which,  by  the  ordi- 
nsry  law*  of  navigation  and  trade,  were  closed  against 
tniels  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United  States.  In  the 
hope  that  some  change  bad  taken  place  in  the  policy  of 
(he  British  cabinet  in  relation  to  this  trade,  and  tliat  the 
let  of  Congress  would  contribute  to  effect  it,  Mr.  Hush 
vij  instructed  in  May,  1818,  to  renew  his  efforts.  And 
me  trouW  suppose  from  reading  the  correspondence 
which  ensued  between  the  two  Powers  through  their  re- 
ipectire  agents,  that  both  were  anxious  to  come  to  some 
snnpment,  which  should  be  mutually  advantageous  and 
■tisfactory.  To  this  end,  after  propositions  had  been 
labmitted  on  both  sides,  Mr.  Adams,  by  his  letter  of  7th 
May,  1819,  directs  Mr.  Rush  to  submit  the  draught  of  two 
irticles,  by  way  of  compromise.  By  the  first  of  these 
nticln,  the  vessels  of  the  United  States,  and  those  of 
Gttat  Britain,  were  to  have  liberty  to  import  into  a  great 
umber  of  British  colonial  ports  (particularly  named) 
leitain  ennmerated  articles,  the  growth,  produce,  or 
lanu&cture  of  the  United  States,  and  any  other  articles, 
ofthe  lite  growth,  produce,  ormanufecture,  the  importa- 
tion of  which  should  not  be  entirely  prohibited  from 
ereiy  otherforeign  country  or  place;  and  vessels  of  Great 
Britain  and  of  the  United  States  were  to  be  at  liberty  to 
oport  from  the  said  ports  especially  named  to  any  of  the 
prats  of  the  United  States,  rum,  molasses,  and  salt,  being 
rf  the  grmvtb,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  any  of  the 
itore mentioned  dominions,  (British  West  India  islands,) 
ad  iny  other  articles  of  said  growth,  produce,  or  manu- 
ftcture,  the  exportation  of  which  to  any  other  foreign 
toontry  or  place  shall  not  be  entirely  prohibited.  With 
ngird  to  this  portion  of  the  first  article,  however,  Mr, 
tmh  was  instructed  So  fiir  to  modify  it,  if  desired  by  the 
Ititish  Government,  as  to  restrict  the  trade  to  the  articles 
of  import  and  export  particularly  named.  The  vessels 
rf  eiUitr  party  employed  in  the  trade  by  this  article  pro- 
nded  fijr,  were  to  be  admitted  into  the  ports  of  the  other 
Bihove  mentioned,  without  paying  any  other  or  higher 
<lutin  or  charges  than  those  payable  in  the  same  ports  by 
tlie  Trnels  of  the  other  party,  and  they  were  at  liberty 
Rspectirely  to  touch  during  the  same  voyage  at  one  or 
WW  of  the  above  mentioned  ports  of  the  other  party,  to 
&poK  of  their  inward  and  take  in  outward  cargoes. 
Thisirticle  fuitber  proposed  that  there  should  be  no  dis- 
criminating duties  upon  any  of  the  articles  importable  by 
TOtue  of  the  proposed  convention,  whether  imported 
ifrtctly  between  the  United  States  and  the  said  ports,  or 
net  nrra,  and  when  imported  in  a  circuitous  manner.  I 
^  leiTc  to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  following  proposed  stipulation  contained  in  this  article : 
"No  other  or  higher  duties  shall  be  charged  upon  any  of 
ftt  il>0Te  mentioned  articles,  ^when  imported,  by  virtue  of 
fiij  convention,  into  the  United  States,  or  into  any  of  the 
poiti  aforesaid,  than  may  be  charged  on  similar  articles 
rten  imported  from  any  foreign  country  into  the  United 
St«tes,  or  from  any  other  country  or  place  whatsoever,  into 
1»i«d  porta. 

Kow,  Br,  I  find  this  preteranon  nowhere  set  up  by 
(!><■  Government  previous  to  the  date  of  this  letter, 
>lt)>(Mgh  it  is  inferred,  from  what  has  fallen  from  an  honor- 
Ale  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr,  Clat,]  on  a  former 
"foifm,  that  this  pretension  had  been  set  up  under  Mr. 
•Maon's  administration  j  yet  I  cannot  find  it.  If  it  be 
|"Ki  then,  that  this  claim  was  first  made  in  1819;  and  if 
t  be  true  that  a  Secretary  of  State  is  responsible  for 
wtrectiofls  to  our  ministers  abroad,  then  is  the  following 
tapuge  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  instructions  to  Mr.  McLane 
"Xinded  in  truth:  "It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  clabns 
•etup  by  them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  6f  the 


trade  in  question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by 
those  who  first  asserted  them." 

The  law  of  Congress  of  April,  1818,  declaring  "  a  non- 
intercourse  in  British  vessels  with  ports  closed  by  British 
laws  a^nst  the  vessels  ofthe  United  Sutes,"  and  the 
instructions  of  the  administration  to  Mr.  Rush,  heretofore 
adverted  to,  failing  to  produce  the  desired  result.  Con- 
gress, by  a  supplemental  act,  passed  on  the  15tli  May, 
1 820,  closed  the  ports  of  the  United  States  fit>m  and  aAer 
the  30th  of  September  of  that  year,  against  British  vea- 
sels  coming  or  arriving  by  sea  from  any  port  or  place  in 
any  island,  colony,  or  territory,  or  possession  of  Great 
Britain  in  the  West  Indies,  or  on  the  continent  of  Ame- 
rica south  of  the  southern  boundary  of  the  United  States, 
and  not  included  in  the  act  of  April,  1818.  And  British 
West  Indian  or  North  American  produce  was  allowed  to 
be  imported  into  the  United  States  only  direct  from  the 
colony,  province,  plantation,  island,  possession,  or  place 
of  which  it  was  wholly  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufiic- 
ture.  In  odier  words,  the  act  of  1 820  was,  in  the  language 
of  a  statesman  of  that  day,  "a  non-intercourse  in  British 
vessels  with  all  the  British  American  colonies,  and  a  prohi- 
bition of  all  articles  the  produce  of  those  colonies,  except 
the  produce  of  each  colony  imported  directly  from  itseUT" 

By  this  act  bonds  were  required  from  British  vessels 
sailing  from  the  ports  of  this  country  not  to  land  their 
cargoes  in  any  British  American  colony. 

The  intercourse  continued  upon  this  footing  until  1833, 
when  Congress,  by  an  act  of  the  6th  of  }hy  of  that  year, 
in  anticipation,  as  it  is  said,  of  a  law  about  to  be  passed 
by  the  British  Parliament,  provided  "  that,  on  satisfac- 
tory evidence  being  given  to  the  President  that  the  ports 
in  the  islands  or  colonies  in  tiie  West  Indies,  under  the 
dominion  of  Great  Britain,  had  been  opened  to  the  vessels 
of  the  United  States,  be  should  be  authorized  to  issue  hts 
proclamation  declaring  that  the  ports  of  the  United  States 
sliould  be  thereafter  opened  to  vessels  of  Great  Britain 
employed  in  the  trade  and  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  such  islands  and  colonies,  subject  to  such  re- 
ciprocal rules  and  restrictions  as  the  President  of  the 
United  States  might,  by  such  proclamation,  make  and 
publish."  The  anticipated  act  of  the  British  Parliament 
passed,  authorizing,  so  ftr  as  the  United  States  were  con- 
cerned, vessels  of  me  United  States  to  bring  directly,  and. 
not  otherwise,  from  ports  of  the  United  States  to  certain  co- 
lonial ports  particularly  named,  and  none  otiiers,  certain 
specified  articles  of  merchandise.  Such  articles  as  consist- 
ed of  the  produetions  of  the  Unit^  States  were  charged 
with  heavy  duties  on  their  arrival)  whilst  the  same  articles 
might  be  carried  to  the  same  POTts,  directly  or  in^rectly, 
in  British  vessels,  fVom  a  colony  in  North  America  to  a 
colony  in  the  West  Indies.  Besides,  Mr.  President,  a 
vessel  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  tiie  trade  was 
required  to  return  with  its  cargo  procured  in  a  Bri- 
tish colonial  port,  directiy,  and  not  otherwise,  to  the 
United  States;  and  the  vesseb  of  the  United  States  were 
required  to  give  an  export  bond  to  'land  their  cargoes  at 
the  ports  for  which  they  were  entered.  The  terms  of 
this  act  of  Parliament,  incomparably  more  unfavorable 
than  those  of  the  late  "  arrangement,"  were  so  satisfac- 
tory to  the  then  administration,  that  the  President,  on  the 
34ai  of  August,  1822,  issued  his  proclamation  in  virtue 
of  the  act  of  Congress,  opening  all  the  ports  ofthe  United 
States  to  British  vessels  engaged  in  the  trade  between  the 
United  States  andtheseveral  British  colonial  ports  namedin 
the  act  of  Parliament,  imponng  restrictions  requiring  the 
vessel  to  be  British  built,  to  be  owned  by  a  British  sub- 
ject, to  be  navigated  by  a  master  and  three-fourths  of 
the  crew  who  should  also  be  British  subjects;  or  the  ves- 
sel was  required  to  have  been  built  in  the  United  States,* 
and  the  property  of  a  British  subject,  to  be  navigated  in 
the  same  manner.  This  proclamation  also  required  that 
die  cargo  to  be  imported  into  the  United  States  should  be 
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the  growth,  produce,  or  manufiu:ture  of  the  British  isluidi 
»nd  colonies  in  the  West  Indies,  when  imported  from 
tkence,  and  of  the  (frow*Ji,  produce,  or  manufccture  of  Ihe 
Britigta  colonies  in  North  America,  when  imported  from 
that  quarter.     Ahhough  it  was-alleged  by  Great  Britain 
that  there  existed  no  discriminating  tonnage  duties  in  the 
British  colotues  disadvantageous  to    the  United  States, 
the  statement  was  denied  by  our  Government,  and  British 
ships  were  made  liable,  by  treasury  instructions  to  the  col- 
lectors, to  a  discrinunating  tonnage  duty  of  one  dollar  per 
ton,  and  the  cargo  to  ten  per  cent.     This  was  a  subject 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  Great  Britun,  and  she  re- 
sorted to  countervaihng  discriminations.      The  famous 
elsewhere  act  of  Cong^ress  of  1st  March,  1823,  was  pass- 
ed, which  I  do  not  propose  to  notice  further  than  to  say 
that  this  word,  elsewhere,  was  not  understood  b^  Con- 
gress as  it  was  afterwards  interpreted  by  the  admmistra- 
tion.     For,  sir,  I  have  heard  you  [Mr.  Sxitb]  declare, 
upon  this  floor,  more  than  once,  that  not  a  siogle  member 
or  the  Senate  dreamed  of  setting  up  the  pretension  by 
tlus  word  implied.    The  Executive,  however,  gave  to 
this  word  a  construction  which  recognised  by  uiw  the 
pretension  set  up  in  Mr.  Adaais's  letter  of  1819,  requiring 
that  American  cargoes  should  be  subject  to  no  higher  du- 
ties or  charges  on  entering  a  British  colonial  port,  than 
■milar  cargoes  in  British  vessels  should  be  subjectto  when 
coming  from  any  other  place  whatsoever.     These  words, 
any  omer  place,  were  intended  to  include  British  colonies 
themselves.    What  would  gentlemen  say  if  Great  Britain 
should  demand  that  her  vessek  and  cargoes  should  enter 
at  Pensacola  upon  the  same  footing  with  American  vessels 
and  their  cargoes  sailing  from  New  York  to  the  same 
place  ?    It  would  be  denounced  as  the  most  imprudent  of 
all  pretensions.    Aad  yet  shall  we  require  that  our  ves- 
vels  eiaU  carry  on  a  trade  upon  the  same  terms  with  a 
British  vessel  sailing  from  Halifax  or  Bermuda  to  that 
place.'    The  negotiatifms  which  followed  the  passage  of 
this  law,  were  unsuccessful,  though  continued  down  to 
the  year  1835,  when  a  new  era,  with  regard  to  this  long 
agitated  sabject,  was  opened,  by  the  passage  of  three 
acts  of  Parhament,  in  the  months  of  June  and  July  of 
that  year.     As  all  subsequent  negotiations  have  bad  an 
express  reference  to  these  acts,  their  substance  will  be 
collected  from  the  view  I  am  now  about  to  take,  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  so  far  from  abandoning  every 
claim  set  up  by  Hub  Government,  in  the  late  arrangement, 
this  administration  has  succeeded,  and  secured  by  the  ar- 
rangement every  demand  which  had  not  been  explicitly 
abandoned  by  ttieir  predecessors.     In  connexion  with 
this  view  of  the  subiect,  I  must  be  permitted  to  notice  the 
remarks  which  fell  finom  an  honorable  Senator   [Mr. 
Wxbbtsb]  at  an  early  period  of  the  seswon.     I  will  read 
bit  words  so  far  as  I  intend  to  notice  them.     "  Some  time 
aiace,  measures  had  been  taken,  and  negotiations  entered 
into,  the  object  of  which  was  to  place  our  commercial  in- 
tercourse with  the  British  American  colonies  on  terms  of 
reciprocal  advantage.     TlUs  negotiation  had  failed,  and 
the  endeavors  to  make  such  arrangements,  and  fix  the  du- 
ties, on  either  part,  on  some  equal  terms,  so  that  the  duties 
imposed  on  American  vesseb  entering  the  British  colonial 
ports  should  be  no  higher  than  those  imposed  on  their 
own  vaasels,  were  then  ineffectual.     The  object  of  that 
proposed  arrangement  was  for  the  benefit  of  commerce 
as  well  as  navigation.     Tlie  British  Government,  not  con- 
senting to  comply  with  terms  which  that  administration 
considered  just  and  necessary,  the  navigation  was,  by  di- 
rection of  the  Executive,  abandoned:  since  which  period, 
no  arrangement  bad  be^n  completed,  in  conformity  with 
instructions  given  by  the  Government  here  to  the  miiuster 
at  the  court  of  St.  James;  given,  sir,  in  terms  and  in  a  tem- 

ger  which  may  very  properly  biecome  the  subject  of  pub- 
c  examination  and  comment  liere." 
If  these  remarks  were  inttnded  to  convey  inanuations 


beyond  their  literal  expresson,  or  if  any  of  them  utb. 
ble  to  more  than  one  interpretation,  I  null  not  mit  t 
single  comment  on  that  account.  My  sde  object  iilD 
develop  facts  and  detect  misapprehenaon.  That  pdik 
fame,  which  those  engagped  in  this  negotiation  tare  ac- 
quired by  patriotic  efforts  for  a  long  period  of  ycin,  it 
not  to  be  destroyed  in  the  eyes  of  the  Amieiican  peo^b; 
insinuation.     I  will  proceed  to  show — 

1<  That  the  late  administration  alone  did  not  endom 
to  make  arrangements  and  fix  the  duties,  on  either  pa^ 
on  some  equal  basis,  so  that  vesseb  entering  the  BiM 
colonial  ports  should  pay  no  higher  duties  than  thoKi* 
posed  on  their  own  vessels;  but  that  the  present  adnaii 
tration  endeavored  to  do,  and,  in  fact,  accomplished  Ih 
same  upon  those  terms  which  the  late  Executive  C0BCci?d 
to  be  just  and  necessary.  ' 

2.  The  navigation  was  not  abandoned  by  the  diiedii 
of  the  late  Executive,  but  was  held  in  negotiation,* 
constantly  solicited  from  the  Government  of  Great  Britii 

3.  The  arrangement  subsequently  made  by  the  pnai 
administration  was  upon  precisely  the  same  term  is  tbn 
conceived  to  be  just  and  necessary,  and  offered  br  thi 
predecessors  after,  by  having  abandoned  all  otfaen,  t^ 
had  left  nothing  else  to  be  demanded. 

I  will  begin,  sir,  with  the  mis«on  of  Mr.  Gallatiii.  Ik 
question  is  not  whether  he  was  properly  instructed,  butka 
he  was  instructed,  and  what  be  did,  and  in  what  state  It 
Uktc  administration  lef^  and  the  present  found,  the  M|| 
tiation  for  the  colonial  trade.  The  first  instrucbcn  I 
Mr.  Gallatin — I  refer,  of  course,  to  published  docuneaH- 
are  dated  the  19th  June,  1826^  In  these,  he  wia  ialin 
ed — "  Mr.  Rush,  in  the  progress  of  his  negotiatioi,  >tlk 
third  conference,  offered  two  articles  for  the  reguli^ 
of  this  trade,  which  were  not  accepted  by  the  Biii 
plenipotentiaries.  These  articles  etabraced  tbree  ks^ 
principles:  First,  That  there  should  be  a  mutual  M 
tion  of  all  discriminating  or  alien  duties,  so  as  to  pkl 
British  and  American  vessels  employed  in  the  trade,  a 
tbeir  cargoes,  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality;  kcob 
That  the  productions  of  toe  United  States,  aibihtediri 
a  British  colony,  should  be  subjected  to  no  higher  (tM 
than  similar  productions  of  another  Britii  cdm};;  ft 
third.  That  tne  trade  should  remain  restricted,  as  it  ike 
was,  by  the  acts  of  Congress  and  Parliament,  acconfiift 
which  it  was  limited  to  a  direct  intercourse." 

This  opportunity  thus  presented  for  a  faronble  tdjtul 
ment  of  the  trade,  was  lost,  the  administratioa  rcjet^ 
the  terms,  we  are  warranted  in  deeming  fiivonblc,h 
cause  subsequently  adopted,  as  appears  by  the  fUkndfl 
paragraph  (»  these  instructions:  "You  wiU  obicrreAl 
the  instructions  now  given  respecting  the  coloiml  tal 
amount  to  an  authority,  on  the  [urt  of  this  GovenUBoA,  I 
you,  to  agree  in  substance  to  the  modificatiao  of  M| 
Rush's  proposal  which  was  required  by  the  Britii  pia 
potentiaries.  You  will  endeavor  to  make  ahveljrimiM 
sion  on  the  British  Government  of  the  conciliatoi7  ^ 
of  that  of  the  United  States,  which  has  dictated  the  pn 
sent  liberal  offer;  and  of  their  expectation  to  meet,  is  d 
progress  of  your  negotiationa,  with  a  correspoiii 
friendly  disposition.  The  object  of  th'is  part  of  ^ 
instructions  may  be  accomplished,  either  by  insertinj  t 
articles  respecting  the  colonial  trade  in  thie  g«netil« 
vention  for  regulating  the  commerce  between  thet* 
countries,  which  would  be  their  most  fit  poation,  oria 
separate  convention.  Whether  the  two  articles  pi^f 
by  Mr.  Rush,  or  the  two  first  proposed  by  w  BM 
plenipotentiaries,  or  others  differently  constructcdtAo* 
be  inserted  in  the  convention  which  you  are  eiiuis^n" 
to  conclude,  will  depend  upon  flie  footing  on  "''{['' 
may  ultimately  agree,  under  your  iiutructioo^  k  ?^ 
the  colonial  trade.  If  you  should  not  be  likely  to  sn^ 
your  negotiations,  on  the  entire  subject  of  the  conwy 
between  the  two  countries  and  their  req>ectiTe  tenitoM 
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0  t  concUuion,  ia  time  to  present  the  conrention,  in 
ihich  it  is  expected  they  will  issue,  to  Congress  during 
b  next  seaaion,  it  will  be  desirable,  and  you  are  accord- 
t^j  directed  to  endeavor  to  make  a  separate  arrange- 
iKntof  tiie  coloaial  question,  so  as  to  enable  the  President 
it  Iea<t  to  prc^nt  that  before  the  adjournment.  As  to 
he  duration  of  any  general  or  particular  commercial  con- 
«ntion,  to  which  you  may  ag^ee,  it  may  be  limited  to  a 
Mtifid  of  about  ten  years;  to  which  it  is  advisable  to  add 
a  article  similar  to  the  eleventh  article  of  our  Danish 
laljr,  stipulating  that  the  convention  shall  continue  in 
brce  beyond  the  particular  period  agreed  upon,  until  one 
wty  notify  the  other,  in  writing,  oT  bis  dewre  to  put  an 
ad  to  it" 

This  retraction  came  too  late;  and  though  every  argu- 
Mnt  of  the  greatest  persuasion,  and  which,  if  I  was  dis- 
Hxed  to  imitate  the  example  of  the  Senator  from  Maine, 
migtit  deaotainate  by  a  harsher  term,  the  British  Govern- 
gent,  in  a  tone  not  merely  of  defiance,  but  in  the  last  de- 
^  offensive,  at  least  as  much  so  as  the  biting  sarcasm  of 
ir.  Cuming  could  make  it,  shut  the  door  of  negotiation, 
lod  (KremptorUy  refused  to  open  it. 

Neither  the  tone  nor  the  indigni^  of  this  outrage  pass- 
id  unheeded  by  the  administration;  and  by  the  second  set 
finstructioDs  fiirnished  Mr.  Gallatin,  November  11th,  1826, 
be  feelings  of  the  administration  were  fully  manifested. 

They  had  no  alternative  but  to  stop;  and  accordingly 
Jr.  Gallatin  was  informed — "As  the  only  alternative  which 
k  coune  adopted  by  that  Government  has  left,  the  Pre- 
adenlhas  determined  to  give  a  signal  proof  of  his  anxious 
*iah  to  preserve  a  good  understanding  between  the  two 
GoTunments,  by  laying  the  whole  of  the  correspondence 
thick  bas  passed  between  them  on  this  subject,  including 
k  iostructions  of  our  several  ministers  at  the  court  of  St. 
luiKs,  before  Congress,  at  its  next  session.  The  wisdom 
if  that  body,  in  the  actual  state  of  things,  is  alone  compe- 
lent  to  decide  whether  the  colonial  intercourse  shall  re- 
nain  closed,  according  to  the  pleasure  of  the  British  Go- 
rernment,  as  manifested  in  the  late  order  in  council,  and 
f  hether  that  portion  of  it  left  open  by  the  order  shall  re- 
loamopen;  or  on  what  conditions,  compatible  with  the 
bterestsof  the  people  of  the  United  States,  Congress  is 
villing  the  trade  should  be  placed. 

"  You  will  accompany  the  communication  of  the  sub- 
stance of  this  despatch,  or  the  substance  of  such  part  of  it 
uyoumay  not  have  anticipated  in  any  answers  to  Mr. 
Canning's  note,  presented  from  yourself  to  the  British 
Gayeriunent,  with  the  assurance  tliat,  notwithstanding 
Ikeir  present  decision,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  at  all  times  hereafter,  will  be  ready,  at  Washing- 
ton or  at  London,  to  treat  of  the  colonial  intercourse  when- 
«er  it  may  be  their  desire  or  inclination  to  negotiate  on 
1i»t  subject." 

IT  the  matter  had  ended  here,  then  there  might  have 
Ktn  some  pretence  for  saying  that  the  navigation  had 
been  "abandoned"  by  tlie  direction  of  the  Executive. 

After  this,  however,  the  late  administration  laid  the 
»holec»se  before  Congress,  as  Mr.  Gallatin  was  instructed 
to  inform  the  British  Government  they  would  do,  and 
™t  body  rose  without  passing  any  law  on  the  subject. 

In  the  last  attempt  made  under  the  instructions  of  NO' 
Tcmber,  1826,  tlje  difficulty  was,  that  our  Government  in- 
•Mted  upon  an  arrangement  by  treaty,  and  Great  Britain 
"poii  regulating  the  trade  by  mutual  legislation:  on  every 
0"icr  point  we  had  waived  our  previous  pretensions;  this 
uone  remained — and  we  stood  pledged  by  our  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  Gallatin,  communicated  to  Mr.  Canning,  not 
|f  move  again  until  the  British  Government  should  renew 


the 


negotiation  at  Washington.    In  this  event  [if  Great 


Britain  would  negotiate  at  Washington,]  the  navigation 
»>»not  "abandoned"  by  the  directigp  of  the  Executive, 
w  reserved  merely  for  the  action  of  the  British  Govern- 
Went.  The  insolence  of  Mi-.  Canning's  tone  w*s  sufficient 


to  remove  it  from  about  the  palace  of  St  James,  afler  the 
door  had  been  shut  injuriously  in  our  face;  but  we  retreat* 
ed,  saying  to  Mr.  Canning— notwithstanding  your  dis- 
courtesy, if  you  will  come  to  our  house,  we  will,  rather 
than  abandon  the  navigation,  treat  with  you  again. 

Congress  having  risen  without  legislating,  Mr.  Adams 
issued  his  proclamation,  reviving  the  laws  interdicting  the 
trade  with  the  British  free  ports;  and  so  the  trade  was 
closed:  and,  if  he  had  stopped  here,  there  would  have 
been  a  pretence  for  abanaoning,  being  forced  to  do  lo, 
the  navigation. 

But  the  late  administration  did  not  continue  even  in  this 
mood  long,  and,  on  the  11th  April,  1827,  furnished  Mr. 
Gallatin  further  instructions,  authorizing  him  to  announce 
to  the  British  Government  the  acquiescence  of  this  in  the 
proposition  that  the  colonial  trade  should  be  regulated  by 
law,  and  to  ascertain  the  disposition  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  open  the  trade  by  separate  acts  of  regulation! 
This,  too,  after  their  previous  stand,  and  before  Great 
Britain  had  made  any  overture  for  negotiation ! 

Here  was  no  abandonment,  surely;  on  the  contrary,  a 
renewal  of  the  negotiation  for  the  trade  on  the  Bntish 
Government's  own  terms,  and  after  she  had  peremptorily 
refused  to  negotiate,  and  before  she  had  signified  the 
slightest  disposition  to  renew  the  affair  at  Washington. 

Why  this  gracious  advance  was  unnoticed,  does  not  ap- 
pear from  the  published  correspondence.  It  is  enourii 
for  our  present  purpose  that  it  was  made.  But  we  shomd 
not  forget  to  inquire  how  it  was  made,  when  the  "  volun- 
tary abandonment"  of  the  past  is,  with  disingenuous  disre- 
gard of  fact,  set  in  strong  contrast  with  the  "  supplicatoiy 
tone"  of  the  present  administration. 

Instead  of  remaining  on  our  ground  until  Great  Britain 
renewed  the  negotiation  at  Washington,  or  atoned  for 
Mr.  Canning's  letter,  we  crossed  the  water,  and  9nce 
more  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  palace  of  St.  James! — 
knocked  at  that  door  to  reiterate  our  former  demands,  on 
which  we  had  already  solenmly  declared  we  would  abide? 
No  such  thing.  To  announce  our  determination  to  aban- 
don the  navigation  which  we  could  not  now  accept  with- 
out the  sacrifice  of  our  national  honor  and  dignity  ?  No 
such  thing.  We  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  palace  of  St. 
James,  to  make  known  our  willingness  to  accept,  and  invite 
Great  Britain  to  allow  us  to  accept,  those  very  terms  which 
we  had  refused  to  take,  before  that  door  of^  the  palace  of 
St.  James  had  been  unceremoniously  shut  in  our  face!! 

For,  in  the  last  letter  of  instructions  to  Mr.  Gallatin, 
dated  11th  April,  18^7,  immediately  on  the  heels  of  the 
proclamation  of  17th  ilarch  preceding,  he  was  instructed 
to  inform  the  British  Government  that  we  would  waive 
our  former  objection,  that  we  ourselves  preferred  an  ar- 
rangement by  law  to  one  by  treaty;  and  he  was  express- 
ly directed  to  communicate  to  the  British  Government 
tJiat  "  the  President  is  willing  to  recommend  to  Con- 
gress, at  its  next  session,  Ist,  to  suspend,  as  to  the  British 
Government,  the  alien  duty  on  vessels  and  cargo,  and  to 
allow  the  entry  into  our  poi-ts  of  British  vessels  laden  with 
the  same  kinds  of  British  or  British  colonial  produce  as 
American  vessels  can  lawfully  import,  the  British  vessel 
paying  no  higher  cbarget,  of  any  kind,  than  American 
vessels  are,  under  the  same  circumstances,  bound  to  pay: 
and,  3dly,  to  abolish  the  restrictions  contained  in  tlic  act 
of  the  1st  March,  1823,  confining  the  trade  to  a  direct  in- 
tercourse between  the  colonies  and  the  United  States;  the 
effect  of  which  wUl  be  to  leave  Great  Britain  In  the  exclu- 
sive possession  of  tlie  circuitous  trade  between  the  United 
Kingdom  and  the  United  States,  through  the  British  colo- 
nies. You  will  inquire  whether,  if  Congress  should  pass 
a  law  to  the  above  effect,  tlie  order  in  council  of  July  last 
will  be  revoked;  the  discriminating  duties,  operating  to 
the  disadvantage  of  our  vessels  in  the  British  colonial 
ports,  will  be  abolished;  and  our  vessels  suffered  to  enjoy 
the  privileges  of  trade  and  intcicourse,  according  to  tlie 
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enactments  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  the  5th  of  July, 
1825:"  and  the  instructions  then  proceed — "Should  the 
intercourse  be  opened  on  the  above  conditions,  the  Ame- 
rican Government  will  have  wuved  the  demand  here- 
tofore made,  that  our  produce  should  be  received  into  the 
British  colonial  ports,  paying  no  higher  duties  than  similar 
produce  pays  in  those  ports  when  imported'  from  other 
ports  of  the  British  possesaons.  We  should  have  regard- 
ed the  above  inquiry  altogether  unnecessary,  and  that,  as 
•  matter  of  course,  the  privileges  of  the  act  of  Parliament 
would  be  extended  to  our  navigation,  upon  the  passage  of 
such  an  act  of  Congress  as  the  President  now  oners  to  re- 
commend, but  for  the  declaration  contained  in  Mr.  Can- 
ning's note  of  11th  September  last  According  to  that 
declaration,  the  British  Government  announced,  that  <  af- 
ter having  been  compelled  to  apply  to  any  counti?  the 
inter(Uct  prescribed  by  the  act  of  1825,  it  cannot  bold  it- 
self bound  to  remove  the  interdict,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
whenever  it  may  happen  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the 
foreigfn  Government  to  reconsider  the  measure  by  which 
&e  application  of  that  interdict  was  occasioned.' " 

The  directtons  in  these  instructions  were  communicated 
to  the  British  Government  by  Mr.  Gallatin,  in  bis  two  let- 
ters to  Lord  Dudley,  of  4th  of  June  and  17th  of  August, 
182r. 

How  these  were  received,  the  Senate  mav  know  by  re- 
ferring to  Mr.  Gallatin's  letter  to  Mr.  Clay  of  14th  Sep- 
tember^  1837,  and  Lord  Dudley's  letter  to  Mr.  Gallatin, 
of  1st  October,  1827. 

The  substance  was,  that  Great  Britain  declined  acting 
until  a  law  should  be  passed,  which  she  might  judge. 

To  Mr.  Gallatin  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour,  at  tiie  court  of 
St.  James;  (I  pass  over  Mr.  King;)  and,  although  his  in- 
structions have  not  been  made  public,  I  suppose  there  can 
be  little  doubt  that  he  was  directed  to  sound  Great  Britain 
upon  the  subject,  and,  if  he  found  her  disposed  to  nego- 
tiate, to  renew  Mr.  Gallatin's  proposition. 

In  1829,  Mr.  McLane  succeeded  Mr.  Barbour. 

On  liis  arrival  in  London,  as  appears  from  his  corre- 
spondence, he  renewed  the  proposition  substantially,  and 
almost  in  words  the  same  as  Mr.  Gallatin  had  made  it. 
Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  letter  of  17th  August,  1827,  to  Lord 
Dudley,  says:  "  The  President  of  the  United  States  is  wil- 
ling to  recommend  to  Congress,  at  its  next  session,  1st,  to 
open  again  the  ports  of  the  United  States  to  British  ves- 
sels coming  from  the  British  colonies,  allowing  the  entry, 
into  the  said  ports,  of  British  vessels  laden  with  such  Bri- 
tish produce  or  produce  of  the  British  colonies  as  American 
yeasels  can  lawfully  import,  without  paying  any  alien  or 
discriminating  duties,  and  on  payment  only  of  the  same, 
and  no  higher  duties  or  charges  of  any  kind,  on  eitlier  ves- 
sels or  cargoes,  than  are,  under  the  same  circumstances, 
payable  by-  the  American  vessels  or  cargoes;  2dly,  to 
abolish  the  restriction  contained  in  the  act  of  Congress  of 
March,  1823,  which  confines  the  trade  to  a  direct  inter- 
course between  the  British  colonies  and  the  United  States. 
The  effect  of  this  measure  will  be  to  leave  Great  Britain 
in  the  exclusive  possession  of  the  circuitous  trade  between 
the  United  Kingdom  and  the  United  States,  through  the 
British  colonies.  All  the  provisions  in  former  acts  of  the 
American  Government  which  had  been  deemed  objection- 
able by  that  of  his  Majesty,  will  thereby  be  repealed. 
The  condition  contemplated  by  the  act  of  Parliament,  (of 
1825,)  as  it  is  now  understood,  will  be  fulfilled." 

I  might  now  stop,  and  ask  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr. 
Houfxs,]  who  has  surrendered  every  demand  ever  made 
by  this  Government? 

Now,  rir,  I  will  show  you  the  proposition  submitted  by 
Mr.  McLane.  That  gentleman  proposed  "  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  should  now  comply  with 
the  conditions  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July  5th,  1825, 
by  an  express  law  opening  their  ports  for  the  admission  of 
British  vessels,  and  by  allowing  their  entry  with  the  same 


kind  of  British  colonial  produce  as  may  be  imported  in 
American  vessels,  the  vessels  of  both  countries  paying  the 
same  charges,  suspeniUng  the  alien  duties  on  British  vet. 
sels  and  cargoes,  and  abolishing  the  restrictions  in  the  act 
of  Congress  of  1823,  to  the  £rect  intercourse  betvea 
the  United  States  and  the  British  colonies;  and  that  such 
a  law  should  be  immediately  followed  by  a  revocation 
of  the  British  orders  in  council,  of  27th  of  July,  1836^ 
the  abolition  or  suspension  of  all  discriminating  ovtiei  on 
American  vessels  in  the  British  colonial  ports,  and  the  en- 
joyment by  the  United  States  of  the  advantages  of  the  tct 
of^Pariiamentof  the  5th  July,  1825. 

Now,  Mr.  Prerident,  let  me  inquire  in  what  these  pm- 
positions  of  Mr.  Gallatin  and  Mr.  McLane  differ. 

Both  propositions  claim  to  enjoy  the  privileges  oftride 
and  intercourse  according  to  the  enactments  of  the  act  of 
Parliament  of  the  5th  July,  1825. 

Both  propose  to  comply  with  the  conditions  of  that  ict 
of  Parliament  by  a  Uw  of  the  United  States. 

Both  propose  to  open  the  ports  of  the  United  States  to 
British  vessels  allowing  the  entry  into  such  ports  of  Britiah 
vessels  laden  with  such  British  produce  as  American  Tes- 
sels  might  import,  paying  the  same  charges. 

Both  propose  suspending  all  alien  or  discrinmuting 
duties. 

Both  propose  to  abolish  the  restrictions  contunedin  the 
act  of  Congress  of  March,  1833,  which  confined  the  tnde 
to  a  direct  intercourse  between  the  British  coloniei  ind 
the  United  SUtes. 

Now,  to  this  proposition  made  by  Mr.  McLane,  he  ul- 
hered  to  the  letter,  never  claiming  an  iota  beyond  it. 
And  be  it  especially  noted,  he  convinced  Great  Britain  thit 
it  was  the  interest  of  both  nations  to  accomplish  the  ti- 
rangement  it  contemplated,  and  he  did  accomplish  it.  II 
was  all  that  was  left — even  it  had  been  refused,  andyetlie 
obtained  it. 

The  proposition  was  just  and  necessary  m  the  ophvoo 
of  the  late  Executive,  for  he  and  his  administration  btd 
made  it — and,  certunly,  if  it  were  not  inglorious  in  the 
late  administration  to  fail  with  such  a  proposition,  it  cu- 
not  be  so  for  the  present  to  have  succeeded  in  it. 

The  President  issued  his  proclamation  to  cany  the  a- 
rangement  into  effect;  both  parties  understanding  tint 
the  principles  of  the  British  act  of  1825  were  adopted  \>J 
it.  The  British  order  in  council  shows,  conclusively,  thtt 
such  was  the  understanding  of  the  British  Government. 

But  it  has  been  followed  by  new  regulations  afiecting 
our  navigation.  Now,  when  the  British  Government  ii- 
sented  to  the  proposed  arrangement,  they  reserved  tiiii 
right;  and  Mr.  McLane's  letter,  communicated  to  the  Se- 
nate, but  confidentially,  and  afterwards  published,  «t»ta 
this  feet.  Here  was  the  opportunity  for  gentiemen  to  btie 
found  fault.  Why  did  they  authorize  the  proclanution  of 
the  Prerident,  if  they  belie  ved  the  arrangement  hid  been 
made  at  any  sacrifice  of  the  national  honor,  and  su6fer  the 
arrangement  to  be  carried  into  effect.'  Why  not  then  Hop 
and  vindicate  our  national  character? 

Mr.  McLane,  in  his  letter  of  the  20tii  August,  1830,  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  accompanying  the  arrangement,  «/•! 
"  Though  it  may  be  probable  Uiat  the  schedule  of  dutw 
adopted  contemporaneously  with  the  act  of  Parliameirt  of 
the  5Ul  July,  1825,  wiU  be  hereafter  modified,  the  effect 
must  be  the  more  severely  felt  by  the  West  Indian  ptaW"! 
alrea<fy  overburdened,  than  by  our  merchant;  ««  ui 
this  there  is  a  safe  guaranty  against  any  excessive  «l- 
teration.  There  is  good  reason  to  believe,  °""''?''*'''^ 
such  modification,  whenever  it  shall  be  made,  will  cons" 
in  reducing  the  duty  on  some  important  articles,  *^* 
may  increase  it  in  others,  and  that  our  trade,  in  the  ag^ 
gate,  will  not  be  materially  affected.  This  moditicaUO^ 
however,  is  not  a  part  of  the  present  arrangement,  tm 
will  therefore  depend  upon  future  contingenciei, 
which  eadk  nation  wiU  be  free  to  take  advantage,  »» 
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more  pairticuUirly  to  resort  to  countervailing  duties,  if  tbat 
coarse  be  deemed  expedient  On  this  question  we  will 
always  hare  the  West  LuUan  interest  on  our  sidei  and  that, 
after  the  concsssions  heretofore  made,  is  all  we  can  ex- 
pect. The  arrangement  now  proposed  will  restore  to  our 
Tcaaels  the  direct  trade  with  the  British  colonial  ports,  and 
place  the  navigation  of  both  countries,  in  that  trade,  upon 
an  equal  footing.  We  may  safely  rely  upon  the  skill  and  en- 
terprise of  the  American  merchants  to  accomplish  the  rest " 
For  the  present,  let  it  be  observed  that  the  object  of 
Mr.  Galladn's  proposition  was  to  place  the  vesseb  of  both 
nations  on  an  equal  footing  in  the  direct  trade.  Mr. 
Mdjuae'a  proposition  substantially,  and  almost  in  words 
the  same,  Ind  the  same  object  And  the  duties  on  Ame- 
rican and  British  vessels,  in  the  direct  trade,  are  the  same 
preoseljr  as  they  would  have  been  had  Mr.  Gallatin  suc- 
ceeded, excepting  so  fiu'  as  they  have  been  altogether 
aboUabed  on  the  vessels  of  both  nations,  unless  we  can 
suppose  that  the  British  Government  would  have  been 
unmindful  of  interests  which  bad  grown  up  during  the 
time  of  a  suspension  of  the  intercourse. 

But,'  sir,  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  I  am 
wronf  in  this  belief.  Would  not  the  British  Government 
have  Lad  the  right  to  modify  the  schedule  of  duties,  had 
Mr.  Gallatin  succeeded? 

Why  was  it  that  this  Government  so  long  and  so  perti- 
naciously contended  for  a  treabr  arrangfement?     Doubt- 
less, that  when  effected  it  would  be  more  peroauient 
But  suppose  the  arrangement  to  have  been  mfide  by  trea- 
^,  is  it  probable  that  it  would  have  contained  an  article 
fixings  the  duties.'     We  surely  could  not  ask  it,  unless  we 
tendered  an  equivalent,  by  fixing  duties  to  be  by  us  im- 
posed upon  British  colonial  productions.     And  what  ad- 
nuniatration  would  dare  so  far  to  depart  from  the  settled 
habit  of  this  country,  as  to  fix  .upon  a  rate  of  duties  in  any 
other  mode  than  by  law?    With  a  view  of  prejudicing  this 
administration,  as  I  very  well  remember,  it  was  asserted, 
and  published  in  all  the  opposition  newspapers  of  the  day, 
that  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  instructed  Mr.  McLane  to  stipu- 
late for  a  modification  of  our  tariff  laws.    The  statement 
turned  out  to  be  altogether  unfounded.     The  avowed  rea- 
son, on  the  part  of  the  British  Government,  for  preferring 
mutiud  legislation  to  treaty  stipulations,  has  uniformly 
been,  that  in  the  one  case  changes  could  be  made,  and 
not  in  the  other.     Mr.  Gallatin,  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Dud- 
ley, upon  this  subject^  expressly  says:  "  There  is,  indeed, 
this  advantage  in  legislative  regulation  over  conventional 
arrangement,  in  respect  to  subjects  not  fully  tested  by  ex- 
perience, that  what  mfiy  be  deemed  concession  by  either 
party,  may,  at  any  time,  hp  modified  if  found  injurious." 
It  is  a  little  singular,  that,  aAer  contending  so  long  for 
conventional    arrangement,   and  then   abandoning  that 
ground  in  favor  of  mutual  legislation,  because  acts  of  le- 
gidation  could  at  any  time  be  modi^ed,  the  friends  of 
the  late  administration  should  now  cry  out  against  mutual 
legislation,  because  the  British  Government  have  done  that 
which  they  always  urged  they  intended  to  reserve  the 
light  to  do.  Lord  Aberdeen  informed  Mr.  McLane,  "  that 
the  act  of  1825  itself  was  but  a  legislative  measure,  liable 
to  be  repealed  whenever  tlie  interest  of  Great  Britain,  or 
her  colonies,  made  it  desirable.     The  schedule  of  duties 
attached  to  this  act  bad  undergone  a  modification  before 
Mr.  GsUatin  submitted  his  last  proposition." 

Bat,  sir,  it  was  urged  tliat  Mr.  McLane  was  notified  be- 
{(>re  the  arrangement  was  made,  that  the  schedule  of  duties 
would  be  modified.  This  is  true,  and  the  character  of 
the  proposed  modification  was  described  also.  Lord  Aber 
deen  declared  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the  part  of 
the  British  Government  to  make  any  alteration  in  her  com- 
mercial policy;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  advised  Mr. 
McLane  that  it  was  in  contemplation  to  introduce  some 
modifications,  with  a  view  more  efTectually  to  support  the 
interests  of  the  British  North  American  colonies.    That 


his  Majesty  would  look  to  interests  which  had  been  inci> 
dentally  fostered  by  a  suspeiwon  of  the  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  the  coloiues.  Now,  sir,  the 
only  difference  in  tlie  two  cases,  under  the  two  administra. 
tions,  consists  in  a  rank  avowal,  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Government,  of  the  sort  of  modifications  they  had  in  view 
with  regard  to  the  late  arrangement,  and  no  avowal  at  all 
upon  the  subject  of  the  late  administration,  but  a  positive 
refusal  to  arrange  at  all. 

This  modification  would  have  taken  place  undoubtedly, 
had  the  avowal  not  been  made;  and  my  word  for  it,  sir, 
when  tiius  made,  it  would  not  have  been  complained  of. 
Whose  fiiult  was  it  that  there  was  any  necessity  for  a 
modification?  The  terms  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1835 
were  open  to  us  as  well  as  to  the  rest  of  the  world.  A 
whole  year  was  given  to  us  to  make  up  our  minds  about 
it.  We  declined  passing  a  corresponding  act,  and  Great 
Britain  convdered  herself  bound  to  interdict  the  direct 
trade.  From  that  period  to  the  conclusion  of  the  late  ar- 
rangement, the  course  of  trade  had  raised  up  interests  in 
some  of  the  colonies  which  required  a  temporary  protec- 
tion. Could  we,  in  decency,  ask  to  be  restored,  nunc  pro 
tune,  to  the  state  of  things  as  they  were  in  1825,  without 
consenting  that  Great  Britain  sliould  perform  this  act  of 
duty,  with  regard  to  interests  which  had  been  fostered  by 
the  acts  of  Government? 

Sir,  this  protection  has  been  afforded  to  these  interests 
of  accidental  growth,  but  in  the  mildest  form.  The  act 
of  Parliament  of  the  22d  April,  1831,  is  a  repealing  act 
throughout;  and  on  all  articles  except  white  and  yellow 
pine  staves  and  heading,  the  duties  are  the  same  as  under 
the  schedule  of  1825,  unless  where  the  duties  are  entirely 
repealed.  On  bread,  biscuit,  flour  or  meal,  not  of  wheat. 
Peas,  beans,  rye,  oats,  barley,  Indian  com,  rice,  and  live 
stock,  are  allowed  to  be  imported  in  the  direct  trade  to 
the  West  Indies  duty  free;  and  no  duty  whatever  is  pay- 
able on  the  importation  of  American  produce  into  the 
Northern  colomes.  Upon  the  pine  staves  and  beading, 
however,  the  duties  are  increased,  and  are  to  remain  in- 
creased until  Ist  July,  1834,  afler  which  tirne  they  are  to 
fall  tu  the  standard  of  1825.  Whatever  interruption  may 
be  occasioned  to  the  interests  of  any  set  of  men  in  an^ 
section  of  the  country,  can  it  be  doubted  that  this  modi- 
fication is  upon  the  whole,  considering  the  agriculture, 
commerce,  and  navigation  of  the  whole  country,  advan- 
tageous to  the  people  of  the  United  States?  Farmers 
are  undoubtedly  benefited;  and  may  I  not  ask  the  Sena- 
tor  from  Maine,  whether  even  the  price  of  lumber  has 
not  increased  twenty-five  per  cent.,  and  the  demand  for 
ships  twenty-five  per  cent,  in  his  own  State,  since  the  ar- 
rangement? I  am  informed,  upon  good  authority,  that 
such  is  the  fact.  The  documents  before  us  show  conclu- 
sively that  already  has  our  navigation  employed  in  this 
trade  doubled.  I  hold  a  statement  in  my  hand,  upon 
which  reliance  may  be  placed,  showing  that  in  1831  the 
arrivals  from  the  West  Indies,  in  the  port  of  New  York, 
bad  swelled  to  within  seven  of  the  whole  number  of  arriv- 
als from  Europe  in  that  port  during  the  same  year:  of  the 
number  of  these  arrivals  from  the  West  Indies,  only  sev- 
enty were  British,  and  five  hundred  and  twenty  American. 
There  is  one  fact,  however,  that  deserves  notice.  The 
American  vessels  employed  in  this  trade  are  generally  of 
the  smaller  class;  and  will  gentiemen  say  that  this,  too,  is 
the  fault  of  the  arrangement?  Is  any  thing  said  in  this 
arrangement  to  limit  the  intercourse  to  ships  of  seventy 
tons,  or  to  vessels  of  one  deck?  No,  sir;  and  why  then 
cannot  our  traders  employ  as  large  vessels  as  the  English 
in  this  trade?  I  will  tell  you  why.  Our  tariff  laws  ex- 
clude the  heavy  articles  of*^  West  India  production.  Upon 
rum  the  du^  is  prohibitory,  and  upon  sugar  very  hig^. 
We  can  only  bring  from  the  West  Indies  light  articles, 
whilst  an  English  ship  may  come  to  our  ports  and  take  in 
a  cargo  for  the  West  Indies,  and  there  exchange  it  for  a 
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cargo  of  sugfar,  and  carry  it  to  Enrhnd  upon  a  duty  which 
is  very  light,  if  there  be  a  duty  at  all,  and  thus  profitably  em- 
J>loyalarge  ship  for  a  lonp  and  triangular  voyage.  The 
American  ship  is  confined  to  light  commodities  by  our  own 
legislation.  Permit  American  merchants  to  import  heavy 
articles  profitably,  and  they  will  soon  employ  larg^  ships. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  said  that  British  navigation  has  in- 
creased as  well  as  oar  own,  and  therefore  tlie  arrangement 
is  a  bad  one.  Indeed!  After  this  Government  has  been 
struggling  ever  since  the  late  war  to  induce  Great  Britain 
to  beueve  that  the  mutual  interests  of  both  countries  re- 
quired this  trade  to  be  opened;  after  it  is  done,  we  are  to 
turn  round  and  complain  of  it  because  the  English  get 
some  benefit  «s  well  as  ourselves.  Do  gentlemen  seri- 
ously believe  that  Great  Britain  can  ever  be  brought  to 
ag^ee,  out  of  mere  kindness  to  the  United  States,  to  upset 
her  old  colonial  system,  and  give  to  the  United  States  the 
monopoly  of  this  trade  ?  And  yet  nothing  else  will  satisfy 
gentlemen,  at  least  as  long  as  this  administration  continues. 
I  fear,  sir,  that  gentlemen,  in  looking  back  upon  the  pros- 
perous condition  of  this  intercourse  at  former  periods, 
do  not  reflect  upon  the  causes  which  gave  rise  to  it:  that 
a  state  of  war  forced  upon  the  British  Government  the 
opening  of  these  ports.  They  forget  that  the  West  In- 
dies belong  to  a  foreign  sovereign,  and  that  the  British 
Government  has  the  same  rights  over  their  colonies  that 
it  ever  had.  We  have  no  right  to  monopolize  the  trade 
of  those  colonies;  and  we  must  calculate  to  allow  the  Eng- 
lish nation  some  advantages,  and  not  claim  every  thing 
for  ourselves.  It  was  upon  this  idea  that  this  Government 
has  constantly  labored  to  show  that  the  opening  of  these 
ports  would  be  mutually  advantageous  to  both  countries- 
Mr.  President,  the  basis  of  this  arrangement  is  the 
legislation  of  the  two  countries.  The  faith  of  neither 
country  is  pledged  to  maintun  its  own  legislation  upon  its 
present  footing;  so  hi  from  it,  it  was  understood  by  both 
Governments,  that  such  changes  could  be  made  as  either 
found  it  its  interest  to  make.  Why,  then,  instead  of  at- 
tacking this  administration,  do  not  gentlemen,  who  are 
members  of  this  body,  assert  the  interests  of  the  country, 
by  bringing  forward  some  proposition  to  countervail  the 
alleged  mi  urious  operation  of  the  arrangement,  as  founded 
upon  British  laws?  Surely  the  Senators  from  Massachu- 
setts and  Maine  grossly  violate  their  duty  to  their  consti- 
tuents, by  not  coming  forward  to  rescue  their  navigation 
from  the  ruin  which  they  say  awaits  it.  It  can  be  done 
by  legislation  alone.  The  President  and  his  cabinet  can- 
not originate  a  law,  and  they  have  done  nothingto  prevent 
the  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  from  exercising 
the  common  right  of  either  to  introduce  and  pass  bills. 
And  my  word  for  it,  sir,  if  Congress  choose  to  pass  any 
law  to  put  an  end  to  this  arrangement,  and  the  navigation, 
commerce,  and  agriculture  of  the  country  shall  be  by 
Congress  deemed  injuriously  affected  by  it,  the  President 
will  not  veto  the  law.  In  all  fiumcss  and  honesty  let  Sena- 
tors who  complain  apply  the  remedy,  which  is  in  their 
own  hands,  and  without  whom  no  change  can  take  place. 
The  g^tification  afforded  by  this  opposition  to  an  arrange- 
ment, for  no  other  reason  than  simply  because  it  was 
made  by  this  administration,  may  reach  the  hearts  of 
individuals.  But  the  course  itself  will  neither  satisfy 
the  public  wish,  nor  meet  with  the  approbation  of  the  peo- 
ple. They  will  say,  as  they  should  my,  if  it  is  wrong,  it 
IS  in  your  power  to  correct  it;  and  if  you  do  not  do  it, 
you  are  unworthy  the  trust  reposed  in  you. 

It  has  been  stated  from  various  sources,  and  in  various 
forms,  that  the  honor  of  the  country  has,  somehow  or 
other,  been  compromitted  by  the  manner  in  which  this 
negotiation  has  been  conducted.  That  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  has  committed  a  crime  by  authorizing  Mr.  McLane, 
if  he  thought  it  would  be  proper  and  useful  to  do  so,  to 
draw  a  distinction  between  the  late  and  present  adminis- 
tration.   That  the  views  of  the  former  had  been  submit- 


ted to  the  people,  and  by  them  condemned.  Thit  t 
distinction  founded  upon  a  ftct  so  mortifying  to  the  hte 
administration  should  not  be  rery  agreeable  to  itsfKtnd^ 
is  easily  perceived.  That  such  distinctions  have  ben 
freqnently  and  effectually  drawn  by  monarcbial  Gornn. 
ments  in  their  diplomatic  intercourse,  is  not  to  be  denied, 
even  by  '  •  effrontery"  itself.  The  idea  seems  to  be  thxt,  in 
our  fiweign  intercourse,  the  Government,  in  whose  huds 
soever  vested,  for  the  time  being,  should  be  conadercd 
as  the  same  to  foreign  Powers.  In  monarchies,  vhcre  i 
king  holds  by  higher  authority  than  human,  this  docttine 
may  be  relished.  But, -in  this  country,  the  President  ind 
his  Secretary  of  State  are  not  the  Government,  even  in 
the  business  of  making  treaties.  The  people,  and  the 
States  through  their  Senate,  compose  the  Government,  so 
far  as  treaties  are  concerned;  and  it  has  been  well  con- 
tended that  the  House  of  Representatives,  too,  have  some 
power  upon  the  same  subject.  Why  did  the  late  adniuii- 
tration  abandon  their  pretensions,  unless  it  was  becaue 
they  felt  that  the  will  of  the  people  required  it?  Would  tbey 
have  dared  to  change  their  gfround  so  essentially,  h>d  they 
known  that  the  people  were  agunst  the  change?  The 
real  Government  of^  the  country  had  condemned  the 
course  of  the  late  administration  for  setting  up  unreuoD- 
able  pretensions;  and  pray,  sir,  where  was  the  great  sn 
in  declaring  this  incontestable  truth  to  a  foreign  Gmera- 
ment  ?  I  believe  1  have  shown  you  that  the  late  Secretuy 
of  State  is  not  liable  to  the  charge  of  misrepresentatiiiii 
so  emphatically  urged  against  him.  If  he  be  so,  I  uU  fbr 
the  document  which  shows  that  the  pretension  alluded 
to  was  set  up  under  Mr.  Madison's  administration;  and 
unless  the  President  has  violated  the  honor  of  the  coun- 
try, by  sustaining  the  rights  of  the  people  and  of  the 
States,  by  declaring,  in  effect,  that  Messrs.  Adsms  and 
Clay  were  not  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  that 
the  true  constitutional  Government  had  not  Tamnted 
their  course  in  this  regard,  this  administration,  sir,  raojt 
be  acquitted  of  blame,  on  the  supposed  ground  that  they 
have  violated  the  honor  of  the  country.  It  has  told  the 
truth,  and  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  true  honor  and  dignity 
consist  either  in  suppressing  truth,  or  in  the  suggestionof 
falsehood.  How  ridiculous  it  is  for  us,  whose  proceed- 
ings are  known  every  where  and  to  the  whole  world,  to 
wrap  ourselves  up  in  the  cloak  of  diplomacy,  which,  in 
past  time,  has  served  to  cover  treachery,  deceit,  and  a 
constant  desire  to  overreach,  by  covert  means,  the  nA 
of  mankind,  to  blame  an  Executive  who  scorns  such  de- 
vices and  prefers  to  act  with  frankness  and  sincerity.  Sir, 
this  matter,  fairly  stated  to  the  people  of  each  of  the 
States  in  this  Union,  would  result  in  the  hearty  approha- 
tion  of  a  majority  in  the  course  pursued  by  tms  adoiiiiii- 
tration,  in  every  thing  which  has  been  done  with  regard 
to  this  question.  The  best  evidence  of  the  fact  which 
can  be  produced,  is  found  in  the  statement  of  dut  which 
cannot  be  controverted,  viz.  No  Senator,  nor  his  any 
Representative  of  the  people,  proposed  to  alter  our  legis- 
lation, in  order  to  correct  what  some  are  hardy  enough  to 
allege  is  an  evil  to  the  country;  when  every  body 
knows  that  an  act  of  legislation  could  at  once  remore 
every  difficulty,  and  place  us  where  we  were  before  the 
"  arrangement"  took  place. 

Instead  of  pursuing  this  honest  course,  some  |eIrtI^ 
men,  like  the  Senator  from  Maine,  choose  to  hunt  for  ex- 
ceptions and  pick  flaws  in  the  course  and  language  of  the 
President,  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  present 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  was  the  minister  f^''^ 
gotiated  the  arrangement.  Sir,  it  would  be  a  miaeish* 
triumph,  if  I  could  effect  it,  by  throwing  back  upon  the* 
fault-finders  the  ridicule  and  disgrace  which  they  kare 
attempted  in  vain  to  cast  upon  those,  who  have  obtained 
the  public  confidence,  by  a  long  course  of  public  •^'^j* 
pursued  for  thj  public  good,  and  never  in  violation  of  the 
expressed  views  and  instntctions  of  their  conslituenti. 
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The  Senator  from  Maine  has  ^ne  beyond  the  usual 
modeity  of  his  party;  and,  instead  of  insinuation,  has 
chajr^ped  the  President  with  stating  that  which  is  not  true, 
because,  he  says,  "  that  the  negotiation  whicli  had  suc- 
ceaafiiBy  terminated,  had  previously  received  the  sanction 
of  both  Houses  of  Congress;"  and  the  honorable  Senator 
exdaima,  "  What  roust  be  the  surprise  of  the  people, 
■when  they  learn  the  fact  that,  since  the  terniination  of 
that  negotiation,  there  has  been  no  vote,  no  action  upon, 
no  sanction  of  it,  by  either  House  of  Congress?"  The 
truth,  Mr.  President,  we  all  know  to  be,  that  the  terms 
up<Mi  which  this  arrangement  could  be  settled,  and  the 
insctructions  of  this  Government  to  Mr.  HcLanr,  were  all 
made  known  to  us,  even  to  the  exceptionable  language 
of  tbc  Secretary  of  State,  before  the  act  of  Congress 
v«s  passed;  (and  If,  as  I  have  heard,  gentlemen  did  not 
choose  to  read  the  documents,  it  is  their  fault,  and  not  the 
President's.)  Yet,  because  the  forms  necessary  to  be 
observed,  and  which  followed  as  matter  of  course  if  Con- 
OTean  passed  the  law,  were  not  gone  through,  the  Presi- 
dent ba*  not  stated  the  truth.  Miserable  and  unworthy 
subterfuge!  Sir,  if  I  possessed  the  magic  lamp  of  the 
Arabian  Nights,  and  could  summon  to  your  presence  the 
genius  of  subtlety  himself;  he  would  be  ashamed  to 
advance  auck  an  accusation,  upon  such  grounds.  Sir,  I 
cannot  consent  to  go  into  a  defence  of  the  President's 
iateliigence,  honesty,  or  veracity.  It  wouM  not  avail  him 
if  I  should.  The  people  know  and  appreciate  him  and 
his  aeeusers.  Tlie  "  old  Roman"  is  known  to  his  coun 
trynten.  At  the  time  appointed  by  an  Almighty  God,  the 
son  of  his  useful  career  on  earth  will  sink  mto  the  west, 
unsullied  by  all  these  revilings.  Our  progeny  will  be  told 
the  atorjr  of  wrongs  which  have  been  done  him,  for  the 
same  pure  purpose  that  we,  in  our  younger  days,  have 
been  told  the  story  of  the  wrongs  done  to  liim  who  was 
"  first  in  war,  first  in  peace,  and  first  in  the  hearts  of  his 
anotrymen. " 
Tbe  Senate  adjourned  to  Vonday. 

MosBAT,  Apbil9. 
PENSIONS. 

Ifr.  FOOT,  the  morning  business  having  been  gone 
thtuunh,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  take  up  the  bill  sup- 
pieotentary  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  certain  surviving  ofB* 
cers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolution. 

Mr.  GKUNDT  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate  would 
not  taJce  up  this  bill  to-day.  There  was  an  important  de- 
bate pending,  which  occupied  the  whole  attention  of  the 
Seaate;  suid  it  would  be  found  impossible  to  carry  on  two 
impartant  discussions  at  the  same  time,  with  any  advan- 
tage to  the  public  interests. 

Mr.  FOOT  reminded  the  Senate  that  he  had,  with  a 
view  to  act  on  this  bill,  endeavored  to  induce  an  earlier 
meeting  of  the  Senate  every  day.  He  thought  that  no 
time  would  be  consumed  in  the  discussion  of  the  bilif  and 
he  hoped  the  Senate  would  agree  to  take  it  up. 

Mr.  H  ATNE  said  he  hoped  not.  He  regarded  this  bill 
as  one  of  the  most  impoi'tant  bills  which  had  been  submit- 
ted to  the  Senate  during  the  session.  It  was  second  only 
to  the  tariff.  Gentlemen  on  his  side,  he  could  assure  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  looked  on  this  bill  as  so  im- 
portant, that  its  passage  would  rivet  on  the  country  all 
those  oppressive  burdens  of  which  it  is  so  much  complain- 
ed. A  gentleman  fVom  Virginia,  now  absent  from  his  seat, 
[Mr.  Tti^b,]  thought  the  bill  so  important,  that  be  desir- 
ed to  be  beard  by  the  Senate  in  reference  to  its  conse- 
quences. Was  it  expected  by  the  Senator  who  had  charge 
of  the  bill,  that,  with  these  impressions,  they  were  to  suf- 
fer it  to  pass  mtb  tilenttBt  that  they  were  not  to  endeavor 
to  ipalce  good  the  impressions  on  their  own  minds'  It  was 
idle  to  expect  that  th^  should  not  make  a  struggle  on 
this  question.  He  was  not  now  prepared  to  go  into  this 
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important  debate.  He  had  supposed  that  the  gentleman 
would  not  have  urged  the  bill  on  the  Senate  until  the  ap- 
propriation bill  should  be  disposed  of.  He  wouM  pledn 
himself  to  the  gentleman,  if  he  would  now  withdraw  hu 
motion,  to  give  him  his  assistance  to  call  up  the  bill  as  soon 
as  the  Senate  should  have  disposed  of  the  appropriation 
bill.  Shoukl  the  pension  bill  be  now  taken  up,  Mr.  H. 
would  hold  himselt  recreant  to  the  trust  committed  to  him, 
were  he  not  to  expose  to  the  Senate  his  views  on  the  sub- 
ject. To  call  up  the  bill  now,  was  merely  to  pile  one  im- 
portant subject  on  another.  Experience  had  instructed 
him  that  the  only  way  to  carry  on  the  public  business  with 
advantage,  was  to  dispose  of  one  subject  before  they  took 
up  another. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that,  as  he  presumed  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  intended  to  oppose  the  bill  itself, 
and  not  any  particular  amendments,  he  hoped  that  he 
would  suffer  it  to  go  through  the  Comtrattee  of  the 
Whole  for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  and  reserve  the 
discussion  of  the  principle  of  the  bill  until  it  should  come 
before  the  Senate.  The  poor  soldiers  believed  that  their 
claims  have  been  nuich  neglected.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had,  at  the  last  session,  objected  that  the 
bill  had  been  brought  forward  at  too  late  a  period.  Now, 
we  shall  be  told  that  subject  is  brought  forward  too  late 
to  be  acted  on.  He  hoped  that,  for  form's  lake,  the  bill 
would  be  permitted  to  go  through  the  committee,  and 
then  he  would  be  willing  to  agree  to  such  postponement 
as  would  give  the  grentleman  from  South  Carolma  an  op- 
portunity to  be  heard.  Ifthisbillis  considered  as  only 
second  to  the  tariff,  itappeared  to  him  to  constitute  a  reason 
why  it  should  be  disposed  of  before  the  tariff  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  SMlTH^resented  to  the  view  of  the  Senate  the 
fact  of -the  absence  of  a  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr. 
Ttleb,]  who  wished  to  be  heard  on  the  bill,  as  a  reason 
why  the  Senate  should  consent  to  a  postponement 

The  question  was  then  put  on  taking  up  the  bill,  and 
carried  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20,  nays  16< 

Mr.  ROBINSON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  6tk 
line,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  roUitia,"  the  words 
»'  and  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  Generab 
Wayne  and  Clarke  in  the  Northwestern  Tertitoty,  and  in 
the  Indian  wars,  after  the  revolution." 

Mr.  SMITH  said  tiiat  if  this  class  were  to  be  adndtted, 
he  knew  of  no  reason  why  the  soldiers  under  Hanaar,  St. 
Clair,  and  Hamtramck,  should  not  be  included.  Thqr 
came  before  Wayne.  As  the  bill  was  now  about  to  b« 
amended,  it  would  lead  to  an  expenditure  of  a  millioa  a 
year.  He  had  been  so  much  deceived  on  a  former  occasion, 
that,  hereafter,  he  should  put  no  trust  in  calculations. 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked  that  the  Senate  bad  abready  de- 
cided the  principle  that  no  pension  should  be  granted 
except  for  militsry  services  performed  in  the  war  of  the 
revolution. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  that  he  cared  not  on  what  giound  tb* 
Senator  from  Connecticut  put  this  biU.  In  any  view,  the 
present  propontion  was  entitied  to  as  mueh  attention  «• 
any  which  could  be  presented  to  the  Senate.  When 
General  Clarke  entered  into  the  contest,  Kaskaskia  and 
Vincennes  were  botli  in  the  possession  of  the  British 
troops,  and  ^e  had  not  a  right  to  a  single  foot  northwest 
of  the  Ohio.  General  Clarke,  out  of  his  own  means,  rai^ 
ed  men,  strained  his  own  resources  to  the  utmost,  and, 
at  the  moment  when  General  Hamihon,  the  British  com- 
mander, deemed.himself  to  be  in  perfect  security,  at- 
tacked him,  rescued  these  strong  positions  from  bis  grasp, 
and  made  him  a  prisoner.  General  Clarke  was  so  pushed 
for  cannon,  that  he  had  to  make  a  substitute  by  using 
logs;  and  General  Hamilton  actually  shed  tears  when  he 
marched  out  of  the  fort,  and  was,  for  the  first  time,  made 
sensible  of  the  smallneas  of  the  force  (about  half  bis  own) 
to  which  he  had  surrendered.  But  for  this  brilliant 
aclusvement,  we  should  have  no  setttement  in  all  the  ooiin- 
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try  lybM*  Borthwest  of  the  Ohio)  for  we  had  taken  no  Mep 
to  estabb^h  ourselves  there;  and  there  was  no  mutiny,  or 
what  was  called  "  rebellion"  in  the  language  of  the  day, 
which  could  have  led  to  an  alienation  from  Great  Britain. 
All  that  we  have  acquired  in  that  region  of  country  is  the 
fruit  of  the  capacious  intellect  of  General  Clarke. 

Who,  he  asked,  were  tlie  allies  of  Great  Britain?  They 
were  the  Indians;  and  it  was  through  these  allies  that 
the  West  had  to  contend  against  the  power  of  Great  Bri- 
tain during  the  war  of  the  revolution;  and  if  the  Indian 
war  continued  in  the  West  after  that  of  the  revolution,  it 
was  a  continuation  of  that  war,  because  the  Indians  were 
excited  by  Great  Britun.  On  this  principle,  the  classes 
embraced  in  the  amendment  have  performed  what  comes 
within  the  meaning  of  revolutionary  services. 

We  have  a  treaty  formed  with  Great  Britain  in  1793, 
but  this  treaty  &d  not  end  the  Indian  war  in  the  West 
But  he  would  put  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  on  an- 
other ground.  We  now  possess  tl\p  Northwest  Territory, 
disencumbered  of  Indians.  Great  Britain  held  this  coun- 
try and  protected_it,  and  we  could  not  have  held  it  by  any 
right  which  we  could  have  set  up.  In  1794,  when  Gene- 
ral Wayne  put  an  end  to  the  In&n  war,  we  had  but  one 
settlement,  and  that  lying  under  the  protection  of  the 
guns  of  .the  fort.  He  could  not  move  in  that  region  with- 
out leaving  a  chain  of  forts  behind  him,  and  ue  troops 
wliich  he  commanded  were  all  to  hp  drawn  from  Ken- 
tucky, for  there  was  not  a  military  man  around  him. 
When  he  marched,  he  sent  word  to  General  Washington 
that  the  Indians  were  too  powerful  for  him,  and  he  had 
to  fight  them  in  garrison  and  in  fortress.  General  Scott, 
who  was  then  in  Philadelphia,  was  sent  to  his  relief  by 
General  Washington;  and  after  his  arrival  the  battle  was 
fought  Are  we  to  disregard  services  of  this  character? 
He  trusted  not(  but  he  hoped  that  they  would  be  deemed  by 
the  House  as  important  as  those  of  the  revolutionary  war. 

But,lookin|g  at  the  matter  on  the  score  of  justice,  it 
must  be  admitted  that  no  men  were  more  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  this  bill  than  the  hardy,  brave,  and  adventur- 
ous men  who  contended  against  the  scalping  knife  and 
the  tomahawk — as  dangerous  service  as  any  in  which  men 
were  engaged.  We  have  received  from'  them  services 
far,  in  value,  exceeding  any  compensation  we  can  give  in 
Ktorat  for  they  conquered  the  whole  of  that  extensive 
country,  and  have  left  it  in  our  hands. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  that  if  any  men  were  entitled  to  the 
benefit  of  this  hill,  these  men  were  clearly  the  most  en- 
titled. Why  do  we  ^ve  pensions  at  all?  It  is  on  account 
of  the  hazards  encountered  by  individuals,  and  the  bene- 
fits which  have  resulted  from  those  hazards  to  the  coun- 
try. If  there  were  any  other  ground  on  which  these 
cuums  were  placed,  he  did  not  know  it.  This  class  of 
men  had  sunered  more  than  any  other  which  had  served 
in  the  war.  They  formed  a  part  of  the  revolutionary 
army.  After  the  treaty  of  1783,  when  we  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  peace  and  safety,  the  Indian  war  continued 
tfi  rage  in  the  West  during  ten  or  twelve  years.  These 
aten  were  engaged  by  the  Government,  and  ran  risks 
Ifreater  than  those  endured  by  four-fifths  of  the  persons 
included  in  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  And  if  they  suf- 
fered as  much  in  the  same  cause,  why  ar^  the  benefits 
of  the  bill  to  be  given  to  one  set  of  men,  and  not  given  to 
Mother?  Why  extend  them  to  the  time  of  the  disband- 
ia^  of  the  general  army,  and  not  include  those  who  were 
retained  in  the  service  beyond  that  period?  The  few 
left  of  these  men  reside  ia  the  West;  and  it  is  not  to  be 
expected  that  Western  Senators  would  sit  still,  and. not 
secure  to  their  constituents  that  to  which  tliey  are  so  justly 
entitled. 

Ur.  ROBINSON  expressed  his  readiness  to  accept  the 
suggestion  to  embrace  these  persona  in  his  amendment 

Ut.  GRUNDY  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment 
aocordin^y.    The  amendment,  as  modified,  reads— 


"  And  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  G«Mnb 
Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Hamtramck,  and  St  Cltlr,  in 
the  Northwest  Territory,  and  in  the  Indian  wars,  tftcrllK 
revolution." 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  SUITH  and  FOOT, 

Mr.  UKUNDY  asked  for  the  yeas  and  aays;  which  were 
ordered. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  made  a  few  remarks,  in  vbiclihe 
repeated  the  histon  of  the  services  of  General  CUrke, 
and,  as  the  hour  had  expired  for  morning  businea,  moved 
to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table;  which  was  carried  in  the  if- 
firmative — yeas  25. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  it  was 

Retobied,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  eomini- 
nicate  to  the  Senate  all  the  instructions  given  by  this  Go- 
vernment to  our  ministers  to  Great  Britain;  and  all  the 
correspondence  of  our  ministers  on  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  and  West  India  trade,  since  the  3d  of  Mudi, 
1825,  not  heretofore  communicated,  so  fif  as  the  pubCc 
interest  will,  in  his  judgment,  permit 

APPKOPRIAITON  BILL— COLONIAL  TRADE. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Comioittee  of  the  Whole, 
the  consideration  of  the  general  appropriation  billj  ai 

Mr.  KANE  spoke  for  about  an  hour  and  a  half  is  rat- 
elusion.  [Given  above,  with  the  first  day*^  remarks.] 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Maryland,  then  rose,  and  said,  that  with 
a  view  to  put  an  end  to  the  discussion,  and  to  acceltiate 
the  passage  of  the  bill,  he  waa  instructed  by  the  Comnit- 
tee  on  Finance  to  withdraw  the  amendment  which  hid 
led  to  this  debate. 

The  CHAIR  deci(^d  that  the  motion,  although  it  would 
have  been  in  order  as  the  motion  of  an  individiul,  vis  not 
in  order  as  the  report  of  a  committee. 

Mr.  HOLMES  then  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  is 
follows: 

Mr.  President,  I  enter  into  this  discussion,  at  this  time, 
with  deep  despondency  and  humiliation.  I  neverezptcted 
to  have  heanl  it  declared  in  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  that  we  had  justly  incurred  a  penalty  for  not  compljr- 
ing  with  a  British  act  of  Parliament  A  penalty,  sir?  Are 
we,  indeed,  become  so  servilie  as  to  deserve  ch>stis^ 
ment  at  the  hands  of  "  the  parent  country?"  A  Senator, 
a  friend  of  this  administration,  prescribing  for  us  wbol^ 
some  chastisement  at  the  hands  of  Great  Britain,  because 
we  were  tardy  in  complying  with  her  laws!  Sir,  our  ^ 
thers  would  have  spurned  such  a  degrading  sentimnit: 
they  did  spurn  it;  they  denied  the  gtult,  and  aacceasAiUy 
resisted  the  punishment 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Surra]  would  Mf 
debate  on  this  bill,  because  money  is  wanted.  Tei,  ar, 
to  "  get  the  money"  is  the  sum  and  substance,  die  Alpha 
and  Omega,  of  the  patriotism  of  most  modem  patriots- 
Office,  with  the  emoluments,  is  all  theory ;  and  weaie  not 
allowed  to  discuss  the  principles  of  our  appropriation  bill, 
because  your  officers  are  starving  for  then'  pa;r.  Sir,  I 
like  to  hold  back  a  Uttle.  It  will  do  me  good  to  keep  them 
out,  even  but  for  one  hour;  and  it  will  do  them  good,  too. 
It  will  teach  them  to  respect  the  feelings  of  their  pre- 
decessors, who  were  turned  ofi°,  with  their  fiunihea,  upon 
the  cold  charities  of  a  «old,  uncharitable  world,  to  stirrr, 
because  they  did  not  huzza  loud  enough  for  JacksoB- 

Still  1  do  not  know  but  we  are  bound  to  be  silent;  in  lUi 
matter  wc  are  all  instructed,  and  the  instructions  probsbl; 
came  from  the  same  source  that  my  others  did.  I  pocove 
by  the  Globe,  the  official  organ  of  the  President,  the  S^ 
nate  are  ordered  and  directed  to  make  haste,  and  not  to 
delay  this  bill:  for  the  faithful  are  waiting  for  their  re- 
ward. "VhaX-huufnaturte,  the  editor  of  the  Globe— «!»''' 
his  name?  [Some  gentleman  replied,  Blair-]  Bhi^-0> 
Blair — when  he  speaks,  it  is  by  authority,  and  he  oust  be 
obeyed.  These  official  editors  are  mighty  great  men- 
Last  year,  at  this  time,  Duff  Green  was  the  greatest  man 
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among^  us.  But  Daff  bad  got  into  a  bad  habit  of— —speak- 
ing the  truth.  O!  sir,  it  would  not  do  at  all.  After  that, 
tbey  conld  not  start  an  inch,  and  were  obliged  to  dismiss 
hhn.  It  is  Aoueht  there  is  no  danger  of  Blair — that  he  'is 
saie  enough  on  that  score.  Hitherto,  I  believe,  he  has  not 
been  suspected  of  any  such  crime  or  misdemeanor. 

Bat,  if  we  go  on.  It  is  an  up-hill  business;  fbr,  at  any 
rate,  die  friends  of  the  administration  have  always  the  ad. 
rmntage.  We  arc  fighting  for  the  people — they  for  pro- 
nkotion.  And  such  is  the  jeMishness  of  the  human  heart, 
that  men  will  do  better,  and  act  with  more  zeal  and  per- 
aeveiamce,  in  their  own  cause,  than  in  that  of  others;  but, 
nevertheleas,  I  trust  the  Senate  will  be  disposed  to  bear 
vHb  Maine,  even  if  she  should  seem  to  delay  this  business 
unreaaonably.  The  complaints  of  the  sick  man  are  in- 
dulged by  his  physician  as  arising  from  the  paroxysms  of 
diaeaae.  The  peevishness  of  the  wounded  man,  who  is 
about  to  snffier  the  amputation  of  a  leg  or  an  arm,  is  as- 
cribed to  actual  or  anticipated  pain.  Now,  you  will  bear 
with  OS,  sick  as  we  are,  and,  as  I  fear,  about  to  submit  to 
an  amputation.  But,  sir,  you  had  better  not  cut  that  arm 
off  until  you  have  tried  to  cure  it.  We  shall  not  only  need 
it  far  our  own,  but  for  your  defence.  Should  your  enemy 
smite  you  in  that  quarter,  you  will  have  reason  to  reg^t 
the  aatputation. 

Tbe_  objections  which  would  arise  to  thjs  bill  would 
autfaoiize  an  inquiry  into  the  whole  economy  of  tKis  ad- 
niaiMration — an  inquiry  so  broad,  that  it  would  exhaust 
my  powers  and  your  patience.  I  intend,  therefore,  to 
limit  myself  to  the  diplomatic  intercourse.  The  excess  of 
expendjtiu-e  seems  to  be  admitted  by  the  Senator  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Mabct,]  but  he  contends  that  the 
good  effects  of  this  diplomacy  more  than  compensate  for 
the  -extra,  expense.  Here,  sir,  we  join  issue  with  the  Se- 
nator, and  are  very  ready  to  examine  into  the  great  good 
of  which  the  Senator  boasts.  It  is  posmble,  however, 
that  that  Senator  and  I  differ  essentially  as  to  the  political 
■acaningr  of  this  word  "good."  When  I  speak  of  it,  I 
mean  the  g^ood  of  my  country — he  may  intend  it  the  good 
of  a  party.  If  he  understands  it  in  this  sense,  I  should 
nrrender  the  point  at  once;  for  never  did  a  party  take 
better  care  of  itself,  at  the  people's  expense. 

But,  sir,  I  am  agunst  this  prodigality  to  buy  or  retun 
partisans.  Let  the  victors  riot  on  the  "  spoils"  taken 
from  the  vanquished  or  stript  from  the  slain;  let  them  be 
content  with  the  offices  wrested  from  the  hands  of  &r 
better  men  than  themselves;  but  let  them  not  rob  the  non- 
combatants— that  is,  take  the  money  from  the  treasury,  to 
create  sinecures  for  the  purpose  of  rewarding  partisans. 
This  is  what  has  been  done  by  your  administration,  and 
your  whole  foreign  diplomacy  has  thereby  been  deranged. 
ft  is  not  the  sums  expended,  but  tlie  abuse  of  the  expen- 
diture, of  which  I  complain.  The  Senator  from  Mary- 
land [Mr.  Skits]  has,  but  very  unsuccessfully,  attempted 
to  show  that  this  administration  has,  in  a  given  period, 
expended  less  for  diplomatic  intercottrse  than  the  last. 
And  pray,  sir,  what  if  it  were  so?  Your  necessary  ex- 
penditure on  your  farm  was  last  year  a  thousand  dollars, 
and  Ttni  will  expend  just  as  much  this  year  whether  you 
neea  it  or  not.  What  practical  man  ever  reasoned  in  this 
way?  The  Senator  from  New  York  saw  at  once  that  the 
ground  was  untenable,  both  in  principle  and  in  fact;  he 
abandoned  it  at  once,  and  tendered  the  issue  which  I  have 
very  readily  joined. 

And  here,  sir,  I  am  at  an  entire  loss  to  perceive  on  what 
the  Senator  placed  reliance  for  the  glorification  of  his  ad 
ministration.  The  Senator  from  IlUnois  [Mr.  Kahs]  has, 
it  seems  to  me,  totally  failed  to  sustain  the  affirmative,  and 
been  obliged  to  struggle  hard  in  the  defenmre,  and  with 
very  little  sucess,  as  I  thought,  to  resist  the  able  and  elo. 
qacnt  charge  of  my  collei^e,  [Mr.  Spbasci.]  It  is  in- 
quired, why  object  to  an  outfit,  when  you,  by  your  own 
rejection  ol  a  minister,  render  the  outfit  for  another  ne- 


cessary? Hy  answer  to  this  is,  that  we  have  no  other 
way  in  which  we  can  correct  the  abuse  of  the  appointing 
power,  bi\t  by  a  rejection  of  the  minister  improperly  ap- 
pointed; and  before  I  granted  another  appropriation  for 
another  outfit,  I  would  be  pretty  sure  that  the  abuse  would 
not  be  repeated.  "The  good"  which  has  been  achieved 
by  the  diplomacy  of  this  administration!  Who,  in  this 
thing,  can  show  us  any  good.'  We  have  ratified  a  treaty 
with  Austria,  but  it  was  concluded  by  the  last  administra- 
tion. Your  treaty  with  Brasil  was  also  made  by  other 
hands.  Two  treaties  with  Mexico,  one  of  commerce  and 
the  other  of  limits,  have,  to  be  sure,  just  heen  ratified, 
but  they  were  both  made  by  Mr.  Adams,  and  were  de- 
layed by  the  fiulure  of  that  Government  to  exchan|^  the 
ratifications.  You  are  not  indebted  to  this  admmistm- 
tion  for  the  indemnity  obtained  from  Denmark;  and  the 
foundation  of  your  Turkish  treaty  was  lud  by  Mr.  Adams; 
and  this  has  been  admitted  this  session,  in  debate  in  the 
other  House,  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Fo- 
reign Relations.  How  near  we  were  losing  the  whole, 
by  tlie  stupidity  and  folly  of  your  negotiators  of  this 
Turkish  treaty,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  state. 

Indeed,  sir,  there  was  no  "  good"  anticipated  by  these 
changes  of  our  diplomatic  agents.  What  could  we  ex» 
pect  from  a  recall  of  men  of  intelligence  and  experience, 
to  supply  their  places  with  new  men,  regardless  of  all 
other  qualifications  but  their  party  attachments?  No  other 
reasons  could  exist — indeed,  no  other  have  ever  been  pre- 
tended to  exist.  This  administration  has  had  the  distin. 
guished  honor  to  set  the  first  example  of  rewarding  its 
friends  and  nunishing  its  enemies;  and  the  consequences, 
which  we  uready  feel,  are  distraction  at  home  and  dis- 
grace abroad.  We  are  humbled  every  where.  The 
tories  in  the  revolution  were  scarcely  more  devoted  to  the 
mother  country  than  we  seem  to  be.  It  is  .British— Bri" 
tish — British  manuJacturea — British  tonnage:  and  at  last 
Maine  given  up  to  pay  Britain  for  not  impressing  our  sea- 
men. Idaine!  that  proud,  republican  State — Maine!  who 
so  nobly  spilt  her  best  blood  by  sea  and  land;  has  she 
basely  surrendered?  No,  sir,  she  has  not.  If  her  agents 
have  betrayed  her,  she  will  still  be  true  to  herself  Had 
it  not  been  for  that  thirst  of  partisans  for  reward,  Maine 
would  not  have  been  in  her  present  predicament.  Mr. 
Hughes,  our  charge  d'affaires  at  the  Netherlands,  was 
nominated  minister  by  Hr.  Adams,  and  Mr.  Preble  was 
appointed  agent  with  Mr.  Gallatin.  Mr.  Hughes  was 
popular  at  that  court,  and  it  wasexpectedthatMr.  Preble 
would  go  out  as  agent  to  prosecute  our  claims,  aided  by 
the  diplomatic  talents  and  experience  of  the  minister.  But 
no;  at  this  critical  period  you  must  have  every  thing  new. 
A  minister,  an  entire  stranger  to  the  court  and  the  lan- 
guage. And  "  the  highlands"  were  at  last  found  to  be  in 
the  bed  of  a  river!  This  is  one  specimen  of  the  "good" 
boasted  of  by  the  Senator  from  New  York.  Nearfy  a 
third  port  of  the  State  bartered  away  fbr  House's  P<dnt 
and  impressment.  Thank  heaven  I  am  not  made  of  such 
flexible  materials.  I  was,  on  a  former  occasion,  rebuked 
'by  the  very  amusing  and  edifying  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  HjLun]  for  too  rigid  an  adharenoe  to  the 
doctrines  which  I  entertained  and  inculcated  during  the 
war;  and  he  illustrated  his  rebuke  by  the  very  odd  anec- 
dote of  the  roan  who  was  so  fond  of  swimming  that  be 
would  keep  paddling  with  his  bands  and  feet  to  imitate 
swimming  when  he  was  on  the  land — meaiung,  I  suppose, 
(if  the  figure  means  any  thing,)  that  my  principles  ought 
to  bend  or  yield  to  my  condition.  This  might  do  veiy 
well  for  the  Legislature  of  my  State,  who  have,  during  a 
session  of  a  very  few  weelu,  g^en  directly  opponte  opi- 
nions on  the  subject  of  a  surrender  of  their  territoiyi 
but  my  doctrines  do  not  set  quite  so  loose  upon  ne.     ^ 

Sir,  I  am  against  all  these  swimmers— these  aqnstic,  am- 
phibious politicians.  Had  it  not  been  for  these,  you  would 
not  have  witnewcd  the  confusion,  ignorance,  and  wmm  of 
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confidence  in  the  administration  of  your  affairs.  But  the 
tide  was  at  the  flood,  and  they  plunged  in,  and  smoothly 
and  sweetly  swam  on,  and  each,  as  he  thought,  to  his  de- 
sired haren — a  good  snug  office :  some,  to  be  sure,  fell 
into  the  eddy,  and  others  "ventured,  like  little  wanton 
boys,  who  swim  on  bladders,  these  many  summers,  in  a 
sea  of  glory,"  but  far  beyond  their  depth;  their  high- 
blown Dopes  at  length  burst  under  them,  and  left  them, 
weary  and  old,  to  the  mercy  of  a  rude  stream,  that  must 
forever  hide  them.  And  we  may  have  witnessed  a  case 
or  so,  where  some  one  or  more  might  exclaim,  "  O!  how 
wretched  is  that  poor  man  who  hangs  on  princes" — no,  not 
"princes"— on  presidential  "fiivors."  There  is,  between 
that  smile  he  would  aspire  to,  that  sweet  presidential  as- 
pect, "and  bis  ruin,  more  pangs  and  fears  than  wars  or 
women  bave;  and  when  he  faUs,  he  falls  like  I^icifer, 
never  to  rise  agun." 

If  this  charge  of  too  much  consistency  bad  come  from 
the  Senator  from  New  York,  who  challenged  us  to  this 
debate,  I  should  not  have  been  surprised.  In  that  State, 
I  understand,  they  do  not  thinkTnuch  of  consistency.  It 
is  said  that  there  a  man  scarcely  knows,  for  twenty-four 
bours,  to  what  party  he  belongs;  and  what  seems  singular 
is,  that,  while  be  is  turning,  he  is  insensible  of  the  opera- 
tion. The  magidan  touches  him  with  his  wand,  and  be 
b  changed  in  ttie  twinkling  of  an  eye.  A  man,  it  is  said, 
baa  l>een  known  to  go  to  bed  and  to  sleep  a  decided  Clin- 
tonian,  and  to  wake  up  in  the  morning  a  ' '  Bucktail  of  the 
first  water."  Like  CorponU  Trim's  falling  in  love,  "it 
bursts  upon  you  like  a  bomb,  without  giving  you  time  to 
tay,  God  bless  me!" 

Sir,  there  is  one  species  of  diplomacy,  said  to  be  set  on 
foot,  which,  if  the  fact  be  so,  cannot  receive  too  much 
>e|>rolMition.  Is  it  not  enough  that  >je  are  (I  fear)  to  lose 
an  important  portion  of  our  frontier?  Is  it  not  enough 
tbat  we  bave  not  only  surrendered  the  colonial  trade  to 
.  Great  Britain,  but  we  have  humbly  begged  her  to  take  it? 

-  But  must  we  still  drink  the  cup  ol  humiliation  to  the 
dregs,  by  buying  an  exemption  from  impressment? 

1  know  full  well  that  the  opinions  and  decisions  of  this 
Senate  will  be  arraigned,  if  not  consistent  with  tbe  views 
and  wislies  of  the  administration.  On  tliis  very  subject 
of  our  relations  with  Great  Britain,  the  Senate  has  been 
reproached  by  the  President.  A  few  days  since  be  stated 
to  a  liighly  respectable  gentleman,  now  in  this  chamber, 
that,  when  he  commenced  his  administration,  we  were  on 
tbe  most  friendly  relations  with  Great  Britain;  and  now, 
by  tbe  conduct  of  that  Senate,  we  were  on  the  verge  of 
enmity;  and  he  should  not  send  another  minister  there, 
until  he  bad  learnt  how  the  British  Government  received 
tbe  iniult  offered  them  by  the  Senate  in  the  rejection  of 

'  Mr.  Van  Buren.  Sir,  I  state  this  not  lightly,  but  upon 
niMure  reflection.  I  know  what  I  say,  and  1  hold  myself 
Teq>onaible  for  the  truth  of  it.  This  "  important  nego- 
tiatioo,"  with  which  our  minister  to  London  is  charged, 
lit  it  seems,  the  subject  of  impressing  American  seamen. 

>  Sir,  can  this  be  possible?  I  did  believe  that  this  matter 
bad  been  settled — very  honorably  lettied — by  such  nego- 
tiators as  Hull,  Bambridge,  Rodgers,  Stuart,  Perry, 
lIcDonough,  and  many  other  good  fellow*,  who  so  often 
caused  tbe  star-spangled  banner  to  wave  in'  triumph  over 
St.  George's  cross. 

Mr.  President,  my  colleague  speaks  of  tbe  Prendent's 
construction  of  the  act  of  29th  May,  1S30,  and  bis  execu- 
tion of  that  kw  contrary  to  its  plain  intent  and  import,  as 
matter  of  uigularity.  My  worthy  colleague  must  bave 
been  an  inattentive  observer  of  the  times,  if  he  has  not 
perceived  tbat  this  is  an  every  day  business;  that  the  Pre- 
sident has  not  only  undertaken  to  modify  laws,  but,  in 
effect,  to  repeal  them,  and  even  treaties,  too,  by  refusing 
to  "take  care  that  they  are  faithfully  executed."  Had 
tbe  judges  of  your  Supreme  Court  usurped  tlie  legislative 
M  much  M  the  Preadent  bas,  in  my  opinion,  the  judicial 


powers,  tliey  would  have,  forthwith,  been  broufbt  to  tb« 
bar  of  this  Senate.  This  very  act,  which  admits  British 
and  American  vessels,  with  their  cargoes,  into  the  m 
spective  ports  of  tbe  parties,  upon  terms  ef  perfect  eqiali. 
ty,  is,  by  Executive  "  construction,"  to  pemut  a  Britidl 
vessel  to  take  a  cargfo  of  foreign  produce  from  the  United 
States  to  any  of  their  colonies,  when  an  American  Tcwt 
is  strictly  probibited  from  doing  any  sucb  thing;  thu^ 
executing  the  law,  not  as  it  is,  but  as  he  and  Great  Bri- 
tain would  have  it  to  be.  This  identical  act,  putting  i^ 
construction  on  a  law  of  Congress  against  its  plaia  meaii^ 
ing  and  intent,  and  at  the  same  time  yielding  to  Briliiii 
navigation  an  advantage  over  our  own,  never  before  siu- 
rendered  to  any  nation,  is  an  era  in  the  commercial  histoy 
of  this  country,  from  which  I  fear  tbe  future  historian  wiQ 
date  its  decline,  and  the  cause  of  its  final  fall.  Auguttm 
Catsar  first  subdued  the  Senate,  and  tben  used  it  a»an  lo^ 
strument  to  enslave  the  people.  If,  as  Mr.  HcLane  nji^ 
it  will  be  always  our  interest  that  foreigners  should  ex- 
port from  our  country  our  foreign  produce,  then  it  is 
equully  our  interest  tliat  they  slioiud  have  tbe  same  pre- 
ference in  the  exportation  of  our  domestic  prodiicti. 
Admit  tills,  and  your  Chinese  or  "terrapin"  poh^ises- 
tablislked  as  tiie  permanent  policy  of  the  nation.  I(  in- 
stead of  a  discrimination  in  favor  of  ourselves,  which  bi* 
been  our  navigating  system  from  1790  down  to  this  %at, 
our  policy  is  to  be  a  discrimination  against  ourseh'essnd 
in  favor  of  others;  if  the  whole  system  is  not  only  to  be 
abandoned  but  reversed,  let  gentlemen  avow  it  distinctly; 
and  let  us  uijderstand  what  they  mean,  that  we  roayknor 
where  to  meet  tbem.  Maine,  which,  in  point  of  Umnige, 
stands  third  in  the  Union,  has  a  right  to  be  beard  on  tbit 
subject.  With  us  it  is  a  gi|eat  question.  If  we  sit  to 
lose  our  territory  and  navigation,  too,  and  get  some  oiScet 
for  the  leaders,  but  nothing  for  the  people,  all  parts  «nd 
parcels  of  the  scheme  ought  to  be  fully  disclosed. 

The  question  of  tbe  colonial  arrangement  is  one  involv- 
ing our  whole  navigating  policy.  The  discrimination  ill 
favor  of  British  tonnage,  and  the  reason  given  for  it,  thtt 
it  will  be  for  our  interest  to  give  a  preference  to  fore'^jneis 
to  export  foreign  products,  demand  tbeseriotisaMUKlen- 
tion  of  every  statesman.  I  know  that  a  very  distinplsbed 
statesman,  Mr.  Jefferson,  was  an  early  advocate  for  sur- 
rendering the  ocean.  But  this  was  before  we  had  a  fede- 
ral constitution,  giving  a  general  power  to  reguUte  the 
commerce  of  Uie  whole  confederacy;*  and  he  afierw»nl» 
abandoned  these  visioiutry  ideas,  and,  in  his  various  oes- 
sages,  has  recommended  commerce  and  navigation  is  in- 
terests inseparable  from  agriculture  and  manufiBttiiw. 
What  should  have  put  this  thou^t,  of  the  surrendering 
of  our  navi^tion,  into  the  heads  of  the  President  snd  to 
minister,  it  is  impossible  to  conjecture.  And  it  is  indeed 
still  more  singular  and  inexplicable  that  this  surrender 
should  be  made  to  the  nation  which,  above  all  others, « 
capable  of  using  it  most  to  her  own  advantage  and ^""^ 
ii^ury.  Great  Britain  bad  lately  changed  very  nsteriuly 
her  colonial  policy.  Mr.  Huskisson,  in  discussing  tUe  ce- 
lebrated colonial  acts,  liad  acknowledged  that  a  wcccss- 
ful  competition  with  the  United  States,  on  tbe  r**"?^ 
principle,  was  impossible.  The  British  minister  hid  id- 
mitted  to  Mr.  Barbour,  that  the  colonial  restrictions  «« 
niost  injurioiisto  Uie  colonies  themselves.  We  '""^"''r/ 
the  whole  carrying  of  the  circuitous  trade;  and  wny_«>» 
extraordmaiy  preference  to  Great  Britain  at  this  time- 

•  "  rerbsM  to  remevr,  as  nocb  ■•  pouible,  die  »•'*'',"''• '(^''tiJi 
w«r,  it  mirhl  lie  bclirr  for  ua  lo  abaiidun  the  oCMn  '""l*;'"^  Jjik 
bring  tht?  clement  wht-rron  we  shall  l>e  prmt-iually  »^SP"*^j  '■^,j|^ 
wiih  other  lutiuns:  to  le»Te  to  utien  to  bnnj  wi«l  «e»M"  "riiin 
to  carry  «w«y  wb*t  we  cau  spare.  ThU  would  make  u»  invu  ^^^ 
to  Europe,  by  offering  none  of  our  property  to  tht'ir  pn*r,  ""P  ^j- 
tarn  all  uureitizeiiKo  the  cultivation  bf  the  earth;  ■"'*^  "£"!  ijoir«. 
cultiTalura  ol  the  earth  are  the  moat  vir  uouaaudindepMitM^V^  ^|^ 
It  might  be  time  euourh  to  seek  emplonnenl  fcr  "'•"J','"',  •«, 
the  lanil  no  loufer  oflkrs  it."-/e^r«(r«  Viet  »»  «'»*"'*• '' 
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Was  our  pofitical  ezwtence  in  danger,  »nd  <Kd  we,  as  in 
toe  treaties  with  France,  of  1778,  surrender  something, 
•■ther  than  lose  all?  Nothing  of  this — nor  were  we  en- 
f»gie<l  in  war,  or  threatened  with  one.  Nor  have  we  even 
he  mean  apology  of  bartering  bur  honor  for  profit:  for 
re  hare  gained  nothing.  No,  it  is  even  worse;  a  national 
»crifice  of  both  honor  and  interest — ^to  save  a  party;  a 
nere  poKtical  "humbug." 

Sir,  I  must  tax  the  patience  of  the  Senate,  while  I  make 
m  exertion  to  disabuse  the  public  on  this  subject  of  "the 
rolonial  trade,"  so  much  talked  of  and  so  little  understood. 
I  shall  endeavor  to  present  it  as  it  has  been  and  as  it  is;  not 
»nly  in  regard  to  Great  Britain,  but  other  nations  having 
roloniea  in  our  vicinity.  The  peace  of  1783  had  changed 
wir  relations  with  the  British  Northern  and  Southern  Ame- 
rican colonies,  and  it  was  readily  perceived  that  the  colo- 
bbU  reguUtions  which  Great  Britwn  might  adopt  in  this 
new  state  of  things,  must  have  an  important  bearing  on 
our  commercial  relations  with  Great  Britain  herself.  The 
colonies  lying  in  the  way  of  a  trade  between  the  United 
States  and  the  British  European  dominions,  any  indirect 
oonununicati<^n3  with  them,  enjoyed  by  Great  Britain  and 
not  by  us,  would  giveheramanifestadvantage.  This  was 
perceived;  and,  immediately  after  the  peace  of  1783,  when 
we  had  no  general  effectual  power  to  countervail  any  com- 
mercial restrictions  imposed  by  other  nations.  Great  Bri- 
tun  benn  to  cast  about  and  see  how  she  was  to  engross 
the  trade  of  the  United  States,  and  preserve  the  supremacy 
of  her  own  navigation.  Mr.  Pitt  thought  a  free  trade 
would  give  Great  Britain  a  successful  competition,  and  he 
made,  in  1783,  a  proposition,  remarkable  for  its  liberality, 
to  equalize  the  duties  in  our  trade  with  Great  Britain  and 
the  colonies,  on  native  prodacts  from  each,  whether  in 
British  or  American  ships.  This  bill  of  Mr.  Pitt,  called 
"tfie  American  intercourse  bill,"  was  opposed  by  Mr. 
Eden  (afterwartis  Lord  Auckland)  as  favoring  the  United 
States  at  the  expense  of  the  American  colonies.  The 
bill  fell,,  of  course,  with  Mr.  Pitt's  administration,  but  pro- 
bably would  not  have  been  passed  had  he  retained  his 
power. 

The  *hext  year  the  Committee  of  Council,  acting  as  a 
Board  of  Trade,  drew  the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
•dvantaj^  of  the  circuitous  voyage.  They  state  that  "it 
had  been  observed  to  them  that  the  owners  concerned  in 
the  liVest  India  trade  have  long  labored  under  great  disad- 
Tsntages,  from  thediflSciilty  of  procuring  outward  freights 
ftw  their  vessels;  but  now,  by  going  first  to  North  America, 
ind  from  thence  to  the  West  Indies,  and  so  home,  they 
will  be  sure  of  two,  and  perhaps  three,  instead  of  little 
more  than  one."  In  another  report,  in  1791,  they  speak 
of  this  circuitous  trade  as  "a  new  acquisition." 

Our  trade  with  Great  Britain  was  regulated  by  tempora- 
ry acts  of  Parliament  and  orders  in  council,  until  1788,  and 
ind  that  with  her  colonies  was  to  be  carried  on  in  British 
lUps  alone;  when  Parliament  made  its  permanent  colonial 
regulations,  thus  described  by  Mr.  McPherson,  which  I 
wiUgive  you  entire: 

FVom  MePhtnon'i  Jhmah,  vol.  4,  page  168. 

"IfimAlO,  Xi;.  1788. 
"  The  Parliament,  thinking  that  the  experience  of  five 
yttra  had  now  proved  that  British  vessels  were  competent 
to  the  supply  of  the  West  India  islands  with  the  prodnce 
of  America,  enacted  a  permanent  law,  instead  of  the  tem- 
porary regulations  hitherto  generally  renewed  every  year, 
vhereby  the  importation  of  tobacco,  pitch,  tar,  turpen- 
tine, hemp,  flax,  masts,  yards,  bowsprits,  lumber  of  every 
kind,  horses,  cattle,  and  other  live  stock,  bread,  flour, 
peas,  beans,  potatoes,  wheat,  rice,  oats,  barley,  and  other 
jnun,  the  produce  of  the  United  States,  into  the  West  In- 
dies, in  British  vessels,  legally  navigated,  was  authorized; 
and  all  other  articles  were  prohibited,  on  penalty  of  forfeit- 
\u%  of'ths  Tswcl  and  cargo.     Goods  or  produce,  wbioh 


may  be  lawfully  exported  from  the  West  Indies  to  any 
foreign  country  in  Europe,  may  be  carried  to  the.  United 
Stat^  as  may  also  sugar,*  molasses,  coffee,  pimento, 
cocoa,  chocolate  nuts,  and  ginger — the  two  latter  articles 
paying  the  same  duty  as  when  carried  to  the  British  colo> 
nies  in  America.  Both  imports  and  exports  must  be  only 
in  British  vessels,  navigated  according  to  law;  but  vesseb 
belonging  to  the  United  States,  arriving  in  ballast  at  the 
Turk's  Islands,  are  permitted  to  load  with  salt,  and  no  other 
article,  on  paying  a  duty  of  two  shillings  and  ax  pence 
per  ton,  (payable  in  dollars,  at  five  shillings  and  six 
penceper  ounce,)  their  measurement  being  determined  by 
a  proper  officer.  Neither  can  any  other  article  than  salt 
be  exported  from  Turk's  Islands  to  any  British  colony  in 
America  or  the  West  Indies;  nor  can  any  goods  be  f  xport- 
ed  from  them  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  but  salt,  and 
such  articles  as  may  be  imported  from  all  countries  firee  of 
duty.  Such  articles  as  are  allowed  to  be  imported  from 
the  United  States  to  the  British  West  Indies,  must  not  be 
imported  from  any  foreign  West  India  island,  except  in 
cases  of  distress,  when  the  governor  and  council  of  any 
island  may  permit  the  importation  of  them  in  British  ves- 
seb  for  a  limited  time.  No  goods  whatever  are  allowed 
to  be  imported  from  the  United  States  into  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  Cape  Breton,  St.  John's,  Newfoundland, 
and  their  dependencies,  except  in  cases  of  distress,  when 
the  governor  and  coAncil  of  any  of  the  provinces  niay  allow 
timber  and  lumber,  horses,  cattle,  and  other  live  stock, 
bread,  potatoes,  and  grain  of  all  kinds,  to  be  imported  in 
British  vessels,  fbr  a  hmited  time.  No  goods  are  allowed 
to  be  carried  by  sea  from  the  United  States  to  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  upon  any  account  whatever.  But  no- 
thing in  this  act  is  intended  to  repeal  the  act  of  last  year, 
respecting  the  free  ports  of  Kingpiton,  Savannah*la-Mer," 
&c. — Cap.  6.  ... 

Our  commerce  being,  as  you  see,  the  victim  of  foreign 
legislation,  was  a  main  inducement  to  the  adoption  of  the 
federal  constitution.  This  is  an  important  era  in  our 
commercial  history.  At  that  time  the  exports  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  United  States  were  je2,525,300  sterHng— 
greater  than  to  any  other  nation;  and  her  imports  from 
thence  $1,050,197  only.  The  next  year  Congress  passed 
the  celebrated  tonnage  bill,  discriminating  in  favor  of  our 
own  vessels  and  their  carg^s.  At  this,  the  British  ship- 
owners took  the  alarm.  They  saw  that  the  new  Govern- 
ment had  the  power  to  put  the  American  navigator  on 
equal  ground  of  competition;  and  with  this,  and  our  enter- 
prise and  skill,  there  was  good  cause  of  alarm.  The  first 
device  resorted  to,  was  a  proposition  to  a  mutud  repeal 
of  discriminating  duties  in  the  ports  of  the  United  States 
and  the  British  European  ports;  craftily  reserving  the 
right  so  to  regulate  the  trade  with  the  colonies,  that  they' 
could  always  oiseriminate,  in  the  circuitous  trade,  in  their 
own  favor. 

In  Mr.  Jay's  treaty  of  1794,  the  twelfth  article  authoriz- 
ed our  citizens  to  carry,  Sec.  in  our  own  vessels,  to  the 
British  West  Indies,  not  exceeding  seventy  tons  burden, 
such  of  our  products  as  British  vessel*  might  carry.  Sic 
paying  the  same  duties;  this  to  continue  during  the  pre- 
sent war,  and  two  years  after;  and  by  the  fifteenth  article 
of  the  same  treaty,  the  British  reserve,  as  to  the  European 
trade,  the  right  to  countervail  our  discriminating  duties. 
Here  was  unquestionably  a  stratagem  to  equalize  the  du- 
ties in  the  colonial  trade,  discriminate  in  the  direct  trade, 
adhere  to  the  policy  of  interdicting  our  carrying  between 
the  colonies  and  the  parent  country;  and  the  consequence 
would  have  been  inevitable,  that  nearly  the  whole  inter- 
coarse  would  have  been  circuitous,  and  the  British  would 
have  eng^rosted  the  whole  of  it    For  example,  in  the  di. 


*  Querr.— Ii  rum  rorgotten,  or  dnignedly  omiitedP  It  ccaitituic* 
bjftir  the  moit  iroportantaniele  in  the  aporu  flram  tk»  Wnl  Indin 
to  (be  VniKd  Slain. 
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rect  trade,  a  British  vessel  pays  a  heavy  discriminating  duty 
here)  an  American  a  heavy  one  there.  Through  the 
colonies  they  are  equal ;  but  our  vessels  cannot  go  to  Great 
Britain  through  the  colonies,  while  theirs  can.  Where- 
fore, it  follows  that  they  could  have  carried  on  the  circuit- 
ous trade,  through  the  colonies,  without  discrimination, 
and  we  must  have  been  confined  to  the  ^irect  route,  sub- 
ject to  just  suchburdens  as  Great  Britsun  might  choose 
to  impose.  This  consideration,  probably,  together  with 
the  limitation  of  our  commerce  with  the  West  Indies  to 
vessels  of  seventy  tons,  induced  the  Senate  to  except 
that  article  from  the  ratification,  and  thus  we  escaped  that 
snare. 

But,  in  1803,  and  immediately  after  the  peace  of  Amiens, 
an  act  of  Parliament  was  passed,  and  transmitted  to  the 
President,  who  communicated  it  immediately  to  Congress, 
proposing  to  abolish  the  discriminating  duties  in  our  com- 
merce with  their  European  ports — anticipating  thereby 
the  same  advantage,  in  the  voyage  thrwjgfa  the  colonies, 
which  has  been  obtMned  by  Mr.  McLane's  arrangement. 
The  message  of  the  President,  with  the  act  of  Parliament, 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  wlio 
made  a  report  in  favor  of  the  measure,  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  Houses  and,  soon  aJFter,  a 
resolution  was  oflTcred,  and  referred  to  the  same  commit- 
tee, against  abolishing  discriminating  duties  with  nations 
hanng  colonies,  unless  our  vessels  were  admitted  into 
those  colonies  on  the  sjme  terms  as  their  own.  Nothing 
was  done  on  these  two  propositions)  and,  before  the  next 
session,  the  war  in  Europe  was  rekindled,  and  nothing 
after  occurred  to  revive  the  subject  until  the  peace  of 
1814.  After  the  treaty  of  Ghent  had  been  ratified,  our 
ministers  proposeda  commercial  convention,  and  the  ques- 
tion again  aroae.  Shall  we  agree  to  a  reciprocity  in  navi- 
gation, without  including  the  colonies?  Mr.  AcUms,  lam 
told,  was  averse  to  this,  apprehending  that  we  should  be 
circumvented  in  the  circuitous  voyage.  But  a  convention 
was  agreed  on,  merely  as  an  experiment,  limited  to  four 
Jtatt,  by  which  the  products  of  each  country  might  be 
imported  into  the  other  upon  the  same  terms,  whether 
the  vessels  be  American  or  British.  It  was  soon  perceiv- 
ed that  Uie  exclusion  of  the  American  colonies  from  the 
operation  of  this  convention  was  producing  the  effects  ap- 
prehended, in  giving  the  British  the  advantage  of  three 
and  even  four  freiRhta,  while  we  were  limited  to  two,  and 
often  to  one.  At  the  time  of  the  convention  of  1815,  our 
whole  tonnage  amounted  to  1,368,127  tonsi  British,  (Eu- 
i-op«an  and  American,)  2,681,276  tons. 

It  is,  however,  a  striking  fiict,  tliat,  during  the  year 
1816,  the  British  tonnage  engaged  in  the  whole  American 
colonial  trade  was  to  the  American  as  111,949  tons  to 
102,128  ton*,  while  that  to  the  British  West  Indies  was 
M  75,704  British  to  26,321  American.  This  was  insuffer- 
ablej  and,  in  1818,  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of 
the  Houae,  of  which  I  had  the  honor  to  be  amember,  and  of 
which  the  Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Foksttb]  was  chair- 
man, made  their  report,  accompanied  by  a  bill  for  the  oc- 
dunon  of  certain  British  colonial  ports,-  which  was  passed. 
Thia  wa*  followed  up  by  the  act  of  1820,  making  the  system 
more  extensive  and  perfect;  and  thus  were  the  British  co- 
lonial ports  dosed  by  sea.  Great  Britain,  learning  our 
intention  to  pass  the  act  of  1818,  by  an  act  of  Parliament 
of  the  saote  year,  opened  the  ports  of  Halifax  and  St 
John's,  fi)r  certain  articles  necessary  for  her  West  Indies, 
giving  us  the  short  voyage,  and  reserving  to  herself  the 
long  one,  and  encumbering  the  trade  with  other  restric- 
tioaa.  This  was  inadmissible,  and  we  offered,  as  a  coun- 
ter project,  that  the  list  of  inadmissible  articles  should 
be  the  same  to  the  Northern  and  Southern  colonies,  the 
duties  to  be  equal  in  the  carrying,  and  no  other  nor  higher 

on  our  products  than  on  those  from  ffny  other  country. ,. u,  uui- 

Nothing  was  agreed  on)  and  such  was  the  consequent  cil  was  issued,  excluding  us  from  this  trade.    »\ 

n  act  of  Parliament,  ning,  after  cavilling  aad  equivocatiag,  abrupUy  ""  "^ 


of  24th  June,  1823,  authorized  certain  articles  to  be  im- 
ported into  certain  ports,  the  produce  of  the  country  from 
whence,  &c.  and  the  exportation  of  colonial  produce  tad 
British  manufactures,  taking  apedal  care  to  give  the  Bri- 
tish vessel  the  advantage  in  the  circuitous  vmage.  Our 
set  of  1823  suspended  those  of  1818  and  1830,  confined 
the  British  shipping  to  the  direct  trade,  and  offered  to 
abolish  our  discriminating  duties.  Thus  it  stood  until  the 
British  colonial  act  of  July,  1825,  the  British,  in  theneu 
time,  countprva'ding  our  acts,  and  still  nearly  the  vhole 
trade  carried  on  in  American  shipping. 

This  act  of  Parliament  of  1825  (usually  called  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson's)  forms  another  commercial  era.  It  was  a  ndiol 
change  of  the  British  colonial  policy.  But,  in  the  discus- 
sions then,  and  in  the  succeeding  year,  priocipktvere 
advanced,  which  the  act  was  neither  caicuUted  nor  in- 
tended to  sustain.  A  late  British  writer,  in  discuanng  this 
subject,  has  remarked,  that  "there  is  not,  perhaps, aoo- 
titer  instance  in  the  history  of  Parliament,  in  wlucb  ttie 
measure  brought  in  was  in  so  little  accofdaoce  with  the 
speech  by  which  it  was  prefaced.  Prohibition,  itittnie, 
was,  for  the  most  part,  (though  not  entirely, )  aboliihed  in 
name,  but  it  was  kept  up  in  net!  and  the  real  effect  of  the 
act  was  to  continue,  under  different  regnlationi,  evei}' 
abuse  which  Mr.  Uuskisson  bad  denounced."  To  wit,  to 
give  Canada  and  tbe  rtiip  owners  the  monopoly  of  the  sup- 
ply of  the  West  India  colonies.  The  act  of  Parliament,  of 
1825,  gave  the  direct  trade  in  native  products  to  nstiooj 
having  colonies,  upon  reciprocal  terms,  and  to  those  that 
had  not  colonies,  which  put  British  trade  "on  tlie  footing 
of  the  most  favored  nation."  The  United  Stales,  then, 
was  to  enjoy  the  colonial  trade  on  a  condition  ao  obscure 
and  equivocal,  that  there  is  strong  reason  to  suspect  it  was 
intended  as  a  subterfuge.  We  had  given  other  nitioM 
commercial  favors  for  equivalents;  and  was  the  colonial 
trade  in  British  vessels  to  be  put  on  an  equality  with  these! 
Tbe  British  minister  here  (Mr.  Vaughan)  was  called  os 
for  an  explanation,  but  he  confessed  he  could  give  nose. 
But  subsequent  events  show  clearly  that  this  new  colooiil 
policy  was  aimed  mainly  at  the  navigation  of  the  United 
States.  It  was  seen  that,  from  the  close  of  the  war,  in  181  j, 
to  1825,  tiie  tonnage  of  the  United  SUtes  bad  increued, 
while  that  of  Great  Britain  had  diminislied.  It  wis  frank- 
ly acknowledged  that,  in  a  cotnmercial  warfare  wi(h  "^ 
they  must  fail,  and  that  their  American  colonies  must  suf- 
fer exceedingly.  Mr.  Huskisson  observed  that,  by  our 
commercial  system,  "a  heavy  blow  was  aimed  at  tha- na- 
vigation of  England."  After  a  frank  avowal  that  theirosTi 
commercial  policy  was  to  check  the  growth  of  any  wn- 
time  Power  which  might,  by  her  single  strengtii,  eiw«i>" 
ger  the  commercial  supremacy  of  England,  and  91"'^ 
her  titie  to  the  sovereignty  of  the  seas,  Mr.  Huskissoo**"' 
"It  is  the  broad  principle  upon  which  the  navigations)* 
tem  of  this  country  was  founded,  and  it  is  obvious  th«t "« 
motives  for  adopting  that  system  wef*,  fi"*'.'''*' J!!™ 
portion  of  the  carrjring  trade  of  foreign  """"'^uIh 
not  devolve  to  British  shipping,  should  be  *'™'~  "J 
equally  as  possible  amongst  other  maritime  ^'•'"^''"I'j? 
engrossed  by  arty  one  of  tiiem  in  particular;  and,  '*'?'f'T^ 
that  countries  entertaining  relations  of  commerce  wrehu'S 
country,  and  not  possessing  tupping  of  their  owBi  o""!" 
export  their  produce  to  Engbsnd  in  British  ships  <MJ, » 
stead  of  employing  the  vessels  of  any  third  Powen  ^^ 

It  was  pretended  that  those  nations  which  did  n**^ 
of  the  terms  prescribed  by  the  colonial  trade  *?''J"^ 
a  year,  forfeited  their  cUums  to  the  provisions  of  tlW  <^ 
yet  Great  Britain  acted  upon  this  principle  with  nj||J^  .^ 
the  United  States.  Mr.  GaUatin  arrived  in  Engi«n« 
July,  and  it  was  known  he  was  instructed  to  open  » n^ 
tiation  on  the  subject,  button  tiie  2rUi  of  tins  monu."" 
before  he  had  presented  his  credentials,  tiie<»derinc»^ 
~i  -,..  :_...j    -...i..j:„»  ...  f~.™.  ihii  trade.     Mr-  '^^ 


pressure  on  their  West  Indies,  that  an  i 
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remptorily  broke  off  the  negotiation,  and  then  boasted  in 
Parliament  that  he  *<  had  had  the  last  word." 

Tlie  oppontion  to  the  late  administration  now  began  to 
magntfy  this  colonial  trade  as  a  great  afftir,  and  to  arraign 
the  administration  for  losing  it.  It  was  the  party  hobby; 
and  the  President  was  accused  of  demanding  too  much. 
In  1836,  legislation  was  attempted,  bat  it  &iled,  for  want 
of  time.  In  1827,  a  bill  was  reported  by  the  Senator  &om 
Louisiana,  [Mr.  Jorhstos,]  then  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee OB  Commerce,  providing  for  closing  the  c<donia]  ports 
after  the  30th  September;  but  if,  before  that  time,  they 
aheuld  be  opened  to  us,  and  the  British  discriminating  du- 
ties repealed,  the  President  might,  by  proclamation,  open 
oora  to  them  on  the  same  terms.  This  bill  was  amended, 
on  my  motion  to  strike  out  the  words  "by  sea,"  so  as  to 
make  the  exclusion  extend  to  the  inland  narigation.  Af- 
ter tUs,  the  whole  bill,  after  the  enacting  clause,  was 
stricken  outj  and,  on  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  SxiTB,]a  substitute  inserted,  of  three  sections.  The 
first,  repealing  the  discriminating  duties  tSter  the  31st  De- 
cember; the  second,  suspending  the  acts  of  1818,  1830, 
and  1823,  until  the  31st  of  December;  and  the  third,  au- 
thorizing the  President,  before  that  time,  to  repeal  our 
acts  of  1818,  1820,  and  1833,  and  the  discriminating 
duties,  should  the  British  order  in  council,  of  27th  July, 
1826,  and  their  discriminating  duties,  be  repealed.  Thus 
amended,  the  act  passed  tae  Senate,  but  the  House 
tfaou^t  it  was  too  humiliating.  As  we  passed  it,  if  the  Bri- 
tish order  in  council,  interdicting  the  trade  to  us,  should  not 
be  rescinded,  our  discriminating  duties  would  be  repealed 
after  the  31st  of  December,  and  our  colonial  acts  would 
all  h»ve  been  revived.  Now,  as  the  act  of  1823  suspended 
those  of  1818  and  1820,  the  result  would  have  been,  that, 
after  the  31st  of  December,  the  whole  trade  would  have 
been  open  to  Great  Britain,  without  discriminating  duties, 
and  closed  to  us.  This  was  the  view  taken  of  it  by  the 
cbainnan  of  the  Committee  on  Commerce  of  the  House, 
BOW  a  member  of  the  Senate,  [Mr.  Toxuirsov,]  in  which 
he  was  unquestionably  correct,  and  the  bill  was  amended, 
proriding  that,  if  the  British  porta  were  not  open  to  us 
by  the  31st  of  December,  ours  should  be  shut  to  them. 
After  a  conference,  each  House  adhered  to  its  opinion, 
and  the  bill  &iled.  This  was  on  the  2d  of  March— Con- 
gress adjourned  the  next  day;  and  the  President,  on  the 
I7tfa,  issued  his  proclamation,  closing  our  ports  against 
British  vessels.  The  Senate's  proposition  was,  opening 
the  trade  to  Great  Britain,  and  asking  her  to  open  it  to  us, 
without  saying  what  we  would  do  in  case  she  Jailed  to  com- 
ply; that  c^  the  House  added,  that,  unless  she  did  comply, 
our  ports  should  be  shut  to  her,  as  hers  then  were  to  us. 
In  this  attempt  at  legislation,  the  administration  did  not 
interfere  at  all,  though  its  opposers  attempted  to  throw 
the  blame  of  losing  the  trade  on  them.  Had  there  been 
no  party  machinery  in  the  affair.  Great  Britain,  who  was 
almost  the  exclusive  sufferer,  would  have  soon  been  brought 
to  ber  senses,  and  consented  to  trade  on  fair  and  equita- 
ble terms.  The  friends  of  the  late  administration,  charged 
with  demanding  too  much,  in  fact,  yielded  too  much, 
thoDgh  it  is  totally  untrue,  as  alleged  by  Mr.  Van  Buren, 
that  it  bad  abandoned  the  ground  it  had  4aken.  The 
prindples  advanced  by  Great  Britain  on  this  subject  have 
always  been  at  war  with  each  other.  You  propose  a  com- 
mercial convention  or  treaty  with  her — "the  colcMiies  are 
distinct,  and  reciprocity  must  be  Umited  to  her  European 
dominions."  You  propose  to  participate  in  the  eariying 
between  the  colonies  and  tbe  parent  country — "  the 
colonies  are  a  part  of  the  empire,  and  this  is  ■  coasting 
trade.'  "  The  struggle  has  been,  by  the  British,  to  get 
the  cxdunve  carrying,  and  to  supply  her  West  Indies 
through  her  Northern  colonies;  and,  by  us,  to  secure  a 
fcir  equality.  Our  alternate  resort  to  discrimination  and 
exclusion,  since  the  convention  of  1815,  had,  in  a  consi- 
derable degree,  deprived  Great  Britain  of  the  hdvantages 


of  the  circuitous  voyage;  and  through  the  ports  of  Other 
nations  in  the  West  Indies,  (called  "  the  neutral  ports,") 
we  had  supplied  her  Southern  colonies  almost  exclusively 
by  ourown  tonnage.  Although  our  inland  trade  was  still 
open,  yet  such  are^  the  obstructions  to  the  navigation  of 
the  St.  Lawrence,  that  we  could  much  more  easily  supply 
the  West  Indies  through  "  the  neutral  ports,"  than  Great 
Britain  could  through  the  Canadas.  Now,  take  the  dif* 
fisrent  periods  of  1821,  1824,  1827,  and  1830,  under  the 
operations  of  the  different  acts  of  1818  and  1820,-when 
the  ports  were  closed,  1823,  when  they  were  open  par- 
tially, enforcing  the  principle  of  discrimmation,  and  1827 
and  1830,  when  they  were  closed  under  the  proclama- 
tion of  17th  March,  1827,  and  compare  our  tonnage,  in 
each  of  those  years,  with  that  under  Mr.  McLane's  ar- 
rangement, and  you  will  then  have  a  picture  of  this  afifiur 
most  appalling  to  the  navigating  interest.  Hitherto,  the 
British  Southern  colonies  had  been  supplied  through  the 
inland  navigation  with  the  Northern  provinces  and  "  the 
neutral  port*,"  the  largest  portion  through  the  Danish 
and  Swedish  islands;  considerable,  however,  through  the 
Spanish,  French,  and  Dutch  islands,  and  Hayti.  I  will 
take  the  tonnage  employed  in  tlie  British  colonies,  and 
the  Swedish  and  Danish  only,  although  this  is  by  no  means 
stating  the  case  so  bad  as  it  Is. 

British,  Swebisb,  ahd  Dakisb. 
Ameriun  Tonnage.  TorHgn, 

Entry.  DepirlurF.  Elltrr.  Drparlore. 

1821,         168,305        182,624  2,757  4^90 

1824,        178,602        192,309        11,604        17,363 
1827,        158,302        148.099        17,623        19,792 

1830,  -  192,061  -  15,080 

1831,  -  151,147  -  107,078 
Yet  the  Senator  from  Illinois  expects  to  make  us  believe 

that  our  tonnage,  in  this  trade,  has  increased  since  this 
arrangement.  He  would  prove  it  in  this  way:  He  takes 
our  tonnage  engaged  in  the  direct  British  trade,  which 
was  almost  wholly  interdicted,  and  compares  it  with  that 
now  carried  on,  and  triumphantly  gives  you  the  result. 
Now,  every  one  sees  the  entire  fallacy  of  the  argument, 
who  knows  that,  during  the  interdiction,' nearly  every 
thing  was  done  through  the  "  neutral  ports."  I  have,  in- 
deed, stated  the  case  too  favorably  lor  the  "  arrange- 
ment." There  was  more  commerce  with  the  British  co- 
lonies than  the  whole  carried  on  through  the  British,  Swe- 
dish, and  Danish  ports.  Very  much  went  throiigfh  the 
Dutch,  French,  and  Spanish  islands,  and  Uayti,  as  I  have 
said.  And  now,  in  the  three  first,  there  has  been  an  im- 
mense fidling  off. 

We  have  seen  the  condition  of  the  British  colonial  trade 
when  this  administration  commenced,  and  we  will  see, 
however  humiliating  it  may  be,  what  was  done,  and  how  it 
was  done. 

The  President,  in  lus  first  message,  seems  to  be  paving 
the  way  for  an  adjustment  of  this  question.  He  begins 
by  the  most  servile  adulation  of  the  British  nation,  vainly 
and  foolishly  expecting  that  his  flattery  would  induce  her 
to  surrender  what  she  deemed  an  important  principle 
connected  with  her  maritime  power.  "  With  Great  Bri- 
tain, (he  says,)  alike  distinguished  in  peace  and  in  war,  we 
may  look  forward  to  years  of  peaceful,  honorable,  and 
elevated  competition.  Every  tiling  in  the  condition  and 
history  of  the  two  nations  is  calcmated  to  inspire  senti- 
ments of  mutual  respect."  Sir,  is  this  the  sentiment  of 
the  President  of  these  United  States'  Every  thing?  Every 
thing  in  the  condition  and  history  of  Great  Britain  to  in- 
spire us  with  gientiments  of  respect?  Are  the  "condi- 
tions" of  her  public  debt,  her  tithes  and  poor  rates,  and 
her  religious  establishments,  entitled  to  our  very  profound 
respect?  But  it  is  not  limited  to  her  present  "  condition;" 
it  extends  to  her  ifrhole  "history;"  not  only  to  all  that  she 
is,  but  to  all  that  she  has  been,  or  has  done.  Every  thing! 
My  life  for  it,  sir,  he  never  wrote  it.     He  knew  something 
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of  the  war  of  the  revolution*  he  may  have  read  eomething 
of  British  history;  he,  in  the  last  war,  defended  his  coun- 
try agwnst  her  mymudons,  fig^bting  for  "  booty  and  beau- 
ty;" and  could  he  respect  every  things  in  the  history  of 
these  transactions.'  It  is  a  misprint;  or  some  British  spy, 
lurking  around  the  palace,  slipped  in  and  made  the  inter- 
polation. [Here  Mr.  H.  called  for  the  declaration  of  in- 
dependence, and  read]  "The  history  of  the  present 
King  of  Great  Britain  is  a  history  of  repeated  injuries  and 
usurpations,  all  having,  in  direct  object,  the  establishment 
of  an  absolute  tyranny  over  these  States."  Is  this  enti- 
tled to  our  very  profound  respect?  «' Taking  away  our 
chartered  rights,  abolishing  our  most  valuable  laws,  and 
altering,  fundamentally,  the  forms  of  our  Government." 
These  Uiings  do  not  seem  to  me  to  command  very  great 
respect.  Many  other  things  are  contained  in  this  document, 
equally  atrocious,  which  we  might  remember,  not  with 
the  most  perfect  cordiality.  If  "he  plundered  our  seas, 
ravaged  our  coasts,  burnt  our  towns,  and  destroyed  the 
lives  of  our  people,"  and  did  many  other  acts  of  atrociQr, 
justifying  the  declaration  that  "  a  prince,  whose  cbamc- 
ter  is  thus  marked  by  every  act  which  may  define  a  tynypt, 
is  unfit  to  be  the  ruler  of  a  free  people,"  the  Preudent 
will  pardon  me  when  1  again  inquire.  Is  "  every  thing  in 
the  condition  and  history  of  tliat  country  calculated  to 
inspire  us  with  with  sentiments  of  respect?" 

Imagine  toyourself,  sir,the  Presidentof  the  United  States 
standing  before  the  throne  of  the  British  King,  and  thus 
addressmghim:  "  May  it  pleaseyour  Majesty,  it  is  my  high- 
est honor,  as  well  as  my  greatest  pleasure,  to  address  the 
beloved  and  illustrious  monarch  of  a  great  and  gallant  na- 
tion, distinguished  alike  in  peace  and  in  war;  every  thing 
in  the  condition  and  history  of  your  country  is  calculated 
to  inspire,  in  my  bosom,  sentiments  of  the  profoundest 
respect."  And  how  much  more  devotional  and  loyal 
would  that  have  been,  than  the  eulogy  which  I  have  read 
'from  this  message.'  Sir,  the  signers  of  that  declaration 
were  good  witnesses — Hancock,  Samuel  and  John  Adams, 
Sherman,  Franklin,  Jefferson,  and  all  the  rest.  They  are 
all  dead  but  one.  No!  they  are  alive,  and  will  live  in  the 
affections  of  freemen,  until  freedom  herself  shall  expire. 
And  their  declaration  b  a  libel  upon  the  British  nation,  or 
this  eulogy  is  a  libel  upon  them.  Every  thing!  O,  hea- 
vens! Every  thine!  Mr.  McLane  was  specially  instructed 
X%  communicate  this  message  to  his  Majesty's  Government, 
and  to  let  it  be  distinctly  understood  that  these  are  the 
sentiments  of  the  American  people;  that  the  claims  ad- 
vanced by  the  United  States  had  been  abandoned  by  those 
who  made  them;  that  those  claims  had  received  no  sanc- 
tion from  the  people,  and  are  not  revived.  He  was  to 
urge  upon  the  British  Government  the  President's  anxious 
desire  to  terminate  a  state  of  things  prejudicial  to  the 
friendly  relations  of  the  two  countries.  "The  President 
hopes  that  true  policy  would  induce  his  Majesty,"  &c.; 
appeals  to  British  liberality:  and  yet  the  humble,  degrad- 
ing, supplicating  letter  remained  four  months  without  an 
answer;  and  then,  on  the  16th  March,  1830,  the  American 
minister  writes  another,  or  rather  a  book,  going  into  the 
whole  history  of  the  affair,  proving  how  much  it  would 
benefit  Great  Britain  to  adjust  the  controversy;  disclaiming 
and  disavowing  "  American  pretensions,"  excusing,  so- 
liciting, and  apologizing,  and  all  that;  declining  to  defend 
his  country  for  not  embracing  the  proviidons  of  the  act  of 
Parliament  of  1825;  or,  in  the  spirit  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois,  was  willing  his  country  should  incur  the  penalty 
of  its  cuilt  in  not  obeying  a  British  law! 

Lord  Aberdeen  liad  seen,  from  the  solicitude  of  Mr. 
McLane,  that  it  was  the  party  in  power  which  wished  for 
the  adjustment,  for  party  purposes;  he  had  delayed  an 
answer  until  he  could  learn  Uie  exact  state  of  things  here. 
He  found  that  the  late  administration  had  been  reviled  for 
asking  too  much,  and  that  the  present  one  would  be  ready 
to  take  less.    He  knew,  therefore,  that  he  could  have  a 


bar(^n  of  his  own  making.  But  it  would  be  exceedingly 
mtifying  to  British  pride,  if,  in  the  surrender  of  a  priadple 
by  the  United  States,  the  manner,  too,  should  bchonAle. 
Before,  we  had  never  supplicated.  By  our  iodependoit, 
high-minded,  high-toned  coarse,  we  haid  inflicted  a  woinl 
on  British  pride,  which  now  was  the  timeto avenge.  Aits 
Mr.  McLane's  surrendering,  in  terms,  the  "Americn 
pretensions,"  his  lordship  (fives  him  to  understand  that  In 
shall  not  take  his  word,  nor  rely  on  the  pronuse  of  tht 
American  Government;  but  the  act  of  Congress  nwitfint 
be  passed,  and  he  must  see  its  provisions  before  he  would 
move  a  step.  Well,  Mr.  McLane  sends  for  his  lav,  nd 
he  gete  it  The  act  of  Congress  of  39th  May,  1830,  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  Van  Buren  himself,  and  going  as  &r>iK 
had  ever  gone,  was  presented  in  the  most  bumble  mo- 
ner — "Hopes  the  President's  motives  in  recommmdia; 
the  act  will  be  appreciated,"  and  tells  him  how  Congresi 
has  diminished  the  duties  on  molasses,  cocoa,  and  nil,  the 
products  of  the  West  India  islands.  Notwithstanding  ill 
this  humiliation,  he  was  treated  with  the  utmost  indiffa. 
ence — they  even  spelt  his  name  wrong;  instead  of  l/rm, 
Lewis.  He  appeared  so  English  in  his  feelings,  that  the; 
took  away  his  American  name,  and  gave  him  an  Eagbk 
one.  Like  Sir  Philip  Faulkenbridge,  when  he  wit  knigtil. 
ed,  boasting  how  he  would  treat  his  former  companiont- 
"Good  Sir  Philip!"  "tiod  a  mercy,  feUow!  andiflib 
name  be  George,  I'll  call  him  Peter." 

The  act  of  27th  May,  1830,  was  intended  to  be  perfect, 
ly  reciprocal.  The  vessels  of  each,  with  their  cargoo, 
wei:e  to  be  admitted  in  the  ports  of  the  United  SUt«,««d 
the  enumerated  colonial  ports,  on  the  same  temit.  The 
act  was  no  concession,  except  in  this — it  was  nuking  our 
propositions  definite  and  binding  upon  us,  before  Greit 
Britun  would  act  at  alt.  But  bis  lordship  undeitikatt 
cavil  at  this  law  of  Congress.  You  must  eipoond  tbii 
law  to  mean  directly,  to  be  sure,  what  it  purports  not  to 
mean;  that,  while  you  cart  carry  nothing  but  yourowa 
products  from  your  country  to  our  colonies,  we  can  caiy 
from  thence  any  foreign  products  whatever.  Sir,  agroaier 
perversion  of  the  palpable  meaning  of  a  law  nercr  ni 
attempted.  Yet  an  American  mimster  stipulates  for  kit 
country,  at  the  beck  of  a  British  nunister,  that  it  ilnll 
mean  what  it  did  not  say;  and  what  was,  moreoTer,  the 
surrender  of  an  important  principle  of  policy,  never  d^ 
parted  from  since  the  organization  of  the  Govenunent 
Sir,  animadversion  or  reprobation  is  unnecessary.  Viw 
minister  negotiates  with  a  foreign  Government  to  moAlj 
or  repeal  a  law  of  Congress,  and  the  Presideiit  ssnOi"'* 
the  act.  Yea,  and  we  tamely  submit!  It  will  be  alwaysforW 
interest  that  foreigners  should  be  our  carriers!  But,  •?» 
Mr.  McLane,  if  we  should,  hereafter,  find  this  inconTenient. 
we  can  rescind  tiie  agreement.  Indeed!  You  pat  icon- 
struction  on  an  act  of  Congress,  against  its  manifest  meui- 
ing  and  intent,  favorable  to  Great  Britain;  the  Prendent 
confirms  the  construction  and  the  pledge;  and,  if  '' *'" 
it  against  our  interest,  the  remedy  is  a  violatioil  «  wj 
piloted  faith!  Here  is  one  concession,  never  btwe 
made,  and  not  authorized  by  law— a  concession,  too,  w*c^ 
for  the  first  time,  gives  foreign  navigation  a  prefirencem 
our  own  ports.  But  this  is  not  all;  Lord  •*''*"'**^'^ 
he  was  circumventing  us,  and,  to  prevent  future  gnww 
of  compUint,  he  apprises  Mr.  McLane,  frankly,  of  the  ra- 
tention  of  the  British  Govemmentto  make  such  ducwni"- 
tion,  in  favor  of  the  trade  from  the  Northern  c<*)ni« 
to  the  West  Indies  and  the  European  dominion!,  M""™" 
secure  them  the  benefit  of  the  circuitous  voyage-  '"" 
reply  to  Mr.  McLane,  maklngamerit  of  our  diniiiiiiitonga« 

duties  on  certain  West  India  products,  I^'^.'*r^ 
frankly,  though  somewhat  sneeringly,  remarked,    ' 
measure  has  been  viewed  by  his  Majesty"!  9?»'*™^ 
with  sincere  satisfaction,  a$  indicating  a  dispoalw"  to 
tivate  a  commercial  intercourse  with  his  *'V'^'„-)e(l 
nies,  upon  a  footing  of  greater  freedom  •»<•  •*"? 
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advantage  than  had  before  existed.  But  the  undersized 
nuut  frankly  state,  tliat,  in  the  general  consideration  of 
the  questioii  now  to  be  determined,  no  weiglit  ought  to 
be  asaij^ned  to  the  reduction  of  those  duties,  as  forming 
any  part  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  re-establishment  of 
the  intercourse  may  be  acceded  to.  These  changes  are 
part  of  a  general  scheme  of  taxation  which  the  Govem- 
aeot  of  America  may,  at  all  times,  impose  or  modify) 
with  the  same  freedom  as  that  which  Great  Britain  may 
exercise  in  the  regulation  of  any  part  of  its  system  of  du- 
ties; and  it  is  the  more  essential  that  his  Majesty's  Govern- 
nent  should  not  contract,  by  implication,  any  engagement 
towards  tliat  of  the  United  States,  with  r<^ect  to  such 
Intentions,  becaose  bis  Majesty's  Government  have  alrea- 
dy ander  their  consideration  the  expediency  of  introduc- 
ing some  modifications  into  the  schedule  of  duties  attached 
to  the  act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  with  a  view  more  effect- 
ually to  support  the  interests  of  the  British  North  Ame- 
rican ctdonies,"  &c.  Now,  if  this  frank  and  ingenious 
avowal  that  Great  Britain  intended  to  make  every  dis- 
crimination which  she  could,  to  favor  the  circuitous  trade, 
was  not  sufficient  to  open  his  eyes,  and  silence  all  com- 
pbunt  afterwards,  it  seems  to  me  nothing  could.  And,  in 
a  Ter>-  few  days  after,  Mr.  Herries  introduced  into  Parlia- 
ment his  proposed  alteration  of  duties,  in  favor  of  the  co- 
lonies, to  which  I  alluded  seveml  months  ago.  Mr.  Herries 
^ated  that  "tlie  object  of  the  schedule  was  to  give  en- 
couragement to  a  supply  of  t}ie  West  India  islands  by  the 
North  American  colonies  of  Great  Britain,  instead  of  by 
the  United  States,  or  any  other  country;"  that  "America 
Ind  entirely  and  unconiUtionally  (and  be  might  have  add- 
ed, humbly)  withdrawn  her  pretensions."  But  the  mo- 
ment the  British  Government  commences  this  modification 
of  its  duties^  for  tlic  purpose  expressly  announced  to  Mr. 
HcLAne,  he  begins  to  complain.  He  expected  our  inte- 
rest was  to  have  been  somewhat  consulted,  and  that,  in  fill- 
iagtheearfeiiancAe,  which  he  had  off  ercd  to  liis  lordship, 
be  would  not  hare  taken  tlie  whole  to  himself.  But  Aber- 
deen bad  seen  that  Mr.  HcLane  was  to  accomplish  some 
arraogement,  no  matter  what,  and  that  he  liad  him  in  his 
power.  Now,  said  he,  "Mr.  McLane,  I'll  make  you  a 
lair  offer-— I'll  have  the  turkey,  and  you  shall  liave  the 
crow,  or  yoa  shall  have  tlie  crow,  and  I'll  have  the  tur- 
key." Now,  as  this  sounded  somewhat  reciprocal,  and 
as  aometluBg  must  be  done,  he  accepted  the  proposition. 
But  when  he  began  to  think  further — now,  said  he  to  him- 
self,  *'  I  have  at  last  got  nothing  but  the  crow,  and  the 
Sngfisbman  has  the  turkey;"  then  be  begins  to  make  bis 
complaints:  "Hay  it  please  your  lordship,  you  did  not  say 
turkey  to  me  at  ilL"  Aberdeen  pats  him  on  the  shoulder: 
"Never  mind,  never  mind,  you  are  an  honest  fellow — a 
very  honest  fellow."  By  this  he  was  pacified,  wiped  his 
eyes,  and  came  right  home  and  received  his  reward. 

Mr.  Herries's  schedule  was  not  adopted;  but,  on  the  32d 
April,  1831,  an  act  of  Pariiament  was  passed,  varying  in 
seane  pnrticulaxs  from  that  proposed  in  November,  butdis- 
cfioBnatii^  more  on&vorably  agunst  us,  and  in  fiuror 
of  the  colonies.  I  have  made  a  scliedule,  presenting, 
in  three  opposite  columns,  the  duties  as  in  1830,  before 
the  arrangement;  tliose  proposed  by  Mr.  Herries;  and 
those  impoKd  by  tbe  act  of  April,  1831.  I  will  give  you 
a  few  specimens  from  this  scbedule. 

Wheat  flour  faito  the  Southern  colonies,  duties,  1830, 
per  bbl.  &>. ;  proposed  by  Mr.  Herries,  6*. ;  by  act  of  April, 
1831,  St.  Into  the  Northern  cok>nies,  1830,  5*. ;  Mr. 
HerrieiW  5s.)  i^  act  of  April,  1831,  free;  givinga  manifest 
ailvanti^  to  the  trade  through  the  ctdonies,  over  that 
proponed  by  Herries.  Again,  take  the  article  of  staves 
and  heading.  In  1830,  per  1,000,  red  oak,  li«.;  white 
oak,  13«. ;  Herries',  18s. ;  act  c£  April,  1831,  red  oak, 
XI  6f .  3d ;  white  oak,  JBI  3«.  3d. 

Now,  as  these  articles,  and,  indeed,  all  lumber,  goes 
free  into  the  Noctbern  and  Northeastern  cokmies,  and 
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thence,  free,  to  the  West  Indies,  these  duties  are  a  prohi- 
bition against  us.  Never  was  a  scheme  better  devised  to 
cripple,  if  not  totally  annihilate,  our  navigation. 

If  we  need  proof  of  the  utter  want  of  reciprocity  in  the 
colonial  trade  "  arrangement,"  it  is  found  in  the  posthu- 
mous documents  which  came  in  answer  to  a  resolution 
offered  by  my  collesg^e.  Why  they  were  not  sent  be- 
fore, is  unknown,  though  it  may  be  imagined.  Here  is  a 
direct  avowal  of  the  operation  of  this  arrangement,  and 
the  British  Government  is  urged  to  act  more  fiivonibly. 
Mr.  McLane  had  been  expressly  told  that  the  British  Go- 
vernment intended  to  alter  their  scbedule  of  duties, 
"  with  a  view  more  effectually  to  support  the  interests  of 
the  British  North  American  colonies;"  yet,  after  it  was 
all  over,  and  he  saw  tKe  operation  of  his  own  negotiation, 
he  writes  to  Lord  Palmerston:  "If,  therefore,  the  un- 
dersigned has  succeeded  in  showing,  as  he  hopes  he  has, 
that  the  present  bill  virtually  destroys  the  fair  advantages 
of  tbe  direct  intercourse  between  the  United  States  and 
the  British  West  Indies,  contemplated  in  tbe  recent  ar- 
rangement, he  might  confidently  submitthe  subject,  with- 
out further  obscn^tion,  to  tlie  justice  and  good  faith  of 
his  Majesty's  Government."  Mr.  McLane,  by  this  letter, 
makes  his  own  bargain  bad  enough,  according  to  the 
schedule  proposed  by  Mr.  Herries;  and  if  he  will  make  a 
comparison  between  that  and  the  act  of  22d  of  Apiil, 
1831,  he  will  find  that,  if  possible,  tills  makes  it  worse. 
But,  though  he  has  confidently  submitted  to  "  the  justice 
and  good  &ith  of  bis  Majesty's  Government"  fur  relief,  as 
be  bad  before  submitted  to  its  liberality,  still,  Lord  Pal- 
merston was  so  disgusted  that  tbe  American  minister  could 
so  soon  complain  of  an  arrangement  which  he  so  lately 
and  suppliantly  solicited,  that  he  did  not^even  deign  to 
answer  his  letter.  Never  was  a  man  treated  so  cavt£erly 
as  was  Mr.  McLane  in  tbe  whole  of  this  affair.  He  seems 
to  have  been  noticed  witli  the  kind  of  British  hauteur 
which  is  induced  by  another's  humility.  There  is  one 
thing  I  like  in  an  Knglishman:  he  is  for  England  against 
the  world,  and  honors  the  man  of  any  other  country,  even 
if  be  is  an  enemy,  who  entertains  the  same  patriotic  pride. 

We  will  now  look  at  the  effect  of  this  arrangement  a 
little  more  in  detul.  The  same  facilities  would  have  been 
given  to  our  trade  by  inland  navigation,  had  not  this  ar- 
rangement been  made.  The  very  effect  of  interdiction, 
by  sea,  would  be  to  increase  the  intercourse  by  land.  Our 
inland  trade  could  not,  therefore,  be  benefited  by  open- 
ing the  Atlantic  ports.  The  gain  which  basbeen  boasted 
of  to  tbe  agricultural,  at  tbe  expense  of  the  navigating 
interest,  isaJI  a  delusion.  Tbe  truth  is,  that  the  agricultural 
interest  on  the  Atlantic  has  lost,  by  destroying  acompetition 
in  the  carrying,  while  the  interior  has  gained  nothing. 

[Hr.  H.  here  read  a  comparative  view  of  the  prices  of 
ashes  and  other  produce,  in  the  New  York  and  Montreal 
markets,  from  1823  to  August  12,  1831.] 

I  have  here  given  a  comparative  view  of  the  prices  cur- 
rent of  our  domestic  exports  at  Montreal  and  New  Tork, 
from  1823  to  1831,  inclusive,  by  which  it  appears  that 
the  proportionate  differences  of  price  have  averi^^  about 
the  same.  We  see  that,  heretofore,  the  trade  was  no 
more  circuitous  than  it  now  is,  while  the  carrying  was 
chiefly  ours;  whereas,  under  this  arrangement,  the  British 
will  eventually  obtain  the  whde.  We  have  seen  the  fidl- 
ing  off  of  our  tonnage  in  the  trade  with  the  British,  Swedish, 
and  Danish  colonies  only,  and  the  consequent  increase  of 
the  foreign.  The  comparison  between  the  West  India 
ports,  only,  in  these  three,  is  still  more  appalling:  in  1830, 
it  was  74,890  tons;  1831,  35,667'i  and,  inasmuch  as  mtich 
of  the  indirect  trade  was  throu^  the  Spanish,  French, 
and  Dutch  islands,  and  Hayti,  this  depreciation  nwst  be 
much  greater.  Could  this  depreciation  of  our  navigation, 
by  bringing  a  foreign  competition,  aid  the  producer  or 
consumer,  there  would  be  sotne  consolation  that  what  was 
the  loss  of  the  one  was  the  gain  of  the  other.    But  such 
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is  the  advaitUve  given  here  to  the  foreigner,  that  all  Ameri- 
can competition  is  destroyed,  and  the  price  of  freights  is 
not  dinumshed.  On  the  other  hand,  how  did  the  case  stand, 
under  the  restrictions  or  interdictions?  The  burden  of 
the  circuitous  voyage  fell  on  the  British  almost  exclusive- 
ly. It  is  like  the  case  of  a  tax;  if  the  producer  needs  to 
sell,  more  than  the  buyer  to  buy,  the  former  pays;  if  the 
reverse,  the  latter.  Now,  the  produce  of  the  British  West 
Indies,  which  we  consume,  is  a  small  proportion  of  our 
consumption  of  lilie  articles  from  other  sources.  In  1827, 
tiie  whole  amount  of  our  trade  with  all  the  West  Indies, 
including  Spanish,  French,  Dutch,  Swedish,  Danish,  and 

British,  was #12,137,897 

Of  which  was  British,        ....  895,207 


#11,242,690 


Add,  probabW,  the  indirect  trade  through  "the  neu- 
tral ports,"  and  it  might  give  Great  Britain  three  millions 
of  dollars;  or,  say  a  httle  less  than  one-fourth.     Now,  it  is 
manifest  that  any  tax  or  expense  of  carrying,  upon  the 
one-fourth,  could  not  affect  the  price  of  the  three-fourths, 
and  the  burden  would  consequently  All' on  the  producer. 
How  is  it  with  the  consumption  of  our  products  by  the 
colonies?    The  case  is  dire(^y  the  reverse.    They  need 
to  buy,  more  than  we  do  to  sell.     We  can  find  other  mar- 
kets, better  than  they  can  do  without  ours.     It  has  been 
admitted,  again  and  a{piin,  that  the  continental  colonies  can- 
not supply  the  West  Indies,  and  that  they  would  be  ruined 
without  the  means,  in  some  way,  of  obtaining  our  products. 
Bttt  the  apparent  loss  of  our  navigation  is  by  far  less 
than  the  real.    The  comparative  number  of  vessels  or  of 
tons  indieatea  by  no  means  a  comparative  valnc  of  freight. 
The  same  vcMel,  in  a  short  voyage,  may  enter  and  clear 
ten  times  a  year;  and  it  would  appear  that  ten  times  the 
mnnber  bad  done  so,  than  had  in  fact.     A  single  vessel, 
of  the  sane  tonnage,  might  enter  and  clear  but  once  in 
the  same  time;  but  such  might  be  the  character  and  length 
of  her  voyage,  that  ber  freight  and  profits  would  be  worth 
more  than  all  the  ten.    Now,  here  we  carry  chiefly  the 
short  voyage,  while  the'  British,  taking  advant^e  of  the 
circuitous  voyage,  take  our  products  from  the  neighbor- 
ing provinces  to  tiie  West  Indies,  (whether  foreign  or  do- 
mestic,) or  to  their  possessions  in  Europe,  from  both  of 
wbich  we  are  excluded.     We  are  at  bst,  sir,  permitted 
to  look  into  the  fects  on  this  subject,  and  to  see,  in  some 
measure,  how  far  our  theory  is  sustained  by  substantial 
tmth.     The  resolutions  which  I  had  the  honor  to  offer, 
OD  this  subject,  calling  for  information,  were  adopted  by 
the  Senate  on  the  23d  December,  and  it  has  been  more 
than  three  months  before  we  could  have  it.    We  have  got 
it  at  last,  such  as  it  is.     The  resolutions  had  been  offered 
om  account  of  a  most  inexplicable  paragraph  in  the  Presi- 
dent's message.    In  speaking  of  the  colonnil  arrangement, 
he  observed  that  "the  trade  thereby  authorized  has  em- 
ployed, to  the  30th  September  last,  upwards  of  30,000 
tons  of  American,  and  15,000  tons  of  foreign  shipping,  in 
the  outward  voyages;  and  in  the  inward,  nearly  an  equal 
amount  of  American,  and  20,000  only  of  foreign  ton- 
nage;" and  adds,  that  the  trade  acquired  by  it  on  the  lakes, 
&c.,  may  more  than  bahmce  for  the  loss  by  discrimination 
made  in  &vor  of  the  North  American  colonies  and  the  West 
Indies.    I  really  wish  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
had  expounded  this  mysterious  declaration.     There  is  no 
fitct  in  the  report,  nor  any  where  else,  that  I  have  seen, 
coming  near  to  this  statement     The  report  makes  the 
departures,  American,  102,772  tons;  foreign,  103,883. 
In  1880,  there  w«e  14^267  tons  engaged  in  foreign  ton- 
n^  outward.    In  1831,  103,888— making  a  gain-  of  fo- 
reign tonnage  of  88,816.     In  1830,  the  American  tonnage, 

departing,  was 119,566 

And,>  1831i " .     102,772 

A  fiOUing  off  of       ...       .       .       .        16,794 


So  that,  while  the  British  gain,  in  tbe_  coloniai  inter- 
course with  tiieir  colonies,  in  this  year,  is  88,816  tom, 
our  loss  is  16,794^  besides  almost  a  total  loss  of  the  ton- 
nage employed  through  the  neutral  ports.  In  1830,  tbe 
departures  for  Swedish,  Danish,  and  British  ctdonialpotti, 
were  192,  061  American,  and  15,081  only  forogn.  b 
1831,  the  departures  are  151,147  American,  and  lOT.OrS 
foreign.  In  1830,  your  domestic  tonnage  stood  as  192,061 
to  15.080.  In  1831,  your  domestic  to  the  foreign  wu 
as  151,147  American,  to  107,078  foreign.  In  the  6n« 
year,  the  excess  of  the  American  over  the  foreign,  176,981, 
IS  reduced  to  44,069,  making  a  nett  loss  of  tonnage,  b  om 
year,  of  132,9 12. 

Now,  look  at  this  in  another  view.  By  the  report,  it 
appears  that,  of  the  whole  number  of  vessels  entering  and 
departing,  up  to  31st  September,  1830,  there  are,  enter- 
ing,  American,  1,166;  foreign,  1,292;  departing,  Ameri- 
can, 906;  foreign,  1,129.  Tbe  entries,  British  West  Indies 
American,  300;  foreign,  157;  departing,  311  Ameriaui, 
and  133  foreign.  Northern  provinces,  entry,  American, 
866;  foreign,  1,135;  departing,  American,  595;  foreign, 
1,129.  It  b  suggested  in  the  report,  ift  an  extnct  mm 
some  collector,  nobody  knows  whom,  for  the  Secretoj 
does  not  choose  to  give  us  his  name,  that  many  Ammeu, 
vessels  clear  for  the  West  Indies  generally,  but  in  ftct  g» 
to  the  British  West  Indies.  There  may  be  some  case»  of 
this  sort;  but  about  7,000  tons  cleared  thus  in  1830,  when 
they  were  interdicted  the  British  West  Indies.  Bcndei, 
jus^  as  many  vessels,  except  one,  have  entered  from  the 
West  Indies,  as  have  departed.  What,  then,  could  iare 
become  of  those  which  went  to  the  West  Indies  genersUr? 
The  whole  trutii  is,  some  vesseb  may  clear  for  the  We* 
Indies  generally,  and  go  to  a  British  island;  and  otben  mty 
clear  for  a  British  island  "  and  a  market,"  and  go  to  some 
other  place;  and  the  numbers  would  probably  ofiset  ewi 
other. 

But  look  a  little  furtherinto  the  case,  and  you  will  per- 
ceive that  this  is  only  the  beginning  of  sorrow.  Mr. 
McLane,  against  the  plain  meaning  of  the  law,  agreed  to 
give  the  British  the  start  in  the  race,  and  they  began  Ui« 
tradenearly  twomonthsbefbcewepoasiblycouU.  Withtto 
advantage,  that,  of  exporting  from  the  United  Statoi  pro- 
ducts which  we  could  not,  and  the  protecting  duties  forue 
colonies,  and  the  warehousing  system,  we  bad  to  struggle 
hard  to  enjoy  a  small  participation  in  the  trade;  but  what « 
had,  is  comparatively  dwindling  every  day.  to  Jamur^« 
the  vessels  entered  from  North  American  province^  Amen- 
can  31,  British  18;  May,  American  43,  British  117;  Sep- 
tember, American  97,  British  225.  By  30di  SepteaiMr 
next,  we  shall  probably  have  little  left  in  the  trade.  We 
have  an  account  from  the  Passamaquod^  district,  vw, 
from  its  particularity,  looks  as  if  it  was  official.  It  ''*'j*^ 
relied  on  by  the  admin' stration  papers  as  eridence  of  we 
success  of  tills  glorious  event — ' '  Tne  ports  are  open, 
seems  by  tiiis,  that,  during  the  year  1831,  tiie  deputure* 
w  ere,  American  26,  foreign  885.  It  seems,  by  your  rt- 
port,  that  the  whole  of  the  foreign  departures  were  l,  J^ 
only,  and  tliat  885  were  from  this  port.  1  find  that  twy 
were  chiefly  from  the  British  North  American  <:^f\ 
twenty-six,  I  think,  from  UvcrpooUbut  they  ='«***:  "^ 


•■n  waibj -Bsjkj   •   i.M«uik)    iia^iss   «,«■*  w>  |«-ww'f  aria- j  '■uJtMa 

colonul  port,  intending  to  take  the  advantage  «  **°^ 
ous voyage.     lfthisisanythinglikeafiura.veraj[ee  " 


we  are  to  have  in  this  arrangement,  26  to  885,  tbesoonet 
we  break  up  the  concern  the  better.  ,^ 

Still,  sir,  there  is  anodier  view,  which  b"**'^": 
right  of  by  the  British,  but  which  seemed  entirely  to  b»« 
escaped  Mr.  Mclane's  notice.  What  effect  UdiMM»««^ 
ment  to  have  on  the  commercial  rebtions  "''*""'?_i. 
tween  the  United  States  and  the  Britfsll  Buropean  oro^ 
nions?  It  will  be  recollected  that  the  wnvenbon  «e^^ 
the  colonies  from  its  provisions,  and  may  now  J^^^ 
ed  by  eiUier  party  giving  the  other  twelve  months' now^ 
Suppos«  the  canveution  to  continue,  what  is  there  w>  P^ 
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vent  Great  Britain  from  to  regulating  the  colonial  trade 
as  to  TCt  hito  her  bands  all  the  European  trade?  We  have 
agre«i  that  the  trade  with  the  colonies,  in  native  products, 
^aU  be  on  equal  terms,  and  that  Great  Britain  may,  more- 
over, export  from  the  United  States,  to  her  coloaies,  fo- 
reign products,  on  the  same  terms.  'She  is  left  perfectly  free 
to  give  as  great  bcIUties  to  the  trade  to  the  mother  conn- 
try,  through  the  colonies,  as  to  the  Southern,  through  the 
Northern  colonies.  She,  indeed,  gave  full  notice  of  her 
inteotion  to  do  this  also.  In  referring  to  our  act  of  29th 
May,  1830,  which  provides  tliat  the  commercial  intercourse 
of  the  United  States  with  all  other  ports  of  the  British 
poasesaons  shall  be  left  on  a  footing  not  less  fiivorable 
than  it  now  is,  "l.ord  Aberdeen  declines  any  understand- 
ing on  this  point  which  shall,  in  the  least,  fetter  Great 
Britam  in  changing  these  relations,  but  that  she  be  free  to 
adopt,  from  time  to  time,  such  commercial  regulations  as  she 
n»y  deem  to  be  expedient  for  her  own  interest,  consistent 
with  the  obligations  of  existing  treaties."  He  says,  in  ef- 
fect, Hr.  McLane,  if  we  can,  we  will,  by  discriminating  in 
fiiTor  of  the  European  trade  through  the  colonies,  take 
the  whole  of  it,  by  our  own  tonnage,  or  give  you  the  re- 
quired notice,  and  rescind  the  convention,  (leaving  this 
arrangement  in  full  force,)  then  burden  the  direct  trade, 
and  carry  on  the  whole  through  the  colonies,  and  thus  ex- 
clude you  both  ways.  And,  diould  she  do  it,  what  breach 
of  fiuth  would  there  be  that  would  justify  our  violation  of 
Mr.  McLane's  arrangement'  He  nail  full  notice  at  the 
time,  and  made  his  agreement  with  his  eyes  open. 

And  here,  too,  our  facts  will  concur  well  with  our  rea- 
«>ning.  Great  Britain  established  her  warehousing  sys- 
tem in  the  colonies;  repealed  or  diminished  duties  on  the 
principal  articles  of  our  products  coming  from  the  colo- 
lues;  and  increased  them  in  the  direct  route.  Thus,  our 
pot  and  pearl  ashes,  through  Canada,  are  duty  free;  when 
coining  directly,  they  are  taxed  heavily.  Flour,  wheat,.* 
lumber,  and  cotton,  are  objects  of  peculiar  favor  through 
the  colonies.  This  last  article,  the  important  staple  of 
our  country,  and  which  constitutes  more  than  half  of  all 
our  freights  to  Great  Britain,  was,  very  soon,  made  a  pe- 
culiar object  of  this  discriminating  policy.  At  the  time  of 
Hr.  McLAne's  arrangement,  the  duty  on  cotton,  from  fo- 
reign countries,  was  an  ad  valorem  of  six  per  cent. ;  and 
on  cotton,  coming  from  the  colonies,  id.  per  hundred. 
On  the  23d  of  February,  1831,  and  immediately  after 
opeaing  the  porta,  under  the  arrangement,  the  duty  on 
cotton,  from  foreign  countries,  is  raised  to  f  of  a  penny 
per  pound,  leaving  that  on  cotton  from  the  colonies  the 
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same  as  before.  Thus,  cotton  from  Charleston  to  liver' 
pool  pays  5«.  lOd.  per  hundred;  and,  going  by  the  way 
of  St.  John's,  or  Haliiax,  pays  4d. ;  making  a  difference 
of  5s.  6d.  sterling,  or  about  f  1  27  for  each  hundred 
pounds.  This,  in  a  cargo  of  a  ship  of  400  tons,  would 
make  a  difference  of  1,300  pounds  sterling,  or  $5,222. 
That  this  trade  had  been  actually  begun  previous  to  the 
30th  September  last,  appears  by  the  answer  to  the  reso- 
lutions of  22d  December  last  A  cargo  of  cotton, 
329,665  lbs.  valued  at  929,967,  had  been  shipped,  in 
foreign  tonnage,  to  the  British  North  American  colonies; 
and  the  inference  is  irreastible  that  this  is  for  reshipment 
to  Great  Britain,  to  avmd  the  alien  duty.  But,  nnce  that 
time,  this  trade  is  settling  into  a  regular  channel.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  of  the  first  respecta- 
bility, dated  at  Lubec,  Maine,  Slst  December  last,  which 
is  free  for  the  inspection  of  any  Senator,  an  extract  from 
which  I  will  give  you:  "  A  merchant  from  St.  John'% 
New  Brunswick,  passed  through  this  pbce  this  week,  on 
his  wsv  to  Savannah,  to  which  place  he  had  ordered  hit 
ship,  from  Liverpool,  (England, )  for  the  purpose  of  load- 
ing her  with  cotton,  or  Southern  pine  timber,  and  then 
to  touch  and  warehouse  her  carg^  at  St  John's,  and  from 
thence  proceed  to^  England.  He  stated  that  a  vessel  was 
then  on  her  voyag^,  by  the  way  of  Hali&x,  the  saving  in 
duties  on  whose  cargo  would  amount  to  5s.  6d  sterling  per 
100  lbs.  on  cotton,  ortoover  1,200  pounds  sterling  on  the 
whole.*'  These  are  only  examples,  indicating  what  is  to 
be  the  general  and  pernicious  effect  of  this  arrangement 
on  the  British  and  colonial  commerce.  Sir,  the  resolu- 
tions of  mquiry  have  been  verv  unsatisfiustorily  answered. 
The  manifest  meaning  of  the  first  resolution  was  a  call  for 
an  account  of  the  cargo  and  tonnage  of  each  vessel;  the 
port  fWnn  whence,  and  to  what  puusei  distinguishing  be- 
tween the  American  and  fbreigii  tonnage.  Instead  of 
this,  we  have  92  pages,  filled  into  an  old  blank,  printed 
to  contain  our  whole  annual  commercial  returns;  discri- 
minating between  articles  duty  free  and  those  paying  ad 
valorem  and  specific  duties;  and  containing  whole  pages, 
headed  and  margined,  and  every  column  bunk!  You  ask. 
What  articles  were  exported  or  imported?  And  yon  are 
told  that  these  aiticles,  a  long  list  of  them,  were  not 
The  fourth  resolution  inquires,  "  What  are  the  duties  paid 
on  British  and  American  vessels,  respectively,  and  vbtit 
cargoes,  in  British  ports,  in  the  West  Imfies  and  the  other 
British  American  colonies,  distinguishing  between  the 
West  Indies  and  the  other  colonies,  and  between  Ameri- 
can and  British  vessels,  and  the  produce  of  the  United 
States  and  the  colonies?"  Now,  what  is  the  answer?  "In 
respect  to  the  fourth  resolution,  which  has  been  referred 
to  the  Department  of  State  for  a  report,  I  beg  leave  to 
remark,  that  no  tonnage  du^,  and  no  discriminating  du^ 
on  merchandise,  is  levied  on  American  vessels  or  thdi 
cargoes,  in  the  ports  of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada." 

Sir,  is  this  the  way  that  your  calls  are  to  be  treated  by 
a  mere  Secreta^?  Or,  did  the  President,  on  whom  the 
call  was  made,  justify' the  withholding  the  information  re- 
quired, and  ffiring,  instead,  that  which  was  not  asked, 
and  wUch  was  wholly  useless?  Of  what  use  was  It  to  the 
Senate  to  have  a  long  enumerated  list  of  articles  which 
were  nrather  importea  nor  exported;  or  a  clasrification  of 
articlea  paying  duties  or  not?  Or,  was  it  supposed  that 
we  wished  to  know  that  no  tonnage  or  discrimmating  du- 
ties were  paid  in  the  Canadian  ports?  Had  not  Mr. 
McLane,  in  his  arrangement,  provided  against  this?  Sir, 
I  wish  I  could  publitfi  this  nondescript  report  as  an  ap- 
pendix to  my  remarks.  The  American  people  would 
then  see  how  easily  an  Executive  may,  if  he  wiB,  circum- 
vent the  Senate.  Lest  the  answer  to  the  Senate's  call 
should  be  what  it  turns  out  to  be,  I  took  the  precaution  to 
obtain  some  &ct»,  from  practical  commercial  men,  of  the 
actual  state  of  this  trade.  I  will  beg^n  with  New  Hamp- 
shire; and  here  I  owe  an  apology,  pmaps,  to  the  Senator 
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from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Hiu.]  1  was,  the  otherday, 
gently  rapped  over  the  knuckles  for  invading  his  domi- 
nions, by  asking  advice  of  one  of  his  constituents.  I  have 
transgressed  again.  The  letter  is  from  Timothy  Upbam, 
of  Portsmouth.  But  I  trust  there  is  no  danger,  in  this 
case,  that  I  shall  seduce'  him  from  his  allegiance  to  that 
Senator.  The  Senator,  not  long  since,  in  discussing  ano- 
ther subject,  admitted  his  State  to  be  prosperous,  but 
ascribed  it  to  "the  opening  of  the  poi-ts."  I  find,  by 
General  Upham's  letter,  six  American  vessels  had  entered 
from  the  Northern  prorinces,  and  one  Britishi  two  Ame- 
rican, from  West  Indies,  Turk's  Island,  with  salt;  one 
American  vessel  had  cleared  for  British  West  Indies, 
Barbadoes,  and  one  for  the  North  American  provinces; 
and  one  British  vessel  had  cleared  for  Halifax.  Eight 
American  vessels  entered,  and  but  two  cleared,  is  won- 
derful evidence  of  a  profituble  trade,  and  must  account, 
conclusively,  forthepresentprospcrity  of  New  Hampshire. 
When  I  left  Maine,  I  understood  that,  from  Portland, 
(which  has  had  as  much  of  the  West  India  tnidc  as  any 
port  in  New  England,  scarcely  excepting  Boston,)  there 
had  then  been  but  one  voyage  to  the  British  West  Indies. 
I  have,  from  Providence,  Ithode  Island,  an  account  of  two 
or  three  voyages,  I  believe  all  to  and  from  Turk's  Island. 
From  New  London,  extract  of  a  lettei-,  12th  January, 
1832,  from  a  gentleman  entitled  to  the  fullest  reliance : 
"  For  the  British  American  ports  there  have  been  no 
clearances  since  5th  October,  1830,  up  to  the  present 
time.  During  the  period  above  stated,  there  have  been 
but  three  entries  from  said  ports,  all  American  vessels, 
with  cargoes  of  plaster,  a  particular  statement  of  which 
shall  be  furnished,  if  required."  I  sent  to  a  friend  in 
Boston  for  a  particular  state  of  the  colonial  trade  with 
that  port,  but  he  was  told  at  the  custom-house  that  such 
a  statement  was  just  made  out  for  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, which  would,  undoubtedly,  be  transmitted  to  the 
Senate.  You  see,  however,  that  the  report  does  not  fur- 
nish us  with  the  state  of  this  trade  with  any  single  port  in 
the  Union.  It  is  particular  of  what  no  one  wants  to  know, 
and  general  where  it  should  have  been  particular.  But, 
inasmuch  as  the  sacrifice  had  been  made  for  the  benefit 
of  a  party,  it  was  indispensable  that  the  party  should  re- 
alize it..  As  soon,  therefore,  as  the  news  arrived,  and 
before  any  one  knew  a  word  of  tl»e  terms,  it  was  hailed 
as  a  most  propitious — a  most  glorious  event!  The  Pre- 
sident, in  a  paroxysm  of  joy,  announces  it  to  Congress, 
with  a  sweeping  eulogy  on  Mr.  McLane.  "  Although 
the  result  is  Itself  the  best  commentary"  [Agreed.]  "on 
the  services  rendered  to  his  country  by  our  minister  at  the 
court  of  St.  James,  it  would  be  doing  violence  to  my  feel- 
ings were  I  to  dismiss  the  subject  without  expressing  the 
very  high  sense  I  entertain  of  the  talent  and  exertion 
which  have  been  displayed  by  him  on  this  occasion."  All 
were  delighted  at  this  wonderful  achievement,  and  more 
so  that  it  came  just  in  season  for  the  fall  elections.  Mr. 
McLane,  on  the  wings  of  tl\e  ,wind,  flew  to  Liverpool, 
to  despatch  the  news  of  the  long  wished  for,  sought  for, 
petitioned  for  event.  Lo!  it  comes — no  matter  what — 
the  President,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  minister,  all 
glorified.  Mr.  McL^ie's  complaints  and  remonstrances, 
after  he  bad  ascertained  what  a  bargain  be  had  made, 
were  carefully  suppressed,  and  never  saw  the  light  until 
within  a  few  days.  No  matter;  call  it  good— excellent — 
wonderful.  And  so  they  did.  Every  pensioned  news- 
paper in  the  Union  chimed  into  the  tune — ^glorious  news! 
glorious  news!  The  delusion  was  universali  people  were 
made  to  extol,  they  knew  not  what.  All  were  halluci- 
nated. A  boy,  as  it  is  said,  went  to  market,  at  a  country 
village,  with  a  dozen  of  eggs.  "Boy,  what  do  you  ask 
for  your  eggs?',' '  ."  A  quarter  of  a  dollar,  sir."  "  A  quar- 
ter of  a  dollar !  .J^liat  is  more  than  three  times  tlieir  value. 
They  arc  worth'  about  eight  cents."  "  The  ports  are 
open,  s>;  hurra  for  Jackson!"    And  off  he  strutted  with 


his  basket  of  eggs,  enjoying  his  quarter  of  a  dollar,  is 
imagination,  just  as  you  have  been  enjoying  this  "calo- 
nial  trade."  How  far  this  diplomacy  has  been  conncctd 
with  another  question,  or  with  ulterior  objects,  "demandi 
a  doubt."  Attempts,  it  seems,  are  now  to  be  made  t« 
throw  the  blame  of  losing  the  Northeastern  part  of  Hiiiu 
on  Messrs.  Adams  and  Clay,  two  of  the  gentlemen  wh« 
negotiated  the  treat)-.  Why  the  other  gentleman,  who  vu 
associated  with  them,  is  exempted  from  the  cbarge,  mj 
be  conjectured.  But  how  the  negotiators  at  Ghent  could 
there  nave  settled  a  definite  boundary,  and  marked  tlie 
line,  or  what  they  could  have  done,  better  than  they  did, 
no  one  pretends  to  say.  No  whisper  of  complaint  agiinat 
them  for  this  provision  in  the  treaty  had  ever  been  nude 
until  after  the  "  decision"  of  the  "arbitrator."  "Butif 
the  negotiators  were  not  in  fault,  the  kte  administntioi 
were."  I  have  stated  wliat  was  attempted  to  be  done  bj 
the  last  administration,  and  what  should  have  been  done, 
if  we  regarded  the  question  more  than  the  party.  But 
now,  it  seems  to  be  intimated  that,  in  the  selection  of  the 
arbitrator,  was  the  great  error.  This,  too,  is  an  ifter- 
thought,  to  screen  this  administration  from  responsibilitj. 
The  President,  in  bis  first  annual  message,  thus  speab  of 
the  "arbitrator,"  whom  his  predecessor  had  selected; 
"With  full  confidence  in  the  justice  of  our  cause,  uid 
the  probity,  inttlligcnce,  and  uncompromising  indepen- 
dence of  the  illustriuus  arbitnitor,  we  can  havenothiiifto 
apprehend  from  tlie  result."  In  his  second  annual  mea. 
sage,  he  states  that  tlie  delay,  occasioned  by  recent  eventj, 
had  been  unavoidable;  but  that  our  minister  at  the  court 
of  the  distinguished  arbitrator  had  been  assured  that  it 
(the  decision)  "  would  be  made  within  the  time  contem- 
plated by  the  treaty." 

In  his  last,  we  witness  the  "  taking  back,"  and  endea- 
voring to  cast  all  the  blame  upon  his  predecessor's  admi. 
nistration.  "I  found,"  said  he,  "aj-rangements  made 
for  its  settlement,  over  which  I  had  no  control;"  "llie 
King  of  the  Netherlands  having,  by  the  late  President  ad 
his  Britannic  Majesty,  been  designated,  it  became  my  duly 
to  cany,  with  good  faith,  the  agreement  into  full  effect." 
Now,  foi-sooth,  this  honest,  intelligent,  uncompromisinj;, 
independent,  and  distinguished  arbitrator  was  so  palmed 
upon  us,  that  he,  the  President,  could  not  help  it,  and  wat 
obliged,  vory  reluctantly,  to  take  him  for  better  or  worse. 
If  evtr  a  people  have  been  so  gi-ossly  trifled  with  and 
hnmbugged  in  every  thing,  as  we  have  been,  they  must 
have  been  a  very  docile  and  credulous  people.  And  so, 
this  once  illustrious,  uncompromising,  &c.  having,  in  the 
plenitude  of  his  honesty,  intelligence,  and  independence, 
determined  what  was  never  submitted,  and  found  that  our 
"  highlands"  must,  by  some  convulsion  in  nature,  have  be- 
come the  bed  of  a  river,  it  is  a  matter  "  over  which  he  has  no 
control,"  and  must,  he  supposes,  (unless  tlie  Senate  check 
hnn,)  "carry,  with  good  faith,  the  agreementintofiill ef- 
fect." 1  hope  not,  sir.  The  Senate  is  not,  if  tlie  Presi- 
dent is,  afraid  of  responsibility.  And  if  the  Legislature 
of  Maine  are  ready  to  sell  out,  sure  I  am,  sir,  tbst  her  Se- 
nators here  are  not. 

I  have,  then,  sir,  endeavored  to  give  you  an  expoaltion 
of  the  prominent  acts  of  diplomacy  of  this  administration, 
confining  myself  chiefly  to  the  colonial  trade  armngemest, 
recurri;ig  incidentally  to  other  public  acts,  mostly  to  that 
of  the  Northeastern  boundary.  I  think  I  have  shown,  but 
of  that  the  Senate  and  the  public  will  judge,  that  tbisa^ 
rangement  gave  to  Great  Britain  what  we  would  never  be- 
fore consent  to  give: 

1.  A  priority  in  the  commencement  of  the  trade. 

2.  All  equalization  of  duties  between  ua  and  the  colo- 
nies, the  British  expressly  reserving  the  right  to  discrini- 
nate,  ad  libitum,  in  favor  of  the  cu-cuitous  trade,  wte'' 
they  have  done  to  an  alarming  extent. 

3.  The  same  express  reservation  in  regard  to  the  Euro- 
ropean  trade,  authorized  by  the  convention. 
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4.  A  notice,  by  Great  Britain,  that  the  arrangement 
was  no  agreement,  even  by  implication,  that  she  was  not 
to  dnn^  the  rehition  in  regard  to  the  European  trade. 

5.  That,  instead  of  securing  a  preference  to  our  navi- 
gation, in  any  respect,  it  expressly,  and  in  terms,  concedes 
to  British  navi^tion  a  preference,  even  in  our  own  ports, 
and  that,  too,  m  diicct  violatieii  of  the  law  of  Congress, 
which  was  Mr.  HcLane's  rule  of  action-. 

6.  And  that  all  this  was  effected  by  an  humble  subser- 
viency, totally  repugnant  to  the  whole  character  of  our 
diploawey,  and  unwwthy  of  a  free,  honorable,  and  high- 
minded  people. 

7.  That  the  result  of  all  this  is  to  secure  to  Great  Bri- 
tain the  circuitous  trade,  colonial  and  European. 

And,  finally,  that,  by  all  this,  we  have  struck  a  blow  to 
the  navigation  of  this  country,  which  may  one  day  effect 
the  destruction  of  our  liberties. 

The  time  was,  when  no  prospect  of  profit  or  fear  of 
Iocs  would  induce  us  to  surrender  a  jot  or  tittle  of  national 
honor.  Now,  men,  in  the  scramble  for  power,  seem  to 
have  lost  sight  of  those  high  and  exalted  principles  by 
which  we  had  obtMned  our  exaltatbn  and  our  glory.  Has 
the  demon  of  party,  favoritism,  done  all  this.  If  the  time 
has  cooie,  when  a  party,  to  retain  its  power,  wilt  call  in 
«d  a  foreign  nation,  and  surrender  to  it  the  rights  of  its 
countiy,  the  days  of  our  freedom  "  are  numbered  and 
finidied." 

[The  above  remarks  were  delivered  on  the  9th,  10th, 
sod  lltb,  but  are  embodied  here.] 


ToisDAT,  Apbil  10. 

Mr.  GRUNDY,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
aad  Post  Roads,  reported  the  bill  from  the  other  House  to 
eitihlish  c«rtun  post  roads,  and  to  discontinue  others,  with 
numerous  amendments.  Mr.  G.  having  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Senate  would  take  up  the  bill  at  this  time,  the 
amendments  were  read  through,  occupying  the  whole  of 
the  hour  for  morning  business. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
BMJdng  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government 
during  the  ^ear  1832. 

The  Chair  stated  the  question.  The  amendment  allow- 
ing (bur  thousand  five  hundred  d(^ra  for  the  return  of 
the  ministers  from  France  and  England,  had  been  with- 
drawn by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and 
the  question  was  now  upon  the  [next  amendment.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  was  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  I  believe  I  shall  not  permit  the  (^en- 
tlemaa  to  interpose;  aad  proceeded  with  his  remarks  (as 
given  above)  until  the  hour  of  adjournment. 


Wbdnxsdat,  Apbil  11. 
PENSIONS. 

Mr.  FCM>T  moved  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the 
L  oonsideTsition  of  the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  for  the 
rdief  of  the  surviving  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  army  of 
the  revolution.  He  stated  that  he  was  yesterday  appealed 
to  by  an  old  soldier,  who  beg^d  to  know  if  Congress  was 
about  to  pass  any  bill  for  the  relief  of  those  who  had  pcr- 
fbrmed  revolutionary  services.  If  not,  he  said,  he  hoped 
tiiey  would  pass  a  bill  to  hang  all  this  class  of  men,  and  re- 
lieve them  from  their  misery  at  once. 

The  question  being  put  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Foot,  it 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative — yeas  18,  nays  13. 

The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Robixsox  being  under 
consideration,  which  read  as  follows:  , 

"  And  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  under  Generals 
Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Hamtramck,  and  St.  Clair,  in 


the  Northwestern  Territory,  and  in  the  Indian  wars,  after 
the  revolution" — 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  further  to  amend  the  amendment 
by  adding  the  following  Iwords:  "  And  any  other  person 
who  was  in  service  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States,  against  any  tribe  or  nation  of  Indians,  previous  to 
the  1st  of  January,  1795." 

Mr.  WHITE  said  he  was  unwilling  that  all  the  citizens 
of  the  Northwest  should  be  included  in  the  bill,  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  those  of  the  Southwest.  He  feared  that  the 
Senate  would  grt  off  from  the  true  principle.  If  the 
object  of  pensioning  'is  to  provide  for  tnose  who  are  dis- 
abled, or  who  are  in  circumstances  too  indigent  to  permit 
them  to  provide  for  themselves,  his  amendment  would  not 
violate  this  principle.  But  if  the  Senate  are  to  abandon 
this  ground,  it  was  but  just  that  all  sections  of  the  country 
should  share  alike.  If  the  amendment  was  just,  (and  he 
would  not  say  that  it  was  unjust,)  he  asked  if  the  claims  of 
those  who  had  been  eng^ag^  in  service  against  the  Indians 
in  the  Southwest  were  notas  wellentitled  to  the  benefits  of 
the  bill  as  they  who  fought  the  Indians  in  the  .Northwest. 
Afler  the  peace  with  Gtreat  Britain,  it  was  some  time  be- 
fore the  Indians  who  were  engaged  against  us  on  the  side 
of  Great  Bri^n  were  at  peace.  The  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  IlUnois  includes  all  those  who  were  en- 
gaged in  this  service  in  the  Northwest.  How  was  it  in  the 
Southwest?  In  that  quarter  the  war  continued  as  long. 
He  cited  the  fact,  that  while  the  chiefs  of  the  Creeks  and 
Cherokees  were  engag^  in  making  a  treaty,  the  tribes 
themselves  were  engaged  in  hostile  operations.  Before 
the  treaty  of  1791  was  well  concluded,  the  war  recom- 
menced. In  1794,  while  negotiating  a  treaty  in  Philadel- 
phia, the  tribes  represented  at  that  negotiation  were 
carrying  on  war;  and,  when  remonstrance  was  offered, 
the  reply  was,  that  they  could  not  control  their  young 
men.  This  state  of  things  continued  until  the  triumphs 
in  the  North,  which  were  speedily  followed  by  the  subju- 
gation of  the  Soutiiern  tribes  by  the  troops  uncier  Wheatly 
and  Owen.  The  same  principle,  therefore,  which  justi- 
fies the  pensioning  of  the  Northwestern  troops,  requires 
that  those  of  the  Southwest  should  be  put  on  the  same 
footing,  lliere  ought  to  be  no  distinction.  He  did  not 
see  his  way  clear  to  vote  for  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
bill;  but,  if  he  did;  he  could  not  consent  to  do  so  without 
extending  its  benefits  to  his  constituents. 

Mr.  FKELINGHOYSEN  expressed  his  apprehension 
that  the  bill,  thus  saddled  down  with  amendments,  might 
be  destroyed,  and  that  this  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  was  offered  in  no  spirit  of  friendship  for 
the  bill.  It  was  impossible,  too,  to  reast  these  amend- 
ments. No  one  pretended  to  doubt  the  meritorious 
services  of  the  persons  included  in  these  amendments. 
But  he  had  always  understood  that  it  was  found  necessary 
to  adopt  a  principle  of  discrimination;  and  if-no  sufficient 
reason  existed  for  this  discrimination,  the  bill  oug^it  to  be 
made  still  more  extensive  than  it  is.  The  gentieman  from 
Tennessee  [Mr.  G«iikdt]  had  inquired  the  other  day, 
why  the  bill  stopped  with  the  revolutionary  war.  It 
stopped  there,  because  it  was  the  termination  of  that  war; 
because  it  was  the  revolution;  and  because  they  who 
fought  to  accomplish  that  ^orioos  event,  could  not  pro- 
perly be  classed  with  the  men  in  1795,  who  were  fighting 
for  a  certain  pay.  The  men  of  the  revolution  contended 
for  every  thing  that  was  dear  to  them — home,  hearth,  and 
freedom^  They  fought  for  a  Government;  they  fought 
for  their  social  rights;  and  they  achieved  every  thing  by 
their  own  toils  and  their  own  blood.  The  discrimination 
is  as  broad  as  daylight  can  make  it,  or  as  between  any 
two  classes  of  soldiers;  the  one  fighting  for  a  sure  and 
daily  consideration,  and  the  other  for  Government  and 
social  intercourse.  Forwhom  has  the  bill  made  provision? 
For  those  who  are  emphatically  "  revolutionary  pension- 
ers."   The  militia  bad  carried  on  everywhere  a 'partisan 
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war,  with  quite  as  much  loss  of  proper^  and  blood;  and 
it  had  been  a  subject  of  frequent  inquiry  why  the  militia 
were  not  all  pUced  on  the  same  footing  with  those  pro- 
vided for  b^  the  bill.  Gentletnen  from  most  of  the  States 
have  been  instructed  to  see  justice,  though  late,  done  to 
this  class  of  soldiers,  who  had  been  engaged  in  a  contest 
for  freedom,  such  as  was  never  witnessed  in  the  world 
before.  If  these  men  can  show  that  they  have  rendered 
revolutionary  services,  let  them  do  so.  But  if  the  bill  is 
to  be  so  extended  as  to  reward  all,  why  should  not  those 
who  were  at  New  Orleans,  at  Tippecanoe,  at  Bridgewater, 
and  at  many  other  places,  be  mcluded?  It  cannot  be 
done.  In  order  to  be  consistent  in  its  legislation,  the 
Senate  must  reject  all  tliese  amendments,  and  confine  the 
provisions  of  the  bill  to  revolutionary  services.  With 
these  views,  he  would  be  compelled  to  vote  against  all 
these  amendments. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  admitted  that  the  rejection  of  the  amend- 
ment would  make  the  legislation  of  the  Senate  more  con- 
sistent than  their  adoption.  A  portion  of  the  troops  em- 
braced in  the  amendment  of  his  colleague,  were  engaged 
in  revolutionary  service.  And  what  difference,  he  asked, 
could  there  be  between  those  engaged  in  the  revolution- 
ary war  on  this  side  the  mountains  and  those  similariy 
engaged  on  the  other  side?  They  who  were  engaged  on 
this  side  were  contending  against  the  British  soldiers, 
while  those  on  the  other  were  fighting  against  the  Indian 
allies  of  Great  Britain.  Where  was  there  a  difference  in 
the  principle'  The  people  on  this  side  the  mountains  had 
been  restored  to  peace  and  security  ten  or  twelve  years 
before  these  blessings  were  attained  by  those  on  the  other 
side.  Was  it  just  that  those  who  were  the  first  to  be 
visited  by  peace  should  have  the  benefit  of  the  bill,  while 
those  who  were  the  longest  detained  from  them  should  be 
excluded?  This  was,  indeed,  consistent  legislation.  He 
admitted  the  dilTerenee  to  be  evident  between  the  revolu- 
tionary war  and  the  late  war«  but  this  was,  on  both  sides  of 
the  mountains,  the  revolutionary  war.  It  was  a  prolonga- 
tion beyond  the  mountains  of  the  war  which  was  fought 
on  this  side  until  the  peace  of  1783.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  know  what  reason  could  be  assigned  for  including 
one  portion  of  the  troops  and  excluding  the  other.  Many 
of  those  who  served  under  Wayne,  Harmar,  and  Ham. 
tramck,  were  regular  soldiers.  He  stated  it  to  be  his 
intention  to  vote  for  this  amendment,  and  for  the  whole 
amendment,  if  this  should  be  adopted. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  should  vote  against  the  amendment, 
and,  afterwards,  against  the  whole  bill.  There  was  a 
difference  between  the  service  in  the  East  and  that  in  the 
West,  which  operated  in  his  mind  against  the  amendment. 
When  Congress  offered  half  pay  for  life,  the  Eastern 
members  opposed  the  measure,  on  the  g^und  of  tlie  im- 
policy of  introducing  a  system  of  pensioning.  It  was  then 
proposed  to  give  five  years'  full  pay  to  the  officers  in  lieu 
of  half  pay  for  life,  and  thus  to  avoid  pensions.  Now,  the 
ground  seems  to  be  completely  changed.  The  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  behind  him,  [Mr.  Gbukdt,]  seemed  to 
have  fallen  into  an  error,  when  he  set  up  claims  for  one 
particular  part  of  the  Union.  The  Eastern  soldiers  had 
turned  out  and  fought  as  bravely  as  the  militia  of  the 
West.  But  the  feet  was,  that  there  had  been  but  very 
few  militia  called  out  in  the  East  afler  1778;  and  the 
Southern  war  was  fought  after  that  period.  The  militia 
in  that  part  of  the  Union  were  then  called  out  in  great 
numbers,  so  that  both  sides  of  the  mountains  were  about 
on  a  par. 

In  Marj-land,  the  militia  were  called  out  in  1777,  and 
but  few  were  called  afterwards  in  the  East.  In  New 
York,  the  Connecticut  troops  did  service.  After  that 
time,  there  was  comparatively  peace  on  this  side  the 
mountains.  But  the  Southern  militia  were  afterwards 
called  out,  and  constituted  the  mun  force  of  that  section 
of  country.     He  was  opposed  to  the  bill  in  principle.     If 


the  amendments  were  adopted,  he  could  see  no  gosd  ki. 
son  why  the  soldiers  of  the  last  war  should  not  be  inckdci 
There  were  few  who  came  out  of  that  service,  duiingtlie 
war,  who  did  not  leave  it  in  a  state  of  poverty,  \ixva^ 
been  compelled  to  look  to  their  own  means  for  their  np. 
port.  But  it  was  not  so  with  those  who  came  out  tftti 
the  war.  He  was  of  the  opinion  that  the  Eastern  nea 
acted  correctly  in  putting  a  stop  to  pensions.  If  that 
propositions  were  to  be  carried  out,  the  bill  would  empt; 
the  treasury.  There  was  a  plan,  when  he  came  into 
Congren,  to  pension  for  three  years,  pviiw  equal  to  bilf 
pay,  which  would  have  caused  an  expenditure  of  aboA 
^00,000  a  year.  It  was  raised  in  the  House  to  eight 
dollars  a  day,  and  was  so  changed  as  to  contempkte  u 
annual  expenditure  of  two  millions.  It  was  ilvsyi  Ik 
case  that,  when  there  was  a  sparse  treasury,  Coograi 
became  suddenly  and  rigidly  economical;  but  when  there 
was  plenty  of  money  in  the  treasury,  every  one  is  rady 
for  a  prodigal  expenditure.  This  bill  wmild  lead  to  i 
heavy  expenditure,  not  for  one  year  only,  but  t<a  erei; 
year.  He  had  gone  into  the  war  with  nine  thoonid 
pounds  of  his  own  money,  and,  when  he  came  out,  he  fail 
nothing. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  that  bis  friend  from  New  Jennm 
right  in  the  supposition  that  he  [Mr.  W.]  bad  notoBeted 
his  amendment  with  any  view  to  impede  the  -bill.  Hii 
object  was,  if  the  bill  was  to  pass,  to  make  its  opentia 
just  and  equal,  as  regards  all  portions  of  the  coootry.  If 
the  amendment  he  had  ofTerexl  were  adopted,  he  dioold 
nut  be  any  more  disposed  to  vote  for  the  bill.  He  beliercd 
that  the  bill  now  was,  in  tolo,  false  in  principle;  bat, 
although  wrong,  if  it  was  to  pass,  he  would  can^  out  the 
principle  so  as  to  make  it  apply  to  all — to  the  nuMtisof  the 
West  as  well  as  to  all  others.  It  was  not  a  correct  wp- 
position  that  this  amendment  was  founded  on  a  princIpM 
distinct  from  that  of  the  bill. 

Those  who  advocate  the  amendment  thbk  that  if  the 
principle  of  pensioning  those  who  are  competent  to  lop- 
port  themselves  be  adopted,  the  bill  should  be  made  MiD 
wider.  When  the  treaty  of  1783  was  made,  it.reHoted 
harmony  between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  Sttt4 
but  it  did  not  put  a  stop  to  the  Indian  war.  The  princi- 
ple, therefwe,  was  the  same.  The  war  with  Great  Brit«« 
was  at  an  end,  but  it  did  not  end  with  the  savage  tlhes  of 
Great  Britain  until  1795.  If  it  was  considered  right  to 
give  pensions  to  those  who  were  engaged  in  conflict  with 
civilized  man,  it  surely  was  equldly_  sotq  penaon  those 
who  had  the  savages  to  contend  with.  If  one  had  the 
misfortune  to  he  taken  prisoner,  in  the  contest  witfadru- 
ized  man,  he  was  treated  according  to  the  courttaeia 
civilized  watfare.  But  in  the  other  case,  no  sooner  hid 
he  left  his 'home,  than  lus  dwelling  and  his  propet?  *?* 
left  at  the  mercy  of  marauding  Indians,  subject  to  owH; 
and  devastation.  He  thought  that  even  females  bad  m 
good  a  right  to  be  included  in  the  advantages  of  the  ^'^ 
as  those  now  put  there.  In  the  caae  where  ciTiBz«d  nan 
contended  with  civilized  man,  it  was  very  different,  from 
tliat  where  man  was  compelled  to  meet  the  ''•'''•'^'Jr'' 
dian,  who  spared  no  age  or  sex,  but  gave  all,  without 
distinction, to  the  scalping  knife  and  tomahawk.  He  b^ 
to  think  that  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [»■ 
Hatbi]  was  correct  in  saying  that  the  bill  ought  to  h«» 
extended  as  to  embrace  all.  It  had  been  sud  that  the  ^ 
volutionary  soldiers  were  paid  in  depreciated  in«ney>  "• 
that  this  constituted  a  claim  for  pensions.  So,  if  P^""" 
sold  their  beef,  their  pork,  or  other  provimons,  for  depre 
ciated  money,  for  a  handftil  of  which,  after  the  wafi* 
man  could  not  get  a  breakfast,  they  surely  wereM»™ 
entitled  to  sympathy  and  relief.  If  the  bill  is  to  p«j 
of  the  line  of^  strict  military  service,  it  would  be  "W* 
almost  impossible  to  fix  a  Ihnit  to  it  He  presumed  th«« 
were  Senators  present  who  bad  heard  the  veoosb* 
Senator  from  North  CaroliBa  (Mr.  M««od)  on  this  w'- 
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Be  bad  told  the  Semite  that,  during  the  war  in  the  South, 
ijie  camp  was  the  only  place  of  safety.  If  disability  from 
mand),  and  actual  want,  were  not  to  be 'the  Hmit,  and 
the  bill  was  to  go  on  the  principle  of  mere  money,  it 
vould  take  more  than  the  treasury  could  g^re  to  carry 
itsprorisions  into  effect  He  wished  to  do  equal  justice. 
Mr.  BUCKNER  thought  the  amendment  went  too  far. 
He  VIS  not  quite  prepared  to  say  that  he  would  not  vote 
far  the  bill  in  its  original  shape,  but  he  could  not  help 
Bjting  that  he  thought  the  whole  system  was  wrong.  He 
moot  disposed  to  adopt  a  pension  system  beyond  those 
fho  had  been  injured  in  the  serrice  of  their  country. 
Ss}  tlung  beyond  that,  he  considered  to  be  bad  poUcy. 
Bat  u  die  provisions  of  the  law  have  been  extended,  in 
mne  degree,  beyond  this  principle,  be  saw  no  sufficient 
reuM  why  this  principle  or  good  feeling  should  not  be 
extended  to  the  militia  of  that  period. 

It  had  been  said  by  gentlemen  that  this  was  not  so  much 
matter  of  grace,  fiivor,  or  boon,  as  a  matter  of  right 
ind  justice,  because  a  contract  bad  been  made  with  the 
Gorenunent,  which  the  Government  had  not  complied 
with.  His  answer  was,  that  if  this  be  a  contract,  and  the 
cUim  arise  out  of  this  contract,  treated  as  a  contract  for 
payment  of  loss  sustained  by  its  fiuhire  on  the  part  of  the 
Garemment,  it  was  an  error  to  treat  it  as  a  pension  bill. 
By  this  bill,  then,  the  injured  man  is  mocked,  because  that 
unmt  is  given  to  him  as  a  grace,  which  the  Government 
eved  him  as  a  debt.  If  this  principle  was  applicable  to 
Inepi  of  the  line,  it  was  alike  appbcable  to  militia,  and 
nery  man  who  applies  for  the  benefit  of  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  does  but  present  his  debt  for  payment  Taking 
it  in  tUs  light,  the  Government  would  uus  ascertain  when 
its  debts  were  paid,  and  when  it  would  be  relieved  from 
the  endless  pressure  which  had  so  long  existed.  But,  on 
the  other  principle,  all  chums  can  never  be  settled,  so  as 

i  to  do  ample  justice  to  all. 

'  His  mind  bad  undergone  some  changfe  in  relation  to  the 
peinonlaw,  since  he  had  minutely  examined  the  subject, 
fie  had  never  passed  a  soldier  of  the  revolution,  without 
Iieiiir  coDScious  of  a  feeling  of  gratitude  and  veneration, 
vbich  almost  found  a  vent  in  tears.  But,  under  the  influ- 
ence of  such  feelang,  he  did  not  consider  it  proper  to  vote 
inr  money.  The  judgment  of  the  Senate  should  not, 
(w  this  occauon,  be  exercised  under  the  dictation  of  such 
fctlings. 

It  appeared  to  him  that  the  amendment  of  the  gentle 
nan  from  Tennessee  went  too  fitf .  But  if  the  bill  were 
to  pass  in  any  form,  he  saw  no  reason  why  its  provisions 
■wuld  not  apply  with  as  much  force  to  the  class  of  men 
nbraced  in  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
u  to  those  in  the  original  bill.  If  the  patriotism  and  the 
prirations  of  those  who  have  Eved  before  us  were  to  be 
rewarded,  to  encourage  those  who  were  to  come  aflcr  us, 
lie  did  not  think  that  this  principle  would  be  at  all 
dunged  by  the  adoption  of  this  amendment.  It  was  the 
■Be  principle  that  ran  through  the  original  blU,  only  it 
»»« carried  further,  and  gave  to  others  Uie  benefit  of"^  its 
prorisions.  i 

These  were  the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  vote 

I  »J«nst  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee, 
««i  m  favor  of  that  of.  the  Senator  from  Illinois;  and  if 
1i»t  amendment  should  be  lost,  he  would  vote  against  the 
vbole  bill.  To  pass  the  bill  without  that  amendment, 
*ould  be  an  act  of  national  injustice.  It  would  be  an  act 
of  injustice  to  the  West  It  is  not  in  that  region  of  the 
cwntty  that  the  larger  portion  of  those  included  in  the 
""^insl  bill  reside.  There  are  but  few  in  the  West  of 
^se  who  participated  in  the  toils  of  the  revolution, 
"^re,  then,  would  be  the  great  expenditure  of  money 
Wmorized  by  this  bill?  Was  it  to  be  expected  that  they 
•bo  made  constant  sacrifices  to  keep  the  treasury  full 
would  consent  to  make  personal  sacrifices  for  the  purpose 
or  paying  pensions  to  those  who  live  in  distinct  and  re- 


mote communities^  Thit  would  not  be  an  equal  operation. 
It  would  indeed  be  an  act  of  such  glaring  partiality,  as 
would  induce  him  to  wash  his  hands  of  the  whole  bill.  He 
could  see  no  good  reason  why  the  hardy  sons  of  freedom, 
who  fought  under  Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  and  Ham- 
tramck,  should  not  receive  the  same  mark  of  respect  and 
national  approbation  as  those  who  fought  in  another  part 
of  the  country.  He  bad  used  the  phrase  "  mark  of  re- 
spect," for  he  considered  the  object  of  the  bill  to  be  the 
bestowal  of  a  mark  of  kindness  on  those  who  had  not  ex- 
pected to  become  pensioners  as  they  g^ew  old,  and  to  be 
treated  as  a  band  of  paupers  banging  on  the  nation. 

There  was  no  reason  why  this  mark  of  respect  should 
be  ^ven  to  the  militia  of  the  Bast,  and  not  to  those  of  the 
West.  The  lands  which  the  Government  holds  in  the 
West  are  the  fruit  of  their  toils.  The  whole  domain  of 
the  West  was  the  result  of  their  bravery  and  toil.  But  to 
ask  the  West  to  pension  men  fifteen  hundred  miles  distant, 
not  a  dollar  of  which  would  ever  return  to  the  West,  was 
too  much.  What  was  this  principle?  Let  it  be  exhibited 
in  open  day,  and  shown  in  its  true  colors. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  fifteen  hundred  extra 
copies  of  the  report  of  the  select  committee  on  the  ap- 
portionment bill  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

'  APPROPKIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  ge- 
neral appropr'ation  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  addressed  tiie  Senate  for  about  two 
hours,  in  conclusion  of  his  remarks,  (as  g^ven  above.) 

Mr.  8MPFH  then  rose,  not  to  take  a  part  in  the  cUscus- 
sion,  but  to  express  a  hope  that  the  Senate  would  now 
go  on  with  the  appropriation  bill,  and  permit  it  to  pass; 
reserving  whatever  discussion  was  thought  proper  on  the 
subject  under  consideration,  until  the  gentleman  from 
Maine  should  call  up  his  resolution. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that,  after  this  suggestion,  he  would 
refrain,  at  present,  from  making  any  observations  in  reply 
to  some  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  with 
the  understanding  that  his  resolution  should  be  taken  up 
after  this  bill  was  disposed  of,  and  that,  after  he  had  been 
permitted  to  get  his  resolution  before  the  Senate,  the 
Same  latitude  of  debate  would  be  allowed. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  various 
amendments  to  the  bill;  which  having  gone  through  with, 

Mr.  S»tlTH  moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  the  bill  a 
cUuse,  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  flie  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  to  have  the  papers  in  their  departments 
arranged  and  indexed,  $2,500  to  each  department. 

Mr.  CLAY  objected  to  this  amendment  as  a  must  extra- 
ordinary and  useless  appropriation  of  money.  He  stated 
that  it  had  never,  witiiin  his  knowledge,  taken  five  minutes 
to  find  any  document,  unless  it  was,  perhaps,  an  old  revo- 
lutionary paper.  It  is  a  business  which  properly  apper- 
tains to  the  clerks  in  the  office;  and  here  is  an  appropria- 
tion of  $10,000  asked  for,  to  do  What  the  present  clerks 
were  bound  to  do. 

Mr.  SMITH  sent  to  the  Secretarj's  table  a  letter  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Verplanck,  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  stating  the  necessity  of  an  appropriation 
of  twice  the  amount  named  in  the  amendment 

Mr.  FOOT  remarked,  that  a  sentence  in  the  letter  now 
read  disclosed  the  true  cause  of  the  confusion  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  departments.  It  was  entirely  attributable  to 
the  removals  after  the  Preadent  came  into  office.  Per- 
sons of  capacity  and  experience  were  turned  out,  and 
others  put  in  their  placed  who  knew  not  where  to  look 
tofind  necessary  papers.  The  removals  in  the  State  De- 
partment had  been  numerous;  and  he  instanced,  as  aeon- 
sequence,  that  a  genUeman  had  been  detained  here  three 
weeks  before  the  clerks  cotUd  find  where  his  account  was 
sUted. 
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Mr.  CLAY  made  some  further  obserrattons  on  the  sub 
ject.  It  was  an  extraordinary  proceeding  at  this  late  pe- 
riod of  the  session,  at  the  moment  when  we  are  told  of 
the  necessity  of  passinc;  the  appropriation  bill  through  with 
expedition,  because  the  clerks  are  suffering,  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Senate  has  been  obliged  to  ruse  money  on 
his  own  credit,  to  come  here  for  this  appropriation,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Secretaries  cannot  go  on  witli  the  public 
bunness  without  this  additional  aid.  The  law  had  deler- 
mined  the  number  of  clerks  in  the  departments,  yet  this 
number  had  been  increasing  for  some  years;  and  now,  un- 
willing to  ask  for  new  clerks,  the  departments  ask  for  a 
gross  sum  of  money.  He  requested  that  the  yeas  and 
nays  might  be  taken  on  this  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  MARCY  then  suggested  to  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Finance  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  to  hear  Mr.  Verplanck'e  letter 
read. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  be  could  not  find  it  among  the  docU' 
ments  sent  to  him,  and  then  withdrew  his  amendment. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  an  amendment  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  extra  clerks  in  the  office  of  the  Surveyor 
General  of  Public  Lands;  but  before  this  was  disposed  of. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tbcbsdat,  Apbii,  12. 
APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  resumed,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the  service  of  the  United  States  fur  tlie  year  1832. 

The  amendment  pending  yesterday,  when  the  Senate 
adjourned,  appropriating  $3,100  for  extra  clerks  in  the 
office  of  Uie  Surveyor  General,  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved'  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  $2,000  for  extra  clerks  in  the  office 
of  tlie  Surveyor  General  of  Ohio,  Indiana,  and  Micliigui) 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  $1,000  for  extra  clerks  in  the  office 
of  the  Surveyor  General  in  Florida,  to  be  applied  under 
the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

After  a  brief  discussion,  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  in- 
serting an  appropriation  of  $3,500  for  extra  clerk  hire  in 
the  office  of  the  Surveyor  General  for  Illinois,  Missouri, 
and  Arkansas,  under  the  instructions  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  opposed  the  amendment,  and  it  was 
advocated  by  Mr.  KING,  and  was  carried  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  19,  nays  16. 

Mr.  SMITH  then  moved,  after  reading  a  letter  from  the 
Secretary  of  War,  an  amendment,  to  the  following  effect: 

"  For  special  services  performed 'by  J.  L.  Doty,  Esq. 
for  services  and  expenses  in  holding  a  court  for  the  trial 
of  Winnebago  Indians  at  Prairie  du  Chien,  $583  50." 

The  amendment  was  resisted,  on  the  ground  that  the 
services  were  within  4he  proper  line  of  Judge  Doty's  ju- 
dicial duty,  and  that  he  was  no  more  entitled  to  extra  pay 
than  he  would  be  for  his  tavern  expenses  and  travelling 
to  any  court  in  biS  immediate  district  On  the  other  hand, 
the  supporters  of  the  amendment  insisted  that  the  Judge 
was  not  bound  to  go  to  Prairie  du  Chien,  and  tliat,  being 
subjected  to  extraordinary  expenses  in  the  performance  of 
this  duty,  which  was  enjoined  on  him  by  the  War  Depart- 
ment, he  was  entitled  to  extra  pay. 

The  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  increasing 
the  appropriation  for  the  General  Land  Office,  from 
9,000  to  $13,000. 

The  amendment,  after  some  brief  discussion,  was  agreed 
to— yeas  20,  nays  19. 


MISSION  TO  GUATEMALA. 
Mr.  CLAY  then  rose  to  ask  the  attention  of  the  Seailt 
to  an  appropriation  proposed  for  the  diplomatic  wrvice, 
which  he  deemed  to  be  wholly  unnecessary.  It  wu  for 
the  outfit  and  salary  of  a  chai^  d'affaires  at  Guatenah. 
On  a  former  occasion,  be  had  stated  to  the  Senate  hia  be- 
lief tluit  the  pubUc  service  did  not  require  us  to  be  repre- 
sented at  that  Government.  A  charge  bad  been  nomi- 
nated during  the  present  session;  no  dUcussion  had  Ukeo 
place  on  the  nomination;  and  he  [Mr.  C]  being  aluent 
from  his  seat  at  the  time,  had  no  opportunity  of  nuking 
such  explanations  as  he  believed,  if  made,  would  hire 
prevented  the  confirmation  of  tlie  appointment.  'Hk 
agent,  however,  had  not  left  the  United  States,  and  it  wu 
not  now  too  late  to  correct  the  evil.  With  respect  to  the 
charg£  himself,  he  believed  no  objection  could  be  node; 
the  gentleman  would  do  quite  as  well  as  many  ottiers  who 
liad  been  appointed — stood  in  some  sort  of  family  nk- 
tionship  to  him,  and  had  been  particularly  distinniishedbjr 
his  zeal  in  the  cause  of  the  present  administration.  The 
gentleman,  moreover,  resided  in  the  same  town  with  him- 
self, and  had  been  a  candidate  to  represent  his  district  in 
the  present  Congress,  in  which  contest  he  had  beeh  beil- 
en  some  ten  or  fifteen  hundred  votes.  That,  howerer, 
formed  no  sort  of  objection  to  him:  the  only  questim 
was,  the  office  that  had  been  conferred  on  him  was  not 
needed  for  the  public  service.  On  this  subject  he  fdt 
somewhat  solicitous,  because  the  office  was  one  of  these 
which  the  last  administration  proposed  to  retrench;  wi 
if  the  present  administration  did  not  mean  to  redeem  the 
pledges  of  retrenchment  and  reform  that  brou^^it  them 
into  office,  it  was  to  be  hoped  they  would  leave  undis- 
turbed those  that  had  been  contemplated  by  the  hut  in 
a  letter  from  the  Department  of  State  to  a  committee  of  j 
the  Senate,  it  had  been  stated  that  the  public  serrice 
would  permit  of  a  temporary  reduction  of  two  of  our 
diplomatic  a^nts  abroad;  and  the  department  wo  in- 
duced to  believe  that  one,  if  not  two,  of  the  foreign  im- 
sions  might  immediately  be  abolished  without  ii\|Ui7  to 
the  public  service;  Accordingly,  Mr.  Williams,  the  mi- 
nister to  Guatemala,  had  been  recalled.  He  recoUecled 
that,  at  the  time,  that  country  was  in  a  very  distracted  sttte, 
and  was  considered  to  have  no  settled  Government.  This 
was  in  1828.  From  tluit  time  to  this,  the  Government  of 
Guatemala  had  been  in  the  same  distracted  condition,  two 
Presidents  instead  of  one;  the  President  elected  having 
been  forced  to  leave  the  seat  of  Government,  and  ^  to 
St.  Salvador  to  raise  troops  to  oppose  his  rival.  Thisvu 
the  latest  information  he  bad  received  from  that  counli)', 
and  received,  too,  from  the  most  authentic  and  unquei- 
tionable  source.  If  a  civil  wai-  was  not  now  raging  in  that 
country,  it  was  in  so  disturbed  and  distracted  a  state  u  to 
render  a  mission  there  wholly  useless.  Yet,  even  if  this 
was  not  its  condition,  our  commercial  arrangements  with 
it  were  not  such  as  to  justify  the  expense  of  the  miuon. 
He  ventured  to  assert  that  the  whole  profits  of  the  com- 
merce with  that  country,  added  togetner,  would  not  be 
enough  to  pay  the  salary  and  outfit  of  the  minister.  Tbt 
diplomatic  expenses  of  the  United  States  were  incretan; 
at  a  very  rapid  rate.  The  last  administration  had  but  four- 
teen diplomatic  agents — seven  for  each  continent.  Hie 
present  administration  had  increased  tlie  number  to 
eighteen  or  nineteen.  W'ilh  regard  to  this  particularmis- 
sion,  he  considered  the  commerce  willi  Guatemala  too  in- 
considerable to  render  it  necessary.  There  wouU  hat 
been  much  better  reason  in  instituting  a  mission  to  Vene- 
zuela, which  was  not  so  disturbed,  and  with  which  county 
we  carried  on  a  considerable  trade;  or  to  Bolivia,  which 
had  several  ports,  while  Guatemala  bad  one  or  two.  H^- 
C.  then  moved  to  strike  out  from  the  bill  the  sppropna- 
tion  for  the  outfit  and  salary  of  a  charge  d'aSaires  to 
Central  America ;  and  on  tliis  question  he  called  for  the 
yeas  and  nays. 
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The  yeas  and  nays  were  accordingly  ordered. 
Mr.  SMITH  said  that  if  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky 
had  made  any  oppostion  to  the  nomination  of  the  charge 
d'affaires  to  Central  America  when  it  was  under  con- 
nderation,  he  doubted  very  much  how  he  should  have 
voted  on  the  question.  As  jt  was,  however,  the  nomina- 
tion having  prevailed,  he  did  not  very  weU  see  how  the 
Senate  could  avoid  making  the  appropriation  to  carry  its 
own  act  into  effect.  Under  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
he  felt  himself  bound  to  vote  for  the  appropriation.  The 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  stated,  very  correctly,  that 
Mr.  .Hochester's  time  expired  in  1828,  and  that  Guatemala 
was  then  in  a  very  distracted  condition;  but  he  believed 
the  gentleman  was  mistaken  in  his  statements  as  to  the 
value  of  the  trade.  One  of  his  constituents  had  sent  a 
cargo  to  that  country,  on  which  he  made  a  profit  of  ten 
or  twenty  thousand  dollars,  he  did  not  recollect  which. 
There  was  a  profitable  circuitous  trade  carried  on  by  our 
merchants  in  that  region.  Vessels  that  did  not  find  a  good 
market  at  Chili  or  Peru,  went  on  to  St.  BUs,  in  Central 
Aiserica.  With  respect  to  the  condition  of  the  country, 
Mr.  S.  believed  it  was  more  settled  than  heretofore.  So 
fxr  as  he  could  collect  from  the  newspapers,  that  Govern- 
ment had  become  somevhat  organized.  Some  little  dis- 
torbance  in  that  country  was  to  oe  expected.  They  were 
always  quarrelling  in  South  America;  but  that  made  no 
(UfTerence  to  our  commerce.  If  we  waited  until  all  the 
South  American  republics  were  in  a  state  of  peace,  it 
would  be  long  before  we  should  send  a  minister  there. 

Mr.    TAZEWELL  found  himself  very   much  in  tlie 
situation  of  the  Senator  from   Maryland.     He  felt  con- 
strained to  vote  for  the  appropriation  to  pay  the  salary,  as 
the  Senate,  by  its  own  act,  had  created  the  office  which 
it  was  attempted,  by  a  side-blow,  to  lop  off.     The  Senate 
was  not  at  liberbr  to  refuse  the  appropriation  for  an  office 
its  own  vote  had  assisted  in  establishmg  within  the  pre- 
sent session.     How  far  would  the  genUeman  from  Ken- 
tucky carry  out  his  principle?     Would  he  apply  it,  if,  in 
his  opinion,  necessary,  to  the  salaries  of  omces  created 
by  law?     And  yet  this  would  be  the  effect,  if  the  motion 
of  that  gentleman  prevailed.     In  the  present  case,  the 
Preadent    had  nominated,   the   Senate   had  confirmed, 
thereby  creating  the  office,  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, acting  on  this  creation  of  office,  had  sent  to  the 
Senate  an  appropriation  to  pay  the  salary  which  it  was 
then  proposed  to  strike  ont.     Mr.  T.  coul^  not  consent 
to  sanction  a  principle  of  this  sort.    When  the  nomination 
was  before  tlie  Senate,  he  entertained  the  same  view  with 
regard  to  it  as  expressed  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky; 
he  could  not  see  any  reason  for  sending  a  minister  to  this 
Government,  if  a  Government  it  was  at  all.      But,  inas- 
much as  there  had  been  a  minister  there  for  many  years 
previous,  and  not  a  single  suggestion  was  made  before  the 
committee  as  to  the  inutility  of  the  mission,  he  did  not 
deem  it  necessary  to  call  upon  the  Executive  for  addi- 
tional information.     Mr.  T.  did  not  concur  with  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland,  in  the  opinion  that  the  trade  with 
Central  America  was  valuable.  Much,  Mr.  T.  said,  would 
depend  upon  the  limits  of  the  country.     His  information 
was,  perhaps,  not  so  extensive  as  that  of  the  Senator  from 
Maryland;  but,  as  far  as  he  was  informed,  if  the  country 
was  comprehended  within  the  limits  of  the  captain-gene- 
ralship of  Guatemala,  it  contained  only  two  ports — Oinoa, 
and  one  other  port,  nearer  to  Guatemala.     Our  principal 
trade,  Mr.  T.  said,  was  with  Omoa,  a  place  settled  almost 
entirely  by  negroes  and  Indians,  and  notoriously  so  sickly 
that  it  had  not  been  the  pcrman':nt  residence  of  white 
men  since  the  -  Spaniards  possessed  it.     From  that  port, 
said  Mr.  T.,  we  get  indigo  and  cochineal;  and  that,  he 
believed,  was  the  amount  of  the  trade.     Our  exports  to 
that  country  must  be  something,  of  course,  or  we  could 
not  import  from  there;  but  their  amount  he  could  not 
state.     With  respect  to  the  coasting  voyages  alluded  to 
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by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  be  could  not  believe  they 
amounted  to  much.  The  vessel  the  gentleman  spoke  of 
as  having  gone  from  St.  Bias,  went  from  North  to  South 
America;  tor,  if  his  geographicat  recollections  were  cor- 
rect, St.  BUs  was  not  in  South  but  in  North  America: 
and  if  this  vessel  was  successful  in  that  indirect  voyage,  it 
was  one  of  those  successes  that  might  have  happened  for 
the  time,  but  could  not  always  be  calculated  on.  But,  as 
he  had  said  in  the  commencement,  he  felt  himself  bound 
to  vote  for  the  salary,  as  the  Senate  had,  by  its  own  act, 
created  the  office.  He  wished  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky had  made  his  opposition  to  the  appointment  when 
the  nomination  was  before  the  Senate.  Had  be  done  so, 
Mr.  T.  did  not  believe  the  nomination  would  have  been 
confirmed. 

Mr.  HOLMES  expressed  himself  as  much  gratified  that 
his  old  fashioned  sentiments  had  been  so  well  sustained  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
[Mr.  Tazewiu..]  He  shoidd  begin  to  thmk  himself  a 
very  correct  and  consistent  politician.  For  example, 
when  the  Panama  mission  was  under  consideration,  he 
thought  it  inexpedient,  and  voted  in  favor  of  the  resolu- 
tions presented  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
in  opposition  to  the  measure.  When  the  only  affirmative 
proposition  was  on  the  table,  the  creation  of  the  ministers, 
be  voted,  with  the  chairman  of  that  committee,  against 
the  measure;  but  when  the  bill  came  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  after  the  officers  had  been  created,  mak- 
ing an  appropriation  for  their  salaries,  he  [Mr.  H.]  gave 
the  only  consistent  vote — he  voted  to  pay  them.  Then, 
like  the  Senator  from  Virginia  on  the  present  occasion, 
he  did  not  feel  himself  at  liberty  to  refuse  the  salaries 
after  the  Senate  had  created  the  offices;  and,  now,  he 
must  inform  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  that  he  should 
vote  on  the  same  principle.  He  regretted,  exceedingly, 
that  he  did  not  know,  while  the  nomination  was  under  con- 
sideration, that  the  country  to  which  the  minister  was  to 
be  sent  was  in  a  distracted  and  unsettled  state;  that  our 
commerce  with  it  was  inconsiderable;  and  that  it  was  in- 
habited by  nothing  but  negroes  and  Indians.  As  the 
minister  was  going  to  a  country  so  unfavorably  described, 
and  to  reside  among  negroes  and  Imlians,  he  certainly 
ought  to  be  paid,  and  well  paid,  too;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  observed  that  nothing  in  his  course 
could  authorize  a  comparison  between  him  and  the  Se- 
nator from  Maine,  eitlier  as  regarded  coiuistency  or  any 
tiling  else.  The  remarks  of  that  gentleman,  however, 
called  for  a  reply  on  anotlier  point.  There  was  a  great 
difference  between  the  Panama  mission  and  the  present 
one.  If  the  gentleman  from  Maine  would  turn  to  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  made  on  the 
occasion  referred  to,  he  would  find  that  the  main  difficulty 
urged  in  the  report  was  the  unconstitutionality  of  the 
mission.  The  committee  believed  that  Congress  possessed 
no  authority  to  send  ministers  to  a  Congress  of  nations. 
Differing,  therefore,  with  a  majority  of  the  Senate,  he 
had  voted  against  tlie  measure,  in  all  its  stages;  first 
against  the  creation  of  the  offices.  The  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, concurring  with  tlie  majority,  made  the 
appropriation  to  pay  Uie  salaries  of  the  ministers  that 
had  been  appointed;  and  he,  for  one,  believing  that 
the  Executive  /and  Senate  had  no  constitutional  right 
to  institute  the  mission,  voted  against  it.  That  was  one 
difference  between  tlie  Panama  mission  and  tiic  present 
one;  for  no  one,  for  a  moment,  would  suppose  that  the 
President  and  Senate  had  not  a  right  to  send  a  minister  to 
Central  America.  The  gentleman  irom  Maine  bad  strange- 
ly mistaken  lum,  in  supposing  him  to  say  that  Guatemala 
was  inhabited  only  by  negroes  and  Indians.  If  be  said  so, 
be  begged  leave  to  take  it  back.  He  spoke  only  of  the 
sickly  part  of  Omoa  as  being  inhabited  by  negroes  and  In- 
dians.    Guatetnala,  like  all  other  parts  of  South  America, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


771 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


772 


SSICATI.] 


iRition  to  OvtUemab. 


[Apbil  12, 1832, 


WAS  peopled  with  the  three  noes  of  whites,  blacks,  «nd 
Indians. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  to  make  some  observations  on  the 
main  point  of  objection — the  alleged  insignificancy  of  the 
trade  between  the  United  States  and  Guatemala.  It  was 
alleged  that  th'is  commerce  was  too  inconsiderable  to  merit 
the  mission  of  a  charg^_  d'affaires;  that  the  profits,  in  fact, 
of  the  whole  commerce  would  not  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  nuasion.  This,  Mr.  B.  was  very  certtun,  was  a 
great  mistake.  He  held  in  his  hand  the  document  of  the 
commerce  and  navigation  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
1830 — ^the  last  that  was  printed;  and,  from  that  document, 
the  commerce  in  question  appeared  to  be  infinitely  su- 
perior to  what  it  had  been  represented  to  be.  According 
td  the  allegations  of  gentlemen,  we  obtained  nothing  from 
that  country  but  a  few  dyestuffs,  and  the  eofports  were 
treated  as  nothing.  Mr.  B.  said  the  document  in  his 
hand  presented  a  very  different  picture.  Mr.  B.  then 
read  from  the  document,  to  show  that  the  whole  imports 
from  Guatemala  were  $302, 820;  and  of  this  amount,  about 
f  140,000  consisted  of  gold  and  silver  coin  and  bullion. 
The  domestic  exports  were  $138,000,  which  he  said  were 
four  times  as  great  as  the  domestic  exports  to  Russia,  and 
eight  times  as  great  as  they  were  to  Prussia.  The  foreign 
exports  sent  from  the  United  States  were  $110,000;  so 
that,  if  there  was  any  thing  in  the  balance  of  trade,  here 
was  a  balance  of  about  $30,000  in  favor  of  the  United 
States.  Mr.  B.  thought  this  commerce  was  well  worth 
attending  to  now;  and  as  Guatemala  was  a  young  and  a 
growing  country,  it  must  soon  be  much  more  considera- 
ble, if  cherished  and  preserved.  Mr.  B.  would,  there- 
fore, cordially  vote  in  favor  of  the  appropriation  for  defray- 
ing the  expenses  of  the  mission. 

Mr.  HOLMES  made  a  brief  explanation,  disavowing 
any  design  to  misrepresent  what  had  fallen  from,  the  Se- 
nator from  Virginia. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  he  did  not  see  much  in  the  ob- 
jection which  had  been  made  to  his  motion.  The  charge 
was  yet  in  this  country,  he  had  not  gone  on  his  mission; 
and  if,  in  bis  journey  to  the  Atlantic  cities,  and  the  pre- 
parations for  departure,  he  had  incurred  any  expenses, 
.  he  should  feel  no  unwillingness  to  reimburse  him.  The 
salary  appropriated  is  yet  unearned.  He  ^ould  presently 
refer  to  two  missions  which  have  forsome  time  been  of 
no  use;  and  he  would  inquire  how  tliese  agents  were  to 
be  readied.  He  alluded  to  the  agents  for  claims  in  Pitris 
and  in  London.  There  are  but  two  modes  of  recalling 
these  agents.  The  President  may  send  for  them;  but  if 
he  should  not,  they  can  only  be  recalled  by  the  refusal 
of  Congress  to  make  tlie  appropriations  fur  them.  In 
the  present  case,  as  the  ag^nt  had  not  gone,  no  injury 
couM  be  done  to  him  by  the  refusal  of  the  appropriation. 
.  He  stated  that  when  this  nomination  was  acted  on,  it 
happened  to  be  on  one  of  the  two  or  three  days  in  which 
he  bad  been  prevented,  this  session,  from  attending  to  his 
duties,  through  indispusiiion.  Here  an  office  may  be  ter- 
minated by  witliholding  the  appropriation  which  had  not 
been  earned;  or  the  President  may  prevent  the  charge 
fr«m  leaving  the  country.  It  would  have  been  better 
had  these  objections  been  made  when  the  nomination 
was  under  consideration;  but  he  din  not  think  that  it  was 
now  too  late.  He  believed  that  there  was  at  present  no 
Government  at  Guatemala.  Was  it  represented  by  any 
•gent  here^  Was  there  any  charge  from  Guatemala  in 
this  country?  The  last  minister  from  that  country,  a 
most  excellent  and  enlightened  man,  was  Mr.  Canus,  with 
whom  the  treaty  had  been  made.  Since  that  time,  a  bit- 
ter war  had  been  raging.  Wliere,  then,  should  be  tlie  dif- 
ficulty of  acting,  now  that  the  minister  is  here,  to  reverse 
the  nomination,  taking  care  to  reimburse  him  for  his  ex- 
penditures? If  there  was  even  a  moral  obligation  to  send 
him,  now,  in  case  it  should  be  found  proper  to  do  so,  can 
the  misnon  ever  be  terminated?    AccoAling  to  tlie  doc- 


trine of  the  other  side,  a  minister  once  sent  can  never  be 
recalled.  He  believed  that  the  commerce  with  Grate- 
mala  was  very  trifling.  The  precious  metals  which  hxl 
been  referred  to,  came  from  Peru,  through  Guatemilt; 
but  it  was  well  known  that  the  Guatemala  mines  had  not 
been  worked  for  some  time.  He  reminded  the  Senator 
from  Virginia  that  there  had  been  a  bitter  contest  t)e- 
tween  Mexico  and  Guatemala  concerning  the  possession  of 
a  province  which  stretches  into  North  America. 

Mr.  BIBB  made  a  few  observations  in  opposition  to  the 
motion,  expressing  his  hope  that  what  had  been  done  in 
this  case  by  the  President,  with  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate,  would  not  be  reversed  in  this  manner. 
He  considered  the  matter  as  now  placed  beyond  the  con- 
trol of  the  Senate.  The  right  of  appointing  to  foreign 
missions,  and  of  receiving  foreign  ministers,  he  vieweduu 
exclusive  right  appertaining  to  the  Presitjent.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance,  the  Senate  had  confirmed  the  nomination, 
and  the  other  House  having  approprilited  the  means,  it 
must  be  palpable  that  the  Senate  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  conform  .to  circumstances.  It  had  been  asked  bov 
a  mission  could  ever  be  gfot  rid  of.  By  Executive  &■ 
cjetion.  And  if  the  President  act  wrong  for  once,  he  is 
accountable  for  that  wrong.  He  was  disposed  to  gire  to 
every  Executive  a  fair  support,  un)ess  it  could  be  shows 
that  there  existed  palpable  and  grijss  abuse.  It  wss  ask- 
ed if  any  (iinctionary  irom  GuatemaU  was  in  this  country. 
He  believed  not,  but  we  must  begin.  The  commetce 
was  trifling,  it  was  said,  but  it  may  be  increased;  and  if 
the  country  was  unsettled,  there  was  stronger  reason  for 
sending  aminister  to  protect  American  interests  and  pro- 
perty. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  gave  the  reasons  which  would  com- 
pel him  to  vote  against  ti>e  motion.  He  regretted  that  it 
had  been  made  at  this  time.  If  the  statements  of  the  Se- 
nator had  been  made  at  another  time,  they  would  doubt- 
less have  influenced  his  vote,  and  probably  the  nomination 
would  have  met  with  a  different  fate.  But  he  could  not, 
after  passing  on  the  nomination,  agree  to  reject  the  ap- 
propriation for  the  salary.  He  hoped  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  consent  to  withdraw  his  motion,  and 
thus  relieve  him  from  the  unpleasant  predicament  of  being 
compelled  to  vote  .igainst  it.  He  believed  the  mission  to 
be  unnecessary  and  improper,  yet  he  should  now  be  com- 
pelled to  give  his  vote  in  accordance  with  those  who  en- 
tertained the  belief  that  it  was  both  necessary  and  proper. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  spoke  briefly  in  opposition  to  the  mo- 
tion. He  was  of  the  opinion  that  to  refuse  the  appropria- 
tion so  immediately  after  confirming  the  nomination,  would 
expose  the  Senate  to  some  censure.  It  was  said  thatthu 
mission  was  unnecessary.  The  nomination  was  made  to 
replace  the  minister  appointed  last  session.  There  bad 
been  plenty  of  time  to  inquire  into  the  necessity.  Why 
had  there  been  no  call  for  information,  after  what  the 
President  had  stated  on  the  subject  in  his  annual  mcMTC. 
[Here  Mr.  F.  read  an  extract  from  the  message  on  W! 
subject  of  our  relations  with  Guatemala.]  He  thought 
the  mission  was  necessary,  and  that  the  appropriation 
ought  not  to  be  refused,  without  a  suflicient  reason  being 
given.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  remarked  on 
the  increase  of  diplomatic  agents.  He  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  remark  had  been  made  by  way  of  «>*"*• 
But,  if  it  was,  it  might  be  easy  to  show  tiiat  savings  baa 
been  effected  by  the  present  administration,  by  changing 
the  grades  of  ministers.  Two  missions  had  been  cut 
down. 

Mr.  CLAY.     What  two?      ' 

Mr.  FORSYTH.     Chili  and  Mesco.  ,       ■ 

Mr.  CLAY.  ChUi  was  cut  down  under  the  last  «• 
ministration.  . 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  There  then  was  but  one-T*"*!?^ 
But  tl»e  President  had  stated  his  intention  to  cut  down  1^ 
to  Colombia.    The  increased  expenditure  had  been  »«"• 
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buted  to  removals.  Id  many  of  these  the  administTation 
could  not  be  made  rexponsible.  Some  had  died,  and 
some  had  been  rejected,  and  for  these  responsibility  was 
.not  to  attach  to  the  administration.  During  the  late  ad- 
ministration -extra  sums  had  been  expended  on  the  missions 
to  £n|^land — forty-eight  thousand  dollars  were  expended 
beyond  the  ordinary  expenditure.  Mr.  Hush  had  been 
recalled  to  fill  the  Treasury  Department.  There  was  his 
return,  mod  the  outfit  of  Mr.  King,  who  was  sent.  Mr. 
King  was  permitted  to  come  home,  and  Hr.  Gallatin  was 
•ent.  Then  Mr.  Gallatin  was  permitted  to  return  home, 
and  Mr.  Barbour  was  sent.  Mr.  Barbour  was  recalled. 
These  were  contingencies  for  which  no  one  censured  the 
administration.  But  there  were  charges  for  outfit  to  Mr. 
King  and  others,  which  were  subjects  of  complaint.  He 
believed  there  was  a  disposition  in  the  present  administra- 
tioo  to  reduce  the  expenses  of  these  missions;  and  should 
it  prove  otherwise,  he  would  go  with  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  in  an  attempt  to  force  reduction  upon  tliem. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  considered 
audi  gross  inconsistency  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to 
withhold  the  u>propriation  for  the  salary  after  appointing 
the  minister;  ror  it  had  been  acknowledged  that,  with  the 
Gu:ts  now  before  the  Senate,  the  nomination  would  not 
have  been  confirmed.  He  felt  himself  much  more  embar- 
rassed in  relation  to  what  passes  in  the  open  and  in  the 
secret  sessions  of  the  Senate,  ttian  he  ^d  by  any  arguments 
urged  here  to  show  that  the  Senate  was  committed  to 
make  the  appropriation.  He  could  not,  with  propriety, 
refer  to  what  lud  passed  in  secret  session;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  every  Senator  then  present  could  bear  testimo- 
ny to  his  consistency  in  opposing  the  appropriation.  Since, 
however,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations had  stated  that,  for  reasons  given  by  liim,  he  did  not 
think  it  expedient  to  call  upon  the  Executive  for  informa- 
tioo  when  the  nomination  was  before  the  Senate,  he 
thoug;ht  himself  safe  in  saying  that  the  facts  presented  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  were  not  before  them  on  that 
occasion.  There  was  no  inconsistency  in  recalling  a  mis- 
sion after  finding  it  to  be  unnecessary;  still  less  impropri- 
ety could  there  be  in  recalling  an  appointment  before  the 
officer  had  entered  on  its  duties.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, he  {Hr.  F.]  found  no  difficulty  in  recording  his 
vote  in  opposition  to  the  appropriation.  The  Senate  was 
constituted  to  advise,  as  well  as  consent,  to  the  nominations 
of  the  Executive.  Now,  would  the  Senate,  with  the  pre- 
sent information  before  them,  advise  and  consent  to  this 
appointment  or  not.'  That  was  the  only  question,  and  it 
was  now  for  the  Senate  to  decide  it. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  not  spoken  of  increased  ex- 
penses, but  the  increase  of  the  number  of  misaons;  they 
had  increased  from  seven  to  either  eighteen  or  nineteen. 
As  to  the  expenditures  on  English  missions,  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Georgia,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
Mr.  Kush  had  been  in  England  eight  years,  and  returned 
to  the  Treasury  Department  He  was  succeeded  by  a 
gentleman  whose  entire  competence,  whose  great  experi- 
ence in  English  diplomacy,  and  whose  connexion  wath  the 
two  States  most  interested  in  the  pending  negotiations, 
emphatically  pointed  him  out  for  the  station.  That  gen- 
tleman, on  his  voyage,  was  seized  with  the  sickness  which 
afterwards  brought  him  to  the  grave.  Mr.  Gallatin  was 
sent  on  a  special  mission,  and  returned  when  he  had  ac- 
complished it.  And  he  hoped  that  the  expense  which  had 
fallen  on  the  country  by  the  recall  of  Hr.  Barbour,  was 
not  to  be  charged  on  the  late  administration.  They  might 
as  well  be  charged  with  the  expenses  of  the  return  of  (Gen- 
eral Harrison,  Mr.  Middleton,  Mr.  Everett,  Hr.  Every- 
body. As  to  the  case  of  the  outfit  to  Mr.  King,  as  charge, 
while  on  that  point,  he  would  like  to  be  informed  if,  while 
we  were  paying  a  minister  residing  in  London,  near  the 
court  of  St.  Petersburg,  we  were  not  also  paying  his  se- 
cretary as  a  charge.    That  gentleman  was  of  the  same  j 


name  as  himself,  and  might  be  some  conne^on.  He  was 
bound  to  be  g^teful,  therefore,  for  such  a  mark  of  the 
bounty  of  thiis  administration.  He  had,  indeed,  to  return 
his  thanks  to  tlie  administration  for  many  favors.  He  had, 
through  them,  possessed  himself  of  a  fine  Arabian  horse, 
by  which  he  expected  to  make  something.  And  the  gem 
tieman  appointed  to  the  present  mission  had  married  a 
relation  of  his  wife.  And  if  they  went  on  in  this  way,  and 
the  administration  should  last  long  enough,  he  was  not 
without  hope  that  all  his  friends  would  come  into  power. 
He  was  willing  to  pay  this  charge  who  had  not  yet  left 
the  country,  and  this  would  be  no  greater  hardship  than 
recalling  a  minister  recently  sent  out,  and  who  had  been 
taken  from  all  his  private  pursuits.  Here  no  services  had 
been  performed.  He  concurred  in  the  opinion  thatevery 
respect  ought  to  be  paid  to  the  co-onUnate  branches  of 
tbe  Government;  and  agreed  that  if  it  were  shown  that 
the  President  and  Senate  had  made  this  nomination  with 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  the  fiicts,  it  would  not  be  pro- 
per, except  in  an  extreme  case,  to  reject  the  nomination. 
As  to  the  situation  of  Guatemala,  he  had  recently  conversed 
with  one  of  the  most  distinguished  South  Americans  who 
had  visited  this  country,  and  who  had  told  him  that  the 
country  was  in  a  most  unsettled  state,  the  Pre«dent  hav- 
ing gone  to  St.  Salvador  to  encounter  bis  opponent.  It 
had  been  said  we  must  have  a  minister  there  to  protect 
American  property.  This  is  a  duty  belonging  to  con- 
suls, and  we  had  consuls  there;  but  to  whom  were  we  sud 
to  send  a  minister,  if  there  was  no  Government?  He  had 
also,  from  the  same  source,  obtsuned  some  observations  re- 
lative to  tJie  canal,  or  rather  railroad,  (for  he  understood 
a  railroad  was  in  contemplation,)  from  Panama  to  the  op- 
posite side:  he  had  understood,  and  his  information  differ- 
ed from  that  obtained  by  the  President,  that  there  was  a 
company  now  actually  eng^ed  in  making  a  survey  of  a 
route,  which  is  to  be  forty-five  miles  long,  and  the  great- 
est elevation  about  three  hundred  feet.  So  that  there  was 
nothing  to  be  gained  in  this  point  by  sending  a  minister. 

Mr.  KNIGHT,  with  a  view  to  give  him  time  to  make 
some  further  examination,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ad- 
journ— ^yeas  18,  nays  21. 

Tbe  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Clat'b  motion  to 
strike  out  the  appropriation,  and  decided  in  the  negative^ 
as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Clay,  CUyton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Johnston, 
Naudain,  Robbins,  Seymour. — 8. 

NAYS.— Hesra^.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Chambers,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Freling- 
huysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Smith, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  TomUnson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  WU- 
kins.-:-30. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Atbil  13. 
APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  genenl 
appropriation  bill. 

OUTFIT  TO  FRANCE. 

Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  "Ftanee," 
in  the  clause  appropriating  certain  outfits,  and  abo  to 
change  the  amount  of  appropriation  from  thirty-six  to 
twenty-seven  thousand  dollars,  so  as  to  strike  out  the  ap- 
propriation for  an  outfit  for  a  minister  to  France.  The 
office  was  not  vacant,  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Se- 
nate ought  not  beforehand  to  make  this  appropriation, 
and  thus  to  furnish  the  President  with  a  pretext  to  reoiB 
the  present  minister,  and  make  a  new  apprantment  during 
tbe  recess.     Such  a  measure  may  not  be  neceisaiy. 

Hr.  FORSYTH  said  that  if  the  money  was  not  wuted, 
it  would  not  be  taken  out  of  the  treasury. 

Mr.  HOLMES  wished  that  some  mettod  could  be  inrent- 
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ed  to  prevent  the  President  from  sending  ministers  abroad 
during  the  recess.  He  knew  not  what  way  could  be  de- 
vised. He  thought  it  would  be  the  best  mode  if  these 
appropriations  could  be  postponed  till  the  end  of  the  ses- 
sion. Then,  if  a  nomination  was  not  made,  or  not  confirm- 
ed, there  would  be  no  necessity  for  any  appropriation; 
and  by  withholding  the  money,  the  appointment  of  a  min- 
ister during  the  recess  would  be  prevented.  It  would 
not  surprise  him  if  no  nominations  were  to  be  made  of 
ministers  to  France  and  England  before  the  adjournment 
of  Congress,  and  if  ministers  were  to  be  sent  thither  du- 
ring the  recess. 

Mr.  SMITH  read  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State, 
suggesting  the  necessity  for  this  provision,  and  then  said 
that  the  Senate  would  dispose  uf  the  matter  as  it  might 
see  fit 

Mr.  MILLER  stated  that  his  object  was,  if  Mr.  Rives 
should  come  home  in  the  recess,  to  prevent  a  new  ap- 
pointment. If  the  President  chose  to  appoint  a  minister 
during  the  recess,  he  might  provide  him  with  an  outfit 
out  of  the  contingent  fiind.  Regarding  it  as  doubtful 
whether  the  President  had  the  power  to  appoint  during 
the  recess,  he  would  not  consent  to  confer  it  by  legislation. 

The  question  was  put,  and  the  yeas  (17)  had  been 
counted,  when 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  made  a  few  remarks  in  explana- 
tion of  the  vote  which  he  intended  to  give.  He  thought 
that,  during  the  present  administration,  a  liberal,  even  a 
censurable  exercise  of  Executive  patronage  had  been 
exhibited.  But  while  he  entertained  these  views,  he 
still  could  not  g^  the  length  with  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina.  He  considered  that  in  certain  contingen- 
cies vacancies  might  occur,  and  that  when  such  did  occur 
the  President  had  a  right  to  fill  them.  A  vacancy  might 
occur  in  one  hour  after  the  adjournment  of  Congress:  and 
in  such  case,  b  it  pretended  that  the  President  may  not 
fill  it? 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  seemed  to  lay  it 
down  that  he  would  have  no  right,  under  any  circumstan- 
ces, to  exercise  such  power.  Let  tlie  l^esident,  in  such 
cases,  act  on  his  own  discretion  and  his  own  responsibility: 
and  let  us  take  care  to  act  within  our  own  sphere,'  and 
^inth  a  view  to  Ae  advantage  of  the  country.  It  may  be 
of  great  importance  that  we  should  have  a  minister  to 
France;  and  ne  could  not  g^ve  a  vote  which  might  be  con- 
strued into  a  desire  to  prevent  it.  A  proper  occasion  may 
occur  for  expressing  an  opinion  on  the  practice  of  appoint- 
ing ministers  during  the  recess.  He  would  say  that  he 
did  not  thinic  the  President  had  exercised  this  power  to 
the  advantage  of  the  country;  but,  on  that  account,  he 
was  not  disposed  to  withhold  from  him  a  right  which  he 
possessed.  * 

Mr.  SMITH  expUuned  that  Mr.  Rives  had  asked  leave 
to  come  home.  The  President  had  asked  for  an  outfit  for 
bis  successor,  thus  saying  that  he  granted  the  leave.  He 
would  take  this  occasion  to  give  an  answer  to  a  question 
put  to  him  yesterday,  ly  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
whether  the  Secretary  of  the  late  mission  to  Russia  liad 
received  pay  as  a  charge.  He  had  never  received  any 
pay  beyond  hia  two  thousand  dollars  a  year.  The  Secre- 
ury  of  State  had  sent  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  get  a  bill  passed  in  the  House  to  pay  a  charge  to 
BUBsia,  until  a  new  minister  should  reach  that  court;  also 
to  pay  a  charge  to  Brazil,  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Tudor. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  entirely  concurred  va  the  opinion 
that  cases  may  occur  in  which  it  would  be' proper  for  the 
Prerildent  to  send  out  ministers  during  the  recess.  But 
this  wa<  a  right  to  be  exercised  with  great  prudence.  He 
was  inclined,  however,  to  vote  for  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  because  there  was  money 
enough  in  tli«  fund  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  meet- 


ing contingencies  fike  this,  to  pay  this  ontfit,  wfaenerer 
the  contingency  should  occur.  He  then  referred  to  the 
appropriations  m  the  bill  for  contingencies.  I1ie  fundfir 
contingencies  for  foreign  intercourse  had  increased  vcn 
much,  and  it  was  seldom  that  any  of  it  was  expenki 
Should  the  present  minister  return,  and  another  be  seii^ 
both  would  be  contingencies,  and  here  is  the  properfiind 
to  meet  the  expenditure.  During  the  last  administntiaii, 
by  a  proper  economy,  nearly  the  whole  of  this  continf>a( 
fund  had  been  saved;  and  in  the  last  year  of  that  idrnjna- 
tration,  such  had  been  the  accumulation  of  the  fund  in  pi«i 
ceding  years,  that  not  a  cent  of  appropriation  was  >^ 
for  under  this  head.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be  nccan- 
ry  to  make  a  specific  appropriation  for  this  object 

In  regard  to  the  charge  orsectetary  of  the  RusaansB- 
sion,  a  single  word.  He  did  not  know  how  he  had  bns 
received  at  the  court  of  St.  Petemburg;  wbetiiervwln 
our  minister  was  absent  from  the  seat  of  the  missior, » 
far  as  London,  he  was  received  as  charge  or  seeittiiv. 
The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance  had  stated  tht 
nothing  had  been  paid.  He  wished  to  know  if  any  thh^ 
had  b<en  asked.  He  did  not  clearly  understand  the  Se- 
nator on  that  point.  Was  any  appropriation  asked,  or  is-' 
tended  to  be  asked?  Whether  it  had  been  asked  or  mV 
such  an  account  would  be  presented  at  some  future  d»v 
and  would  be  allowed. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that,  while  with  the  Secretarvt^ 
day,  it  struck  him  to  make  the  inquiry.  The  Secrt'tuy 
had  told  him  that  no  pay  as  chargi  was  allowed  to  (he  «- 
cretary  of  legation  until  after  Mr.  Randolph  had  left.  Ht 
would  be  allowed  pay  fW)m  that  time,  if  the  bill  wfaick  hrf 
now  been  asked  for  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  FOOT  suggested  an  amendment,  to  make  the  o* 
fit  available,  if  a  minister  were  appcnnted  "by  and  witk- 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate."  It  wasknonniH 
the  last  session  that  there  was  about  to  be  an  czploiion  ofi 
the  cabinet,  and  that  some  of  its  members  wouklbesai' 
abroad.  He  did  know  whether  any  such  thing  sis  mr' 
in  contemplation,  but  it  might  be  well  to  be  as  caotiomtf 
possible. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  if  the  bill  were  so  amended,  it  »(wH 
have  no  effect  on  thu  President.  He  knew  what  «wel» 
constitutional  rigiits,  and  would  exercise  them. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  What!  Was  the  Senate  to  be teU the 
opinion  of  the  Senate  would  have  no  eflx^t  on  tlit  Pna- 
dent?  No  effect!  Was  the  Senate,  to  be  told  that  tbe 
President  would  bid  defiance  to  tlie  appropriatioo  b3* 
The  Senator  had  told  tlie  Senate  that  the  President  »onH 
appoint  a  minister  in  the  recess.  If  he  did  so,  he  cooM  lA 
draw  the  outfit  without  the  sanction  of  a  Jaw.  He  vA(^ 
the  President  would  do  so.  This  would  be  a  good  n; 
to  bring  tlie  question  to  an  issue,  if  the  Presdent  wobU 
make  the  appointment  during  the  repess.  He  ms  gU 
to  soe  the  spirit  which  was  abroad.  It  was  the  true  i^ii>>- 
lican  spirit. 

Mr.  MILLER  declined  to  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut,  until  he  had  tried  the  strenf* 
of  the  Senate  on  his  own  amendment.  Should  that  be  R- 
jected,  he  would  then  second  the  amendment  soggofA 
He  had  made  his  proposition  on  the  score  of  ecowai^i 
with  a  view  to  maintain  the  constitutionBl  powen  of  ti 
body,  and  for  the  purjiose  of  abridging  tlie  Executive  f* 
tronagc.  He  had  not  desired  to  exclude  the  PressW 
from  drawing  this  amount  from  the  contingent  fund.  Be 
was  desirous  that  the  President  sliould,  in  this  cast,  K< 
on  his  own  responsibility.  There  would  be  no  niiiMtcr K 
the  court  of  France  after  Mr.  Itives returns.  He  »iirt» 
ed  that  the  President  could  not  create  the  yicmcyij 
appointing  another  nunister;  and  until  a  vacancy  ixa\ 
there  can  be  no  appointment.  Here  Mr.  M.  refetrri  l» 
the  language  of  the  constitution,  the  only  clurt  fcr  *' 
Senate  to  steer  by.  Until  tlie  President  had  smaisUti, 
and  the  Senate  had  confirmed  the  noKMnation,  the  efi'" 
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Unot  exist.  The  President  bad  power  to  fill  all  vacan- 
m\  biitaracancy  exists  when  a  minister  is  not  in  existence, 
ntvhea  one  is  merely  recalled.  If  a  necesutj  for  the 
f (XMnbaent  of  anew  minister  shall  exist,  it  will  be  acon- 
ji^eit  occurrence,  and  the  contingent  fiind  will  be  appli- 
lUe  to  the  abject.  But  he  was  opposed  to  legfislating' 
ke  power  to  the  President  to  make  the  appointment  du- 
kf  tlie  recess. 

alt  vas intended  that  Mr.  Bires  should  return,  and  if 
k  President  bad  decided  on  it,  let  him  make  the  nomi- 
abon  nov,  and  the  appropriation  might  then  be  made. 
htlie  would  not  consent  to  make  it  now.  If,  howeyer,  he 
haugfatthat  the  President  could  rightly  exercise  this  pow- 
%  be  would  be  unwilling  to  put  his  veto  upon  it,  except 
nder  |>eculiar  circumstances,  and  with  great  hesitation. 
Mr.  TYLER  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out.  It  was 
cctairjr  that  this  country  should  have  a  minister  at  Paris. 
it  present  minister  had  asked  permission  to  return,  and 
te  Presdent  had  asked  for  an  outfit  for  his  successor. 
\t  question  was,  had  the  President  exercised  a  sound 
kretion  in  yielding  to  the  wish  of  Mr.  itives.^  and,  if 
H  Senate  took  up  the  subject  on  that  g^und,  why  it 
u  tuffideut  to  warrant  a  ditcusMon.  Mr.  Rives  had 
etn  in  France  upwards  of  three  years;  and  he  thought 
»  was  a  sufficient  time.  He  was  disinclined  to  keep  a 
nnister  too  long  at  a  foreign  court.  He  was  apt,  in  that 
IK,  to  be  too  much  tainted  with  foreign  habitsand  riews. 
?a9  there  any  difference  of  opmion  ni  the  Senate  as  to 
Im  netenty  of  having  a  new  minister  at  that  court  f  At 
mnonKflt,  it  appeared  to  be  particularly  important  that 

■  coiBtry  should  be  represented  in  the  European 
ourls.    AU  that  interesting  portion  of  the  world  was,  at 

■  amnent,  in  a  state  of  unusual  ag^taition.  There 
««  menaces  of  war,  and  desolation  was  threatening  to 
»Kh  over  the  continent.  While  the  nations  were  in  that 
Bturbed  state,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  highly  important 
■t  the  United  States  should  hare  a  minister  in  France 
)  present  their  views.  If,  then,  it  was  right  to  permit 
ir.  Rive>  to  return,  it  must  be  right  that  a  successor  should 
eappointed. 

Toe  only  argmnent  which  seemed  to  him  to  have  any 
"ce,  was  that  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  as  to  the 
fflitingent  fund,  and  its  applicability  to  this  object, 
till,  there  would  be  no  harm  in  making  the  appropria- 
««;  because,  if  the  President  did  not  take  the  money 
*  of  the  contingent  fund,  it  would  be  placed  at  his  dis- 
^  by  the  billi  and,  if  he  did  not  use  the  specific  appro- 
"Won,  it  would  go  to  the  surplus  fiind.  The  outfit  had 
<tauked  for  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  ought  not 
•be  refused. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  rose  to  state  that  he  had  been  re- 
ined from  great  embarrassment  as  to  his  vote  by  what 
*d  fsllen  from  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  relative  to 
M  contii^ent  fiifid.  As  that  fund  was  amply  sufficient 
'meet this  object,  and  as  it  had  not  been  denied  on  the 
'uwt»4e  that  this  fund  was  in  existence,  he  thought  tlie 
"i^ndswit  a  proper  one.  He  was  not  willing  to  place 
"yeiusis  at  the  disposal  of  the  Secretary,  for  no  other 
'fpose  than  to  show  his  confidence  in  him.  On  this 
.^ound,  therefore,  he  should  go  for  the  amendment  of  the 
.■"rtlemm  fit>m  South  Carolina.  The  constitutional 
"•et  of  the  President  to  appoint  during  the  recess  was 
""  »">'  the  question.  That  question  had  been  elaborately 
^ed  before  this  body  on  a  former  occasion,  when  a  ve- 
*"*le  Senator  from  North  Carolina  took  a  principal  part 
""t  debate,  on  an  occasion  when  the  Executive  had 
™ught  that  he  had  the  power  to  send  ministers  on  a  mis- 
j™!  which  had  never  before  existed,  and  had  acted  on 
™'  opinion.  He  had  not  sustained  the  views  of  the  gen- 
wiian  from  North  Carolina  on  that  occasion.  Mr.  C. 
^n  made  some  reference  to  the  letters  of  "Senex," 
I  .  .  'fi*  gentleman  from  Virginia  knew  something,  as 
'pinning  the  ground  which  was  Occupied  in  that  debate. 


He  was  not  willing  to  impose  a  check  on  the  legitimate 
rights  of  the  Executive;  but  he  would  withhold  any  dis- 
cretionary .power,  whenever  he  entertained  doubts  of  its 
propriety,  especially  in  times  like  these.  Even  under  its 
abvise,  however,  he  would  not  put  a  restraint  on  the  con- 
stitutional power  of  the  Executive.  He  would  leave  him 
responmble  for  its  corrupt  exercise  to  the  power  to  which 
he  owes  responsibility. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  admitted  that  it  was  a  little  presump- 
tuous in  him  to  set  up  his  views  in  opposition  to  those  of 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky;  but  he  must  take  the  freedom 
to  differ  from  him  as  to  the  uses  of  the  contingent  fund. 
Out  of  that  fond,  the  President  could  not  draw  the  outfit 
for  the  minister  to  Russia,  whose  mission  had  been  so  much 
censured.  If  the  present  proposition  should  succeed,  the 
President  must  take  it  to  be  an  expression  of  the  sense  of 
Congress,  that,  hereafter,  no  minister  shall  return  hooie, 
and  no  minister  shall  be  appointed  during  the  recess,  nor 
without  the  consent  of  the  Senate.  He  knew  that  outfits 
bad  been  given  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  at  the  discre- 
tion of  the  President,  but  the  amount  bad  idways  been  re- 
funded by  a.specific  appropriation.  The  only  question 
was,  whether  the  appropriation  should  be  made  now,  or 
whether  it  should  be  postponed  until  the  next  session, 
supposing  the  contingency  to  have  happened,  and  the  con- 
tingent fund  to  have  been  put  in  requisition.  Some  gen- 
tlemen were  disposed  to  refuse  the  appropriation,  because 
the  President  would  then  appoint  dunng  the  recess.  The 
President  would  act  on  his  own  discretion,  and  would,  or 
would  not,  make  the  appointment,  as  he  saw  fit.  Gentle- 
men appeared  to  imagine  that  be  might  make  an,  appoint- 
ment which  would  be  afterwaids  rejected,  and  the  object 
seemed  to  be  to  get  the  minister  before  the  Senate.  He 
objected  to  this  as  indecorous.  lie  hod  sometimes  thought 
that  the  Executive  branch  was  guilty  of  indecorum  to- 
wards the  Senate  when  appointments  were  made,  and 
mhusters  hurried  away  just  before  the  commencement 
of  the  session  of  Congress.  It  might  depend  on  circum- 
stances whether  this  was  a  decorous  exercise  of  power  or 
not.  If  circumstances  rendered  it  necessary,  or  the  cha- 
racter of  the  indiyidual  was  so  free  from  objection  that 
his  confirmation  could  not  be  doubted,  there  could  be  no 
impropriety  in  it. 

He  repelled  the  idea  that  the  present  Executive  would 
stoop  to  any  manosuvre  for  the  purpose  of  making  an 
unfit  appointment.  It  was  what  he  would  not  do,  what 
no  President  who  had  preceded  him  would  ever  have 
done,  and  what  none  likely  to  be  elevated  to  the  Presi- 
dency would  ever  do.  If  the  President  should  be  guilty 
of  impropriety,  tlie  law  pointed  out  the  remedy,  and  gave 
the  power  to  apply  it.  Impeachment  was  the  true  course, 
and  that  tribunal  would  always  decide  justly  between  the 
impeachers  and  the  impeached.  The  only  question  now 
before  the  Senate  was,  whether  the  appropriation  should 
be  made  at  this  session  or  the  next.  The  contingency 
might  not  occur.  Titere  might  be  no  vacancy.  Cir- 
cumstances might  arise  which  would  render  it  necessary 
for  the  present  minister  to  remain  at  his  post.  In  that 
case,  the  money  would  not  be  wanted.  Should  he  return, 
the  President  would  appoint  a  successor  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility. 

Mr.  KING  made  some  allusion  to  the  extraordinary 
solicitude  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to  save  the  Pre- 
sident from  the  commission  of  any' act  which  might  after- 
wards be  disapproved  by  them.  He  had  never  before 
witnessed  such  an  extraordinary  distrust  lest  the  Execu- 
tive should  misuse  the  public  money.  He  then  proceeded 
to  read  some  items  from  former  appropriation  bills,  to  show 
that  the  contingent  fund  was  never  applied  to  these  ob- 
jects, but  that,  in  all  cases,  outfits  had  been  provided  for 
by  specific  appropriations,  even  in  cases  of  contingency 
similar  to  the  present. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  the  Senator  from  Alabama  had 
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entirely  mistaken  the  question.  He  had  never  pretended 
to  gay  that  outfits  had  never  been  granted  in  aimilar  cases. 
There  were  several,  even  in  the  present  bill.  It  was  the 
practice  of  the  Government  to  provide  for  these  outfits  in 
all  cases  where  tbey  were  absolute,  and  not  contingent 
But  he  had  stated  that  the  contingent  fund  expressly  co- 
vered contingent  expenditures  such  as  this.  It  was  called 
a  contingent  fund,  and  no  term  could  be  more  definite. 
If  it  was  not  applicable  to  the  outfit  of  a  minister,  under 
such  circumstances  as  the  present,  he  would  wish  to  know 
to  what  purpose  it  was  applicable.  Here  was  a  specific 
appropriation  for  a  contingent  outfit,  and  at  the  same  time 
a  contingent  appropriation.  He  then  alluded  to  tbe  prac- 
tice of  the  departments  in  asking  for  specific  appropna- 
tions  for  absolute  cases,  and  a  contingent  appropriation  for 
such  as  might  occur. 

In  1828,  there  was  a  considerable  addition  to  this  con- 
tingent fund,  owing  to  the  proper  economy  of  the  last 
administration.  Out  of  this  bad  been  drawn  what  was 
necessary  for  American  seamen  in  foreign  ports,  for  the 
Barbary  intercourse,  {cct  but  the  late  excellent  consul 
gener^  now  the  consul  at  Cuba,  bad  never  expended 
much  of  this. 

Hr.  C.  then  referred  to  the  case  of  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Adams,  at  the  instance  of  Russia,  in  1814.  Mr.  Mon 
roe,  the  Secretary  of  State,  under  the  instructions  of  Mr. 
Madison,  transmitted,  without  application,  a  full  outfit  of 
nine  thousand  dollars  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  that  must  have 
been  taken  out  of  this  fund.  An  application  was  made  at 
the  next  session  to  replace  the  amount.  Tbe  House  of 
Representatives  then  determined  that,  as  Mr.  Adams  was 
resident  at  St.  Petersburg,  and  the  negotiation  might  be 
carried  on  there,  he  was  not  entitled  to  a  full  outfit.  They, 
therefore,  razeed  him.  The  subject,  he  believed,  was 
afterwards  submitted  to  a  judicial  tribunal,  and  the  whole 
amount  was  allowed. 

Notwithstanding  what  gentlemen  had  said  of  the  course 
which  the  President  would  pursue,  he  was  not  in  posses- 
sion of  any  fact,  in  an  official  form,  which  opposed  the 
constant  practice  of  the  Government.  He  would  venture 
to  say  that  tlie  present  Executive,  that  no  Executive,  could 
doubt  his  right,  on  the  occurrence  of  a  contingency,  such 
as  was  now  contemplated,  to  pay  an  outfit  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund. 

It  was  not  necessary  to  discuss  the  powers  of  the  Pre- 
udent.  He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  as  to  the  literal 
meaning  of  the  words  in  the  constitution,  but  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Government,  perhaps  from  necessity,  bad  been 
uniformly  otherwise.  That  practice  had  been  to  appoint, 
and  submit  tbe  appointment  immediately  to  the  Senate. 
The  President  always  made  an  appointment  in  the  recess, 
under  the  responsibility  under  wluch  all  his  acts  were  per- 
formed. A  minister  ought  never  to  be  sent  abroad,  but 
on  grounds  strong,  apparent,  and  forming  a  strong  jus- 
tification of  the  measure.  He  advocated  the  propriety  of 
a  uniform  decorum  towards  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the 
Government;  and  closed  with  stating  that,  without  going 
into  a  discussion  of  constitutional  right,  which  he  thought 
unnecessary,  it  was  sufficient  to  show  that  the  contingent 
fund  would  cover  the  outfit. 

Mr.  SMITH  made  a  few  remarks  on  tbe  history  of  the 
appropriations  for  the^  contingent  fund,  and  the  uses  to 
which  it  had  been  applied.  He  adduced  the  case  of  the 
recall  of  Raguet,  when  Wright  was  appointed  charge, 
and  also  that  of  the  charge  appointed  on  the  death  of 
Tudor.  Both  these  charges  had  applied  for  their  outfits, 
but  had  received  for  answer,  that,  until  an  appropriation 
was  made  by  law,  tbey  could  not  receive  them.  Specific 
appropriations,  he  urged,  must  be  made  in  all  these  cases; 
or,  if  the  amount  were  taken  from  the  contingent  fund,  it 
must  be  replaced.  The  present  administration  had  consi> 
dered  that  they  had  no  authority  to  take  from  this  fund, 
and  bad  therefore  postponed  the  payment  of  the  outfits 


until  a  law  should  be  passed.  If  this  blow  were  to  be 
stricken  at  the  outfit  to  France,  the  adminiatntion  vilf 
think  the  view  of  the  Senate  is,  that  no  minister  ougiitto 
be  sent,  and  would  send  none.  Mr.  Rives  had  bctn  in 
France  three  years  and  a  half;  and  ever}'  one  knew  thil 
our  ministers  to  England  and  France  could  not  lire  on 
their  salaries,  but  were  compelled  to  resort  to  tlieir  oW 
means.  Mr.  Brown  had  told  him  that  his  expenses  in 
France  were  #14,500  a  year,  which  was  #5,500  more  tko 
his  salary.  Mr.  Rives  could  not  live  in  Paris  on  his  stlit;, 
and  that  might  be  the  reason  for  requesting  leave  to  return. 

Mr.  HOLMES  took  a  view  of  the  meaning  of  the  teni 
contingent;  and  insisted  on  its  perfect  applicabifi^  to  agj 
vacancy  which  might  occur  from  the  return  of  Mi.  Hires. 
But  removal  from  office,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  i  v>. 
cancy,  did  not  come  under  the  meaning  of  the  term.  Tlie 
gentleman  from  Virginia  had  expressed  an  apprelienaoi^ 
that  too  long  residence  abroad  might  produce  a  foreign 
feeling.  He  bad  heard  this  before;  but  it  had  alvtys  t^ 
peared  to  him  that  this  foreign  fbeling  existed  in  tbe 
greatest  strength  when  a  minister  first  went  abroad.  The 
lowest  bow  to  a  foreign  court  was  always  made  bynev! 
men.  It  was  natui-al  enough.  They  were  daziled  vith 
the  pageantry  of  a  court,  and  were  more  submissTe  tt! 
first.  But  the.more  they  see,  the  less  foreign  and  the 
more  American  do  they  become.  We  bad  some  eiperi- 
ence  of  the  character  of  this  foreign  feeling  in  samtof 
the  recent  negotiations;  all,  the  labors  of  new  men.  He 
could  not  forget  the  foreign  feeling  which  had  yielded  up 
so  much  of  the  territory  of  Maine  on  the  boundary  ques- 
tion. Nor  would  the  country  forget  the  foreign  feebnj 
which  had  surrendered  so  much  of  the  colonial  trade. 
How  had  this  been  done  ?  Not  by  experienced  men,  but 
by  fresh  hands.  M'hat  was  done  by  the  new  man  v^ 
was  sent  to  Russia,  staid  there  sis  months,  atid  came  boaie,| 
and  made  one  of  bis  beat  speeches,  but  without  too  much 
mixture  of  American  feeling.' 

Was  it  the  danger  of  this  foreign  feeling  which  led  to 
the  recall  of  all  the  foreign  ministers  when  this  sdminis. 
tration  came  into  power.'  Every  one  had  been  sent  for 
home.  General  Harrison  was  recalled.  Was  it  feared  that 
he  would  be  infected  with  tiiis  foreign  feeling,  whni  he 
had  scarcely  got  there  before  his  recall  reached  him?  If 
there  was  no  indecorum  in  sending  off  ministers  during 
the  recess,  he  would  ask  if  there  was  none  in  reoUuif 
those  who  were  abroad.  Could  the  Senate  shut  their  eyes 
to  the  fact,  that  all  our  foreign  intercourse  had  been  bro- 
ken up  ?  and  was  the  Senate  then  to  be  told  of  the  indeco- 
rum of  former  administrations.'  There  seemed  to  be  not 
a  suspicion  of  any  indecorum  resting  on  the  present  «a- 
ministration.  New  ministers  had  been  sent  out  in  every 
direction;  and  the  chang^es  were  all  made  ss  soon  u  the 
Senate  had  turned  their  backs  on  the  capitol.  K  had  been 
allowed  by  the  Senate  that  all  this  was  nght;  and  if  might 
be  so.  But  the  President  had  also  determined  to  control 
and  counteract  the  Senate;  and  men,  who  had  t"*™  "' 
jected  by  the  Senate,  were  immediately  appointed  to  other 
official  stations.  The  gentieman  from  Alabams  h»d  «c- 
cused  tbe  other  side  of  betraying  an  extraordinary  souci- 
tude.  He  admitted  it.  The  signs  of  the  times  were  such 
as  to  justify— to  require  it  It  was  because  we  were  cast  on 
extraordinary  times.  He  would  ask  if,  when  such  » state 
of  things  exists  as  never  existed  before,  there  was  w 
sufficient  reason  for  this  solicitude.  He  believed  that  «i< 
Govenunent  was  now  standmg  on  the  brink  of  »  P""^' 
pice.  "Issachar  is  a  strong  ass,  crouching  ''***'*"',!?r 
burdens. "  He  considered  this  to  be  an  apt  picture  o/tM 
state  of  the  country.  We  bad,  on  one  hand,  the  Pk* 
dent  assuming  powers  agunst  a  co-ordinate  branch  ol 
Federal  Government; yet,  on  the  other  hand,  hesitating" 
execute  the  Uw  against  a  State  of  the  Union.  These  thinp 
indicate  changes,  wliich,  although  perhaps  not  in  hu  tini  i 
must  surely  come.' 
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Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  the 
ttention  of  tl>e  Senate  had  been  called  to  this  subject. 
le  hid  dways  felt  a  strong'  desire  to  know  to  what  obj  ects 
lis  contingent  fund  might  be  properly  applied.  At  dif- 
jent  times  be  had  possessed  different  views  on  the  sub- 
set. His  last  views  had  received  some  confirmation  from 
lie  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  It  had  been 
Ik  pnctice  in  the  earlier  periods  of  the  Government  to 
like  appropriations  without  specification.  This  practice 
oatinaed  until  Mr.  Jefferson  came  into  power.  At  his 
Kommendation  Congress  began  to  make  specific  appro- 
mtions;  but  as  it  was  found  impossible  to  give  specific 
leci^tions  in  every  case,  ap{lropriations  were  made  as 
oMingencie*  for  things  not  foreseen.  The  specification 
r  appropriations  had  been  extended  from  time  to  time, 
ntil  it  embraced  items  which  were  almost  too  insignifi- 
int  The  principle  of  specific  appropriations  had  thus 
«tn  carried  too  far.  Although  thus  enlarging  the  specific 
ppropriations,  the  contingent  fund  had  at  the  same  time 
ten  continued.  Originally  this  fund  had  consisted  of 
0,000  dollars,  out  of  which  the  President  had  paid  all 
b  foreign  missions.  They  were  then  but  few  in  number. 
lioce  that  time,  the'  principle  of  specific  appropriations 
■d  been  applied  to  this  service.  There  were  two  kinds  of 
mtingencies;  and  while  salaries  were  paid  by  specific  ap 
mpriations,  aswell  as  all  other  known  expenditures,  other 
iiptiiditures  were  paid  out  of  one  of  these  funds,  for  con- 
iigencies.  Cases  had  occurred  where  the  President  had 
leen  obliged  to  appoint  ministers,  in  consequence  of  deaths 
riiis  could  not  be  helped.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Barlow,  it 
Kcame  necessary  for  the  President  to  send  a  minister.  If 
Ik  expense  for  these  appointments  could  not  be  taken 
nt  of  the  contingent  fund  for  foreign  intercourse,  from 
riot  fund  could  it  be  taken.'  According  to  his  under- 
tanding,  the  contingent  fund  was  always  intended  to  meet 
lese  cases.  The  other  fund  was  intended  to  meet  the 
mtingencies  of  the  particular  missions,  while  this  was  for 
iwign  intercourse  generally.  We  had  been  always  in 
itaing  this  contingent  fund.  There  was  no  complaint 
lot  it  was  not  sufficient,  although  it  had  at  all  times  been 
ibarfed  with  the  expenses  of  contingent  intercourse.  It 
ns  now  proposed  to  make  a  specific  appropriation  of 
18,000  dollars  to  meet  a  contingency,  and  yet  there  was 
n  reduction  of  the  contingent  fund.  He  was  perfectly 
riling  to  give  the  money;  but  if  enough  had  already  been 
•pptopriated,  why  is  more  asked  for?  If  he  was  called 
on  to  make  a  specific  appropriation  for  a  contingent  ap 
pointment,  why  was  he  required  to  vote  also  to  keep  up 
llie  present  amount  of  the  contingent  fund?  He  then 
mde  one  or  two  remarks  on  wliat  had  fallen  from  the  Se- 
■alnj  from  Maryland  and  Alabama,  and  concluded  with  a 
lebrence  to  the  possible  effect  which  this  mode  of  raising 
Ike  value  of  an  appointment  might  have  on  members  of 
Congress,  who  might  be  looking  to  these  stations,  and 
'bo  might  exclude  themselves  by  this  violation  of  the  law. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CLAY,  in  explanation  of 
"K  or  two  points,  the  question  was  taken  on  the  motion 
f(  Mr.  UiUEB  to  amend,  and  decided  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
too,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
*oivKnight,  Miller,  Prentias,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
luewell,  Tomlinaon,  Waggaman,  Webster 21. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dalhks,  Dick- 
"«»,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King, 
Hugum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,Troup, 
Tyler,  White.  Wilkins 21. 

The  vote  being  a  tie,  the  VICE  PRESIDENT  then 
'oted  in  the  affirmative,  eo  that  the  motion  to  amend  was 
V««dto. 

MISSION  TO  BELGIUM. 

Hr.  CLAY  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ■triking 
W<o  much  as  provide*  for  a  roinirter  to  Belgium. 


He  expressed  bis  perfect  belief  that  the  present  ad- 
ministration and  their  fnends  were  anxious  to  lulfil  all  the 
pledges  of  reform  which  they  had  given;  and  he  was  now 
about  to  afford  them  an  opportunity  in  the  amendment  he 
had  proposed.  Here  was  a  proposition  to  create  a  mission 
to  a  new  Power.  Had  it  been  a  republic  instead  of  a 
monarchy,  he  might  perhaps  have  felt  a  little  more  wil- 
lingness to  make  the  appropriation.  As  to  the  gentleman 
who  was  likely  to  receive  the  appointment,  if  made,  he 
disclaimed  any  unkind  feelings.  He  regarded  him  as  a 
gentleman  well  qualified  to  do  honor  to  the  country;  and 
if  the  mission  were  to  be  created,  he  would  vote  with 
pleasure  for  his  appointment.  But  this  was  a  new  court. 
The  ink  was  not  dry,  the  monarch  hardly  on  the  throne, 
the  sceptre  scarcely  in  his  hand.  He  had  not  even  deign- 
ed to  send  any  one  to  this  country.  He  would  himself 
prefer  to  send  a  minister  to  the  Hanseatic  Republic,  than 
to  this  upstart  King  of  Belgium,  who  was  not  seated  on 
the  throne  by  the  will  of  the  people,  but  by  the  act  of  a  few 
sovereigns.  If  this  mission  were  to  be  sustained  on  the 
ground  that  the  value  of  the  trade  required  it,  for  the 
same  reason  one  might  be  sent  to  the  Pope,  to  Austria, 
and  all  the  other  Powers. 

He  hoped  that,  as  the  Senate  had  not  yet  paised  on  this 
mission,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the  motion.  He 
was  aware  that  circumstances  existed  which  would  pre- 
vent him  from  going  into  details,  which  were  before  the 
Senate  in  another  character,  and  he  would  therefore  re- 
frain. He  reminded  the  Senate  of  the  different  situation 
of  this  mission,  to  that  of  the  charge  to  Guatemala.  In 
one  case  the  officer  had  been  confirmed,  but  in  the  other 
the  mission  had  to  be  created. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  his  readiness  to  redeem  any 
pledge  which  he  bad  given  on  the  subject  of  reform  and 
retrenchment;  and  if  all  the  pledges  should  not  be  re- 
deemed, the  fault  should  not  rest  with  him;  and  in  doing 
this,  be  was  disposed  to  keep  in  view  the  celebrated  re- 
port of  the  committee  of  which  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri was  the  chairman,  on  the  reduction  of  Executive 
patronage. 

But  when  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  applied  the- 
pledge  to  this  particular  case,  he  must  first  be  satisfied 
that  it  is  a  case  which  comes  within  the  sphere  of  tiiat 
pledge.  If  this  mission  could  b'e  shown  to  be  unnecessaty, 
he  would  be  willing  to  vote  against  it;  or  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  it  could  be  satisfied  out  of  the  contingent  fund, 
he  might  still  go  against  it.  His  vote,  on  the  last  question, 
was  given  on  the  ground,  as  taken  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  tiiat  the  contingent 
fund  was  applicable  to  the  particular  object  of  appropria- 
tion. Here,  however,  there  was  no  contingency.  A  no- 
mination had  been  made.  The  appointment  of  a  minister 
was  already  decided  on.  If  the  President  and  Congress 
shoidd  be  of  the  opinion  that  the  mission  is  necessary,  the 
appropriation  would  be  a  necessary  consequence.  It 
came,  then,  to  this  question,  whether  the  mission  was  ne- 
cessary or  not.  As  the  subject  was  pending  before  the 
Senate,  in  their  executive  cliaracter,  be  felt  himself  great- 
ly embarrassed  in  discussing  the  subject;  and  restricted  as 
he  was,  he  could  only  generally  express  a  few  hints. 
This  was  a  case  in  which  there  had  been  a  division  of  a 
kingdom  into  two  kingdoms,  and  it  was  important  that  this 
country  should  be  represented  in  both,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent jealousies,  and  to  protect  our  interests. 

Here  there  was  an  independent  sovereignty,  recog- 
nised not  only  by  Europe,  but  by  ourselves,  and  even  by 
Holland.  Tliis  was  the  beginning  of  anew  empire.  We 
had  affairs  there,  the  settlement  of  wluch  might  involve 
the  question  of  peace  or  war.  We  had  important  claims; 
and  it  was  known  that  a  person,  not  authorized,  had  felt 
himself  constrained  to  step  forward  in  our  behalf.  The 
Ung  had  expressed  a  wish  to  be  represented  here,  and  a 
nuniater  may  probably  be  on  lus  way.     He  thought  it  a 
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strong  case,  and  not  a  case  where  economy  and  retrench- 
ment were  to  be  called  into  operation;  for,  wliatever  his 
views  were  on  these  points,  he  was  not  disposed  to  starve 
any  branch  of  the  Government.  He  concluded  with  a 
passing  eulogy  on  the  individual  nominated. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  lie  did  not  know.from  any  information 
in  his  possession,  that  the  mission  was  necessary.  On  the 
contrary,  he  might  be  rather  led  to  a  different  conclusion. 
But  he  understood  that  other  information  bad  been  re- 
ceived, which  would  prove  its  necessity,  and  he  should 
therefore  vote  for  the  appropriation.  He  then  corrected 
what  he  conudered  to  be  a  roistalce  of  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  relative  to  the  con- 
tingent fund.  It  had  been  applied  for  outfits,  but  impro- 
perly so.  The  contingent  fund  was  for  the  expenses  of 
intercourse,  in  the  shape  of  presents,  officers  on  public 
days,  servants  of  foreign  ministers,  postages,  newspapers, 
the  collection  of  information,  stationery  and  books,  and 
expenses  attendant  on  moving  about  with  the  court.  The 
fund  is  under  the  immediate  control  of  the  President;  he 
decides  on  its  application  for  himself,  and  is  responsible  to 
no  one.  He  has  at  times  used  this  fund  to  pay  outfits, 
when  he  had  no  other  money.  The  expenses  of  this  mis- 
sion might  as  properly  be  paid  out  of  this  fund,  as  tliosc 
^f  the  outfit  to  France. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  pleasure  to  hear  that  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  was  ready  to  redeem  his  pledges; 
but  if  he  did  so,  he  would  assure  that  gentleman  that  be 
would  find  himself  in  a  lean  minority.  There  were  two 
ways  of  redeeming  this  pledge:  one,  by  paring  down  ex- 
isting expenses;  and  the  other,  by  preventing  new  me- 
thods of  expenditure.  He  knew  not  which  of  these 
modes  the  gentleman  would  select. 

Mr.  HAYNE.     Both. 

Mr.  CLAY  went  on  to  express  his  embarrassment  in 
touching  this  subject  of  tlie  mission,  in  the  peculiar  po- 
ntion  in  which  the  Senate  was  placed.  Were  he  at 
liberty,  be  could  adduce  reasons,  perhaps,  as  strong,  to 
•how  tl>at  this  mission  was  unnecessary,  as  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  might  be  able  to  bring  forward  to 
prove  the  contrary^  and,  perhaps,  the  weight  of  testimony 
might  be  with  him.  On  that  point  he  might  venture  to 
refer  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Itela- 
tions.  But  he  was  not  desirous  to  strike  out  an  appropria- 
tion altogether.  His  object  was  to  strike  it  out  of  this 
bill;  and  if  the  nomination  should,  on  an  examination  of 
all  Uie  subject,  be  confirmed,  it  might  be  inserted  in  an- 
other bill,  ami  there  would  be  no  lack  of  opportunity,  as 
tl.u  Senate  would  have  enough  of  appropriation  bills  be- 
fore the  end  of  tlie  session.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  referred  to  an  individual  who  had  acted  unautho- 
rizedly  for  us.  There  would  be  found  at  all  places  Ame- 
ricans ready  to  undertake  these  services.  He  doubted 
not  that  the  King  of  Belgium,  with  a  view  to  add  to  the 
pageantry  of  his  court,  had  invited  all  nations  to  send 
ministers.  He  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  too  soon  to  send 
a  minister.  As  to  claims,  he  knew  of  none.  The  old 
Antwerp  claims  had  been  settled;  and  as  to  Belgium, 
whether  she  is  to  be  viewed  as  a  part  of  France  under 
Napoleon,  or  of  the  Netherlands,  tliere  were  no  claims 
with  which  he  was  acquainted.  He  could  not  be  pre- 
vented, by  the  striking  out  of  the  appropriation,  from  cheer- 
fully voting  for  the  nomination,  if  he  should  hereafter  be 
of  opinion  that  the  mission  was  necessary.  Mr.  C.  said 
afew  words,  in  conclusion,  relative  to  thecontingentfund, 
sustaining  his  views  as  before  expressed. 

Mr.  SMITH,  after  a  general  disclaimer  of  any  connex- 
ion with  reform  or  retrenchment,  stated  that  some  claims 
of  a  serious  character  are  likely  to  arise  out  of  the  recent 
troubles  in  Belgium.  A  constituent  of  his  bad  lost  pro- 
perty at  Antwerp  to  theamountof  thirty  thousand  dollars, 
and  was  solicitous  to  know  how  he  should  obtain  reparation. 

Mr.  MILLER  thought  that  a  minister  ought  to  be  sent 


to  Belgium,  on  the  reconunendatioD  of  the  Prttileiit, 
less  good  reason  could  be  shown  to  the  coDtnr;. 
had  sent  ministers  to  South  America  while  that  aa 
was  in  a  state  of  convulsion;  and  ministers  were  sei 
us  while  we  were  struggling  for  our  freedom.  Uci 
ed  the  matter  to  be,  at  once,  put  to  rest;  ind  if  i 
discussion  were  desired,  it  was  easy,  at  once,  to  goi 
executive  session,  act  upon  tlic  nomination,  ind  i 
return  into  legislative  session,  and  pass  o>  reject  tbc 
propriation.  He  was  no  anti-mason,  bat  bewisiMti 
ling  to  luve  his  mouth  muzzled,  and  to  be  compdU 
act  under  this  ban  of  secrecy.  He  was  for  paMng  m 
matter  now.  He  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Ser.ilei 
not  mean  to  sit  here  through  tlie  dog  ilayi;  and  if  i 
did  not,  there  would  be  no  chance  of  rrinstitin|l 
appropriation,  if  once  stricken  out.  He  concluded  i 
an  allusion  to  the  twenty-two  thousand  five  bundml^ 
lars  paid  for  a  minister  to  England,  who  was  worth  nuttii 
as  an  item  more  deserving  of  reprobation  than  this  itci 

Mr.  WEBSTER  made  some  brief  remarks.   He ) 
not  understood  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  u  mtj 
any  formal  motion,  and  he  hoped  that  he  bad  no;  dj 
so.     He  tliouglit  tliere  was  no  precedent  fur  this  km 
dicnt  mode  of  bringing  the  Bclg^i^  mission  before  j 
Senate.     We  had  been  called   upon,  in  conjoint  ai 
with  the  other  House,  to  act  on  the  same  iubject,jij 
same  manner,  and  involving  the  same  principles, 
the  same  here  as  he  would  have  felt  had  he  been  itl 
other  House.     He  would  have  voted  for  tliii  ajipi 
tion  in  the  other  House,  and  he  should  do  so  here 
appropriation  had  been  asked  fur  by  the  Executtc, 
he  was  willing  to  give  it;  and  the  giving  it  wouUi 
no  effect  on  hU  vote  when  lie  should  come  to  icta 
nomination.     He  should  not  vote  for  the  nomiiuiioii 
the  sooner  because  the  expenses  were  provided  for.  J 
if  he  voted  agunst  the   nomination,  the  spprcif>H< 
would  not  be  called  for,  or  required.    He  would 
into  the  question  of  the  expediency  of  the 
he  suggested  whether  it  was  a  correct  course  (br 
men  to  draw  into  a  legislative  discussionmattcrs  d 
sively  belonging  to  the  Executive  brancb.    WasMtl 
Senate,  in  fact,  arguing  the  matter,  as  if  thequciMf 
now  before  them,  whether  tliey  would  advise  mi  M 
sent  to  the  nomination.'     He  did  not  see  tbil,  mpi^ 
a  law,  the  Senate  could  properly  advert  to»«ttff»l«l 
could  not  be  used  in  case  any  dinerence  betnentheH 
Houses,  in  reference  to  the  bill,  should  render  >c<^ 
ence  necessary.     Each  must,  in  that  case,  giTethori 
views,  and  act  on  them;  and  the  question  wwldiit 
cided  on  the  ordinary  grounds.     He  agreed  dnl 
sion  ought  to  be  made  by  law  for  the  eipeiiics 
mission,  if,  by  the  co-ordinate  branch,  thesppropHttic 
made.     He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  this  iten  in  '^ 

Mr.  TAZE  W  ELL  expressed  a  different  view,  ca 
ing  that  granting  the  appropriation  created  the 
The  whole  difficulty,  in  his  opinion,  arose  «t  o 
House  of  Representatives  doing  what  they  had  i»  n 
do,  by  appropriating  money  for  an  office  which  la 
yet  been  created — imagining  that  some  such  ofi" 
about  to  be  created.  If  the  Senate  appoint  the  iwi 
the  appropriation  must  be  made.  But  while  tie  w" 
in  pendency,  whether  the  mission  shall  be  crested  « 
will  the  Senate  create  the  mission  by  appropris^' 

He  put  a  case.  Supposing  that  the  House  of  • 
sentatives,  uncalled  for,  bad  got  up  a  propootios^ 
a  minister  to  China,  or,  to  take  an  oU  case,  M  ' 
Would  the  Senate  have  liad  the  Presdent  rijrfj 
whole  appropriation  bill  becwise  it  contained  tw 
Let  the  House  of  Representatives  act  within  th* 
He  could  say  something  asunst  the  proprietj  «  ** 
sion  at  all.  And  were  hJslips  to  be  sealed  *'^''% 
was  to  be  recorded?  Neither  the  House  of  Bep«j 
tives  nor  Senate  should  ever  place bim  in''''' P*^ 
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Ue  wu  now  in  that  utuation:  >nd  hia  only  alternative 
«is  to  vote  against  any  appropriation.  Should  tlie  nomi- 
ulion  be^confinned,  be  would  assuredly  vote  for  tlie  ap- 
propriationj  but  he  could  not  so  vote  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  EWING  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journs, it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate 
would  meet  to-morrow  to  go  into  executive  business. 

Mr.  WEBSTEB  expressed  bis  willingness  to  go  into 
this  executive  business. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  meant  into  this  executive 
binneja,  and  no  other. 

Mr.  UABCY  said  he  should  feel  it  his  duly  to  move  to 
Uke  up  other  executive  business. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  should  vote  against  any  such 
notioB. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  withdrew  his  motion. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satvkday,  AraiL  14. 

Ketriy  the  whole  of  this  day's  sitting  was  spent  in  the 
consideration  of  executive  business. 

Mo?n>AT,  ArBiL  16. 
PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  CLAT  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to 

(tuch  the  subject  had  been  referred  by  the  Senate,  nuule 

«Kp<8tin  regard  to  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 

the  sales  of  the  public  hinds,  (for  which  see  Appendix,) 

i  accompanied  by  a  bill  providing  therefor. 

Mr.  0.  read  the  report  through;  aAer  which,  the  bill  was 
lod  the  first  time;  and  the  q^uestion  being  on  ordering 
i(  to  a  second  reading, 

>lr.  BENTON  «tid  he  was  somewhat  at  a  loss  to  know 
*hat  was  the  proper  course  to  t^ke,  in  this  stage  of  the 
bill.  He  mus^  however,  take  the  opportunity  to  give 
the  teasOQS  which  would  induce  him  to  vote  against  the 
second  reading.  The  principles  contained  in  Uie  report 
vere  to  strange  and  so  mischievous  that  he  coidd  not 
forbcir  from  making  two  or  three  observations  upon 
ihen.  They  were  precisely  the  same  as  the  principle  in 
tie  report  of  tbe_  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  made  five 
;ctn  sgo,  in  which  he  recommended  that  no  induce- 
meat  ought  to  be  held  out  to  persons  to  go  to  the  new 
Slates.  The  reason  given  for  this  suggestion  was,  that  if 
ptople  were  induced  to  emigrate  to  the  new  States,  the 
muufiu;tures  in  the  old  .States  would  not  have  persons 
tocarry  them  on.  He  had  thought  that  the  abhorrence 
«ith  which  this  proposition,  which  was  aimed  at  the 
poor,  was  received  in  the  portion  of  country  with  which 
he  WIS  acquainted,  would,  as  he  had  supposed,  have 
prevented  any  future  attempt  to  revive  this  principle. 
The  object  was  to  keep  tlie  poop  from  settling  in  the  new 
Sutes.  The  principle  of  both  that  report  and  the  pre- 
KDt  was  hostile  to  the  new  States,  and  hostile  to  the  free- 
holdeis.  But  there  was  a  new  feature  introduced  into 
•Ws  report  The  new  States  were  to  be  seduced  into 
iM  measure  by  the  offer  of  a  slice  from  their  own  ter- 
ritory. He  had  heard  an  instance  in  which,  after  the 
"Wrors  of  shipwreck,  when  the  survivors  were  reduced 
to  the  extremity  of  feeding  ou  each  other,  one  man,  who 
vu  to  be  the  next  victim,  in  a  fit  of  desperate  agony, 
•"gged  to  be  indulged  with  a  slice  from  himself.  So  it 
»Ppeired,  the  new  States  were  to  be  regaled  with  a  slice 
of  tbeniselves,  and  then  torn  limb  from  limb. 

He  suggested  that  this  was  precisely  the  principle 
which  actuated  the  Northern  Powers  of  Europe  in  their 
Petition  of  Poland.  It  was  a  principle,  however,  con- 
fined to  the  Northern  Powers.  The  Southern  nations 
m.  IK)  participation  in  it;  while  each  of  the  others  was 
i>Wxid  by  a  share  of  the  spoiL 
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He  would  not  trouble  himself  with  the  details  of  error 
and  injustice  which  this  report  contained.  Massachu- 
setts and  Maine  are  placed  on  an  equality  with  Virginia, 
who  had  made  such  a  generous  cession  of  territory. 
Massachusetts  had  retained  thirty  thousand  square  miles, 
and,  afler  giving  a  portion  of  these  lands  to  Maine,  bad 
disposed  of  tlie  rest  at  fifteen  and  twenty  cents  the 
acre. 

The  whole  of  this  report  he  characterized  as  proceed- 
ing on  the  principle  of  money^money — money.  Money 
must  be  wrung  from  the  soil,  to  prepare  against  the  con- 
tingency of  a  new  war.  Instead  of  looking  to  money 
for  this  provision,  regard  should  be  had  to  population,  to 
an  increase  of  man — free  man,  as  the  best  resource  in 
such  a  contingency.  He  who  most  efficiently  defends  the 
country,  was  not  the  manufacturer,  but  the  son  of  the 
man  who  tills  the  soil.  The  present  proposition  he  viewed 
as  one  to  take  money  from  toe  hands  of  the  people.  The 
principle  which  pervaded  it  was  that  the  revenue  must  be 
kept  up,  if  the  money  were  thrown  into  the  Potomac. 
There  was  to  be  no  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  soil, 
although  originally  it  belonged  to  other  owners,  and  not- 
withstanding a  great  portion  is  now  returned  by  the  re- 
ceivers as  not  worth  more  tlian  five  cents  the  acre.  Ho 
referred  tlie  Senate  to  the  mode  in  which  the  wild  lands 
were  disposed  of  in  Europe,  for  the  purposes  of  setde- 
ment  and  cultivation;  and  asserted  that  such  was  the 
practice  in  the  new  world.  He  adverted  to  the  pro- 
clamation of  the  King  of  Persia,  offering  lands  to  settlers, 
and  to  the  practice  of  the  Koman  republic  in  the  division 
of  the  lands.  The  Senate,  he  suggested,  should  adopt 
the  practice  in  the  colony  of  Liberia,  where  every 
colored  settler  is  allowed  to  draw  for  a  town  lot.  He  was 
a  friend  to  humanity,  but  he  was  not  disposed  to  cherish  . 
the  black,  and  sacrifice  the  white  man.  Because  there 
were  found  in  the  seven  new  States  one  hundred  auod 
forty  thousand  persons  borne  on  the  tax  list,  who  were 
not  land  owners,  they  are  stigmatized  as  deficient  in  in- 
dustry. Tliis  he  denounced  as  a  wrong.  The  lands  in 
the  new  States  were  not  worth  the  price  at  which  they 
are  now  held  by  the  Government.  Receivers  had  said 
that  there  were  millions  of  acres  not  worth  five  cents  an 
acre.  Every  thing  was  worth  precisely  what  it  would 
fetch.  The  story  of  speculators  bad  been  brought  for- 
ward again.  The  objection  in  this  form  came  from  the 
speculators  themselves,  from  those  who  wanted  to  sell 
their  land.  The  fact  was,  the  money  must  be  brought 
from  the  new  States,  to  be  expended  elsewherfc.  Every 
thing  had  been  taxed  in  the  West,  and  taken  away  to  sup- 
port the  Federal  Government.  The  principle  of  federal 
numbers  had  taken  away  every  dollar  from  the  South  and 
West,  and  carried  them  to  the  Northeast  Instead  of  the 
federal  numbers,  the  expenditure  ought  to  be  regulated 
by  the  size  of  the  States. 

He  proposed  to  amend  the  motion  for  a  second  rea«liiig, 
by  substituting  a  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands,  with  instructions  to  report  a  bill  to  re- 
duce the  price  of  public  lands,  &c. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  this  motion  would  not  be  in 
order  until  after  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  BENTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  Would  ne- 
ver reach  a  second  reading.  He  wished  to  know  if  a  mo- 
tion to  reject  the  bill  would  be  necessary. 

The  CHAIR  replied  in  tlie  negative. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  had  waived  his  motkm  to  take  up 
the  appropriation  bill,  in  a  spirit  of '-omity,  nv4  expecting 
this  prolonged  debate.  He  would  .lo't  move  to  lay  the 
report  and  bill  on  the  table. 

The.yeas  and  nays  being  desired  and  tidered,  the  ques- 
tion was  put,  and  deeded  as  follows: 

YEAS Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckatr,  Dallai^  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  H'dl,  Kai^e.  lOiMr, 
Bilangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindext^r,  M>bin*on, 
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Smith,  Taiewell,  Tyler,  Troup,  Tipton,   White,  Wil- 
liams.— 24. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Gwiiig,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 19. 

So  the  report  and  bill  were  laid  on  the  table. 
Mr.  CLAY  Uien  moved  the  printing  of  the  documents, 
and  that  three  thousand  extra  copies  be  printed. 
Mr.  CHAMBERS  moired  five  thousand. 
Mr.  ROBINSON  expressed  his  hope  that  there  would 
be  no  additional  number  printed,  until  an  answer  should 
be  prepared  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.     He 
would  then  be  willing  to  vote  for  as  large  a  number  as 
any  gentleman. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  print  on  the 
table. 

Mr.  CLAY  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  as  follows — yeas 
4,  nays  40. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  a  hope  that  the  largest  num- 
ber would  be  printed.  He  assured  gentlemen  that  he  would 
vote  precisely  as  many  of  any  answer  which  might  be  made 
to  the  report  from  any  other  committee.  It  was  too  vo- 
luminous a  report  to  be  generally  printed  in  the  news- 
papers; and  It  would  be  vety  interesting  to  the  whole 
country.  Before  Congress  could  act  upon  it,  it  would  be 
necessary  that  its  contents  should  be  well  examined;  and 
he  could  see  no  good  reason  for  delaying  this  report  until 
any  other  might  be  made. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  the  question  be  first  taken  simply  on  the 
printing,  as,  while  he  was  disposed  to  print  the  report  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate,  he  wished  to  vote  against  the  extra 
number.  It  was  a  report  which  would  be  productive  of 
great  excitement  in  the  new  States;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  wish  to  send  abroad  a  large  number,  unless  accom- 

Eanied  by  an  antidote.  Believing  that  the  report  cannot 
e  adopted,  striking  as  it  did  at  the  root  of  sovereignty 
in  the  new  States,  be  could  not  consent  to  circulate  the 
poison. 

Mr.  MILLER  stated  that  he  had  been  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures;  and,  although  he  entirely 
concurred  in  so  much  of  it  as  related  to  the  reduction  of 
price  and  the  cession  of  the  lands,  and  the  whole  of  the 
report,  untU  it  came  to  the  proposition  relative  to  the  di- 
vision of  the  proceeds,  he  could  not  agree  in  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  report.  In  the  justice  of  the  general  views, 
and  the  strength  of  the  reasoning,  he  entirely  agreed,  and 
he  was  in  favor  of  printing  an  extra  number. 

Mr.  KANE  said  a  few  words  in  oppo»tion  to  the  motion 
to  print  an  extra  number  of  a  report  which  was  addressed 
to  the  interests  of  all  the  old  States,  against  those  of  the 
new  ones. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  no  intention,  at  this  time, 
to  vindicate  the  reasoning  in  the  report.  Whenever  the 
proper  time  should  larrive,  he  should  be  prepared  to  de- 
fend all  its  positions,  and,  he  hoped,  completely  to  defend 
them.  It  had  been  his  intention,  af^er  the  bill  should  have 
had  its 'second  reading,  to  postpone  its  farther  considera- 
tion until  time  had  been  given  for  reflection  and  exami- 
nation. Then,  whenever  the  bill  should  be  in  committee, 
he  would  have  given  an  explanation  of  tlie  views  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures. 

The  question,  as  now  proposed,  is,  if  an  extra  number 
shall  be  printed.  This  had  been  objected  to,  because  it 
was  said  the  report  might  produce  an  excitement  in  the 
West.  Whether  the  motion  prevail  or  not,  the  report 
would  get  abroad.  He  hoped  there  was  no  disposition  to 
prevent  it  from  being  seen.  And  there  was  much  more 
danger  of  excitement  if  the  reasoning  and  fiicts  were  only 
partuilly  disclosed,  than  if  the  whole  were  fairly  before 


the  people.  He  wished  the  report  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
all.  The  Senator  from  Illinois  conaders  the  argununts 
as  addressed  to  all  the  interests  of  the  old  States,  uA, 
therefore,  tiiat  it  ought  not  to  go  forth  without  an  uiti- 
dote.  All  should  see  it.  What  had  been  the  coune  of 
the  Senate  in  reference  to  other  documents'  Whentlie 
report  of  the  Free  Trade  Convention  was  to  be  printed, 
was  there  any  objection  ?  Had  any  suggestion  been  madt 
that  it  ought  to  be  withheld  until  the  report  on  the  other 
side  should  be  prepared?  All  voted  for  it;  and  it  went 
out  to  the  world  weeks  before  the  other  was  printed.  Let 
the  same  course  be  pursued  as  to  tikis  report,  and,  wben. 
ever  the  response  should  be  made,  he  would  vote  for  the 
printing  of  as  large  a  number  of  that  document  Both 
the  documents  would  then  be  before  the  people,  and thtf 
would  form  their  own  judgment. 

Mr.  RUGGLES  said  a  few  words  in  fiivor  of  priotiiij 
an  extra  number,  and  be  would  vote  for  an  equal  number 
of  the  answer  whenever  it  should  be  before  the  Seutc. 
It  was  due  to  tiie  committee  that  this  course  should  bt 
taken.  He  wished  the  people  of  Ohio  to  see  the  light- 
to  see  the  reports  of  the  Senate,  and  not  that  they  should  be 
smothered  here. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  spoke  in  fcvor  of  printing  the  ex(r» 
number,  without  waiting  for  an  answer  to  the  report. 
Who  was  to  make  this  answer  ^  There  was  no  proposi- 
tion of  a  minority  of  the  committee ;  there  was  none  on  llie 
part  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  How  long  wh 
the  Senate  to  wait  for  this  reply?  It  had  been  uidthaJ 
the  report  would  produce  a  grcaX  excitement  in  the  new 
States.  Was  there  no  excitement,'  now,  in  any  of  the  other 
States,  on  the  subject  of  these  public  lands?  This  sub- 
ject had  caused  excitement  in  the  old  as  well »  the  new 
States;  for  the  former  felt  as  deep  an  interest  in  the  mi- 
ter as  the  other.  Rejecting  this  vote  by  tlie  ScnatewouM 
produce  as  great  an  excitement  in  the  old  States,  u 
printing  the  report  could  produce  in  the  new.  Mr.  C. 
made  some  reference  to  the  course  of  Senators  in  the  esse 
of  the  report  on  iron. 

[This  reference  produced  counter  statements  from  *• 
HAYNE  and  Mr.  KING,  and  was  supporied  by  Mr. 
DICKERSON.] 

Mr.  KING  stated  the  proposition  to  be  mereljtoUy 
tiiis  report  on  the  table,  until  it  could  be  examined-  It 
was  thought,  by  many,  to  contain  dangerous  doctnn^ 
and  to  assume  false  principles,  and  that  it  ought  sottobt 
printed.  On  reflection,  it  was  not  impossible  that  iw 
Senator  from  Kentucky  might,  himself,  revise  his  Trt«, 
and  correct  them.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  such  opiniom 
emanating  from  such  high  authority,  and  going  forUi " 
the  people  with  the  weight  of  that  gentleman's  D»nie. 
Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  regarded  it  as  important  th" 


„...  -  ..^.^.^ ...  .egardedi , 

the  principles  contained  in  this  report  should  be  laid  l>t- 
fore  the  people.  If  excitement  was  feared,  it  w"  i""'^'' 
more  likely  to  take  place  in  consequence  of  a  supprcsi™ 
of  the  report,  than  of  its  circulation.  Surel;,  g«™""'° 
were  not  afraid  of  the  reasoning.  The  subject  wiij"?! 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  sguns*  me 
wish  of  that  committee;  every  member  of  which  nsd  pro- 
tested against  the  reference.  The  report  had  been  unim- 
mouslv  adopted,  although  the  comnuUee  was  ^o^P?™ 
of  gentlemen  of  different  views.  Even  the  Senator  no" 
South  Carolina  acquiesced.  People  would  ""PP*^ 
the  Senate  refiised  to  let  it  be  seen,  tiiat  there  wu  ^ 
thing  in  the  report  which  could  not  be  answered. 
Senate  had  heard  it  read.  Was  tiie  principle  n°' " 
adopted  that  nothing  should  be  printed  """'''  *i~,|e 
examined?  The  virtue  and  intelligence  "^""'.P^it 
would  enable  them  to  hear  the  wrong,  as  well  as  uk  6^ 
side.  This  report  was  marked  by  great  %hm,  ^^^ 
hoped  that  tiie  extra  number  would  be  P""!*^,.iitB. 
the  same  number  of  the  answer  would  be  pnnteo, 
ever  it  should  be  made. 
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PubUeLandt. 


[Skxatb. 


Mr.  KANE  disclaimed  any  desire  to  impeach  the  abi- 
lity of  the  report.  It  was  to  the  printing  of  an  additional 
■uimber  of  a  document  addressed  to  the  individual  inte- 
rests of  individual  States  that  be  objected.  A  counter 
report  mi^ht  come  from  a  minority,  or  it  might  be  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  for  a  report.  It 
was  a  new  and  important  project,  involving  points  of  deep 
interest,  and  the  printing  of  so  large  a  number  would 
iodieate  a  feeling  ikvorable  to  the  views  which  the  report 
contained. 

Mr.  F.WING  replied  to  the  suggestion  of  the  Senator 
ftom  Alabama,  reminding  him  that  this  question  had  been 
forced  on  the  committee;  and  another  Senator  had  sug- 
gested that  the  committee  would  be  afraid  to  incur  the 
responsibility  of  making  such  a  report.  He  hoped  the 
eitia  number  would  be  printed. 

Mr.  KOBINSON  said  the  committee  had  reported  on 
the  other  branch,  and  had  not  asked  fur  extra  copies;  and 
DOW  they  had  reported  on  the  other  branch,  they  desired 
this  additional  circulation.  The  subject  had  been  sent  to 
this  committee,  not  in  reliance  on  their  friendship,  but 
because  it  was  the  only  subject,  connected  with  the  reve- 
nue, remaining  to  be  acted  on.  He  disclaimed  having  said 
any  Senator  would  be  afraid  of  responsibility.  He  bad 
merely  put  tlie  idea  in  the  form  of  an  interrogatory. 

Ur,  HOLMES  thought  the  subject  should  be  referred 
tg  the  American  people.  He  bad  been,  ori^^nally,  op- 
posed to  its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
It  was  referred  by  a  small  majority,  and  the  committee 
bad  reported  a  very  able  and  elaborate  view  of  tlie  sub- 
ject. It  was  strtkuge  tliat  the  printing  should  be  opposed. 
A  refeiencc  of  a  subject  was  made  to  a  committee. 
They  had  examined  it  witli  much  labor,  and  their  report 
had  been  read.  The  question  now  is,  if  the  report  on  a 
ubjectreferredwitbsomucbsolemmty  should  be  printed. 
Be  thought  it  a  singular  course  to  oppose  such  a  motion. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  considered  it  important  to  the  people 
ofthe  West  that  this  report  should  be  printed;  and  he 
loild  be  willing^  that  ten  thousand  copies  shoulcl  be  cir- 
alated.  It  bad  been  said  tliat  the  circulation  of  the  re- 
port would  produce  a  great  excitement,  and  enable  men 
to  prejudge  the  question.  The  printing  of  a  few  would 
lu?e  the  same  eftect.  He  was  willing  to  give  the  people 
■11  possible  light.  Did  the  Senator  intend  to  do  a  work, 
•iid  put  it  under  a  carpet;  or  to  do  it,  and  put  it  on  the 
Itee  tops?  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  he  should  adopt 
tlie  principles  of  the  report.  He  was  willing  to  receive 
upressions  of  tlie  popular  opinion.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  ay  that  tlie  people  of  the  West  would  not  adopt  these 
pnnciples.  He  believed  they  would  be  content  with  20 
percent.  And  if  they  were  then  put  on  an  equal  footing 
•M  the  other  States,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  they 
Yould  not  be  satisfied.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures 
Waot  lought  this  matter.  It  was  pressed  on  tliem;  and 
DOW  that  they  have  made  their  report,  it  is  said  that  the 
people  are  not  to  see  it — not  to  be  contaminated  with  it. 
U  the  report  was  so  odious,  who  would  suffer'  If  it  was 
wch  a  heresy  as  would  bring  down  the  indignation  ofthe 
^  est  on  its  author,  he  had  hardly  supposed  that  they  who 
opposed  the  printing  would  have  been  so  anxious  to  save 
Wit  indiridual  from  destruction.  He  did  not  think  he 
aouid  vote  for  the  bill,  but  he  would  vote  for  printing 
"tra  copies  of  the  report. 

Mr.  MILLER  was  of  opinion  that  the  proposition  ought 
to  be  adapted.  The  report  was  one  ofthe  most  enlighten- 
M  documents  which  had  been  presented  to  this  assembly. 
Ml  Its  details,  its  statistics,  and  its  arguments,  were  deep- 
'f  interesting,  until  the  report  came  to  those  speciUative 
Mnclusions  in  which  he  could  not  concur.  The  commit- 
**  had  previously  made  a  report  on  one  br&nch,  in  the 
'otffl  of  the  syUabub  bill  brtbre  the  Senate.  Now  there 
*•»  another  report;  and  he  saw  some  indications  of  adis- 
Pootion,  on  the  part  ofthe  committee,  to  make  some  con- 


cession to  those  who  thought  differently  Irom  them  on  the 
subject  ofthe  tariff. 

Mr.  WHITE  expressed  sorrow  that  a  motion  bad  been 
made,  at  this  time,  to  print  an  extra  number.  He  would 
vote  for  the  ordinary  number  now,  and  the  extra  number 
when  sufficient  time  had  been  allowed  for  an  answer  to 
be  prepared.  He  said  he  was  not  afraid  to  trust  the  peo- 
ple with  any  subject.  He  did  not  concur  in  some  of  the 
views  of  the  report,  but  he  might  be  mistaken.  He  ad- 
verted to  some  movements  on  that  subject  in  the  Legisla- 
tures of  Maryland  and  Massachusetts,  to  which  he  desired 
to  refer  before  he  gave  any  final  opinion. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  stated  that  when  he  made  his  for- 
mer observations,  he  had  not  looked  into  the  report,  nor 
heard  it  read.  On  a  little  examination,  he  was  led  to  sup- 
pose that  he  had  done  injustice  to  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. He  would  examine  further,  and  if  he  continued 
of  this  opinion,  he  should  go  with  the  report.  He  then 
withdrew  the  call  for  a  division  ofthe  question. 

The  call  was  then  renewed. 

Mr.  CLAY  took  a  view  ofthe  votes  of  the  Senators,  to 
show  that  a  majority  ofthe  new  States  was  in  favor  of  the 
motion.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  Senator  from  Tennessee 
say  he  was  not  afraid  to  trust  the  people  with  any  subject, 
if  he  was  sincere  in  the  declaration.  The  opposition  to  this 
motion  seemed  to  him  to  arise  out  ofthe  circumstance  that 
this  was  the  first  report  which  had  been  made  on  this  side 
of  the  question.  Appeals  on  the  other  side  bad  been 
made,  session  after  session,  but  this  was  the  first  time  that 
an  attempt  bad  been  made  to  show  the  other  side  to  the 
people.  A  subject  of  more  deep  importance  had  never 
been  presented  to  the  Senate,  and  all  that  was  asked  was 
to  avoid  any  suppression  of  light,  and  print  extra  copies, 
and  a  pledge  was  given  to  vote  for  as  many  of  the  opponte 
argument  whenever  it  might  be  produced.  The  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina  had  pursued  a  very  liberal 
course  throughout,  and  had  no  intention  (as  he  believed) 
to  make  any  counter  report.  The  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures had  not  been  kindly  treated.  They  had  not  wish- 
ed to  meddle  with  the  subject,  and  earnestly  resisted  its 
reference.  The  subject  was,  however,  referred  to  them, 
without  any  direction  to  take  up  the  whole  matter  in  a 
single  report,  or  a  single  bill.  They  did  take  up  the 
subject,  and  examined  each  branch  according  to  its  na- 
ture. A  report  on  the  duties  on  unprotected  articles  had 
been  made,  and  now  a  report  on  the  public  lands  was 
made.  As  to  the  remaining  branch,  he  thought  it  prema- 
ture to  say  any  thing.  He  had  made  up  his  own  mind  to 
do  every  thing  which  could  be  done  to  tranquillize  die 
feelings  and  meet  the  wishes  of  gentlemen,  without,  in 
any  way,  impairing  the  efficiency  of  the  protective  system. 

Mr.  WHITE  replied  warmly  to  the  supposed  imputa- 
tion cast  on  the  sincerity  of  his  professions. 

Mr.  CLAY  refused  any  explanation  to  the  Senator,  but 
to  the  Senate  discUumed  any  such  intention. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  a  few  words  in  reply. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  question  of 
colonizing  the  people  of  color  woula  never  be  entertuned. 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  unless'at  the  united  desire  ofthe 
slaveholding  States  themselves.  If  ever  such  deur'e  should 
be  expressed,  he  would  willingly  go  into  the  subject.  He 
believed  that  colonization  would  be  for  the  benefit  of 
those  States,  and  that  this  would  be  the  proper  fund  to 
apply  to  such  objects,  but  he  Vould  not  now  consent  that 
the  subject  should  be  touched.  He  stated  that  the  lands 
in  the  vicinity  ofthe  sugar  lands  were  of  great  value,  and 
increasing  in  value.  He  was  in  favor  of  adhering  to  the 
present  land  system,  of  dividing  the  proceeds,  and  giving 
to  the  new  States  a  preference  to  the  value  of  15  or  30  per 
cent-i  but  be  was  not  willing  to  appropriate  the  money  to 
the  purposes  of  colonization. 

On  the  call  of  Mr.  MANGUM,  the  yeas  and  nays  were 
ordered. 
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ScirATS.] 


Vaednation. — Jlppropriatitm  Bill. — Jtgenitfar  Claim*. 


[A»Bii  ir,  18M. 


After  ft  few  words  from  Mr.  BIBB  against  the  motion 
for  an  extra  number,  the  question  was  taken  first  on  the 
motion  to  print,  when  it  was  carried  unanimously — 
yeas  45. 

Mr.  MARCY  then  moved  to  print  1,500  extra  copies. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  reminded  the  Senate  that  a  ereater 
number  than  5,000  of  documents  of  less  value  had  been 
printed.  He  referred  to  the  report  on  Executive  patron- 
agpe,  of  which  6,000  extra  copies  were  printed. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  printin^^  of  5,000  co- 
pies, and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buclcner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinpiuysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Poindezter,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlin- 
son,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Mar- 
cy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
White.— 19. 

So  the  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

ToisDAT,  ArmiL  17. 
VACCINATION. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  take  up  the  bill  to  ex- 
tend the  benefits  of  vaccination  to  the  Indians. 
The  question  being  on  the  third  reading, 
Mr.  BCCKNER  made  a  few  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  bill.  He  expressed  himself  entirely  averse  to  con- 
ferring benefits  on  those  who  had  done  so  much  injury  to 
our  own  citizens:  who  were  our  natural  enemy,  and  so 
frequently  disting^uished  themselves  by  the  ferocity  with 
which  they  warred  against  us — who  had  marked  their 
course  by  fire  and  desoLttion;  wlio  had  committed  the 
most  wanton  cruelties,  and  had  so  frequently  snatched  the 
infant  from  the  nipple  of  its  mother,  and  daslied  its  brains 
out  against  a  tree.  He  did  not  wish  to  clierish  these  peo- 
ple, wliile  a  small  appropriation  was  denied  to  his  district 
to  erect  a  hospital  fur  the  river-faring  man,  whose  life  was 
frequently  sacrificed  for  want  of  a  little  timely  care  and 
kindness)  when  even  money  could  not  be  obtained  to 
drain  the  swamps  whose  deleterious  elRuvia  imposed  an 
almost  insurmountable  barrier  to  internal  improvement. 
Another  ground  of  liis  opposition  to  the  bill  was,  that  it 
adds  to  Executive  patronage.  Who  woidd  gain  the  bene- 
fits of  the  bill?  The  superstitious  notions  of  the  Indian 
would  prevent  him  from  receiving  them.  Experience  of 
a  mortal  nature  had  already  told  them  that  deatli  is  the  al- 
most inevitable  consequence  of  plimging  into  cold  water 
while  under  the  influence  of  fever;  yet  it  is  impossible  to 
prevent  them  from  pursuing  this  course.  If  the  law  were 
to  pass,  anotlier  would  have  to  be  made  for  the  rising 
g^eneration.  He  wished  to  examine  the  subject,  and  to 
see  if  the  money  given  by  this  bill  would  not  go  into  the 
hands  of  those  who,  while  pretending  to  be  tlie  friends 
of  the  Government,  were  in  fact  greater  friends  to  the 
wealth  which  they  calculated  to  acquire  by  this  scheme. 
He  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  and  the  motion  was 
decided  in  the  affimuitive. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider,  as  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  the  general  appropriation  bill. 

AGENTS  FOR  CLAIMS. 
Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and,  without  making  any  specific  mo- 
tion, called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  clause  in 
the  bill  making  appropriations  for  two  agents  for  claims, 
residing  in  London  and  Paris.  Both  these  agencies  were 
mere  sinecures.  As  well  as  his  recollection  would  serve, 
although  he  did  not  pretend  to  perfect  accuracy,  they 
originated  in  this  manner.  During  the  operation  of  the 
decrees  of  Bonaparte,  and  the  orders  in  council  of  Great 


Britain,  a  large  mass  of  claims,  growing  out  of  thoaemei- 
sures,  had  accumulated,  which  were  so  numerous  it  to 
render  it  impossible  for  our  ministers  to  attend  to  thai. 
In  order  to  aid  the  ministers,  either  during  the  adminiiln. 
tion  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  or  at  an  early  period  in  Mr.  Uidi- 
son's  administration,  these  agenaea  sprang  up.  He  b«- 
lieved  that  they  were  appointments  unauthorized  bjr  an;r 
particular  law,  and  had  never  been  submitted  for  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate.  As  to  Enj^Iand,  we  have  noeURn 
on  her  since  the  treaty  of  Ghent;  none  to  the  settknmt  <Ji 
which  the  minister  m  not  fully  competent 

Our  claims  on  England  were  cancelled  by  that  tmt;. 
There  had  been  some  necessity  for  the  continuance  of  the 
agent  in  Paris  until  Mr.  Rives  concluded  the  recent  tm^ 
with  that  nation,  which  has  extinguished  the  whole.  Ttdi 
has  so  reduced  the  business,  that  our  minister  in  Paris  can 
easily  attend  to  all  the  claims  which  may  arise,  without  in- 
terfering with  his  ordinary  business.  It  seemed  to  him, 
therefore,  that  the  appropriation  was  useless.  Should  the 
Senate  concur  in  this  view,  some  gentleman  miriit  more 
to  strike  out  the  clause.  He  was  not  certain  that  thae 
agencies  were  not  g^ven  to  our  consuls  in  these  ctties,  who 
were  both  worthy  men.  If  this  had  appeared  in  the  esti- 
mates, he  would  have  been  satisfied.  He  thought,  liov- 
ever,  that  the  true  coarse  would  be  to  allow  saltriet  to 
these  consuls,  and  not  to  give  them  these  agencies. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that  this  subject  had  not  escaped 
the  notice  of  the  committee.  On  inquiry,  it  was  (wind 
that  the  consul  in  Paris  was  possessed  of  all  the  ptptn 
relating  to  the  agency;  and  that,  whenever  these  ihouH 
be  withdrawn,  the  agency  would  no  longer  be  of  any  use. 
He  believed  it  to  be  the  fiict  that  there  was  bo  h»  ap- 
pointing these  agents.  The  consul  in  London  wu  highly 
respectable,  and  had  lost  an  arm  in  the  United  States' 
service.  London  was  an  expensive  place  to  live  in.  There 
was  but  little  direct  trade  to  that  port,  only  a  verjr  feT 
vessel,  and  but  little  emolument  fell  to  Wm  as  merely 
consul.  This  country  had  no  claims  on  En^nd,  but  she 
ought  to  have  some  agentresiding  there  for  the  protection 
of  American  seamen.  Ships  were  frequently  sold,  and 
their  crews  dischar.5ed;  or  seamen  deserted,  and  generally 
found  their  way  to  London;  and  a  consul  was  Becejaaryto 
protect  and  send  them  home. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  merely  stated  the  case.  Tlie 
consul  in  Paris  he  knew  to  be  a  good  roan;  and  it  any 
thing  extra  was  to  be  given,  he  would  wish  to  P^*  'l^ 
him.  Yet  there  was  no  utility  in  this  agency.  If  the 
consul  held  the  papers,  it  was  probable  that  they  were 
very  few.  Mr.  C.  stated  that  while  he  was  Secretuy  " 
State,  there  was  scarcely  any  correspondence  witlc  him. 
He  had  thought  to  suggest  a  discontinuance  of  tbeomcei 
but,  as  a  negotiation  was  pending,  he  thought  ''""''* 
advisable  to  refrain.  The  agency  to  London  is  not  of  ^J 
least  value.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  consul  to  look  to  the 
protection  of  the  seamen.  'He  then  stated  how  these  ser- 
vices were  rendered,  and  how  the  consul  was  recompeMCO. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  originally  there  w«^  '"'*• 
of  these  agencies.  There  was  one  in  Madrid,  whrch  W 
been  dropped  some  vears  since.  The  agency  b  London 
was  useless,  but  the  fees  of  the  consul  were  so  inconnae^ 
able,  so  totallv  inadequate  to  the  support  of  an  indirioiw. 
that  the  Goveniment  had  found  it  necessary  to tlloww 
that  could  be  allowed  to  make  up  the  deficiency;  oUle^ 
wise,  the  oflice  could  only  be  filled  by  a  man  of  fortoi^ 
As  to  the  consul  at  Paris,  his  services  would  be  req|H^ 
for  the  present  year,  as  he  has  the  papers  in  his posessjonj 
to  lend  his  aid  to  the  settlement  of  the  claims.  After  oi 
year,  he  migirt  be  dispensed  with. 

Here  tlie  conversation  dropped.  .  .      r 

On   motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  appropnsl^  ° 
^1,400  to  pay  a  clerk  in  the  Treasury  Department  wr^ 
cording  revolutionary  land  scrip, was  reduced  to  ?', 
yeas  16,  nays  13. 
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Colombia, 


[SUTATI. 


COLOMBIA. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEH  rose  to  inquire  whether  this  Go- 
Temment  was  not  in  poesesnon  of  information  of  the 
rfiaaululion  of  the  Government  of  Colombia.  He  believed 
*t<«t  it  was  a  fact  of  reneral  notoriety,  that  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Colombia  has  oeen  ruptured  in  three  parts — Ve- 
nczaela.  New  Grenada,  and  the  province  of  the  equator. 
I  aball,  Bud  he,  if  the  motion  to  strike  ovt  Colombia, 
wliich  I  intend  to  make,  is  successful,  move  to  insert  an 
appropriation  for  a  charge  to  Venezuela  and  New  Grena- 
da. If  a  treatjr  was  made  with  New  Grenada,  where  our 
mhuater  now  resides,  it  would  be  binding  on  that  country 
alone,  and  would  be  by  no  means  obligatory  on  Venezuela. 
BelieTing^  that  our  commercial  arran{fementa  with  Vene- 
zaela  vrere  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  that  we  ought 
to  be  represented  there  by  a  diplomatic  agent;  and  be- 
fievinp,  also,  that  there  was  no  earthly  use  in  having  a 
minister  to  Colombia,  a  Government  which  no  longer  ex- 
iste<l,  be  would  move  to  strike  out  the  appropriation  for 
that  minister,  and  would  follow  it  up,  if  successful,  by  the 
motion  he  had  just  indicated. 

Mr.  SMITH  hoped  the  gentleman  would  withdraw  the 
motion.  The  minister  was  there  at  a  considerable  ex- 
pense, had  earned  his  salary,  and  must  be  paid.  He 
would,  said  Mr.  S.,  be  recalled  during  the  summer.  If 
the  Government  was,  as  alleged  by  the  gentleman,  split 
into  different  parts,  still  the  minister  was  there,  attending 
to  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  and  performing 
services  as  important,  perhaps,  as  if  the  country  was 
settled. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  JOHNSTON, 

Mr.  SMITH  said  it  would  be  recollected  that  the  Presi- 
dent stated,  in  his  message,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
withdraw  the  minister  to  Colbmbia,  and  appoint  a  charge ; 
and  the  bill  was  originally  drawn  with  that  view.  But 
subsequent  information  from  that  country  showed  that  it 
was  necessary  to  continue  the  minister  there,  to  perfect 
some  business  he  had  commenced;  that,  in  fact,  it  would 
be  cheaper  to  the  United  States  to  continue  him,  than  to 
recall  him  and  send  a  charge  The  House  accordingly 
amended  the  bill  so  as  to  takeaway  the  appropriation  for 
a  charge,  and  continue  that  for  the  minister. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  was  pleased  that  the  Senator  from 
Misnssippi  had  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the 
subject.  It  was  perfectly  out  of  the  question  to  make  an 
appropriation  for  a  minister  to  a  Government  which  did 
not  exist  even  on  paper.  He  wished  the  Senator  from 
MisBiasippi  wOuld  vary  his  motion,  and  graduate  the  re- 
duction so  as  to  meet  the  amount  of  salary  due  the  minister 
fc^  the  services  he  has  rendered,  and  provide  for  his  re- 
turn home.  Two  things  suggested  by  his  colleague,  he 
(£d  not  take  for  granted;  one  was,  that  the  minister  could, 
ander  the  circumstances,  render  any  service  to  the  coun- 
try; the  other,  that  he  would  be  recalled  during  the 
summer. 

Mr.  BELL  objected  to  continuing  a  mission  to  a  Go- 
Temment  that  did  not  exist  even  in  name.  He  was  per- 
fectly willing  to  pay  hiro  for  the  services  he  bad  rendered, 
and  for  the  services  he  was  now  rendering,  in  a  proper 
{bm>.  • 

Mr.  HOLMES  compared  the  embassy  to  Colombia  to 
Sancho  Panza's  government  of  the  island  of  Barrataria. 
Both  were  ideal  employments.  He  hoped  this  mission 
was  not  a  sample  of  the  reform  promised  by  the  adminis- 
tration, and  that  it  would  be  reformed.  It  was  in  vain, 
Mr.  H.  said,  to  disguise  the  ftct  that  our  diplomatic  ex- 
penses were,  in  some  way,  greatly  increased;  and,  indeed. 
It  could  not  be  wondered  at,  if  our  economical  adminis- 
tration thought  it  necessary  that  we  should  be  represented 
at  imaginary  Governments.  From  what  had  been  said, 
we  mig^t  as  well,  for  any  useful  purpose,  send  a  minister 
to  the  moon  as  to  Colombia.  He'did  not  say  we  could 
send  a  mission  to  the  moon;  but,  according  to  the  con- 


struction that  had  been  lately  given  to  a  minister's  repre- 
senting us  near  a  court,  we  might  have  a  minister  residing 
near  the  moon.  He  would  ask  how  it  was  possible  for 
us  to  be  represented  at  a  court  that  did  not  exist,  and  keep 
a  minister  in  pay  there,  in  accordance  with  a  proper  gjrstem 
of  economy. 

Mr.  TTLES  observed  that,  after  the  distinct  announce- 
ment of  the  Prendent  that  he  intended  to  recall  this 
minister,  the  Senate  ought  to  be  satisfied  that  he  would 
be  recalled  as  soon  as  it  could  be  done  without  injury  to 
the  public  service.  Besides,  the  minister  was  there,  and 
be  ought  to  be  paid.  Would  you,  said  he,  by  withholding 
the  siUaiy,  visit  on  the  head  of  the  President?  Mr.  T. 
said  he  should  not  go  into  the  question  whether  the  disso- 
lution of  the  Government  of  Colombia  rendered  the  stay 
of  the  minister  there  useless,  or  otherwise;  the  President 
was  satisfied  that  he  had  yet  duties  to  perform,  or  he 
would  not  have  been  retained  thus  long.  The  dissolu- 
tion of  a  Government  did  not  necessarily  render  tiie 
services  of  a  diplomatic  agent  there  useless.  We  had  a 
minister  in  England;  a  revolution  might  happen,  and 
Scotland  be  cut  off  firom  that  country.  Would  it  follow 
then  as  a  necessary  consequence  that  we  roust  recall  our 
minister?  A  revolution  bad  taken  place  in  the  kingdom 
of  the  Netherlands,  and  Belgium  had  been  separated  from 
Holland,  and  formed  out  a  separate  kingdom;  yet  our 
minister  was  still  in  Holland,  rendering  important  services 
to  his  country.  A  mission,  for  instance,  from  a  foreign 
countrv,  is  sent  to  the  United  States,  and  Maine  for  a 
valuable  consideration  cedes  a  portion  of  her  territory. 
Would  the  Government  of  the  United  States  thereby  be 
dissolved,  and  the  minister  find  it  necessaiy  to  return 
home?  Ifon  eotutat  that  the  minister's  mission  ceases 
when  Uiere  is  a  revolution  in  the  country  to  wUcb  he  is 
sent. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  after  a  few  words,  in  so  low  a  tone  as 
not  to  be  heaid  at  the  distance  the  reporter  is  seated, 
said  he  admitted  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  be  so  dissolved  by  the  taking  a  slice  off 
from  Maine,  as  to  render  a  mission  to  us  useless.  In  like 
maimer,  if  the  State  of  South  Carolina  were  to  nullify  a 
law  of  the  Union,  the  Union  would  not  be  so  dissolved; 
nor  is  it  now  by  the  State  of  Georgia,  havinr  nullified  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  placed  herself  thus  fiir  out  of  the 
Union,  that  a  foreign  minister  would  find  it  necessary  to 
return  home.  But  he  could  well  understand  that,  if  all 
the  States  were  to  separate  from  each  other,  and  set  up 
for  themselves,  a  foreign  minister  could  not  represent  his 
country  at  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  And 
this,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  the  case  with  the  former  Government 
of  Colombia.  It  is  split  into  three  separate  States,  who 
have  set  up  for  themselves,  and'the  name  of  the  Govern-  ' 
ment  of  Colombia  no  longer  exists. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  FORSYTH,  TAZE- 
WELL, and  SMITH,  in  opposition  to  the  motion,  and 
from  Messrs.  CLAYTON,  JOHNSTON,  CLAY,  POIN- 
DEXTEH, and  HOLMES,  in  favor  of  it,  tiie  question 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Sw- 
ing, Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Huggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Wagg^aman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 30. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Forsyth,  Gnindy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tyler,  Whhe,  Wilkins.— 21. 

So  the  amendment  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended. 

The  clause  making  an  appropriation  for  the  contingent 
expenses  of  the  judiciary  department,  which  had  been 
amended  in  the  committee,  by  increasing  the  appropriation 
from  190,000  to  $250,000,  having  been  read. 

Some  debate  took  place  on  the  question  of  concurring 
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in  the  amendment  It  was  opposed,  on  the  ground  that 
the  estimates  were  not  sufficiently  explicit,  and  that  the 
evidence  was  insufficient. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  impracticability  of  making  the 
estimates  exactly  square  with  the  sums  which  might  be 
required,  was  urged.  It  was  stated  that  the  contingencies 
of  this  department  were  always  fluctuating,  and  depended 
on  circumstances  not  to  be  foreseen  or  controlled. 

The  question  being  put  on  concurring  in  the  amend- 
ment, it  was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Dallas,  Dud- 
ley, Grundy,  Hendricks,  Kane,  King,  Hangum,  Marcy, 
Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White. — 15. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ew- 
ing.  Foot,  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hill,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wagg^aman,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.— 24. 

So  the  Senate  refused  to  concur  in  the  amendment. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Wedxesdat,  ArniL  18. 
VACCINATION  OF  INDIANS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  consider  th«s  bill  to  provide  for  extending  the  benefits 
of  vaccination  among  the  Indians.  The  question  was  on 
the  third  reading  of  th;  bill.  This  bill  led  to  a  discussion, 
which  consumed  the  whole  of  the  day. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  was  altogether  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.  He  was  hostile  to  any  step  for 
the  introduction  of  vaccination  among  those  who  had 
been  the  bitter  and  constant  enemy  of  the  first  settlers. 
He  opposed  the  bill  also,  because  it  was,  in  his  view,  a 
bill  mure  for  the  benefit  of  Indian  agents  and  the  otlier 
parties  designated  in  the  bill,  than  for  the  advantage  of 
the  Indians.  He  considered  the  experiment  which  the 
bill  authorized  as  equally  useless  and  dangerous,  and  one 
to  which  force  alone  would  compel  the  Indians  to  submit. 
He  questioned  also  the  constitutional  power  of  the  Con 
gress  to  take  this  step,  any  more  than  to  make  an  appro- 
priation to  check  the  progress  of  the  plagfue  in  Algiers. 
He  contended  that  the  money  asked  for  would  be  insuffi- 
cient, and  that  Congress  would  be  subjected  to  fresh  calls 
Ife  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  third  reading  of 
the  bill,  and  they  were  ordered. 

llie  bill  was  further  opposed  in  -its  original  form  by 
Mr.  EWING  and  others,  on  the  ground  that  it  gave  to 
the  President  an  unrestricted  right  to  appoint  agents,  and 
to  extend  his  patronage;  that  it  opened  a  door  to  fraud 
on  the  Indians,  and  on  the  Government;  and  that  it  was 
more  likely  to  convert  the  Indians  into  enemies  than 
friends. 

On  the  other  hand,  it  was  contended  by  Mr.  WHITE 
and  others  that  this  was  a  measure  called  for  by  humanity 
and  expediency;  the  gloomy  picture  of  the  miserable 
condition  of  the  Indians  who  were  afflicted  with  the  small 
pox,  dying  in  such  numbers  that  the  dead  lay  unburied, 
from  a  printed  document  in  possession  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  argued  that  the  bill  provided  against 
any  fraudulent  practices,  by  authorizing  tite  employment 
of  regular  practitioners,  who  would  not  stoop  to  the  prac- 
tice of  frauds. 

In  the  course  of  the  del>ate,  an  incidental  discussion 
arose  in  consequence  of  a  reference  made  by  Mr.  FOOT 
to  an  item  in  one  of  the  documents  just  lud  on  the  tabli;, 
from  which  it  appeared  tliat  certain  sums,  amounting  to 
$16,000,  had  been  paid  to  John  H.  Eaton  and  John  Conee, 
as  commissioners  to  treat  with  the  Choctaw  and  Chickasaw 
Indians  in  1830  and  18S1.  This  clause  was  at  first  view- 
ed by  Mr.  H.AYNE  and  Mr.  FOOT  as  evidence  that  these 
individuals  had  received  larg^  emoluments  from  the  trea- 
sury as  commissioners,  while  Mr.  Eaton  was  receiving  a 


salary  as  Secretary  of  War.  On  a  little  examination,  hov. 
ever,  it  appeared  that  this  sum  stated  was  the  amouit 
paid  to  meet  the  expenses  of  making  the  treaty,  and 
that  Mr.  Eaton  had  declined  receiving  any  compenatkm 
as  commissioner. 

Some  remarks  were  also  made  bearing  bard  on  the  Pre. 
sident  for  having  appointed  to  office  men  who  had  been 
rejected  by  the  Senate.  It  appeared  by  the  printed  dau. 
ments  that  Wharton  Rector,  Mr.  Stambaugh,  and  Mr. 
Gardiner,  all  of  whom  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senite, 
had  been  appointed  by  the  President,  subsequendv,  to 
offices  of  trust;  and  that  the  expenditure  of  large  sunn 
had  been  committed  to  them.  This  practice  of  sekcting 
men  for  office  who  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate,  was 
denounced  in  emphatic  terms  by  Mr.  HAYNE,  Mr. 
SPRAGUE,  and  otiiers,  and  defended  by  Mr.  FORSYTH 
and  others. 

The  bill  having  been  ordered  to  a  third  rea(Cng,  Mr. 
EWING  moved  to  recommit  it,  witli  instructions  to  ttrile 
out  the  exceptionable  parts  of  the  bill.  As  it  was  urgftd, 
however,  by  Mr.  WHITE,  that  tlie  bill,  unless  passed  im- 
mediately, would  not  effisct  the  humane  object  which  it 
had  in  view,  Mr.  EWING  withdrew  his  propoation,  to 
enable  Mr.  WHITE  to  move  a  reconsideration  of  thefote 
by  which  the  bill  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  so 
as  to  give  an  opportunity  to  amend  it. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  having  been  agreed  to,  tie 
bill  was  amended  by  striking  out  its  second  section,  modi- 
fying the  third  so  as  to  authorize  the  calling  in  of  such 
physicians  only  as  are  resident  in  the  vicinity  of  the  In- 
dians, or  on  the  frontier,  and  by  reducing  the  appropria- 
tion from  12,000  to  $6,000. 

In  this  form  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be  engioa- 
ed,  and  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time,  by  the  following 
vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  TUm 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mucjt, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins.- 
30. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Hsyne, 
Mangum,  MiUer,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  W«g- 
gaman. — 11. 

JUDICIARY  EXPENSES. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  Senate  yesterday  refused  to  concur  with  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  in  the  amendment  to  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  to  strike  out  the  sum  of  $190,000  for  the  con- 
tingencies of  the  jucUcial  department,  and  insert  $250,IM'. 

Haring  made  the  motion,  Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  lay 
it  on  the  table,  in  order  that  it  might  be  taken  up  vM 
the  appropriation  bill  should  again  be  before  the  Senate. 

PORTUGUESE  VESSELS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  <1>™P^ 
ceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  exempt  Portuguese  Te«e» 
from  the  payment  of  duties  on  tonnage.  _^^ 

The  bill  having  been  read,  Mr.  WEBSTER  «^«*" 
that  the  proviso  would  be  the  better  for  a  little  mn»^ 
examination,  and  for  a  modification  of  its  langusge.  » 
to  render  it  more  succinct.  v    i.  uid 

Mr.  FORSYTH  modified  the  clause  «e«<'™"'t^%y 
the  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  »  «"■» 
reading. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Thvbsdat,  Af»ii~19. 
APPROPRIATION  BILL.        ^  .„ 
On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  P'****;^^ 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  being  tne  ge« 
appropriation  bill. 
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Some  slight  discussion  took  place  on  the  amendment 
appropriating  {13,000  for  the  General  Land  Office,  being 
an  increase  of  $4,000  from  the  appropriation  of  last  year. 

Mr.  POINDEXTEK  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
question  of  concurring  in  this  amendment,  and  they  were 
ordered.  He  then  stated  the  objections  which  were 
uige^in  Committee  of  the  Whole  against  this  amendment. 
These  objections  were,  that  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  of  the  House  were  engaged  in  an  examination  with 
a  riew,  if  it  should  be  found  necessar}-,  to  report  a  bill 
containing  the  additional  appropriation;  and  that  the  con> 
dition  of  the  office  was  not  such  as  to  entitle  it  to  any 
especial  favor. 

Mr.  KING.  Mr.  FORSYTH,  and  Mr.  SMITH,  sUted 
Qat  the  office  could  not  go  on  without  this  appropriation; 
that  CTcry  thing  was  now  at  a  stand;  that  there  were  forty 
tfaoasand  patents  for  lands  in  the  office  to  be  filled  up,  and 
no  nuxiey  to  purchase  the  parclmient;  and  that  there  was 
no  danger  of^  waste,  as  the  accounts  must  be  passed  by 
the  proper  officer. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  answered  that  the  financial  commit 
tees  of  both  Houses  had  reported  $9,000,  promising  to 
give  more,  if  on  examination  it  should  be  found  neces- 
ary;  that  the  commissioner  had  asked  $18,000;  and  that 
be  would  be  better  employed  in  economizing  the  expen- 
ditures of  bis  office,  than  in  carrying  on  newspaper  cor 
respondence. 

After  a  few  words  on  the  same  side  from  Mr.  EWING, 
the  question  on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  in  their  amendment  was  taken,  and  decided  as 
fbOows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Ruggles,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tip. 
ton,  Troup,  White,  Wilkins.— 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Ewing, 
Foot,Frelinghuy3en,'Hayne,  Johnston, Miller,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster. — 18. 

So  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

OUTFIT  TO  FRANCE. 

On  the  question  of  concurring  with  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  in  their  amendment  striking  out  the  appro- 
priation for  the  outfit  to  France, 

Mr.  SMITH  asked  fur  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered.  He  thtn  briefly  adverted  to  the  nature  of  the 
contingent  fund,  and  the  uses  to  which  it  had  been  ap- 
plied. He  stated  that  out  of  this  fund  were  paid  the 
agents  who  were  sent  into  the  South  American  States  to 
ascertain  their  condition,  before  we  sent  ministers  thither. 
Out  of  thb  fiind  messengers  who  are  sent  out  with  de- 
spatches receive  their  allowance.  Mr.  Pleasants  was  paid 
out  of  this  fund  for  carrying  despatches  to  Brazil.  Mr. 
Cook  drew  from  this  fund  the  five  thousand  dollars  which 
he  received  for  his  services.  These  were  contingent  ser- 
vices, and  were  correctly  paid  for  from  the  contingent 
fund.  But  this  fund  could  not  be  properly  applied  to  ob- 
jects specific  in  their  character,  and  for  which  specific  ap- 
propriations are  required.  If  they  are  paid  out  of  this 
fund,  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  loan,  and  the  amount  must  be 
refunded.  Unless  an  outfit  should  be  granted,  no  mission 
could  be  sent.  Mr.  Van  Buren  could  draw  no  outfit  until 
it  was  given  to  him  by  this  bill.  It  had  been  said  that  Mr. 
Randolph  drew  his  outfit  from  tliis  fund.  If  so,  it  was  pro- 
bably because  there  was  no  other  fund  within  reach  of  the 
Executive.  He  assured  the  Senate  that  he  was  confirmed 
in  the  opinion  he  had  before  expressed,  that,  unless  France 
should  be  left  in  the  bill,  there  would  be  no  minister  sent 
to  France  after  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives,  until  Congress 
should  again  be  in  session,  except  in  the  event  of  some 
great  change,  sucli  as  a  war  in  Europe.  Tlte  President 
did  consider  tliat  the  striking  out  of  the  word  "'France" 


would  be  tantamount  to  a  declaration  that  no  minister 
should  be  sent  to  that  court. 

[The  CHAIR  reminded  the  Senator  from  Maryland  that 
it  was  out  of  order  to  allude  to  the  opinions  of  the  Execu- 
tive.] 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  be  was  not  out  of  order,  but  ad- 
mitted the  impropriety  of  such  refererice.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  diplomatic  expense  had  increased;  but  no 
specific  items  of  increase  had  been  exhibited  on  paper. 
He  stated  that  they  had  not  increased.  During  the  four 
years  of  the  administration  of  General  Jackson,  if  the  ap- 
propriations now  under  conmderation  should  pass,  the 
expenses  for  diplomacy  would  have  been  $801,50(1  De- 
ducting $99,000  for  the  mission  to  Constantinople,  X  would 
leave  $702,500  as  the  aggregate  expenses;  andtliis  would 
be  less  by  $35,000  than  the  expenditures,  under  the  same 
head,  during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams.  He  con- 
sidered that  these  things  are  always  examined  according 
to  the  old  principle  of  "  your  bull  or  mine."  He  wanted 
to  create  no  expenses,  and  no  one  could  properly  prefer 
such  a  charge  against  him.  It  was  a  very  easy  thing  for 
any  Senator  to  get  up,  and  make  charges  of  extravagance 
against  this  administration,  and  to  prove  it  in  figures  also. 
He  had  nothing  more  to  do,  than  to  take  the  two  lowest 
years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  and  the  two  h^est 
of  that  of  General  Jackson,  and  the  thing  was  done.  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  made  a  speech  of  that 
sort  at  a  former  session,  and  he  had  answered  him,  and 
completely  refuted  him.  But  what  was  done?  Just  be- 
fore the  election  came  on,  this  speech  was  published  in  the 
Baltimore  papers.  Persons  came  to  him  and  said,  "  Is 
this  so?"  He  fortunately  happened  to  have  the  notes  of 
his  answer,  and  he  was  able  to  recollect  every  word  .he 
had  said  in  reply,  and  to  put  the  thing  down  at  once.  He 
read,  in  conclusion,  a  paper  containing  a  statement  of  these 
expenditures  of  the  last  two  years,  to  show  that  they  were 
about  three  milUons  less  than  the  appropriations. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that,  as  the  Senator  had  made  such  di- 
rect reference  to  him,  he  was  bound  to  make  an  observa- 
tion in  reply.  He  repelled  the  suggestion  that  he  had 
pursued  any  course  which  was  not  strictly  honorable. 
Charges  of  dishonorable  conduct  could  never  reach  him . 
As  to  the  speeches  he  had  made,  they  were  before  the 
wt>rld,  and  the  Senator  was  at  liberty  to  answer  tbem  as 
he  pleased.  In  the  Senate,  the  repl^  which  the  Senator 
referred  to  as  so  conclusive,  was  dehvered  in  such  an  un- 
der tone  that  it  could  not  be  heard.  It  would  not  be  be- 
coming in  him  to  speak  harshly  of  a  Senator  of  the  stand- 
ing, age,  and  experience  of  the  Senator  from  Marj'land. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Omit  age. 

Mr.  F.  resumed,  and  referred  to  his  course  in  the  con- 
duct of  th»  pension  bill,  he  being  at  the  head  of  the  pen- 
sion committee.  He  asked  if  the  Senator  meant  to  de- 
signate that  bill  as  his  bill.  He  disclaimed  any  personal 
interest  in  that  bill.  He  had  no  relative  who  could  be  be- 
nefited by  it.  He  had  merely  endeavored  to  discharge 
his  duty  tiiithfully  and  fearlessly.  He  had  never  given 
cause  to  any  one  to  charge  him  with  neglect  of  duty. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  had  said  that  the  contin- 
gent fund  was  not  made  applicable  to  outfits.  A  few  years 
since,  a  number  of  diplomatic  agents  were  sent  abroad 
during  the  recess,  and  a  number  were  recalled.  There 
were  sent,  during  the  recess,  four  minbters  and  four 
charges,  and  their  outfits  amounted  to  $54,000.  The 
question,  as  it  was  then  put  by  him,  was,  out  of  what  fund 
were  these  outfits  p^d?  The  Senator  from  Maryland  had 
replied  that  there  was  a  fund  at  the  department — a  diplo- 
matic fund,  out  of  which  the  outfits  were  taken.  The  Se- 
nate was  called  on  at  the  next  session  to  make  appropria- 
tions, for  the  amount.  The  Senator  now  says  that  one 
fund  a  for  secret  services,  and  not  to  be  applied  to  these 
purposes.  Whether  that  is  the  diplomatic  fund,  to  which 
the  Senator  formerly  referred,  he  knew  not.    The  other. 
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he  believed,  did  not  contain  so  larg'e  an  amount  as  was 
then  requh-ed.  The  Senator  had  said  that  if  France 
should  be  stricken  out  of  the  bill  no  minister  would  be 
sent  to  France  until  the  next  session  of  Conj^ss.  He 
considered  this  as  the  strongest  reason  for  striking  out. 
When  it  is  found  that,  in  the  case  of  Indian  agents,  men, 
who  had  been  nominated  and  rejected,  renominated  and 
re-rejected,  are  afterwards  put  into  these  same  offices  as 
soon  as  the  Senate  had  adjourned,  it  was  time  to  be  ngilant. 

Mr.  SMITH  explained,  stating'  that  he  had  the  high- 
est opinion  of  the  industry,  fidelity,  and  zeal  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  Connecticut,  and  should  feel  regret  if  he  bad  said 
any  thing  to  offend  him. 

Mr.%VEBSTER  observed  that  the  exposition  given  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland  removed  the  necessity  for 
continuing  the  appropriation.  The  whole  matter  turned 
on  the  power  of  the  President  over  the  contingent  fund; 
and  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had  given  tlie  true  expo- 
sition. This  fund  was  at  the  disposal  of  the  President  for 
contingencies.  When  any  part  was  applied  for  public 
purposes,  the  expenditure  was  made  publici  when  any  por- 
tion was  appropriated  for  secret  services,  the  certificate 
of  the  President  of  the  fact  was  the  only  voucher  required. 
The  Senator  had  admitted  that  any  extraordinary  service 
gave  the  President  power  over  this  fund.  He  may  pay 
for  any  contingent  object;  or  ma;^  borrow  the  amount,  to 
be  replaced  when  the  transaction  is  made  public.  Where, 
then,  was  the  necessity  for  an  appropriation  in  this  case ' 
It  was  not  pretended  Uiat  the  fund  was  insufficient  to  meet 
the  requisition.  If  it  was,  the  proper  course  would  be  to 
increase  it. 

He  was  not  disposed  to  make  appropriations  for  ap- 
pointments during  the  recess.  He  did  not  wish  to  encou- 
rage the  practice,  and  for  this  reason,  that  the  Senate  then 
becomes,  in  some  degree,  committed;  because,  when  the 
nomination  was  sent  in,  the  minister  was  already  abroad, 
and  engag^  in  the  duties  of  his  mission.  He  thought  it 
wrong  to  encourage  the  practice.  Mr.  Rives  was  appoint- 
ed during  the  recess.  It  was  a  proper  appointment,  and 
he  had  no  fault  to  find  with  it.  Botli  the  ministers  to  Eng- 
land were  appointed  during  the  recess.  This  ought  not 
to  be  encouraged.  It  was  right  that  the  Senate  should 
have  the  nominations  before  them  to  act  upon  without  any 
prejudice.  In  a  recent  case,  the  Senate  had  heard  it  said 
tlial  the  public  interest  was  put  in  jeopardy;  tliat  import- 
ant negotiations  were  pending;  that  the  recall  of  a  minister 
might  oe  deemed  cause  for  war.  This  ought  to  prevent 
the  Senate  from  continuing  the  practice.  In  cases  of 
death,  or  other  unexpected  contingency,  the  President 
has  power  to  make  appointments  during  the  recess.  But 
whenever  he  exercises  this  power,  should  it  not  be  re- 
garded as  an  extraordinary  occurrence?  It  should  be  a 
case  of  a  vacancy  happening,  not  one  which  is  fore- 
seen, and  may  be  guarded  against  in  the  ordinary  way. 
If  Mr.  Rives  is  to  come  home  during  the  recess,  in  virtue 
of  an  understanding  with  the  President,  it  can  scarcely  be 
correct  to  say,  the  vacancy  happens,  and  the  President 
ought  not  to  make  any  appmntment  unless  the  vacancy 
happens  during  the  recess;  and  when  it  does  so  happen, 
he  has  this  fund  to  g^  to. ,  He  would  vote  for  striking  out 
the  appropriation. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  adverted  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Rush.  It 
was  understood  that  he  was  to  come  home,  and  provision 
was  made  for  his  successor.  This  had  not  been  consider- 
ed in  the  light  of  a  contingency.  Mr.  Rives  was  about  to 
return,  not  on  account  of  embarrassments,  but  for  the  sake 
of  his  health.  Paris  did  not  agree  with  him  in  the  winter; 
and  he  had  determined  not  to  pass  another  winter  there, 
unless  the  public  service  rendered  it  necessary.  The  Pre- 
sident had  informed  the  Senate  that  nothing  but  a  contin- 
gency would  prevent  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives.  He  did 
not  wonder  that  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  threw  the 
President  on  the  contingent  fund,  because  they  had  al- 


ways contended  ttuct  he  ought  to  use  it;  but  be  wondtted 
that  gentlemen  on  his  side  could  fall  into  the  error. 

He  referred  to  the  recommendation  by  Mr.  Jefferson 
of  specific  appropriations  for  any  object  susceptible  of 
specification.  Here  was  a  specific  object,  and  t  specific 
appropriation  was  the  proper  course.  He  hoped  thit 
those  who  did  not  desire  to  prevent  the  appointment  (^  i 
minister,  would  vote  for  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  HOLMES  remarked,  briefly,  on  the  natare  of  the 
contingency  that  would  justify  the  President  in  rewrtiof 
to  this  fund,  and  in«sted  that  this  case  would  prexnt  i 
contingency  of  that  character. 

Mr.  HATNE  expressed  his  gratification  at  aome  of  Uie 
views  which  had  fallen  from  Seiutors  on  the  subject  of 
economy,  because  it  might  be  productive  of  advantije  to 
the  country.  He  then  mformed  the  Senate  that  he  hid 
taken  great  pains  to  make  a  statement,  derived  from  offi- 
cial sources,  of  the  expenditures,  exclusive  of  tlie  public 
debt,  for  some  years  past  From  that  statement  he  leid 
the  following  extract: 

1822,  -        -        *9,8r7',000 

1823,  -        -  9,789,000 


< 

'  Including  6ve  mil. 

1824, 

15,750,000  < 
{ 

'     lions  tmder  tlie 
[    Florida  trealy. 

1825, 

11,340,000 

1826, 

13,002,000 

1827, 

12,650,000 

1828, 

13,296,000 

1829, 

13,660,000 

1830, 

13,229,000 

Showing  that  the  average  of  the  four  first  yean  ifter 
the  reduction  of  the  army  was  ten  millions,  and  the»T^ 
rage  of  the  four  last  years  above  thirteen  mUlion%  bcinj 
an  annual  increase  of  three  millions.  Thus  had  the  ei- 
penditures  of  the  Government  increased.  He  bad  pledged 
himself  to  present  to  the  Senate  a  full  and  explicit  tccougt 
of  the  expenditures  of  this  Government;  and  be  vai  no* 
engaged  in  preparing  a  statement  of  every  particultr  ex- 
penditure, under  every  separate  item.  He  bad  bees  it 
great  pains  to  possess  himself  of  this  information;  md 
when  he  had  reduced  it  to  an  explicit  form,  be  intended 
to  call  for  estimates  next  year,  showing,  in  the  correspond- 
ing columns,  the  expenditures  of  previous  years,  It  wii 
his  object,  in  all  cases,  to  obtain  tlie  why  and  wherefore 
of  every  expenditure.  Thus  abuses  might  be  checked. 
It  was  said  the  Government  had  been  enlarging,  and  the 
population  was  increasing.  But  he  did  not  understud, 
exactly,  how  the  increase  of  population  was  to  incresse 
the  expenditures  of  the  Goveraroent.  Some  of  our  ex- 
penses were  decreasirig  of  themselves,  and  there  vete 
others  which  did  not  require  to  be  enlarged.  The  pen- 
sions are  decreasing  annually  in  amount;  the  expendituiei 
for  the  army  and  the  ni(^  are  not  on  the  increase;  uA 
he  saw  no  reason  why  the  diplomatic  expenses  should  be 
increased,  or  those  of  the  judiciary:  although  he  w«» 
aware  that  the  latter  must  depend  on  drcumslances  which 
would  give  to  them  a  fluctuating  character. 

At  a  proper  time  he  proposed  to  submit  to  the  Sentte 
resolutions  calling  for  details  of  information. 

As  to  the  question  before  the  Senate,  the  genUenm 
from  Georgia  had  said  that  the  appropriation  for  this  out- 
fit might  be  made  at  this  or  the  next  sesaon.  He  woolo. 
then,  prefer  that  it  should  be  madp  at  the  next,  becuM 
he  thought  it  proper  that  the  appointment  of  tte  mi"* 
ter  shotud  be  by  and  with -the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  unless  some  extraordinary  contingency  should  i^ 
quire  the  appointment  during  the  recess.  As  it  ww  stited 
that  Mr.  Hives  would  not  return  untU  the  fall,  he  wou" 
rather  no  appointment  should  be  made  until  af^i  '"' 
commencement  of  tlte  session. 

Mr.  SMITH  admitted  the  accuracy  of  the  sUtement 
made  bj  the  Senator  from  Maine,  but  suggested  that,  •> 
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the  ^ntlemaii  was  not  in  Congress  in  1822,  1823,  he  was 
not  lotimatety  acquainted  with  some  circumstances,  which 
seemed  to  show  that  he  had  carried  his  statement  too  far 
bkck.  He  reminded  tho  Senator  that,  about  that  time, 
there  h»d  been  a  recommendation  from  Mr.  Crawford  to 
appropriate  800,000  dollars  a  year  for  the  object  of  forti- 
fications. That  had  been  continued  for  some  time.  The 
armjr  accounts  were  mostly  paid  off  by  1818.  When  Mr. 
Monroe  asked  for  a  loan  of  five  milhons,  it  was  thoiig^ht 
so  extraordinary  a  request,  that  Congress  immediately 
benn  to  look  into  the  financial  concerns  of  the  country, 
and  to  cut  down  the  expenditures;  refusing  to  concur  in 
any  appropriation  which  could  be  done  without.  The 
appropriations  for  the  fortifications  were  reduced,  and 
other  vents  for  money  were  closed.  The  first  four  years 
ought  not  to  be  coimted.  Congress  went  on  cutting  down 
until  the  treasury  was  brought  into  a  sound  state.  Then 
the  expenditures  were  restored  to  their  accustomed  scale. 
When  there  was  money  in  the  treasury.  Congress  went 
up  to  the  estimates. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  the  operations  of  Congress 
had  forced  extravagance  on  this  administration,  and 
checked  the  reforms  which  the  accounting  officers  at- 
tempted to  introduce.  He  asserted  that  a  resolution  of 
Congress  had  gone  so  fiu*  as  to  cast  a  censure  on  an  ac- 
counting officer  for  doing  according  to  his  construction  of 
the  h>w.  He  referred  to  the  cases  of  the  p.iy  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  marine  corps,  and  of  the  forfeiture  of  a  pen- 
alty exacted  from  a  navy  contractor,  in  illustration  of  his 
statements. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
had  been  most  unfortunate  in  the  selection  of  the  cases 
on  which  he  relied,  to  prove  that  extravagance  had  been 
forced  on  this  administration  by  Congp-ess.  They  were 
cases  of  extreme  hardship,  in  which  Congress  had  found 
it  necessary  to  interpose  their  power,  to  protect  indivi- 
duals from  oppression,  in  consequence  of  the  errors  of 
a  public  officer.  He  was  willing  to  try  Congress  on  this 
arraignment  of  the  Senator  from  Geor^a.  The  first  case 
bad  reference  to  the  pay  and  emoluments  of  the  officers 
of  the  marine  corps.  It  had  been  the  uniform  practice 
of  the  Government  to  place  these  officers  on  a  footing 
with  other  officers.  This  was  always  considered  correct, 
until  a  Second  or  Third  Auditor  had  determined  other- 
wise. He  found  out  that  this  was  all  wrong;  that  the  law 
was  not  so;  and  that  the  marines  were  not  entitled  to  this 
equality  of  footing.  What  did  Congress  do?  They  pass- 
ed, without  a  dissenting  voice  in  either  House,  a  resolu- 
tion to  enforce  a  settled  joint  construction.  Was  Congress 
to  be  accounted  guilty  of  extravagance  for  this?  Was 
this  one  of  the  cases  of  retrenchment  which  the  country 
would  oppose?  He  thought  not.  It  was  a  case  where 
equity  was  defeated  by  a  technical  nicety  of  construction 
on  the  part  of  one  of  the  accounting  officers. 

What  was  the  other  case?  Some  contracts  had  been 
entered  into  with  the  commissioners  of  the  navy.  They 
contained  a  stipulation  that  if  the  whole  of  the  articles, 
and  lumber  was  one,  were  not  delivered  by  a  certain  time, 
ten  per  cent,  was  to  be  retained  in  the  hands  of  the  com- 
missioners. Accident,  or  direction,  or  some  cause,  pre- 
vented the  delivery  in  time.  Hut  the  articles  were  subse- 
quently delivered,  and  received  by  the  commissioners. 
The  auditor  had  foui#l  out  that  here  was  a  forfeiture  of 
the  ten  per  cent.  Was  this  one  of  the  acts  of  retrench- 
ment which  this  administration  wished  to  do,  but  which 
Congress  prevented?  Was  it  equity?  Was  it  law?  Was 
there  law  in  it?  Ought  not  the  forfeiture  to  be  waived 
in  this  case?  Was  not  sucK  the  practice  in  all  similar 
cases — in  all  cases  of  the  payment  of  bonds?  After  pay 
day,  when  payments  were  put  off  by  the  consent  of  parties, 
and  are  finally  received,  was  the  forfeiture  ever  enforced' 

Here  the  discussion  was  interrupted  by  a  message  from 
the  House  of  Representatives. 
Vol.  Vin.— 51 


HODSTON'S  TRIAL. 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  delivered  a  message  from  the 
House,  requesting  of  the  Senate  that  leave  be  given  to 
four  of  the  members  of  this  body — Fxlix  Gbdhot, 
Thomas  Ewiho,  Alixahdib  Buckicxb,  and  Jorit  Tiptox, 
to  attend  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  testimony  on  the  trial  of  Samuel  Houston,  now 
pending  before  the  House  for  a  breach  of  privilege. 

The  Clerk  having  withdrawn, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  as  this  was  a  case  of  emer- 
gency, he  would  move  that  the  bill  be  laid  on  the  table; 
which  motion  was  agreed  to.  . 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  leave  was  gfiven  /o  tho 
Senators  named  to  attend  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  moved  to  lay  the  appropriation 
bill  on  the  table,  as  the  Senate  would  probably  be  indis- 
posed to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  the  bill  in  the 
absence  of  the  Senators.  He  withdrew  bis  motion  for  a 
moment,  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  wlio  begged  leave  to  explain  that  he 
had  not  designed  to  impute  any  blame  to  Congress  for 
their  interference  as  to  the  navy  contracts.  But  he  wish- 
ed it  to  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  officer  was  correct  in 
his  interpretation  of  the  laws. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  a  few  words  in  opposition  to  the 
practice  of  throwing  responsibility  on  Congress  for  the 
extravagance  of  the  administration.  He  regarded  the 
whole  party  as  responsible  for  the  acts  of  their  administra- 
tion; and  he  would  rather  see  the  man  he  supported  put 
down,  than  protected  behind  such  a  shield.  The  Presi- 
dent might  mterpose  his  veto.  lie  contended  that,  for 
many  years  past,  the  tendency  of  our  Government  had 
been  to  become  worse  and  worse;  and  if  he  and  the  other 
friends  of  the  administration  were  to  shelter  themselves 
under  the  idea  that  Congress  was  responsible,  it  was  the 
infrodnction  of  very  dangerous  principles.  He  thought 
this  remark  due  to  the  country  which  he  represented. 
He  must  have  shut  his  eyes  close  and  long,  not  to  have 
seen  that  the  Government  was  getting  worse. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  whether  the  administration  were 
to  be  made  responsible  for  the  multiplication  of  pensions. 
Should  the  Prendent  veto  the  law,  the  country  would 
immediately  ring,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  with  the 
cruelty  and  injustice  of  which  he  had  been  gfuilty  in  filch- 
ing the  little  pittance  from  these  unfortuiute  persons. 
Every  Senator  knew  the  use  which  had  been  made,  to 
the  injury  of  the  President,  of  his  former  veto.  It  would 
be  found  that  the  administration  were  in  a  minority  in 
some. of  the  cases.  Mr.  F.  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table;  which  motion  was  carried  in  the  amrmative. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Fbidat,  Afbil  30. 
Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  the  Senators  who  had  yes- 
terday obtained  leave  of  absence  to  attend  the  trial  of 
General  Houston,  had  received  permission  from  the  House 
to  return  to  the  Senate,  until  they  should  be  notified  that 
their  testimony  was  about  to  be  taken. 

VACCINATION  BILL. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  that  the  Senate  reconsider 
tlie  vote  by  which  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  vaccination 
of  the  Indians  had  been  ordered  to  a  third  reading.  The 
reason  assigned  for  this  motion  was,  that  the  amendments 
made  in  the  bill  were  such  as  to  take  away  all  its  effi- 
ciency. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS,  having  made  the  motion,  moved  to 
lay  it  on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

APPROPRIATION  BILL. 
The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  Government 
for  the  year  1832 — the  question  bemg  on  concurring  with 
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the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  striking  out  the  appro- 
priation for  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  France. 

Mr.  CPIAHBERS  sud  he  regretted  tliat  the  Senate  had 
adjoiirned  yesterday  at  the  moment  he  had  risen.  His  apo- 
logy for  saying  a  word  on  this  subject  was  found  in  the 
example  of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 
That  Senator  had  deplored,  in  very  strong  terms,  the 
continuance  of  a  debate  wliich  must  delay  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  so  necessary  to  meet  the  most  pressing  wants  of 
the  Government.  We  had  all  yielded  to  his  pointed  re- 
monstrance, and  the  hill  was  going  on  without  a  word  of 
debate,  when,  on  calling  it  up  yesterday,  the  chairman, 
without  the  slightest  provocation,  rose  In  his  place,  and 
in  great  excitement  delivered  a  long  and  animated  argu- 
ment to  prove  tlie  extravagance  of  the  last  administration 
and  the  economy  of  this. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  remarked  that  he  did  not  attempt  to 
show  extravagance  in  the  late  administration.  He  had  no 
such  object.] 

Be  it  so,  said  Mr.  C.  I^t  the  Senator  be  considered  as 
having  no  such  object  as  to  criminate  the  Ust  administra- 
tion, and  solely  to  deagn  the  vindication  of  the  present 
administration  from  the  charges  preferred  against  it.  He 
has  interrupted  the  regular  progress  of  this  highly  import- 
ant bill  to  present  this  labored  vindication. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  said  he  had  not  labored.] 

Then,  said  Mr.  C,  it  must  be  conceded  that  the  Senator 
has  arrived  at  results,  and  exhibited  estimates  anS  calcu- 
lations, without  labor;  wliich  cerUinly  no  other  member 
can  produce  without  an  examination,  and  with  labor,  too, 
amongst  the  documents  and  State  papers.  But  whether 
for  one  object  or  another— whether  with  labor  or  with- 
out — his  colleague,  disregarding,  in  his  own  practice,  the 
strong  admonition  by  wh  ch  he  had  proposed  to  regulate 
that  of  others,  had  challenged  this  debate.  It  was  not 
proper  to  allow  such  a  discussion  to  end  where  it  was. 
Mr.  0.  said  that  he  could  not  consent  to  permit  an  argu- 
ment which  he  deemed  so  fallacious,  to  go  out  to  the 
public  witliout  commentary.  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  the  issue 
tendered  is  not  the  ti-ue  one.  Let  the  people  know  how 
this  matter  stancU,  and  they  will  be  at  no  loss  to  find  a  right 
verdict,  and  give  a  correct  judgment.  What  is  the  Uue 
state  of  the  case.'  The  last  administration,  pursuing  with 
honest  purpose,  aiifl  by  accustomed  means,  the  best  inte- 
resto  of  this  great  and  growing  nation,  were  cuhivating 
all  the  sources  of  national  prosperity,  and  faithfully  exe- 
cuting the  legislative  will,  by  a  prudent  application  of 
the  resources  of  the  country,  which  the  representatives 
of  the  people  chose  to  place  at  their  dispos.il.  The  pub- 
lic debt  was  in  a  course  of  rapid  extinguishment,  the  de- 
fences of  the  country  were  extended,  the  facilities  of  | 
intercommunication  promoted,  the  great  branches  of 
public  prosperity  nurtured,  and  all  our  relations  at  home  I 
and  abroad  presenting  occasion  for  grateful  reflection.! 
This  was  the  condition  of  things,  when  the  last  adminis-' 
tration  found  itself  assailed  by  that  political  party  which 
rose  up  to  prostrate  it,  and  finally  succeeded  in  ejecting! 
it  from  office.  . 

Here,  sir,  said  Mr.  C,  [holding  up  the  book  containing 
the  retrenchment  report,]  here  is  the  text  from  which  tliat 
party  drew  its  doctrines:  this  is  the  confession  of  faith 
which  that  party  subscribed!  which  they  proclaimed  in 
six  thousand  copies  of  this  report  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, and  three  thousand  from  the  Senate;  which ' 
they  published  in  every  city,  town,  village,  and  cross- 
road,  in  the  Union,  and  reverberated  by  every  partisan  in  I 
the  country.  Now,  sir,  this  confession  of  faith  must  bei 
the  criterion  by  which  this  party  is  to  be  tried.  Tiie  pre-' 
sent  President  was  unanimously  elected  as  the  organ  who] 
was  to  execute  all  tlieir  projects.  He  was  not  slow  toi 
Msume  the  responsibility  imposed  upon  him. .  In  his  open-' 
iog  message,  he  made  himself  sponsor  for  the  whole  party! 
and  its  Wted,  when  he  declared  that  "retrenchment  and' 


reform  were  inscribed  on  the  roll  of  Executive  duties  in 
characters  too  legible  to  be  misunderstood." 

The  true  issue,  then,  is  not  wheUier  this  adnunislnliai 
is  more  extravagant  than  the  last  If  it  be  as  much  so,tlm 
text  book  will  denounce  it  as  unfit  to  possess  the  coniideuce 
of  the  people.  It  would  be  no  ditficult  propoufaon,  be 
believed,  in  a  proper  place,  to  establish  the  fact  tlut  It 
had  expended  larger  sums  than  the  former  administntiaii, 
to  effect  precisely  similar  objects;  but  he  denied  the  ig- 
tbority  of  the  adversary  party  to  make  tliis  the  question. 
If  they  will  frankly  and  fully  conc^e  that  all  their  boasted 
pledges  of  "  reform  and  retrenchment"  have  been  yiokt. 
ed — tliat,  after  eff'ecting  the  purpose  for  which  they  »en 
engendered,  the  expulsion  ii-um  ofBce  of  their  puhtiol 
adversaries,  they  ai-e  forgotten,  or  admitted  to  be  boUoi, 
empty,  unmeaning  sound,  without  substance — why,  then, 
we  are  prepared  to  meet  any  other  issue  that  may  be  ten- 
dered. Sir,  if  tliis  concession  is  not  made,  it  is  due  lo  u 
abused  community,  it  is  due  to  those  who,  with  honest 
expectation  of  a  tiiir  and  full  execution  of  these  pledges, 
have  raised  to  power  those  who  made  them,  to  prove,  is 
your  estate  papers  and  records  will  prove,  that  every  pro- 
mise and  protession  then  made  is  not  only  broken  but  fur- 
gotten,  and  tliat  now  resort  is  had  to  the  lame  and  impo- 
tent plea  that  they  who  made  them  are  not  worse  tliu 
those  whom  they  ilenouncecl.  To  the  book,  then.  The 
first  item  to  be  noticed  is  the  number  of  clerks  and  olccn 
in  tlie  Executive  offices.  The  book — the  creed,  de- 
nounces these  Executive  Departments  as  receptacles  for 
idlers  and  superannuated  old  men — "  one  third"  more  in 
number  tlian  the  business  of  the  Governmentrequircd,sul 
some  of  tliem  "iiivulid  pensioners,"  absolutely  eiijotin; 
"  sinecures;"  this  whole  Augean  stable  was  to  be  clciuucd 
and  purified.  Well,  sir,  how  has  the  practice  of  this  ad- 
ministration conformed  lo  this  profession^  Are  thederkt 
lessened  in  number?  No  sir,  not  only  not  diminished,  Ixit 
actually  increased.  Are  ttieir  salaries  lessened?  No,sir, 
not  a  dollar;  on  tlie  contrary,  some  of  them  are  increased 
by  tbis  bill  now  under  discussion.  Some  of  the  old  tod 
faithful  servants  who  liad  paused  their  hvesin  tliese offices, 
whose  advancing  age  and  tixed  tiabits  had  unfitted  thcin 
for  other  employments,  have  been  removed,  it  is  true. 
Yes,  sir,  many  have  been  thrown  upon  the  world  peimj- 
less  as  they  were  blameless,  with  a  heartless  disre^  of 
their  misery  and  havoc  inflicted  upon  themselves,  their 
fortunes,  their  helpless,  dependent  tamilies,  or  evciitheir 
well  earned  reputation.  But  why?  was  it  to  promuteiesl 
reform,  or  to  advance  the  pubhc  good.'  Mo,  it  was  to  let 
in  a  host  of  hungry  expectants  to  devour  with  greedy  ap- 
pet.te  their  share  of  the  people's  substance— openly,  pub- 
licly announced  as  the  **  spoils  of  victory. "  Yes,  sir,  your 
pubhc  offices,  created  for  the  good  of  the  people,  aiul  the 
only  purpose  of  which  should  be  to  effect  that  good,  uA 
advance  the  genei-al  welfaie,  arc  boldly  elsewhere  as  here 
on  this  floor  denominated  "spoils"  to  be  "shared"  by 
"victors."  Was  capacity,  was  fidelity,  was  pitnotism, 
or  useful  sei'vice  to  the  natiuii,  made  tiic  criterion  u(  mcnt, 
in  selecting  them?  Notatall.  Instead  of  capacity  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  office,  the  candidate  urged  capacity 
to  obtain  votes;  instead  of  fidelity  in  the  pertorinsiice  of 
official  trust,  he  boasted  active  zeal  in  prupagaUiij;  hi) 
political  tenets;  in  place  of  patriotic  devotion  to  luecvuc- 
try,  or  useful  service  to  the  nation,  he  claimed  dcvoun 
and  efficient  sei'Vice  to  his  party,  a  noisy,  indi»crin)ii*e 
admir.tion  of  the  "HeroofNew  Orleans,"  and  uiisparinSi 
reckless  coiidemnatiou  of  every  man  and  eveiy  iniaaure 
that  opposed  his  pretensions.  These,  and  often  ili^'' 
alone,  were  the  successful  grounds  of  claim  to  pruiniit>i'ni 
and  the  degree  of  elevation,  the  "share  of  Uiespoi's 
was  proportionate  to  the  zeal  and  fury  which  the  partuaii 
had  evhiced  in  the  glurilicatiun  of  his  idol.  Manyotihu>e 
"  victors"  were  so  utterly  destitute  of  other  qu»l.ficaUoiB 
essentially  necessary,  ttiat  their  own  poUtical  fiteiid^  )^'^ 
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jgpto  the  strong  and  just  populiir  opinion,  were  obliged 
promptly  to  put  them  aside ;  and  in  some  cases  the  President 
limselfhas  been  compelled  to  turn  them  adrift  before  they 
hid  fairly  tasted  the  fnuts  which  tbey  fondly  anticipated  as 
thnrpromised  "reward." 

The  l>ook — the  articles  of  faith— charge  ag^nst  the  late 
i^nistration  a  wasteful  expenditure  in  the  diplomatic 
depirtnient  Their  pledge  bound  them  to  a  retrench- 
mtnt  How  have  they  redeemed  it?  Why,  sir,  by  re- 
calling instantly  every  minister  then  abroad,  and  sending 
odien  of  their  own  political  tenets,  at  an  immense  ez- 
ptRM  of  money,  and  in  some  cases  at  the  sacrifice  of  other 
b^  considerations.  Was  this  because  the  public  inte- 
rest was  thereby  promoted?  Was  it  because  our  ministers 
wtre  not  qualified?  Was  it  because  they  had  evinced  a 
want  of  competent  talent,  or  of  patriotic  zeal,  iu  discharg- 
ing their  duty  ?  Not  at  all.  These  "  spoils^'  were  to  be 
listributed!  and  with  such  eager  haste  did  the  "  victors" 
dain  their  "reward,"  that,  in  the  case  of  the  Colombian 
Goremment,  General  Harrison,  whose  name  and  reputa- 
■im  n  fondly  cherished  by.  the  nation,  was  recalled  before 
he  had  actusilly  reached  his  destination,  and  an  active  parti- 
an  appointed  his  successor,  who  is  now  continued  a  full 
minister,  when  the  confederate  Government  to  which  he 
ns  accredited  is  dissolved,  and  no  Government  exists 
bearing  even  its  name.  The  chairman  of  the  Finance 
Committee  says  that  "  the  services  have  been  eommen- 
ante  to  the  expenditures  in  tliis  administration."  Sir, 
thii  is  not  in  the  book.  The  last  administration  said  the 
expenditures  were  honestly  and  usefully  applied,  but  it 
did  not  arrest  the  cry  of  "retrenchment  and  reform." 
But  let  one  instance  illustrate  the  sort  of  services  which 
4iii  administration  cuniuders  commensurate  to  large  ex- 
penditures. A  connpetent,  faithful  minister  to  Russia  was 
recalled.  A  distinguished  successor  taken  from  Virginia, 
vas  appointed.  Besides  his  nine  thousand  dollars  outfit, 
ud  nine  thousand  salary,  an  immense  expense  was  in- 
orred  in  sending  him  out,  and  returning  his  predecessor. 
The  "commensurate  services"  were  about  ten  days'  resi- 
dence in  Russia,  and  the  remaining  three  hundred  and 
t%.five  were  passed  in  another  kingdom,  at  tlie  distance 
of  wine  thousand  miles  from  the  scene  of  duty. 

The  book  asserts  the  necessity  of  "  abolishing  the  con- 
lingent  fimd  for  missions."  It  was  supposed  to  be  the 
Iniitfiil  source  of  raischief— controlled  solely  by  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary,  and  altogether  unnecessary. 
Well,  air,  how  stands  the  fitet  in  regard  to  this  item  ?  Has 
it  been  discontinued?  Not  at  all.  This  bill  appropriates 
thirtj  thousand  dollars  for  this  fund.  Not  only  is  it  con- 
tinued under  this  "economical"  administration,  but  an 
accumulated  sum  of  about  one  hundred  thousand  dollars 
illoved  to  the  late  administration,  and  not  expended  by 
Ibem,  has  been  disbursed,  in  addition  to  appropriations 
made  since  they  came  into  power.  His- colleague  had 
used  lursh  language  in  reference  to  the  mode  of  compari- 
wn  adopted  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Foot.] 
It  was  not  his  intention  to  apply  towards  his  colleague 
uijriTensive  expression;  but,  after  his  very  warm  lan- 
guage on  this  subject,  it  was  passing  strange  that  he  should 
refer  to  "appropriations"  for  "contingent  expenses  of 
foreign  intercourse,"  and  yet  omit  the  weightier  matter  of 
"diibur8ements5"omit  to  say  one  word  about  the  accumu- 
luion  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  proved  by 
tl>«  public  documents.  *  His  colleague  bad  also  referred 
to  lundry  items  of  "  extraordinary  expenditures"  in  our 
<£ploinatic  concerns  during  the  present  administration; 
>M  yet,  boasting  as  he  does  of  a  perfect  spirit  of  fairness, 
liehas  not  pointed  out  one  in  the  last  administration. 
Certainly  it  was  for  some  other  reason  than  that  the  docu- 
iients  did  not  show  it.  Sir,  said  Mr.  C,  it  is  like  all  otiier 
of  the  large  professions  of  the  party  who  put  out  this 
"book."  Indeed,  the  course  of  debate  here  is  a  con- 
■eaion  of  the  total  failure  to  realize  the  pledge  wUch 


was  held  forth  and  paraded  even  in  the  shape  of  an  "  in- 
scription on  the  Executive  roll."  This  Executive  banner 
waived  high,  and  caught  the  fancy  and  the  hopes  of  thou- 
sands by  its  alluring  motto,  "  retrenchment  and  reform." 
Crowds  gathered  to  the  standard,  and  overwhelmed  all 
resistance  to  the  march  of  those  who  had  unfurled  it. 
Having  effected  its  purpose  in  gaining  the  victory,  what 
are  its  "  rewards"  to  the  "country" — to  the  "  whole  peo- 
ple ?"  Favorites  and  partisans  are  "  rewarded;"  but  what 
does  the  "nation"  gain?  Why,  sir,  they  are  mocked 
and  evaded  when  they  demand  a  fulfilment  of  engage- 
ments made  by  this  party  text,  and  reassumed  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive message.  They  are  now  told,  "  it  is  not  the  fault 
of  the  Executive,  but  of  Congress,  that  so  large  expendi- 
tures are  disbursed;  the  President  must  execute  the  law, 
and  the  law  directs  the  expenditure."  The  people — 
the  dehided  people,  will  ask  if  the  Congress  did  not  direct 
the  expenditures  in  Mr.  Adams's  administration — if  he  was 
not  bound  to  execute  the  law;  and  yet  it  did  not  prevent 
the  eternal  cry  of  "  reform  and  retrenchment."  They 
may,  and  probably  will,  also  ask  if  this  said  wicked  and  ex- 
travagant Congress  had  not  been  brought  into  being  by 
the  same  party  which  elevated  the  Chief  Magistrate;  whe- 
ther, from  that  time  to  this,  his  poUtical  friends  have  not 
formed  a  majority  in  both  branches  of  Congress.  Drivea 
by  these  unwelcome  reminibcences,  the  administration  re- 
sorts to  this  humiliating  apology:  "Why,  we  are  not 
more  extravagant  than  our  predecessors!"  Sir,  this  plea 
cannot  be  sustained,  whether  is^ue  betaken  upon  the  law 
or  the  fact.  It  docs  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  those  who 
heaped  unmeasured  censure  upon  the  last  administration 
for  waste  and  extravagance  nowi  to  erect  it  into  a  fitir 
standard  by  which  their  own  expenditures  are  to  be  gra- 
duated. But  if  they  could  be  permitted  to  shelter  them- 
selves under  such  a  defence,  the  fatcts  will  not  sustain  them. 
The  table  exhibited  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
[Mr.  Haixx,]  prepared,  as  he  tells  us,  with  great  care 
and  accuracy,  gives  the  following  sums  as  the  total  ex- 
penditures, exclunve  of  payments  on  account  of  the  pub- 
lic debt: 

For  1835  -  -  -  #11,490,459  94 

6  -  -  -  13,062,316  27 

7  -  -  -  13,653,095  65 

8  -  -  -  13,396,041  45 

9  •  -  -  12,660,490  63 

30  -  -  •      13,239,633  33 

31  -  -  -      13,918,708  99 

Now,  sir,  let  it  be  remembered  that,  in  addition  to  these 
increased  and  increaA||^  expenditures,  there  should  be  a 
large  allowance  for  sums  ^hich  had  been  refused  for  that 
most  important  matter  of  internal  improvement.  A  sys- 
tem was  regularly  and  happily  progressing  under  the  Ust 
administration,  vitally  affecting  the  whole  value  of  the 
country,  calling  into  useful  exercise  its  iiiculties  for  rapid, 
intimate,  and  profitable  intercommunication,  cementing 
its  various  and  distant  portions,  binding  our  whole  peo- 
ple in  ties  of  vicinity  and  consanguinity;  a  system,  to  pro- 
mote which  is,  in  my  humble  judgment,  one  of  the  most 
imperative  as  well  as  one  of  the  most  desirable  and  use- 
ful objects  for  which  this  Government  was  organized. 
How  has  it  fared  with  this  "reforming,  retrenchment" 
administration.  Reformed  into  a  state  of  non-existence- 
lost  sight  of— abandoned — vetoed.  Yes,  sir,  at  one  sweep, 
a  lighthouse  bill,  involving  an  expenditure  of  half  a  mil- 
lion of  dollars,  the  disbursement  of  which  would  have 
left  traces  of  useful  improvement  scattered  through  all 
parts  of  the  Union  for  generations  to  come,  was  rejected. 
Your  turnpike  road  bill,  your  canal  bills,  rejected.  .And 
yet  your  total  expenditures  are  increased.  .Are  tfaeauiM 
thus  refused  to  usefiil  objects  made  to  swell  the  anoaatof 
"spoils"  and  "rewards"  distributed  to  favorites? 

Sir,  it  is  to  be  feared  this  "  inscription  on  the  Esecu- 
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tive  roU"  has  ceased  to  be  "  legible,"  or  possibly  it  may 
have  been  deposuted  in  some  of  the  retired  departments 
of  an  Executive  office  by  one  of  those  who  came  in  as  a 
component  part  of  the  "  unit  cabinet,"  and  that  his 
successor  has  not  yet  found  the  place  of  its  repose.  If  so, 
let  us  still  hope  that,  late  as  it  is,  we  shall  again  hear  of  it. 
tlany  considerations  and  numerous  facts  invite  further 
discussion;  but,  in  despite  of  the  challenge  of  the  chair- 
man of  finance,  Mr.  C.  said  he  was  unwilling  to  consume 
more  time.  He  would,  however,  add  one  word  in  regard 
to  one  of  the  cases  by  which  the  Senator  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Fobsith]  had  illustrated  the  desire  of  the  Executive 
to  retrench,  and  the  practice  of  Congress  to  defeat  that 
desire.  The  other  case  had  been  fully  disposed  of  by  his 
friend  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wibstkb,]  who  was  in- 
terrupted before  he  had  explained  the  navy  contract  for 
timber.  In  this  case,  it  was  true  that  Congress  had  pass- 
ed a  remedial  law,  and  in  terms,  and  in  a  manner,  to  imply 
dissatisfaction  at  the  course  of  the  auditor.  What  was 
the  case?  A  contract  was  made  by  the  navy  commission- 
ei-s  for  delivering  timber  at  a  certain  period,  and  reserv 
ing,  according  to  universal  usage,  ten  per  cent.,  to  be  for- 
feited if  the  contract  were  not  executed  according  to  its 
letter.  The  contract  was  faithftiUy  executed  in  all  re- 
spects except  as  to  time.  To  the  extension  of  time,  the' 
commissioners  made  no  objection.  The  service  was  not 
injured,  nor  was  any  one  injured.  The  navy  commission- 
ers, who  made  the  contract,  desired  to  pay  the  contractor 
the  price  of  his  materials,  or  appeal  to  the  Secretaires  of 
the  Navy  and  of  the  Treasury.  Both  were  of  opinion  it 
should  be  paid;  but  the  Fourth  Auditor  objected,  and  the 
President  agreed  with  the  auditor  that  the  law  enforced 
the  penalty,  because  a  short  time  had  expired,  more  than 
the  contract  allowed. 

The  contractor  brought  his  case  here,  and  (without  t 
dissentient  voice,  he  believed)  his  whole  price  was  or- 
dered to  be  paid.  Now,  sir,  is  this  the  magnanimous  ex- 
hibition of  liberality  which  becomes  a  g^eat  Government! 
Is  this  administration  so  hard  run,  that,  while  it  is  continu- 
ing this  very  Fourth  Auditor's  office,  and  its  accompany 
ing  appendages,  which  the  book  told  us  was  created  for 
a  temporary  purpose  arising  out  of  the  last  war,  and  ought 
to  be  abolished;  while  it  is  paying  eighteen  thousand  uol 
lars  salary  for  ten  days'  services  of  a  minister;  while  it  is 
multiplying  clerks,  and  increasing  their  salaries,  that  it  is 
compelled  to  go,  for  proof  of  economy,  to  the  petty  ten 
per  cent,  on  a  little  contract — compelled  to  enforce  the 
letter  of  the  law,  even  if  it  be  the  letter,  to  exact  the 
"  pound  of  flesh"  against  an  honest  contractor,  whose 
materials  they  have  received,  and  now  have,  and  intend 
to  use?  It  is  an  illustration,  not  exactly  to  the  purpose 
intended  by  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  but  to  show  the 
course  of  this  administration;  and  proves,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  that,  "  while  they 
aresavingat  thespigpot,  they  are  wasting  at  the  bunghole." 
Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  said,  the  clause  in  the  bill 
under  consideration  provided  thirty-six  thousand  dollars 
for  outfits  of  ministers  to  Great  Britain,  France,  and  Rus- 
sia, and  made  no  distinction  between  the  missions  to  those 
several  courts,  although,  in  point  of  fact,  they  all  stood 
on  different  grounds.  The  outfit  for  a  minister  to  Hussia 
was  evidently  necessary.  A  vacancy  in  the  office  did  exist 
at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  however  difficult  it 
may  be  to  say  when  it  commenced;  for  the  minister  to  that 
Government,  although  he  received  his  twenty-two  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars,  for  ten  days*  residence  in  Rus- 
sia, as  the  Senator  from  Maryland  had  stated,  was  held  to 
be  a  minister  near  that  Government,  during  his  residence 
In  England.  In  regard  to  that,  however,  it  was  sufficient, 
for  the  present  purpose,  to  know  officially,  as  the  Senate 
did,  that  the  vacancy  had  happened,  and  had  been  filled 
.  by  their  advice  and  consent.  They  knew,  too,  by  official 
documents,  and  by  their  own  act  in  rejecting  the  minister 


to  Great  Britain,  that  the  vacancy  in  that  office  dependtd 
on  no  casualty  or  unforeseen  contingency,  demanding  or 
justifying  a  draft  on  the  contingent  fund  provided  by  ttiii 
bill.  However  objectionable,  therefore,  tlie  exerciaot 
the  President's  power  of  appointment  may  really  bt, 
should  that  power  be  exercised  in  appointing  a  nunista 
to  Great  Britain  during  the  recess  of  the  Senite,  and  in 
contempt  of  its  advice,  the  case  of  the  new  outfit  to  Fruct 
rested  on  different  principles,  and  be  requested  the  it- 
tention  of  tlie  members  of  the  Senate  to  the  distinction- 

We  have  no  official  information,  said  Mr.  C,  thtt  tU 
present  minister  to  France  has  been  recalled.  Nty,  we 
have  no  infoi-mation  even  to  show  us  tliat  a  vacancy  nil 
happen,  either  during  the  session,  or  in  the  receas  oftliii 
body.  If  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance 
who  reported  this  bill,  has  any  such  information.  It  should 
be  laid.before  us,  tltat  we  may  see  how  lar  the  letter  or 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution  will  justify  a  specific  tppn- 
priation,  to  enable  the  President  to  send  a  new  miniiter 
to  Paris,  without  consulting  his  constitutional  advisen. 
I'he  gentleman  from  Georgia  adverted  to  informabon  on 
this  subject,  which  reached  us  through  no  official  cbao- 
ncl,  that  the  chmate  of  Paris  did  not  agi-ee  with  Mr.  Ri»n 
and  that  he  might  request  to  be  recalled.    But— 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  there  was  an  official  letter  is  the 
possession  of  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  bad  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  this  subject,  which,  he  thought,  had  been  bid 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  replied  that  it  was  the  first  time  he 
had  heard  of  it,  and  desired  it  roiglit  be  read. 

It  was  read  accordingly,  and  was  as  follovrs: 

•' Samuel  Smith,  Esq., 

"  Chairman  Commitlee  on  Unanec,  Semite. 

"  Depabtmert  or  Stati, 

"TVashington,2UhFeb.lio2. 

"Sib:  I  have  just  received  the  President's  directo  to 
inform  ypii,  that,  as  drcumstances  may  require  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  minister  tot  England,  and  as  Mr.  Rives,  out 
minister  in  France,  has  made  a  requestof  leave  to  return, 
which  the  reasons  he  has  urged  may,  at  a  fiitare  penod, 
induce  the  President  to  grant,  an  appropriation  for  oat- 
fits,  in  both  cases,  may  become  necessary  before  the  neit 
session  of  Congress,  in  order  to  meet  those  continjenoei, 
should  tiiey  occur.  ^ 

"  By  some  inadvertence,  the  estitnate  for  the  nittt 
and  salary  of  a  charge  d'affaires  to  Naples  has  been 
omitted. 

"  I  am,  sir,  respectfiilly,  your  obedient  servant, 

"EDWARD  LIVINGSTON." 

Mr.  CLAYTON  requested  the  attention  of  the  S««^ 
to  the  terms  of  this  letter.     It  is  evident,  said  bt,  W™ 
the  official  document,  that  the  specific  appropriation  '» 
this  outfit  is  asked  for,  not  on  the  statement  of  any  ce™" 
fact,  from  which  the  department  knows  that  »  n™V 
will  or  must  occur  in  the  recess,  but  on  the  bare  '"PP 
tion  that  it  may  happen.    The  letter  merely  comen^ 
plates  a  contingency,  or  casualty,  upon  the  '"^'^"r'^—ijj. 
which  the  appointment  of  a  new  minister  n^X  ."^  ^, 
This  bill  now  contains  one  appropriation  of  """J  ^  j| 
sand  dollars,  to  defray  "the  conUngent  expenses 
the   missions  abroad;"  and  one   other  appropnauon 
thirty  thousand  dollars,  to  defray  "the  c"]""^" -L 
penaes  of  foreign  intercourse"— thus  giving,  '^^fi'     ' 
thousand  dollars  to  pay  the  expenses  arising  ^^^ 
tingencies  in  the  roaniigement  of  our  foreign  re 
Out  of  this  fund,  the  outfits  of  ministers,  •PPO^'^J^vs 
recess,  agfreeably  to  the  constitution,  have     .^   .■^^^^. 
defrayed.     The  only  cases  m  which  tiie  ^'^^°'"^^. 
thorized  to  appoint  ministers,  without  first  »*'J'''»,  ^,ij 
vice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  are  clearly  pointeo 
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the  constitution:    "The  Prendent  shall  have  power  to 
fill  up  all  vacancies  that  may  happen  during  the  recess  of 
the  Senate,  by  granting  commissions,  which  shall  expire 
at  the  end  of  their  next  session."     The  present  minister 
to  Great  Britain  was  appointed  by  this  authority  only,  and 
bis  commisaon  will  continue  till  tlie  end  of  tliis  session, 
unless  he  be  recalled,  although  he  was  rejected  by  the 
Senate  three  months  ago.     His  appointment  for  such  a 
length  of  time,  without  the  consent  of  the  Senate  to 
supply  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  return  of  his  pre- 
decessor, can  be  justified  on  no  other  ground  than  this, 
that  the  return  of  that  predecessor  was  during  the  last  ses- 
Bon  of  the  Senate,  unforeseen,  and  was  strictly  a  casualty, 
or  contingency,  happening  while  the  Senate  was  not  m 
session,  and  under  circumstances  requiring  a  temporary 
appointment,  lest  the  public  interest  might  suffer  before 
the  consent  of  the  President's  constitutional  advisers  could 
be  asked.     But  can  it  now  be  contended  here  that  the 
Preudent  has  the  right  to  create  a  vacancy  in  a  public  of- 
fice during  the  recess,  merely  to  fill  that  vacancy  with 
any  one  whom  he  may  select,  before  the  commencement 
of  the  session  of  this  body'     Is  it  pretended  by  any  one 
here,  that  when  we  have  gone  home,  he  can,  without  the 
occurrence  of  any  contingency  causing  a  vacancy,  make  a 
vacancy  in  an  office,  with  no  other  object  than  to  fill  it  till 
the  end  of  the  next  session.'    Where  now  are  all  those 
who  90  strenuously  resisted  every  pretence  of  the  existence 
of  such  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the  last  administration  ? 
If  they  are  disposed  to  ground  the  arms  which  they  then 
floorished  in  defence  of  the  constitution,  and  in  defiance 
of  the  Executive,  may  we  not  be  indulged  with  a  hearing 
of  the  reasons  for  their  sudden  defection  from  the  cause 
they  then  so  warmly  espoused'    I  rest  my  oppoation  to 
this  specific  appropriation  at  this  time,  distinctly  upon  the 
ground  that  the  return  of  Mr.  Bives  is  not  certain,  but  de- 
pendent only  on  a  contingency — that,  in  this  aspect  of  that 
case,  no  specific  appropriation  ought  to  be  made,  as  the 
outfit  ought  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund,  which 
no  one  pretends  is  insufficient  for  this  and  all  other  lawful 
purposes — that,  by  making  the  appropriation  specific,  we 
admit  the  necessity  of  it  now,  before  we  know  that  it  will 
ever  be  demanded,  and  we  thereby  admit  the  right  of  the 
Preadent  to  recall  the  minister.  AVe  shut  our  own  mouths, 
and  forestall  the  salutary  action  of  this  body,  should  be 
improperly  make  this  vacancy  to  fill  it  in  the  recess,  in  con- 
tempt of  this  body.     If  the  vacancy  be  now  seen  to  be  ne- 
cessary, let  the  fact  be  announced;  let  the  nomination  of 
Hr.  Rives's  successor  be  made  at  this  session,  that  we  may 
jad{^  of  its  propriety;  and,  having  done  tbat^  we  will  vote 
the  appropriation  without  a  murmur.    But  if  the  vacancy 
be,  as  it  now  appears,  entirely  contingent,  or  even  if  it  be 
an  event  certain  to  occur  in  ti>e  recess,  and  we  should  be 
informed  that  no  nomination  is  to  be  made  to  the  Senate 
this  session,  when  you  ask  me  for  the  money,  I  tell  you  to 
go  to  the  contingent  fund,  which  has  on  former  occasions 
been   resorted  to  to  meet  the  event.     If,  at  the  next  ses- 
SBon,  the  Executive  shall  nominate  a  minister  to  tlie  Se- 
nate, appointed  in  the  recess  ex  necetsitaie  to  meet  such  a 
contingency  as  the  constitution  contemplates,  and  accord- 
ing'to  the  settled  construction  of  the  words  "happening 
during  the  recess,"  we  shall  of  course  confirm  the  nomi- 
nation.    But  we  shall  then  stand  untrammelled  by  any  ad- 
roisnon,  on  our  part,  that  such  a  contingency  has  happened, 
should  we  tiiink  the  constitution  violated,  either  in  its  spirit 
or  its  letter.     We  shall  not  Uien  be  met  by  the  objection, 
that  we  have  acknowledged  both  the  expediency  and  the 
necessity  of  the  appointment,  by  expressly  appropriating 
an  outfit  for  it.     We  have,  sir,  been  taught  a  useful  lesson 
on  this  subject  already.     We  have  been  met  by  pretences 
that  our  previous  legislation  in  1830  sanctioned  the  mode 
of  arranging  the  colonial  trade,  for  which,  among  other 
causes,  we  have  rejected  the  present  minister  to  Great 
Britain.     And,  although  these  pretences  are  utterly  desti- 


tute of  foundation,  that  arrangement  having  been  made  ia 
direct  violation  of  our  law,  yet  we  may  easily  conceive,  from 
what  has  been  said  on  that  subject,  that  should  an  appoint- 
ment to  France,  equally  objectionable,  be  made  in  the  next 
recess,  we  should  be  held  committed  to  all  its  consequen- 
ces by  this  very  appropriation.  It  is  time  for  this  body 
to  look  with  extreme  circumspection  to  every  act  it  may 
pass,  which  can  by  possibility  be  construed  into  a  sanction 
of  any  abuse  of  Executive  power.  By  encouraging  in  this 
manner  the  appointment  of  ministers  in  the  recess,  we 
may  make  ourselves  parties  to  that  very  provision  of  the 
constitution  in  this  respect,  which  has  been  the  subject  of 
just  complaint  for  the  last  three  years.  The  exercise, 
nay,  the  very  abuse  of  this  power,  is  always  held  an  argu- 
ment in  its  favor.  In  the  discussion  on  the  nomination  of 
the  minister  to  Great  Britain,  we  were  told  of  the  loss  of 
money  and  the  dishonor  to  our  foreign  relations  which 
would  attend  bis  recall;  and  the  strongest  argument  in  fa- 
vor of  his  confirmation  was  the  fact  that  he  had  already 
been  appointed  without  our  consent,  and  had  actually  leK 
the  country.  I  will  not  step  a  foot  further  in  these  mat- 
ters until  I  know  where  you  would  lead  me.  I  have  no 
confidence  of  the  future  from  the  past,  to  justify  me  in 
lending  my  vote  to  aid  in  the  appointment  of  officers  with- 
out the  constitutional  prerequisite  of  the  advice  of  the  Se- 
nate of  the  country.  This  appropriation  will  take  away 
from  those  who  vote  for  it  the  untrammeUed  right  of  judg- 
ing at  the  next  session  of  the  existence  of  that  stern  neces- 
sity, without  which  no  President  can  ever  constitutionally 
fill  this  appointment  in  the  absence  of  the  Senate. 

The  argument  urged  here  on  a  former  occasion  by  the 
gentieman  from  Georgia,  [Hr.  Fobsitd,]  to  sustain  this 
measure,  that  the  contingent  fiind  is  not  answerable  for 
tiiis  outfit,  is  neither  sustained  by  the  past  usage  of  the 
Government,  norby  the  known  sentiments  and  acts  of  those 
who  now  administer  its  laws.    The  fund  has  been  drawn 
upon  again  and  again,  not  only  to  meet  contingencies,  but 
even  to  meet  vacancies  created  by  the  President  and  filled 
in  the  recess.     In  the  session  of  1830,  I  objected,  in  debate 
here,  not  only  to  the  abuse  of  the  power  of  appointment 
in  these  very  cases,  but  to  the  existence  of  any  right  in  the 
President  to  put  his  hand  into  tiiis  part  of  the  strong  box 
to  pay  outfits  of  ministers  appointed  by  him  to  fill  vacan- 
cies created  for  party  purposes.     In  the  year  1829,  our 
whole  diplomatic  corps  was  recalled  immediately  ailer  the 
Senate  adjourned;  and  although  no  appropriation  such  as 
this  had  at  that  time  been  made  by  Congress  for  new  out- 
fits, yet  the  contingent  fund  for  missions  abroad  was  ex- 
hausted in  paying  them,  and  more  than  forty  thousand 
dollars  were  expended,  for  which  no  appropriation,  either 
specific  or  contingent,  had  been  made.     I  thought  this  a 
violation  of  that  clause  in  the  constitution  which  directs 
that  no  money  shall  be  drawn  from  the  treasury  but  by 
law.     I  think  so  still.     The  contingent  fund  for  foreign 
missions  was,  in  my  judgment,  not  intended  to  meet  sucli 
expenses,  because  tney  were  not  incurred  by  any  neces- 
sity, contingency,  or  casualty,  happening  either  in  session 
or  out  of  session.     They  were  incurred  to  pay  outfits  and 
salaries  of  ministers  appointed  to  supply  vacancies  created 
by  the  will  of  the  President,  and  without  cause.     This  ar- 
gument was  then  met  by  the  distinguished  gentleman  who 
now  filb  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State,  and  who  was  at 
that  time  an  able  advocate  of^  the  administration,  repre- 
senting, in  part,  the  State  of  Loiusiana  on  this  floor,     lie 
defended  the  right  of  the  President  to  draw  on  the  contin- 
gent fund  iq  any  case  of  appointment  to  fill  a  vacancy, 
whether  happening  in  tiie  recess  or  created  in  tiie  recess. 
He  avowed  that  the  money  overdrawn  afler  exhausting 
that  fund,  was  well  borrowed  from  another  fund,  and  that 
the  Executive  could  do  this  without  specific  appropriation 
— and  without  law.     I  have  his  argument  oil  tliat  occasion 
ready  for  the  inspection  of  all  who  think  the  Government 
scrupulous  about  the  right  to  draw  on  this  contingent  fund 
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for  the  outfit  of  a  new  minister  to  France;  and  as  the  ad 
miniatration  of  tliese  funds  by  the  ijentleman  who  now  pre 
ndes  orer  our  foreign  affairs,  is  the  subject  of  considera 
tion,  I  claim  it  as  an  authority  of  no  ordinary  character  to 
settle  this  controversy. 

The  (^ntleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Chambsks]  has 
met  the  argument  of  hie  colleague  on  the  subject  of  ex- 
penditures by  the  Government,  by  a  remark  to  which  the 
attention  of  the  people  of  this  country  at  this  time  ought 
to  be  particularly  directed.  Before  I  advert  to  it,  how- 
ever, let  me  premise  that  the  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Finance,  [Mr.  Smith,]  in  the  discussion  yesterda}', 
compared  the  expenses  or  this  administration  with  those 
of  the  last,  and  sought  to  show  us  that  if  those  same 
pledges  of  retrenchment  and  reform  which  were  given  on 
the  4th  of  March,  1829,  in  the  eastern  portico  of  this  Capi- 
tol, had  not  been  all  redeemed,  yet  the  expenses  of  the 
Government  were  not  more  than  they  had  been  before 
that  memorable  day.  The  deeds  and  the  very  expendi- 
tures of  the  last  administration,  reviled  and  persecuted  as 
it  was,  are  now  made  the  standard  of  excellence;  and  the 
only  boast  of  those  who  then  told  us  that  the  task  of  re- 
iiM'm  was  inscribed  on  the  list  of  Executive  duties  in  cha- 
racters too  legible  to  be  misunderstood,  now  is,  that  they 
have  not  been  more  extravagant  than  their  predecessors. 
The  chairman  agrees  that  the  statement  of  these  expendi- 
tures, yesterday  made  by  the  gentleman  ih>m  South  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  Hathx,]  is  correct.  Here  tiien  is  a  chance  for 
comparison,  of  which  we  have  never  yet  been  able  to  avail 
ourselves  in  debate  with  the  honorable  chairman,  because, 
upon  the  correctness  of  other  statements  of  expenditures, 
(particularly  the  diplomatic,)  we  have  disagreed.  But,  for 
the  sake  of  the  argument  now,  let  us  take  the  report  of 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  which  the  chairman 
teUs  us  is  correct. 

Mr.  C.  then  read  the  statement  submitted  by  Mr. 
Hatxk,  of  the  appropriations  and  expenditure^from  1832 
to  1830,  inclusive. 

The  expenditures  were — 

r  Deducting  five  mi]> 
In  1824,        -         $10,750,000-^     lions  for  the  Flo- 
C,    rida  treaty. 


1825, 

11,240,080 

1826, 

13,002,000 

1827, 

12,650,000 

1828, 

13,296,000 

1829. 

13,660,000 

1830, 

13,329,000 

The  preaent  administration  came  into  power  on  the  4th 
of  Marcn,  1839.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  seems  to 
eonader  the  expenditures  of  that  year  as  not  properly 
chargeable  to  the  party  in  power.  I  suppose  because  two 
months  of  the  year  had  rolled  away  before  the  inaugfura- 
tion.  And  yet  the  same  gentieman  informed  us  tiut  the 
party  in  Congress  was  alone  responsible  for  expenditures; 
not  tiie  President  Judging  the  party  by  its  acts  in  Con- 
gress, pray  will  he  tell  me  why  it  is  not  answerable  for  the 
expenditures  of  1828?  It  had  a  majority  during  the  ses- 
sion, when  the  appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  that  year 
were  made  greater  in  both  Houses  than  it  has  ever  bad 
nnce;  and  if,  as  he  says,  it  is  responsible  for  the  acts  of 
its  members  in  Congress  only,  why  should  it  now  be  per- 
mitted to  evade  the  responsibility  of  its  appropriations 
made  at  that  session?  Without  subscribing  to  the  gentle- 
man's doctrine  of  the  irresponsibility  of  him  who  availed 
himselfof  theseappropriationsto  make  these  expenditures, 
I  deny  that,  on  his  own  ground,  the  gentleman  and  his 
friends  can  escape  the  expenditures  of  1839.  The  last 
administration  could  not  have  expended  this  money.  The 
appropriation  bills  were  passed,  immediately  before  the 
preaent  Executive  came  in,  by  his  own  friends,  and  the 
expenditure*  of  that  year  were  peculiarly  those  of  him 


who  told  us  how  necessary  it  was  to  refbrm  the  abusei  i 
his  predecessors. 

Mr.  Adams  came  in  on  the  4th  of  March,  1835,  indtli 
expenses  of  his  two  first  years,  by  this  same  staitemeg 
are  actually  two  million  six  hundred  and  fortv-seven  th« 
sand  dollars  leas  than  those  of  1829,  '30.  the  two  first  yea 
of  the  party  now  in  power!  Those  of  1831  are  not  give 
with  accuracy  yet,  but  it  is  admitted,  on  all  hands,  thi 
they  are  at  least  six  hundred  thousand  dollars  beyond  th 
expenses  of  any  year  before  1829. 

I  come  now  to  the  remark  of  the  gentleman  before  mc 
[Mr.  Crambibs.]     Your  administration  has  cut  up  tit 
wstem  of  internal  improvement  by  the  roots!    Your  Pre 
sident,  in  1330,  put  his  veto  on  a  bill,  stopping  approprit 
tions  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million,  for  the  benefit  of  tin 
country;  and  on  the  Rockville  road  bill,  the  Miyjvilh 
road  bill,  the  Louisville  and  Portland  canal  bill:  thu 
checking  all  other  measures  of  internal  improvemeiit  in 
every  section  of  the  Union  where  they  were  demanded. 
Not  so  with  the  last  administration.     They  turned  theii 
faces  against  no  measure  having  fur  its  object  the  nation) 
welfare,  and  the  improvement  of  the  coutitrj'.    Thej 
were,  therefore,  denounced  as  prodigal  spendthrifb  of  die 
public  money;  and  their  opponents,  cryingfrom  thehou9^ 
tops  "  retrenchment  and  refom,"  came  into  power  bf 
means  of  their  professions  on  that  occasion.     Where  nor 
are  those  who  sounded  the  tocsin  and  put  the  country  io 
an  uproar,  because  of  the  alleged  extravagance  ofthoie 
who,  in  1825  and  1826,  administered  the  affairs  of  diit 
Union  ?    I  ask  those  who  no w  entreat  us  to  reliere  die 
consumption  of  the  country  from  unnecessary  exactiom, 
what  have  y  ou  g^ned  by  the  change  ?    You  assisted  to  tor 
down  the  whole   ^stem  of  internal  improvement,  by 
which,  under  the  auspices  of  the  last  administration,  otir 
rivers  were  cleared  of  obstructions,  and  our  couiitiy  waj 
intersected  with  roads  and  canals.     You  desired  this  «s "» 
consummation  devoutly  to  be  wished  for."    But  hivetbe 
public  expenditures  been  diminished?    Not  so.    Not  so. 
The  "  retrenchment"  is  more  extravagant  than  the  ei- 
penses  you  desired  to  retrench.     Nothing  is  more  cleir 
than  that  these  expenditures  have  increased,  and  are  in- 
creasing, notwithstanding  the  country  ha*  lost  the  benefit 
of  the  usual  appropriations,  (horn  its  own  funds,  for  inter- 
nal improvement.    To  all  such  of  these  advocates  of  reform 
as  were  sincere  in  the  opinions  they  formerly  profeaed, 
I  therefore  say,  come  forth,  and  aid  us  in  attempting  to 
relieve  tiie  country  from  unnecessary  burdens,  in  ereiy 
instance  where  it  can  be  done  consiatentiy  witii  the  inte- 
rest apd  honor  of  the  nation.     Each  man  reserving  to  Ml- 
self  his  proper  opinions  of  other  things,  let  us  co-openst 
in  the  good  work  of  pruning  away  unnecessary  ^P'^'™] 
tions,  and  let  the  country  have  the  full  benefit  of  the 
results  of  our  co-operation  in  that  cause. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that,  if  any  thing  could  beaveo 
to  the  Government  by  striking  out  the  appropriition,  the 
argument  would  be  good.  But  there  would  be  '""*"'* 
of  money.  Some  gentlemen  were  of  the  opinion  thit  the 
application  of  the  contingent  fund  would  ^  F'f"i 
while  others  held  a  different  opinion.  It  w*""""?!—^ 
that  Mr.  Hives  had  requested  permission  to  return  hoot 
The  President  contemplated  such  a  contingency,  «•  * 
liad  done  in  regard  to  the  minister  to  London.  It  W  « 
no  importance,  in  point  of  economy,  whether  .*{"  *'''"l| 
priation  was  made  now,  or  was  postponed  till  the  W 
session.  If  tiie  amount  should  be  taken  from  the  con^ 
gent  fund,  it  must  be  replaced  at  the  next  lesMOii.  i« 
would  postpone  any  comparison  between  the  *''P*'j'^ 
the  two  administrations.  But  he  could  show,  at  a  gl*""' 
that  the  expenditures  of  1830  were  less Uian  those  ot  i^i 
by  400,000  dollars.  When  a  proper  time  should  snw 
he  should  be  willing  to  go  into  an  examination  ol  uk» 
expenditures  and  their  causes.  ,   t,.. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  replied— with  all  my  heart!  and  »«" 
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rer  thatcompBrUon  of  expenditures  shall  be  jusUy  made, 
le  truth  will  st&nd  brightly  out  in  favor  of  those  who 
lere  formerly  rendered  obnoxious  to  public  opinion  by  a 
1^  cry  of  prodigality.  The  expendjtures  of  1829  did 
xceed  those  of  1830,  as  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  has 
Uegcd,  by  the  sum  of  four  hundred  and  thirtyH>ne  thou- 
ind  dollars.  But  the  gentleman  shows  no  reason,  and  can 
bov  none,  why  the  expenditures  of  1829  should  be  de- 
leted to  the  last  administration.  As  I  have  stated,  so  I 
epeat,  that  those  expenditures  were  made  by  the  present 
iiccutire,  in  pursuance  of  appropriations  made  by  Lis  own 
liends,  constituting  a  large  majority  in  Congress,  on  the 
ray  ere  of  his  inauguration;  and  the  gentleman's  argu- 
aeat  to  shield  the  Preudent  is,  that  the  majority  of  Con- 
{tess  is  alone  responsible  for  these  expendftures.  Be  it 
»  considered,  merely  for  the  sake  of  the  argument;  but 
low  do  you  escape  by  it  from  the  charge  of  these  expen- 
litures  in  1829  ?  It  is  true  that,  at  the  session  of  1829,  the 
Joctnne  of  the  "  Maysville  message"  did  not  preva  I.  In- 
xnul  improvements  were  then  h^d  G>  be  both  constrtu- 
lioiul  and  expedient,  and  appropriations  for  tlte  purpose 
of  nuking  roads  and  canals  to  the  amount  of  more  than  the 
difference  between  the  expenses  of  1829  and  1830  were 
IlKnnnde.  In  the  succeeding  year,  (1831,)  the  career 
of  these  improvements  was  arrested:  the  lighthouse  bill, 
cootaining  appropriations  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million, 
vu  disapproved  and  rejected  by  the  President,  as  it  was 
believed  at  the  time,  because  it  contained  an  appropria- 
liim  of  only  940,0U0  to  clear  out  the  entrance  to  the  Che- 
•peake  and  Delaware  canal — an  Executive  measure  un- 
precedented in  the  history  of  the  country.  Yet,  in  that 
Teryyear,  notwithstanding  all  these  retrenchments,  cut- 
ting up  the  system  of  improvements,  you  now  acknow- 
ledge an  expenditure,  exclu^ve  of  tlie  public  debt,  of 
tlj,239,000!  in  reference  to  the  particular  question  be- 
Ibre  us,  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  has  said  that  if  the 
Senate  refiised  to  grant  this  outiit  to  France,  nothing 
could  be  saved,  as  the  President  could  go  to  the  contin- 
gent fund.  Very  good.  Let  him  resort  to  it,  and  take 
tile  responsibility  of  deciding  on  the  necessity  of  doing  so. 
b  is  nut  denied  but  the  fund  is  large  enough  for  the  pur- 
|>oac,  if  the  necessity  justifies  him  in  touching  it.  We  do 
nut  propose  to  diminish  the  amount  of  that  fund,  nor  does 
tlie  gentleman  propose  ta  do  so.  It  stands,  '*  for  contin- 
gencies thirty  tliousand  dollars."  But  if  the  specific  ap- 
propriation of  $9,000  for  this  outfit  to  France  be  left  in 
tbe  bill,  that  fund  ought  to  be  reduced  to  $21,000.  Would 
tlK  gendeoian  agree  to  tliat?    No,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Whenever  the  honorable  gentleman  shall  think  proper 
igain  to  venture  upon  a  comparison  of  the  past  and  pre- 
sent expenditures,  such  as  be  has  now  proposed  to  defer 
to  aome  distant  day,  it  will  appear,  as  it  appeai-s  now,  that 
>11  those  high  sounding  pledges  and  vaunts  of  economy, 
lotle  fitnaerly  for  poUtical  effect,  have  been  succeeded 
'■recourse  of  expenditure  more  Uvish  and  prodigal  (be- 
ctiae  uncalled  for  in  so  many  instances  by  the  real  wants 
ofUic  country)  than  has  been  known  before  in  the  history 
of  this  Government. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  that  he  should  vote  now  as  be 
]'oted  in  the  committee,  unless  the  official  document,  show- 
ing the  actual  occurrence  of  the  vacancy,  were  placed  on 
tlie  files  of  the  Senate.  If  it  were  officially  shown  that 
there  was  now  a  vacancy,  he  would  be  willing  to  vote  the 
appropriation.  But  be  must  have  the  fact  stauiding  on  re- 
'O'd  here,  in  ptrpetuam  rei  memoriam,  that  such  was  the 
net  His  judgment  on  this  matter  had  been  long  formed, 
><id  was  not  now  to  be  shaken.  For  these  ax  years,  ay, 
wse  seven  years,  he  had  cherished  the  faith,  in  which  he 
'bouU  die — that  no  President  shall,  during  tlie  recess,  fill 
^  vacancy  which  occurred  during  the  session.  If  the 
weancy  were  now  put  on  record  by  the  official  act  of 
'h<  Executive,  he  would  vote  for  the  outfit;  and  if  not,  he 
▼ouUvoteagaiort  any  nunisterwho  might  be  appointed 


during  the  recess,  though  he  were  Us  &ther,  his  brother, 
or  his  dearest  friend. 

He  professed  to  have  no  wish  to  pry  into  the  Executivo 
records.  He  had  no  desire  to  open  Ihe  poriefeaiUe  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  or  the  bureau  of  the  President,  to  see 
whether  Jir.  Rives  had  been  recalled  or  not.  He  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  that.  It  was  enough  for  him  to  know 
that  Mr.  Rives  was  still  in  France.  He  was  willing  to  un- 
derstand this— that  the  contingency  might  happen,  or 
might  not  happen.  If  the  contingency  should  occur  du- 
ring the  recess,  it  was  well;  lettheoumt  in  that  case  be 
provided  as  for  a  contingency.  That  was  the  true  state  of 
things.  Was  there  not  a  fund  already  provided,  adequate 
to  meet  the  expense  of  such  contingency,  should  it  occur? 
He  asserted  that  there  was;  and  that  its  name — the  contin- 
gent fund — sufficiently  pointed  out  the  purposes  for  which 
it  was  created  The  sum  of  ^0,000  had  been  appropriat- 
ed for  the  contingencies  of  foreign  intercourse.  Would 
gentlemen  undertake  to  say  that  this  fund  was  not  appli- 
cable to  such  an  object'  The  gendeman  from  Maryland 
had  intimated  that  it  was  not  Yet  did  that  Senator,  in 
1830,  vote  to  replenish  this  very  fund,  which  had  been 
exhausted  to  its  last  dollar,  to  pay  outfits  to  foreign  minis- 
ters. Was  it  so,  that  the  Senator  from  Maryland  really 
thought  that  the  President  had  no  right  to  pay  these  out- 
fits out  of  the  contingent  fund,  yet  voted  to  replace  the 
sum  which  had  been  taken  from  the  fiind  for  that  very 
purpose?  Certainly  not.  No  Senator  could  act  with  such 
inconsistency.  By  his  vote  in  1830,  the  Senator  express- 
ed his  opinion  that  the  President  had  a  right  to  apply 
this  fund  in  such  cases. 

During  the  administration  of  President  Washington, 
there  occurred  a  singular  omisuon  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress. No  appropriation  was  made  for  paying  the  ex- 
penses incurred  in  transmitting  hither  the  votes  of  the 
electors.  When  the  messengers  brought  on  the  votes, 
there  was  found  to  be  no  money  provided  for  them  here. 
The  President  put  his  hand  into  this  fund,  and  paid  them. 
This  fund  was  called  the  secret-service  fund;  and  curiosity 
was  alive  to  know  what  connexion  Washington  could  show 
between  the  service  performed  and  the  secret-service  fund. 
Inquiries  were  set  on  foot:  he  believed  there  was  inquiry  by 
Congress  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  messengers  were 
paid.  The  President  took  a  stand,  and  a  very  proper  one,  re- 
fusing to  render  any  account;  and  tlie  thing  was  not  known 
until  an  appropriation  to  replace  the  sum  made  its  appear- 
ance in  the  general  appropriation  bill.  It  was  kept  pro- 
foundly a  secret,  until  all  curiosity  on  the  subject  in 
Congress  had  subsided,  and  no  one  cared  a  straw  about 
it. 

He  had  stated  this  fact  to  show  that  the  power  of  the 
President  over  this  fund  was  absolute.  In  1830,  the  sum 
requisite  to  provide  the  outfits  was  taken  out  of  it;  and 
the  gentleman  from  Georgria,  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, and  himself,  Jiad  voted  to  reinstate  it.  Why,  then, 
should  not  precisely  the  same  fiind  be  applicable  to  pre- 
cisely the  same  case?  If  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
bad  shown  that  the  contingent  fund  was  too  small,  and  that 
40,000  would  be  requiredinsteadof$30,000,  he  was  willing 
to  give  it.  But  he  desired  to  give  it  to  be  disbursed  on  the 
responsibihty  of  the  President.  If  the  administration  were 
satisfied  with  the  fund  as  it  now  stood,  t;e  would  not  in- 
crease it.  It  was  then  sufficient  for  all  contingencies,  and 
no  augmentation  was  asked  for.  But  he  was  not  disposed 
to  appropriate  a  sum  sufficient  for  all  contingencies,  and 
$9,000  to  boot 

The  principle  contended  for  by  the  gentleman  from 
Geor^a,  that  the  Executive  was  not  to  be  held  responsible 
for  the  expenditures  of  his  administration,  but  that  Con- 
gress was,  be  utterly  disclaimed.  .  He  had  nothing  to  do 
with  such  an  opinion.  He  held  up  both  his  handsagainst  it. 
If  true,  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  it;  if  erroneous,  he  would 
protest  against  any  application  of  the  sentimicDt  to  him. 
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He  held  the  Prefident  responsible  for  every  act  to  which 
he  bad  g^ven  his  concurrence.  Wh»t  were  they  \o  do,  if  this 
doctrine  were  to  be  sustained?  Could  they  resort  to  the 
elective  franchise  for  the  redress  of  their  grievances? 
Suppose  the  majority  of  Congress  determined  to  bear 
down  a  portion  of  the  people  to  the  earth  by  taxation. 
Tbey  could  do  it,  but  not  without  the  sanction  of  the  Pre- 
adent.  What  are  the  people  of  Virginia  to  do,  when 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  unite  to  impose  on  them  bur- 
dens which  they  were  not  able  to  bear?  Were  they  to  go  to 
the  ballot  box  lor  relief?  There  were  but  two  modes  of  ope- 
rating— by  public  opinion,  and  by  the  election  of  Presi- 
dent. The  President  ought  to  be  exempt  from  all  partial, 
all  local  influences,  and  should  be  the  common  g^uardian 
of  all,  said  Mr.  T.,  of  us,  and  of  you.  Our  complaints 
ought  to  be  made  to  him,  and  it  is  his  duty  to  give  re- 
dress. Entertaining  these  views,  he  said  that  he  could 
not  admit  the  principle  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to 
be  correct. 

He  adverted  to  the  injurious  tendency  of  such  a  doc 
trine,  at  a  time  when  the  number  of  those  who  bad  so 
constantly  complained  of  the  expenditures  of  Government 
had  become  so  few,  and  was  daily  diminishing.  The  few 
consistent  had  not  &llen  off  in  zeal.  Their  note  was  not 
less  lou(^  Had  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
dropped  a  single  word  or  syllable  of  bis  former  language? 
Under  the  last  administration,  who  had  pressed  upon  them 
with  a  heavy  hand,  they  had  cried  "  Give  us  relief."  And 
were,  they  now  to  be  silent,  because  those  whom  they  had 
advocated  were  in  power?  Perhaps,  they  might  always 
have  to  be  oppressed  by  the  majority,  but  it  would  not  be 
with  their  own  consent.  Letnotthe  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia tell  him,  then,  that  he  must  not  make  the  President  re- 
sponsible for  acts  of  extravagance  and  oppression.  To 
whom  was  he  to  look?  He  had  no  power  over  the  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware,  or  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  He  wished 
for  none.  The  constitution  had  marked  a  broad  line  be- 
tween them.  He  could  only  then  resort  to  public  opinion. 
It  wa^  impossible  that  he  could  recognise  the  doctrine  that 
the  President  was  not  responsible  for  the  measures  which 
had  passed  both  Houses  of  Congress,  and  become  a  law 
by  his  sanction. 

The  gentlenun  from  Georgia  had  said,  "  Suppose  the 
President  were  to  veto  the  pension  bill."  I  do  not  know, 
tud  Mr.  T.,  where  the  bill  now  is.  I  do  not  know  how 
much  it  appropriates.  It  may  be  millions  of  dollars.  I 
know  that  it  proposes  to  levy  heavy  taxes  on  us,  to  pension, 
not  those  who  are  paupers,  but  persons  who  have  pro- 
perty. Should  Congress  pass  this  bill,  and  should  the 
President  put  bis  veto  upon  it,  it  would  be  because  he  en- 
tertained the  same  feeling  of  hostility  against  it  which  he 
did.  If  the  President  thought  as  he  did,  he  would  put 
his  veto  on  a  bill  which  profligately  squanders  such  a  large 
portion  of  the  public  money  on  those  who  had  no  meri- 
torious claims.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  said  that 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  would  raise  a  clamor  against 
the  President.  What,  refuse  to  give  bread  to  the  old  sol- 
dier—the poor  old  soldier  of  the  revolution!  why,  it  would 
turn  him  out  of  office!  If  he  [Mr.  T.]  knew  the  Presi- 
dent— if  he  came  up  at  all  to  his  beau  ideal  of  a  President 
— a  clamor  of  this  kind  would  never  operate  upon  his 
mind  to  make  Ivim  act  in  opposition  to  his  true  opinions. 
He  would  do  his  duty,  were  he  sure  to  perish  in  the  per- 
formance of  it,  or  lie  did  not  deserve  to  be  President.  If 
the  President  thought  as  he  did,  he  would  so  act.  For 
himself,  he  should  hold  the  President  responsible  for  this 
action.  He  held  the  Chief  Magistrate  responsible  to  all 
parties  for  what  he  did.  Republican  government  was  at 
an  end  when  the  President  did  what  he  pleased,  merely 
because  he  was  sure  to  be  backed  by  a  majority  in  Con- 
gress. The  moment  that  doctrine  was  recognised,  the 
Government  was  gone.  This  doctrine  of  responsibility 
seemed  to  be,  like  the  satyr's  breath,  hot  and  cold.    If  an 


appointment  was  made  which  thi*  body  was  called  m  to 
confirm,  the  friends  of  the  President  contended  in  fira 
of  his  responsibilijy .  The  injunction  of  secrecy  beinj  re. 
moved,  he  miglit  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  language  tuoj 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  on  that  occasion,  that  tfat 
Secretuy  of  State  was  not  responsible  for  the  instnie 
tions  given  to  the  minister,  but  that  the  President  onh 
was  responsible.  Now,  the  Senate  was  told  from  the  ami 
quarter  that  Congress  was  to  be  responsible  for  the  pubb 
expenditures,  and  not  the  President.  The  two  propos 
tions  could  not  stand  tog^ether.  Members  of  Con^ 
were  responsible  to  their  constituents.  The  Presdn* 
was  responsible  to  his  constituents.  The  Secretary  d 
State  was  responsible  to  the  President,  and  fte  Prcsidnl 
to  the  people.  He  would  never  vote  to  diminidi  the  t» 
sponsibility  of  public  officers,  whatever  theirraok. 

He  would  not  gfo  into  the  view  of  the  relative  expenm 
of  the  Government.  This  was  too  great  a  question  to  be 
tried  and  determined  by  such  small  balances.  He  did  rat 
stop  to  inquire  whether  one  administration  expended  four 
hundred  thousand  dollars  more  or  less  than  another;  or 
whether  one  employed  forty  clerks,  and  the  other  but 
thirty-five.  Whatever  was  necessary  to  carry  on  the  o[«. 
rations  of  the  Government,  he  was  willing  to  give.  What 
was  not  necessary,  although  there  might  appear  >  rediK- 
tion  on  its  fiice,  he  woidd  withhold.  He  would  neier  int 
questions  of  this  importance  on  the  principle  otpiuuA 
numu. 

Was  it  proper  to  grant  an  outfit  for  the  succeaorto  t 
minister  that  might,  and,  therefore,  might  not,  b*  reaH- 
ed?  It  was  so  decidedly  in  the  character  of  a  coriMj 
gency,  and  he  could  not  vote  to  give  this  nine  thounnd 
dollars,  while  there  was  a  sufficient  sum  in  the  coiita- 
gfent  fund. 

He  had  felt  alarm  when  he  heard  the  gentlemsn  fton 
Georgia  advance  his  doctrine  of  the  responsibilitj  rf 
majorities.  The  appropriation  for  the  Maysville  rotd  m 
passed  by  majorities  of  both  Houses.  The  President  but 
ptit  his  veto  on  the  act,  and  had  thus  fiir  realized  the  » 
pectations  of  those  who  had  placed  confidence  in  him.  » 
this  act  he  had  been  sustained  by  the  voice  of  »^eM» 
try.  Did  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  apply  ba  dortrnj 
of  responsibility  in  this  case?  If  Congress  was  tobebdil 
responsible  for  all  the  acts  of  the  administration,  on  U 
own  account,  he  had  no  objection.  He  was  willing,  »t» 
limes,  to  meet  and  take  his  share  of  the  responsibihtj. 

Mr.  FOnSYTH  explained  what  he  had  said  on  theaH- 
ject  of  the  responsibility  of  the  President.  He  consnKr- 
ed  that  the  President  alone  was  responsible  for  the  m- 
stnictions  given  to  a  minister.  The  minister  he  "t*™" 
as  the  mere  breath  of  the  President,  speaking  mei^ 
what  he  is  instructed  to  speak.  He  was  the  moutftpieM 
of  the  President.    It  was  not  so  with  Congress. 


BecoM 
not  instruct  Congress:  it  was  the  province  of  C""?^ 
to  advise  him.  Cotigress  did,  in  effect,  ins*""*.  ,J1 
is  compelled  to  affix  his  name  to  lawsconcemmp*™ 
he  may  entertain  doubts.  He  has  to  act  on,  P"""?^ 
three  or  four  hundred  bilb,  within  a  few  f^Z 
fore  the  close  of  the  session.  All  the  busine*  «^^ 
session  was  thrown  on  the  President,  wiAin  '*?*^^m 
days.  If  he  was  to  be  made  responsible  for  all  the*""^ 
what  an  awful  situation  must  his  be.  i/^d 

He  considered  that  the  President  had  been  ^'^ 
to  much  unkind  treatment  this  sesrion.  '^'ff'^f. 
tion  had  been  the  constant  theme  of  WP"*"^"  .T,ii|i 
ever  a  call  was  made  for  money,  they  were  '*''.'*^,i5, 
the  abandonment  of  their  pledges.  The  f^"*"^^ 
seemed  to  be  made  responsible  for  every  ♦'"■F'"'^  ^t 
reproached  on  all  occasions.  He  made  a  '^''f'*''^^* 
proposition  for  retrenchment  in  the  navy,  which  wm 
by  the  Executive,  and  overruled  by  Congress.  .  ^ 

Mr.  H.VYNE  and  Mr.  WEBSTER  made  someren- 
on  the  same  side  as  Mr.  TAZEWELL. 
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Mr.  FORSYTH  aaid  that  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
Vts  has  discovered  that  the  people  do  not  regulate  their 
tioD*  by  their  opinions.  It  was  tnie  that  strong  difier- 
ices  of  opinion,  sectional  in  their  character,  existed;  and 
was  to  be  rfeeretted  that  such  is  tlie  fact.  The  reason 
ttsoman}'  of  the  people  were  in  favor  of  General  Jack- 
■  VIS,  first,  his  overwhelming  popularity  on  account  of 
I  personal  services;  and,  secondly,  that  his  purity  and 
itriotism  were  so  well  understood,  and  his  opinions  so 
tl!  known.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Ha^achusetts 
in  those  of  the  South  in  upholding  one  who  entertains 
1  these  opinions?  No;  be  wants  those  of  the  South  to  go 
itti  him,  m  elevating  the  man  who  holds  all  his.  The 
reskleat  is  preferred  in  Pennsylvania  and  in  Virginia, 
ccause  be  holds  some  of  their  opinions.  The  gentleman 
om  Massachusetts  seemed  to  apprehend  that  Virginia 
ouU  aid  in  elevating  to  the  second  office  one  who  was 
ppoied  to  ber  policy.  He  was  at  issue  with  the  gentle- 
xa  on  that  point.  Would  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
uiaetts  join  with  the  adversary  of  that  gentleman?  If  he 
sold,  he  ini{^it  command  the  whole  of  the  Southern  States. 
The  gentleman  fi^m  Soutli  Carolina  seemed  to  hold  the 
itndent  responsible  for  the  pledges  of  his  party.  H 
caittl  the  correctness  of  that  course.  The  President 
H  bound  to  carry  into  effect  his  own  promises;  but  he 
n  to  set  on  his  own  views,  and  was  not  to  be  made  re- 
^ble  for  those  of  the  party  who  brought  bim  into 
over.  Should  he  disappoint  the  expectations  of  those 
to  ekvated  him,  tbey  may  hurl  him  from  his  seat.  But 
*  rasa  ought  to  be  liable  to  reproach,  if  he  holds  views 
ierent  from  his  friends.  The  views  of  the  President 
we  known.  There  was  no  concealment  about  them, 
ihcjr  are  explicitly  communicated  in  his  messages;  and 
^  who  cannot,  will  not  understand  them. 
The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  reproached  the  Chief 
hpitrate  for  not  taking  measures  to  compromise  the  dif- 
bences  of  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff.  Had  he 
M  called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject?  Had 
»» the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  given  his  views?  Wbtt 
•d  been  done?  The  report  of  the  Secretary  had  been 
fbced  in  the  hands  of  the  Finance  Committee.  It  had 
Men  dragged  from  their  hands,  contrary  to  all  the  former 
■tctice  of  the  Senate,  and  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Aa- 
"Artsrts.  There  it  has  lain  from  that  time.  The  dls- 
'Of^hed  individual,  whose  reputation  stands  so  high  in 
Jk  counhy,  had  condemned  the  cliaracter  of  the  project. 
Bid  iny  one  called  for  a  project  from  the  Elxecutive? 
I^ere  was  one  in  progress,  although  no  call  had  been 
»de;  uA  it  will  soon  be  presented;  and  it  will  be  found 
'oxi^t  the  q«iestion  at  issue  on  satisfactory  grounds. 

Be  *>B  chuved  with  being  unfortunate  m  bis  cases. 
Uowdood  the  &ct?  When  the  propositisn  from  the  £xe- 
^fe  to  reduce  the  expenses  of  the  navy  was  made,  the 
'^vy  Coamittee  took  so  much  as  increased  the  rank  of 
"fficera,  and  rejected  so  much  as  went  to  reduce  the  ex- 
P^°*&  The  bult  was  not  in  the  body  which  proposed 
^  refereace,  but  in  the  body  to  which  the  proposition 
*»  referred.  A  complaint  had  also  been  made,  that  the 
'?'?*  of  the  Government  gave  to  the  officers  of  the  na- 
"«» more  than  they  were  entitled  to  by  law.  The  ac- 
i^tiog  officer  placed  his  finger  on  the  letter  of  the  law, 
>nl  aid,  this  could  not  be  allowed.  The  officers  remon- 
""•ted,  bat  could  show  no  law.  They  referred  to  the 
""S^  of  the  Government,  but  the  officer  arrested  the 
^™«-  Congress  then  interposed,  and,  by  a  resohi- 
""^  footed  the  practice.  The  resolution  was  tempo- 
'"7  m  its  opeiation,  but  there  was  one  now  in  progress 
""U  the  abuse.  He  then  referred  to  the  case  of  the  navy 
!<*tticU)r,  in  which  the  officer  had  compelled  the  for- 
mT*  "'*''*  bond— about  eight  thousand  di^ra.  He  did 
r'^'^xpUnofthe  action  of  Congress  in  this  case,  merely 
^"neicore  of  the  money ;  but  his  compUint  was,that,  when 
w  wntiactor  came  to  the  House,  the  officer  who  con- 
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strued  the  law  received  censure  for  his^  conduct,  and  was 
charged  with  sacrificing  equity  to  official  technicalities. 
While  Congress  acted  thus,  what  hope  was  there  of  reform  > 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  said  tliat  the  President 
might  send  a  minister  to  France,  should  an  emergency 
occur.  That  must  be  left  to  the  Executive  discretion. 
Did  this  appropriation  make  it  any  the  more  likely  that  he 
would  do  so?  The  gentleman  had  said  that  he  did  not  wish 
that  a  minister  should  be  sent,  but  on  great  emergency. 
Such  was  not  always  his  opinion.  There  bad  been  a  time 
when  he  allowed  this  discretion  to  the  Executive. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  again  spoke  in  reply  to  Mr.  Fobsttb. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  when  this  question  was  before  the  Sen- 
ate, in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  argument  then  present- 
ed was,  "  that  an  appropriation  for  the  outfit  to  France  was 
unnecessan-,for  the  President  could  (iflie  deemed  it  neces- 
sai-y  to  send  a  minister  to  that  court  during  the  recess)  de- 
fray the  outfit  from  the  "  contingent  fond  for  foreign  inter- 
course." I  apprehend,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Uw  on  this 
subject  has  not  been  well  understood.  [Here  Mr.  S.  read 
tlie  law.]  I  understand  the  law  thus:  that  the  fiindisatthe 
disposition  of  the  President  without  accountability  when  for 
secret  service:  but  when  disbursed  for  other  objects,  such 
disbursements  may  be  made  public.  Such,  indeed,  is  the 
nature  of*  the  fund,  that  the  President  may  draw  upon  it 
with  no  other  check  or  restraint  than  his  own  discretion. 
This  fund  has  seldom  been  expended.  I  know  but  of  one 
instance  where  it  has  been  expended,  and  that  was  when 
Mr.  Madison  gave  fiAy  thousand  dollars  to  a  certain  Mr. 
Henry.  The  fund,  as  its  name  implies,  is  for  "contingen- 
cies," from  which  payments  have  always  been  made  for 
the  quarter  salaries  to  ministers  fur  the  expense  of  their 
return  home,  these  payments  being  very  truly  "  contin- 
gent expenses."  But  outfits  and  salaries  are  specific, 
(agreeably  to  our  law,)  and  cannot  be  paid  out  of  this  fund; 
nor  have  they  ever  been  so  paid.  It  is  true  that  former 
Presidents  have  borrowed  from  this  fund  for  outfits,  but 
knowring  that  it  was  irregular,  they  have  always  applied 
for  appropriations  to  replace  the  sums  thus  borrowed,  and 
they  have  never  been  refused,  which  serves  to  show  that 
this  fund  has  never  been  considered  appUcable  to  the  pay- 
ment either  of  sidary  or  outfit.  If  the  word  "  France" 
be  stricken  from  the  bill,  the  Prendent  will  conclude  (in- 
deed, be  cannot  otherwise  understand  it)  that  the  Senate 
do  not  consent  to  send  a  minister  to  France  in  the  recess. 
Nor  do  I  think  he  will  send  such  mission,  unless,  indeed, 
some  extraordinary  necessity  shall  occur,  such  as  a  war 
in  Europe.  Mr.  Rives  has  asked  leave  to  come  borne,  be- 
cause tlie  climate  of  Paris  is  injurious  to  his  health.  Per- 
mission to  return  has  been  accorded  to  him,  and  he  will 
probably  arrive  here  in  October.  No  minister  will  be  sent 
to  France,  if  the  present  motion  be  concurred  in,  until 
the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  and  not  then,  until  the  ap- 
propriation bill  for  1833  shall  have  passed,  and  become  • 
law,  which  will  probably  take  place  in  February  of  that 
year;  and  thus  the  Government  will  be  without  a  minister 
in  France  from  September  until  May  or  June  following, 
which  may  be  injurious.  I  have  some  reason  to  believe 
that  the  President  does  not  accord  with  the  opinion  that  he 
has  a  right  to  draw  from  this  contingent  fund  for  outfits 
and  salaries  of  minister*.  The  President  may,  and  pro- 
bably does,  consider  these  disbursements  as  specific,  and 
not  contingent.  We  have  had  proof,  by  a  statement  made, 
that  Mr.  Randolph  received  no  outfit  until  the  appn^ri- 
ation  bill  for  that  object  bad  passed;  and  I  have  been  in- 
formed at  the  proper  department,  that  Mr.  Van  Burea 
did  not  receive  an  outfit  I  mention  this,  in  order  to  show 
what  appears  to  be  the  opinion  of  the  President  in  rela- 
tion to  this  matter.  In  this,  the  President  may  appear  to 
some  gentlemen  to  be  over  scrupulous.  He  is,  however, 
the  sole  judge  of  his  own  coixluct.  I  know,  from  the 
course  pursued  by  him,  while  a  member  of  this  body,  that 
Ke  is  strongly  in  favor  of  specific  appropriations,  and  will. 
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I  think,  rigidly  adhere  to  them,  unless  the  case  be  urgent, 
such  as  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  without  detriment  to 
the  public  interest.  In  such  cases,  the  President  will  as- 
sume the  responsibility,  and  submit  his  conduct  to  Con- 
gress at  the  next  session.  If  Mr.  Bives  should  return  late 
in  the  autumn,  I  feel  confident  tliat  the  President  will  not 
(unless  the  necessity  be  urgent)  appoint  a  successor  until 
Congress  shall  meet.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  there- 
fore, I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Senate  ought  to  appropri- 
ate the  sum  asked  for.  The  vacancy  ought,  from  all  that 
we  have  heard,  to  be  considered  as  one  which  has  actual- 
ly occurred,  for  Mr.  Bives  has  received  permission  to  re- 
turn home.  The  present  case  is  exactly  similar  to  that  of 
Mr.  Bush,  who,  we  were  told,  had  been  recalled  to  take 
another  office,  and  for  whom  an  appropriation  was  made. 
It  has  been  said  that  outfits  had  not  been  paid,  on  account 
of  the  insufficiency  of  the  contingent  fund.  Not  so.  I 
found  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  necessary  information 
from  the  Department  of  State.  This  department  did  not 
consider  that  there  was  any  secrecy  in  the  accounts,  (only 
of  $350,  which  had  been  paid  for  secret  service,)  and  1  ob- 
tained all  the  information  in  relation  to  this  subject  which  I 
desired.  It  will  be  recollected  that,  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  the  sum  asked  for  this  fund  was  $25,000,  and 
that  an  addition  of  $15,000  was  made  on  account  of  our 
treaty  with  Turkey,  making,  together,  the  sum  of  $40,000. 
This  appropriation,  has  been  accounted  for,  in  tlie  follow- 
ing manner,  by  a  statement  which  I  have  received  from  the 
State  Department,  viz. 
Expenditures  on  account  of  contingent  ex- 

Senses  of  foreign  intercourse  for  1831,        $27,148  87 
mceremidning  in  the  hands  of  the  agent,        8,789  48 
Repayment  to  the  treasury,        ...  4,784  37 


$40,722  72 
The  $722  72  was  probably  an  unexpended  balance  from 
the  preceding  year.  From  this  statement,  it  appears  that 
there  was  a  balance  sufficient  to  have  paid  the  outfit  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren.  if  the  President  bad  thought  such  application 
of  the  money  right  and  proper.  The  Secretary  of  State  of 
the  former  administration  did  not, think  himself  justified 
in  communicating  to  the  Committee  on  Betrenchmentthe 
pai-ticular  items  of  expenditures.  It  is  true  that  he  of- 
fered to  do  so  confidentially.  The  committee  declined  to 
receive  information  in  this  manner.  They  communicated, 
however,  the  amount  expended  by  Government  on  ac- 
count of  secret  service.  Perhaps  it  would  have  b«en  im- 
proper to  communicate  the  items — Thus: 
Expenditures  for  secret  service  for  1822,  '23,  and 

•24 #5,130 

Expenditures  for  secret  service  for  1835,  '26,  and 

'27 12,324 

The  fund  for  foreign  intercourse,  I  have  already  said, 
has  seldom  been  expended,  tn  Mr.  Monroe's  admniistra- 
tion,  agents  were  sent  to  many  of  the  new  States  in  South 
America,  to  ascertain  the  state  of  political  affiiirs,  to  acquire 
a  knowledge  of  the  resources  of  each  State — ^to  learn 
whether,  on  the  Governments  so  established,  reliance 
could  be  placed,  before  we  should  proceed  to  acknow- 
ledge them  as  independent  Powers.  The  agents  thus  sent 
were  paid  from  this  fund.  Tlie  fund  has  been  applied  to 
the  payment  of  messengers  and  confidential  agencies. 
Several  gentlemen  have  carried  messages  which  could  not 
be  carried  safely  by  the  mail — such  as  Mr.  Pleasants  to 
Brazil,  and  Mr.  Cook  to  Cuba,  as  confidential  agent.  I 
will  now  submit  a  statement  which  I  have  received  from 
tlie  State  Department  on  this  subject,  which  shows  the  ex- 
penditures for  foreign  intercourse  from  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution. 

Expenditures  for  foreign  intercourse 

from  March  4,  1789,  to  December 

31,  1828,  (40  years,)        -        -        -    $14,018,014  14 

Average  for  each  year,         -        -        -  350,450  53 


Expenditures  for  foreign   intercourse 

from  January  1,  1829,<  to  December 

31,  1830, 501,833  12 

Average  for  each  year,  ■  ■  •  •.  250,916  56 
Showing  the  average  for  tije  years  1829 

and  1830  to  be  leas  than  tiie  average  of 

the  previous  years,  by    -        -        -       -      99,533  97 

These  statements,  it  will  be  seen,  come  up  to  the  31st 
December,  1830;  tlie  statement  for  last  year  has  not  vet 
been  published. 

The  total  amount  provided  by  the  bill  now  before  the  Sen- 
ate, (amendments  included,)  is  $322,400,  being  $28,0»}3 
less  than  the  general  average  up  to  December  31, 1828. 

I  will  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  expendi- 
tures, which  a  Senator  bos  siud  '*  have  increasol,  an 
increasing,  and,  ought  to  be  diminished."  lliii  rcnuriL 
may  be  correct,  and,  if  so,  it  may  justly  be  attributcii  to 
the  increase  of  oiw  country.  If,  however,  there  be  any 
material  increase  in  our  expenditures,  (which  I  doubt,)  it 
most  unquestionably  cannot  be  charged  to  the  Executive 
that  this  increase  has  taken  place.  The  President  asb 
only  for  the  amount  required  by  existing  laws,  such  istbe 
removal  of  the  Indians,  the  surveys  of  public  lands,  and 
perhaps  some  smaller  objects.  All  other  appropriatioi» 
are  made  by  Congress,  over  which  the  President  has  no 
control.  No  President  has  ever  vetoed  an  appropriation 
which  has  passed  both  Houses,  except  on  constitutional 
grounds.  During  the  present  session  large  appropriations 
have  been  made,  and  additional  sums  will  be  votea,  whicb, 
if  presented  in  time  for  the  consideration  of  the  President, 
I  presume  he  will  sign.  In  tlie  bill  before  us,  thertbu 
item  of  $210,000  for  surveying  the  public  lands,  beiio 
other  large  sums,  in  relation  to  the  public  domain,  which, 
taken  cofleclively,  constitute  a  large  sum,  and  add  great- 
ly to  the  civil  list.  We  hare  passed  a  bill  for  the  State  of 
Virginia  of  $650,000— for  the  SUte  of  South  Carolina 
above  $100,000— another  bill  to  alk>w  interest  to  certain 
States,  which,  if  it  passes  the  House  of  Representatites, 
wTll  amount  (I  think)  to  a  miUiou  of  dollars.  Other  veiy 
large  appropriations  are  reported.  Can  the  Executire 
stop  them  ?  If  he  cannot  stop  them,  why  unjustly  durge 
them  to  the  administration?  My  observation  has  thoiii 
me,  that  on  all  subjects  of  expenditure  the  opinions  of 
gentlemen  mainly  depend  upon  tlie  &ct  "whether it i» 
your  bull  or  mine."  Our  greatest  economist  [Mr.  Foot) 
demurs  to  expenditures  generally,  and  yet  he  is  pr«sinj 
with  great  zeal,  and  will  probably  succeed,  in  pasanga 
pension  bill,  which  will  cost  this  country  at  least  one  mil- 
lion of  dollars  per  annum,  and  next  year  we  shsll  perhaps 
be  told  by  that  worthy  gentleman  of  the  extrangant  ci- 
penditures  of  the  present  administration.  Now,  sir,  I  am 
as  much  disposed  to  restrict  and  lessen  the  expenditures 
of  the  Government  as  any  Senator  on  this  floor,  ^'"J" 
not  find  any  item  which  I  think  can  properly  be  reduced; 
and  I  will  thank  any  gentleman  to  point  out  to  ™ '"^ 
item  of  the  public  expenditures  which  will  adniitof  ^e(iu^ 
tion,  and  I  assure  him  of  my  aid  in  advocating  thereductiw, 
if  any  can  be  obtained  without  injury  to  the  pubUcmtere*- 

The  diplomatic  expenditures  of  the  present  admuustfa- 
tion  have  been  particularly  censuredi  and,  in  order  toirtw 


that  they  have  been  extravagant,  the  Senator  [Mr.  rooij 
has  selected  two  years  in  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  wnen 
the  expenditures  happe 


has  selected  two  years  in  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  wnej 
the  expenditures  happened  to  be  the  most  limitedj  aM 
contrasted  them  with  two  years  of  General  Jackson « »«• 
ministration,  when  the  expenditures  were  ^''^tlj^^'l" 
in  this  manner  has  provetl  the  extravagance  of  *''"?" 
complains.  Now,  I  propose  a  single  query  to  that  bew- 
tor.  Is  this  comparison  a  fair  one?  That  Senator  P^ 
sued  the  same  course  last  year.  His  speech  was  poMlT 
in  a  Balrimore  paper,  and  for  a  little  time  liad  itseWea 
I  had  replied  to  him,  but  had  not  published  tny  rcmart* 
'a  friend  showe<l  me  the  gentleman's  speech,  and  hawS 
the  notes  of  my  remarks  with  me,  I  published  thespeec 
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vbich  I  had  delivered  in  the  Senate,  and  nothing  more 
■was  beard  of  the  comparison  of  expenditureg,  nor  the  ex- 
-tntTamnce  of  the  present  administration.     Suppose  I  were 
to  foUow  what  I  consider  the  unfair  exanlple  of  the  Sena- 
tor, ami  conttast  the  expenditure  of  the  first  year  of  Mr. 
Atlams'a  adniiniatrationon  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse, 
#313,500,  with  the  expenditure  on  the  same  account  in  the 
first  year  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  $137,500, 
I  should  certainly  prove  a  ^reat  extravagance  on  th«  part 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  according  to  the  mode  of 
coB^Mrison  adopted  by  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Foot.]    But, 
sir,  I  will  have  recourse  to  no  such  expedients.  My  fiiends 
would  consider  me  dishonored  in  adopting  them,  and  I 
should  consider  myself  unworthy  if  I  had  recourse  to  them. 
The   Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot]  pursued  a 
most  curious  course  the  other  day,  which  is  somewhat  in  the 
same  style.     His  speech  which  atfords  tlie  details,  appears 
in  tHis  morning's  Intelligencer.     He  selects  the  two  years 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  for  which  the  smallest  sums 
bad  been  appropriated,  and  has  added  the  appropriation 
of  the  first  year  (which  is  the  most  limited)  of  General 
Jackson's  administration,  to  wit,   1827,  1828,  and  1829, 
and  has  contrasted  them  with  the  appropriations  for  1830, 
1831,  aiid  1832.     This  comparison  is  mstituted  by  that 
Senator  for  the  purpose  (as  usual)  of  showing  the  great 
extravagance  of  the  present  administration.     If  this  lati- 
tude in  the  selection  of  years  be  allowed  the  gentleman, 
lie   can  no  doubt  prove  almost  any  thing  which  numbers 
will  prove.     But,  Mr.  President,  the  Senator  must  adhere 
to  &cta,  and  to  plain  facts,  arranged  in  a  plain  manner. 
No  latitude  can  be  allowed.     The  only  true  and  correct 
way,  Mr.  President,  to  institute  any  thing  Uke  a  just  and 
&ir  comparison  of  the  relative  appropriations  on  account 
•f  diplomatic  intercourse  between  the  present  and  former 
administration,  is  to  contrast  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams's 
administration  witli  the  four  years  of  the  present  admin- 
istration.    Had  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot] 
confined  himself  to  this  compari<ion,  I  should  not  have  had 
occasion  for  one  word  of  comment.     To  such  a  comparison 
there  cannot  be  urged  a  single  objection.     In  the  four  years 
of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  there  was  appropriated  on 
account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  the  sum  of     $731,000 
For  tlie  fouryearsof  General  Jackson's 

administration,         -        -        -        $801,500 
Deduct  on  account  of  extraordinary 
expenses  for  presents  and  treaty 

with  Turkey 99,000 

$702,500 

which  clearly  sliows  that  the  ordinary  expenses  of  General 
Jackson's  administration  on  account  of  diplomatic  inter- 
course arc  $28,500  less  than  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams. 
There  were  also  two  other  extraordinary  appropriations 
charged  to  the  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse  of  the 
preaent  administration,  which  cannot  again  occur,  to  wit, 
#22,500  for  the  mission  to  the  NetherUnds,  and  $9,000 
for  the  mission  to  Naples;  both  of  which  were  indispen- 
sably necessary,  and  which  have  increased  the  expendi- 
tures on  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  in  the  present 
adimnistration,  $31,500.  Add  to  this  the  $9,000  outfit  for 
a  DtiniatertoEngand,  which  the  economists  have  rendered 
necessary  by  their  rejection  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  and  the 
total  amount  of  extraordinary  expenditures,  independent- 
ly of  that  of  Constantinople,  will  amount  to  $40,500.  It 
woukl  be  correct  and  proper  to  state  the  total  of  expen- 
ditures on  account  of  diplomatic  intercourse,  in  the  four 
years  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  at  $801,500; 
and,  afker  deducting  all  those  extraordinary  expenses, 
there  would  remain  for  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  four 
years  only  $662,000,  being  $69,000  less  than  the  appropri- 
ations for  the  four  years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration. 
The  appropriations  for  the  next  four  years  will  probably 
not  exceed  tliis  amount. 

i  will  now,  Mr.  President,  state  the  appropriation  for 


the  fund  in  question  during  the  administrations  of  Mr. 
Adams  and  General  Jackson: 

1825 — For  the  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  inter- 
course, -  -  .  ,  -  -    $40,000 

1826— For  the  same,  -  -  -      40,000 

1827~For  the  same,  -  -  -      30,000 

1828 — None  required. 


1829 — None  appropriated. 

1830— For  the  same, 

1831— For  the  same, 

1832— For  the  same,  (present  bill,) 


$110,000 


-  $30,000 

-  25,000 

-  30,000 

$85,000 


Note. — Since  the  delivery  of  the  above  speech,  I  find 
that  the  total  amount  of  the  appropriations  for  the  three 
first  years  of  General  Jackson's  administration,  exclusive 
of  payment  for  the  public  debt,  amounted  to  the  sum 

of $41,950,092 

And  the  total  expenditures  during  the  same 

years,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  39,808,732 

$2,141,360 
thus  blowing  a  saving  of  upwards  of  two  millions  of  dol- 
lars. The  President  cannot  control  the  appropriations, 
but  he  can  control,  and  evidently  has  controlled,  the  na- 
tional expenses  to  this  large  amount;  this  is  the  result  of 
an  economical  administration  of  aflTairs. 

Mr.  MILLEH  then  rose  to  address  the  Senate;  when. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

Mo:iDAT,  April  23. 
VACCINATION. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HENDRICKS,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  motion  introduced  by  him  on  Friday  last, 
to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  to  extend  the  be- 
nefits of  vaccination  among  the  Indians  was  ordered  to  a 
third  reading. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  was  carried  in  the  afiinnative 
— yeas  15,  nays  14. 

Some  conversation  took  place  as  to  the  precise  form  in 
which  the  bill  was  now  placed  before  the  Senate.  It  was 
finally  determined,  however,  that  an  amendment  previous- 
ly moved  by  Mr.  Fhklinohuxszx  was  in  order. 

This  amemlment  provides  that  in  cases  where  a  physi- 
cian is  called,  he  shall,  if  it  be  considered  a  necessary 
precaution,  be  conducted  by  two  competent  persons  to 
the  Indians  who  are  either  infected,  or  deemed  to  be  in 
danger  of  infection,  at  six  dollars  per  day  each,  and  six 
men  at  twenty-five  dollars  the  month. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
question,  and  they  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive, by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Prentiss,  Rob^ins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprag^ie, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup, Webster.White,  Wilkins. — 30. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Hayne, 
Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tyler. — 10. 

On  motion  [of  Mr.  GRUNUY,  the  bill  was  then  recom- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

The  bill  to  exempt  Portuguese  vessels  from  the  duties 
on  tonnage,  was  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

GENERAL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  take  up  the  bill  making  ap- 
propriations fur  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the 
year  1832.     The  qi^estion  being  on  concurring  with  the 
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Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their  amendment,. striking 
out  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit  to  France. 

Mr.  MILLER,  of  South  Carolina,  sud,  in  moving  to 
strike  oat  so  much  of  the  appropriation  as  relates  to  the 
outfit  of  a  minister  to  France,  he  had  no  intention  or  desire 
to  entrench  upon  the  powers  of  the  President  or  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

The  question  was  purely  one  of  legislation,  over  which 
both  bodies  had  equal  rights.  The  House  of  Represen- 
tatives bad  as  much  right  to  insist  on  this  appropriation, 
as  the  Senate  had  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  it  out. 

What  we  are  now  to  decide  is,  whetlier  it  is  proper  to 
make  an  appropriation  for  a  minister  to  France,  to  be  ap- 
pointed during  the  recess.  The  Senate  had  stricken  out 
this  outfit,  and  the  House  had  restored  it.  Shall  we  recede, 
or  adhere  to  our  amendment?  It  is  an  ordinary  question 
of  legislation,  involving  none  of  the  privileges  of  the  Se- 
nate. The  House  of  Representatives  had  the  roost  un- 
questionable right  to  determine  for  itself,  as  a  part  of  the 
legislative  power,  and  so  liad  the  I'rcsident  and  Senate. 
Each  roust  put  their  own  construction  on  the  constitution, 
and  exercise  their  discretion  and  best  judgment  on  such 
matters  as  come  within  the  scope  of  action  of  each  respect- 
ive branch.  The  President  had  the  right  to  put  his  con- 
struction on  the  constitution,  and  fill  up  a  mission  in  the 
recess.  The  House  of  Representatives,  in  the  exercise 
of  its  judgment,  might  provide  the  outfit,  assuming  that 
the  Executive  could  fill  up  a  vacancy,  such  as  this  one,  in 
the  recess;  and  the  Senate  had  an  equal  right  to  act  upon 
its  views  of  the  constitutional  powers  of  the  President,  as 
well  as  upon  the  expediency  of  providing  now  by  law  to 
fill  the  vacancy,  either  contingent  or  certain,  as  it  may  ^be, 
in  the  mission  to  France.  There  was  no  reason  for  alarm 
on  the  score  of  invasion  of  the  powers  of  the  Senate;  we 
had  a  double  check  upon  the  President;  one  legislative, 
and  the  other  executive.  We  can  either  withhold  the 
appropriation,  or  refuse  to  sanction  the  mission,  or  con- 
firm the  minister.  The  powers  of  the  Senate  were  ample 
for  the  protection  of  its  constitutional  rights,  if  it  were 
true  to  the  States  and  itself.  While  he  disclaimed  any 
feeling  of  hostility  towards  the  Executive,  or  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  he  was  prepared  to  incur  any 
and  every  responsibility  incident  to  the  refusal  to  recede 
from  this  amendment.  This  appropriation  involved  some- 
thing of  principle  and  something  of  fiict.  In  the  first  place, 
has  the  President  power  to  fill  up  a  vacancy  which  may 
occur  during  tlie  recess  in  a  foreign  mission  r 

Mr.  M.  said  he  bad  expressed  his  doubts  on  this  sub- 
ject, when  he  first  made  tlie  question  on  this  outfit,  and 
he  had  jieard  nothing  to  remove  them.  It  had  been  said 
this  was  an  every  day  practice  of  the  Government.  It 
may  be-  so,  but  it  did  not  appear;  no  case  had  been  fur- 
nished, in  whiWi  the  President's  right  to  fill,  during  the 
recess,  had  been  recognised  by  prospective  legislation. 
Such  cases  might  be  found;  they  bad  not  been  produced; 
and  if  they  were  produced,  he  did  not  consider  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Government  so  far  established  as  to  overturn  a 
plain  rule  laid  down  in  the  charter  we  had  sworn  to  sup- 
port. It  was  the  written  constitution,  not  the  practices 
of  the  Executive,  nor  the  abuses  of  our  predecessors, 
which  we  were  called  on  to  maintain.  There  is  a  very  obvi- 
ous difference  between  confirming  a  minister  appointed 
during  the  recess,  and  authorizing  such  an  appmntment  in 
advance.  The  one  case  only  concedes  to  a  co-ordinate 
branch  of  the  Government  a  fair  right  to  put  its  own  con- 
struction on  its  own  powers;  and  the  other  puts  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Senate  on  those  powers.  The  one  concedes 
the  rights  of  opinion  to  the  Executive;  the  other  substi- 
tutes the  opinion  of  the  Executive  for  our  own,  and  re- 
cognises the  entire  right  of  tlie  President  to  fill  up  ap- 
pointments during  the  recess.  Has  the  President  this 
right'  Is  there  any  difference  between  a  vacancy  in  an 
existing  mission,  and  a  vacancy  in  a  mission  not  yet  insti- 


tuted? These  are  questions  to  be  solved  by  a  rtfemne 
to  the  constitution.  "The  Prendent  shaU  nooinite, 
and  by  and  with  tlie  consent  of  the  Senate  appmntambu. 
sadors,  other  pubUc  ministers,"  &c.  TIte  nomiiutiog 
confers  no  office  until  the  appointment  is  made;  the  aj). 
pointment  is  not  made  until  ute  Senate  pasMs  on  the  no- 
mination. When  there  is  an  existing  le^  office,  the 
appointii^  power  is  under  a  mani  obligation  to  Sll  th 
same.  If  a  judge  resigns  or  diet,  the  vacancy  must  be 
filled,  or  the  appointing  power  omita  to  do  its  duty.  It's 
not  so  of  a  foreign  minister:  if  he  die*  or  resigns,  then  a 
no  legal  obligation  to  appoint  his  successor.  The  mere 
vt^tion  of  the  appointing  power  makes  the  ofiioe  and  tbt 
minister  in  the  same  breath. 

Public  ministers  are  not  subaating  officers  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment. There  is  no  minister  to  Prance  until  he  iiip- 
pointed;  and  there  is  no  office  of  minister  separate  andapirt 
from  the  incumbent.  Hence  a  vacancy  cannot  be  predi- 
cated of  a  foreign  mission.  When  a  minister  is  readied, 
there  is  an  end  of  the  office  as  well  as  the  mission.  Tbe 
power  of  the  President  to  appoint  during  the  recess  can- 
not extend  to  a  minister,  because  there  is  no  vacancy  to 
fill  up.  Every  appointment  of  a  minister  is  an  origind 
one,  and  not  the  filling  up  of  a  pre-existing  office.  It 
seems  to  be  admitted,  pretty  generally,  that  the  Presdtnt 
cannot  originate  a  foreign  mission  without  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  Mr.  M.  said  he  was  not  iblc  to 
discover  any  difference  between  cases  where  a  minister 
has  heretofore  been  sent,  and  where  one  has  not  The 
sending  a  miiuster  to  France  this  year  does  not  constitu- 
tionally imply  that  you  must  send  one  next  year;  the  r^ 
call,  or  resignation,  or  death  of  the  minister  detennina 
the  mission.  And,  unless  the  Preadent  can  originatea 
mission  in  the  recess,  he  cannot  appoint  where  there  bat 
been  an  antecedent  mission. 

We  have  now  no  minister  at  the  court  of  Aintm- 
There  may  be  just  as  much  necessity  for  our  representa- 
tion at  that  court,  on  the  1st  of  October  next,  as  tt  the 
French  court,  upon  the  termination  of  the  office  of  die 
present  minister  to  France.  The  right  to  originate  missonj 
at  each  of  these  courts,  is,  by  the  constitution,  tht  aae. 
But  if  it  were  proposed  to  grant  an  outfit  for  a  miniaterto 
Austria,  to  be  appointed  during  the  recess,  it  would  not 
be  sustained.  How  is  it,  then,  that  we  propose  to  recoj- 
nise  the  right  of  the  President  to  originate  a  inii«on  t» 
France  during  the  recess?  It  is  obvious  that  this  view  of 
the  question  involved  a  constitutional  power,  which  inaiK 
the  objection  to  this  appropriation  a  substantial  one.  If 
he  believed  the  President  had  the  abstract  right  to  rene» 
the  mission  to  France  during  the  recess,  he  would  not 
care  whether  the  appropriation  should  be  specific  or  con- 
tingent. Assuniing  that  the  President  had  the  power  to 
fill  up  the  mission  during  the  recess,  it  was  immateiial  out 
of  what  fund  the  outfit  was  paid.  It  then  became  m  ol 
mere  expediency,  whether  we  should  be  repreiented  at 
the  French  court  during  the  tune  which  would  el*p« 
between  October  and  the  next  session  of  the  Se''*l*'jT 
appropriation  affirms  three  proportions:  first,  the  c«^ 
tuuonal  power  of  the  President  to  fiUup  all  Vaeaacie*™' 
may  occur  during  the  recess;  secondly,  that  this  Tscancj 
will  happen  during  the  recess;  and,  tiiirdly,  that  the  we 
should  be  filled  for  tlie  two  months  antecedent  to  our  ne« 
session.  Mr.  M.  said  he  doubted,  nay,  be  denied,  efOJ 
one  of  these  propositions.  He  had  attempted  to  piw 
tliat  an  ambassador  was  not  a  subsisting  officer  of  In' t^ 
vernment;  and  hence  there  could  be  no  vacancy  m  wen 
office.  But,  suppose  he  erred  on  this  subject,  ^J""]"^ 
foreign  mission  is  such  an  office  as  may  be  filled  duroS 
the  recess,  then  a  question  of  fact  had  to  be  settled,  m 
is,  has  the  vacancy  happened,  or  is  it  to  happen.  • 
vacancy  has  already  happened,  in  the  seme  of  that 
in  the  constitution,  no  one  woiild  contend  it  could  be 
ed  during  the   recess.     During  tlie  debate  on  the  r  "7 
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qaesdoB,  whether  this  was  sn  actual  or  contingent  vacan- 
cr,  the  Becretarj  of  State  sends  ustbe  following  letter: 
DiPAaTMEnT  or  State, 

Washington,  2UtJpril,  1832. 

Si«:  I  am  directed  by  the  President  to  inform  you  that 
there  is,  at  present,  no  vacancy  in  the  office  of  enroy  ez- 
tnordinary  and  minister  plenipotentiary  to  the  King  of 
tk  French,  but  that  such  vacancy  will  occur  in  the  month 
of  October  next;  Mr.  Rives  having  requested  leave  to 
Rturn  at  that  period,  and  his  request  having  been  acceded 
la  by  the  Preadent. 

Rei^ctfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWARD  LIVINGSTON. 

S.  Smttb,  Esquire, 

Chairman  Com.  on  Finance  of  ihi  Senate. 

In  this  letter,  it  is  not  said  that  the  vacancy  will  "  hap- 
pen" in  the  month  of  October,  but  that  it  will  "occur." 

That  which  waa  before  uncertain,  becomes  now  certain. 
It  is  now  no  longer  doubtful  whether  any  vacancy  exists 
in  the  office  of  minister  to  France,  if  the  office  be  one  in 
perpetuity.  The  incupibent  has  asked  leave  to  return  in 
October,  and  leave  has  been  given.  This  fiict  is  made 
blown  to  us  while  we  are  discussing  the  question;  it  be- 
xooKi,  therefore,  a  part  of  the  ret  ge$ta,  and  determines 
the  period  at  which  the  incumbent  will  go  out  of  office. 
It  is  now  a  perfect  certainty  that  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
mniiter  to  France  will  occur  in  October.  It  will  not  hap- 
pen during  the  recess;  it  lias  already  happened,  and  an 
outfit  is  to  be  provided  for  his  successor.  The  very  le- 
nbtive  provision  for  an  outfit  would  be  conclusive  of  the 
net  of  a  vacancy.  How  can  a  vacancy  be  said  to  happen 
during  the  recess,  when  Congress  provides  an  outfit  now.' 
If  ve  pass  this  appropriation,  it  will  be  a  solemn  legislative 
emcliiKnt,  declaring  that  a  vacancy  exists  in  the  office  of 
■mister  to  France  in  October  next.  Then  the  President 
ought  to  make  the  nomination  at  the  present  sesfion. 

That  which  is  known,  cannot  be  said  to  be  unknown. 
What  has  liappened,  cannot  be  an  event  that  may  happen. 
If,  upon  the  iaith  of  the  facts  stated  in  the  letter  oi  the 
Secretary  of  State,  an  appropriation  is  made  of  nine 
Ihooand  dollars,  at  the  request  of  the  appointing  power, 
win  that  power  hereafter  be  permitted  to  say  no  vacancy 
huhappened?  Is  the  public  treasure  to  be  locked  up  for 
outfits  that  may  not  be  wanted'  If  the  President,  to  make 
that  certain  which  was  before  contingent,  makes  «  com- 
muiication  to  the  Senate,  how  can  those  who  are  parties 
to  a  law  passed  on  the  assumption  of  such  a  state  of  facts, 
contiorert  the  same'  The  power  to  make  the  vacancy  is 
nh  the  President;  but  the  power  to  provide  the  outfit  is 
not  The  President  makes  the  vacancy  to  get  the  money; 
yet  it  is  nid  there  is  no  vacancy.  It  is  a  vacancy  during 
the  aesaon  to  get  the  money,  and  a  vacancy  during  the 
Keeas  to  fill  the  office.  The  power  to  fill  offices  during 
the  recess  is  confined  to  accidental  and  unknown  vacan- 
cies- What  are  known  and  provided  for  takes  the  power 
ironi  the  President.  To  the  Deity  nothing  happens — with 
Him  there  are  no  casualties — every  thing  is  known  and 
provided  for;  but  Congress  has  not  the  power,  omnipotent 
u  it  may  be,  to  decree  that  which  has  not  happened,  but 
tint  which  has  happened,  may  happen,  and  provide  for 
Ac  exigency.  The  Senate  ought,  in  its  le^lative  cha- 
'Mter,  to  take  care  that  no  detriment  comes  to  their 
executive  powers.  We  do  not  stand  in  need  of  lig^t  from 
li»t6ry  to  instruct  us  of  the  tendency  of  all  power  to 
concentrate  in  the  hands  of  a  single  person.  We  have 
nl;  to  look  around  us,  and  the  influence  of  the  Execu- 
tive power  is  easily  perceived,  in  doors  as  well  as  out  of 
doors. 

It  cannot  be  doubted  but  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  constantly  absorbing  all  the  Executive 
power  of  the  Government.  The  Senate  will,  in  the  pro- 
•*»  of  time,  become  a  mere  circumstance — a  registering 


junto,  exercismg  no  control  over  the  subjects  constitu- 
tionally confided  to  its  care.  We  ought  to  guard  against 
such  a  state  of  things. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  had  voted  for  the  outfit  for  minister  to 
Great  Britain,  under  the  belief  that  a  nomination  would  be 
made  during  the  session;  and  for  the  same  reason  would 
vote  for  the  present  outfit,  if  it  were  intended,  during  the 
present  sesnon,  to  make  the  appointment.  The  contrary 
IS  implied  in  the  above  letter.  If  it  be  so  important  to  the 
country  that  no  chasm  shall  take  place  in  this  mission, 
that  we  should  now  grant  the  outfit,  is  it  not  equally  im- 
portant that  we  should  make  the  appointment  of  such  a 
minister  as  the  whole  appointing  power  may  approve  of? 

A  minister  in  a  chrysalis  state  ought  not,  but  in  extreme 
cases,  to  take  his  outfit  and  salary;  he  should  be  fledged 
fiilly  before  the  puMic  funds  a^e  dissipated  on  him.  If 
appropriations  for  outfits  and  salaries  are  regularly  and 
annually  g^iited,  no  minister  need  ever  be  sent  to  the 
Senate.  ■■  The  President  shall  have  power  to  fill  up 
vacancies  that  may  happen  during  the  recess  of  the 
Senate,  by  granting  commissions  which  shall  expire  at  the 
end  of  their  next  session." 

Appointments  made  daring  the  recess,  it  may  be  fiurfy 
contended,  will  always  expire  during  the  recess.  The 
commission  will  expire  only  at  the  end  of  the  session. 
The  vacancy  does  not  occur  during  the  season,  and  must 
therefore  occur  during  the  recess.  If  the  vacancy  in 
such  cases  occur  during  the  recess,  let  a  pliant  Senate 
grant  the  outfit;  and  what  is  there  to  prevent  a  perpetual 
appointment  to  this  office  without  the  consent  of  the 
Senate.'  If  even  the  minister  be  rejected,  the  right  to 
appoint  him  again  would  result  from  the  principles  on 
which  the  appropriation  is  supported.  It  is  said  that  it 
would  be  obviously  improper  to  reappoint,  in  the  recess, 
an  officer  who  had  been  rejected  by  the  Senate;  that  it 
would  be  a  plun  violation  of  the  constitution.  In  what 
would  the  violation  consist?  It  is  no  violation  of  the  con- 
stitution to  renominate  a  person  rejected  by  the  Senate, 
but  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the  constitution  to  appoint, 
after  the  rising  of  the  Senate,  a  person  to  office  which 
became  vacant  during  the  session,  although  the  term  of 
office  had  to  run  into  the  recess.  In  this  respect,  the 
outfits  for  the  minister  to  France  and  England  both  stood 
on  the  same  footing;  the  commissions  of  both  are  now 
determined,  and  yet  both  run  into  the  recess. '  The  only 
reason  the  President  cannot  appoint  the  minister  to  Eng- 
land during  the  recess  is,  that  he  cannot  bring  himself 
within  the  exception  provided  by  tlie  constitution.  He 
can  only  fill  vacancies  which  happen  during  the  recess. 
If  the  vacancy  becomes  certain  by  operation  of  law,  then 
he  must  nominate  to  the  Senate  at  the  session  next  ante- 
cedent to  such  vacancy.  Thus,  for  instance,  if  a  mai-shal's 
commission  would  expire  on  the  rising  of  the  Senate,  or 
on  the  Ist  day  of  next  October,  in  both  cases  the  nomi- 
nations should  be  made  to  the  Senate  during  its  present 
session.  Under  a  different  construction  of  tlie  constitution, 
an  officer  might  be  kept  in  office  without  the  assent  of 
the  Senate  always,  and  a  mere  exception  to  the  rule,  as 
to  the  precedent  approval  of  the  Senate,  might  destroy 
the  rule  itself.  The  President  shall  appoint  to  office 
where  vacancies  happen  during  the  recess;  every  vacancy 
tliat  is  filled  in  the  recess,  must,  by  the  constitution,  be- 
come vacant  during  the  recess,  where  the  same  is  not 
confirmed  by  the  Senate.  If  the  Senate  reject  the  officer, 
or  the  President  omit  to  send  in  the  nomination  altogether, 
then  the  vacancy  will  again  occur  during  the  reccta,  and 
may  be  so  continued  ad  infinitum. 

Sir,  the  true  way  to  prevent  such  inroads  upon  the 
spirit  of  the  constitution,  is  to  withhold  the  appropriations. 

The  only  remaining  objection  to  this  appropriation  is 
one  of  mere  expediency. 

Admitting  the  abstract  constitutional  power  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  appoint  during  the  recess  a  public  minister. 
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and  that  the  vacancy  in  this  mission  will  happen  during 
the  recess,  then  is  it  proper  to  provide  an  outfit  for  a 
minister  to  France,  so  as  to  enable  the  President  to  send 
one  abroad  without  the  approbation  of  the  Senate,  only 
two  months  in  advance  of  its  session?  Mr.  M.  said  he 
rested  his  opposition  principally  upon  the  other  grounds; 
he  was,  nevertheless,  satisfied  that  there  existed  many 
strong  objections  to  this  provision,  on  this  latter  ground. 
It  would  be  better  that  there  should  be  a  short  interval  in 
our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  France,  than  that  a  min- 
ister should  be  sent  to  that  court,  who  might  be  rejected. 

It  was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  our  representativek 
abroad  were  only  the  President's  ministers.  They  were 
the  nUnisters  of  the  United  States,  and  appointed  by  the 
representatives  of  the  States,  and  paid  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  people.  It  ought  to  be  a  very  strong  case  tliat  would 
justify  the  appointment  of  ministers  but  a  few  weeks  be- 
fore the  meeting  of  the  Senate. 

The  refusal  to  confirm  such  appointments  increased  the 
expense,  and  had  more  the  appearance  of  a  removal  from 
office  than  the  refusal  to  appoint. 

This  subject  had  acquired  an  artificial  importance  by 
the  difference  between  the  Houses.  He  had  been  some- 
what instrumental  in  pcoducing  the  difficulty,  and  felt, 
therefore,  bound  to  state  the  positions  on  which  he  rested 
his  vote. 

Mr.  TYLER  sud  that  when  the  subject,  then  occupying 
the  Senate,  was  before  the  Committee  on  Finance,  he  had 
seen  no  good  reason  against  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit 
to  a  minister  to  France  upon  the  return  of  Mr.  Itive*. 
Nor  had  the  discussion  which  had  taken  place  in  the  Se- 
nate, while  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  impressed  him  witli 
diiferent  views.  He  had,  accordingly,  voted  against  the 
motion  to  strike  it  out.  Then,  the  Senate  was  informed 
of  Mr.  Rives's  application  for  leave  to  return,  and  the  pro- 
bable necessity  which  might  exist  of  deputing  a  minister 
to  succeed  him.  This  came  to  us  in  an  official  form,  but 
nothing  was  positively  determined  in  relation  to  it,  by  the 
President.  The  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  this 
morning  handed  in  at  the  table  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee,  had  removed  aft  doubt  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  we  are  pven  distinctly  to  understand  that  the 
President  has  acceded  to  Mr.  Kives's  request,  and  that  he 
has  permission  to  return  in  October.  We  have,  then,  no 
lon(^r  the  case  of  a  contingency  presented  to  us.  It  is 
next  to  certain  that  a  vacancy  will  arise  in  the  mission  to 
Paris  before  the  next  meeting  of  Congress;  and  a  specific 
aopropriation  ought  to  be  made,  to  meet  any  emergency 
which  may  arise.  It  appeared  to  him  that  there  could  be 
but  two  grounds  on  which  the  appropriation  could  be  re- 
sisted: 

1.  That  it  was  improper  in  the  President  to  have  as- 
sented to  Mr.  Rives's  request. 

2.  That  the  United  States  required  no  representative 
at  Paris. 

Upon  neither  of  these  did  he  entertain  any  doubt.  On  the 
first,  if  tliere  was  nothing  more  in  the  case  than  the  fact  of 
the  minister's  having  been  absent  for  more  than  three 
years,  during  the  greater  part  of  which  time  he  had  been 
burdened  with  an  important  subject  of  negotiation,  he,  for 
one,  sliould  see  no  good  cause  to  object  to  his  return. 
But,  in  addition  to  this,  he  had  learned,  from  a  source  that 
claimed  his  unqualified  confidence,  tliat  Mr.  Rives's  health 
had  become  very  bad,  and  that,  in  all  probability,  his  life 
might  be  hazarded  by  residing  another  winter  in  Paris. 
Mr.  T.  presumed,  therefore,  that  no  Senator,  under  the 
circumstances,  would  object  to  the  President's  assent  to 
Mr.  R.'s  return.  He  anticipated  as  little  difference  of 
opinion  on  the  last  point,  viz.  the  propriety  of  appointing 
a  successor  to  Mr.  Rives.  The  present  unsettled  condi- 
tion of  Europe  called  for  the  measures  A  war  had  long 
been  anticipated;  and  although,  at  present,  tlie  surface  of 
things  was  more  tranquil  th  n  it  had  been,  yet  no  one 


could  pretend  to  say  that  new  causes  of  distnrbanee  mi^ 
not  arise.  For  himself,  he  had  no  doubt  that,  sooner  or 
later,  convulsions  would  occur.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
probable  that,  with  the  lights  which  were  shed  abrad 
over  the  world,  and  which  were  piercing  the  most  hiddoi 
recesses  of  despotism,  Europe  could  long  remain  traiqa'i 
This  called  for  great  vigilance  on  the  part  of  this  Govern- 
ment; for  we  were  taught,  by  the  past,  how  intimatfly 
and  closely  allied  the  commercial  interests  of  the  United 
States  were  with  the  condition  of  Europe.  He  had,  then, 
no  difficulty  in  answering  both  these  inquiries  in  the  affir- 
mative. Whilst  he  admitted  the  propriety  of  the  Gofem- 
ment  being  represented  at  the  French  court,  he  was  not 
to  be  understood  as  saying  that,  without  the  existence  rf 
the  strongest  emergencj',  should  he  consider  that  the 
President  would  appoint  a  successor,  to  leave  this  conn- 
try  as  late  as  Octolier.  He  presumed  the  reverse.  The 
President  would  not  be  so  far  wanting  in  comity  ud  re- 
spect for  this  body,  as  to  despatch  a  minister  from  this 
country  af^er  October,  unless  the  delay  to  do  so  should  be 
attended  by  a  decided  sacrifice  of  public  interest.  He 
could  not  recognise  the  force  of  the  argument  which 
rested  on  the  supposition  that  the  Preadent  would  do 
wrong.  He  was  bound  to  suppose,  on  the  contriry,  thtt 
the  President  would  do  riglit;  at  least,  he  would  not  con. 
demn  him  in  advance.  Fairness  required  that  he  sbould 
not  be.  Mt.  T.  would  be  as  ready  to  condemn  for  i  nu- 
terial  error,  no  matter  by  whom  committed,  as  any  other 
person.  He  had  felt  himself  constriuned,  in  two  well 
known  instances,  to  diflTer  from  the  President;  and  he 
should  do  the  same,  whenever  his  judgment  should  so  di- 
rect him-  He  had  been  sent  there  to  sustain  truth,  not  to 
consecrate  error.  The  public  interests  might  require  that 
a  minister  should  be  sent  during  the  summer,  so  as  to  be 
in  place  upon  the  withdrawal  of  Mr.  Rives;  and  he  vu 
willing  to  place  at  the  disposal  of  the  President  a  sum  to 
enable  liim  to  do  so,  should  it  become  necessary. 

But  it  is  urged  that  the  President  can  resort  to  the  con- 
tingent fund.  Then  it  is  obvious  that  the  failure  to  make 
this  appropriation  does  not  cramp  Executive  discretion; 
and  that,  in  order  to  do  so,  that  fund  must  be  eiitirelj 
withdrawn  from  the  appropriation  bill.  The  secret-«r. 
vice  fund  is  not,  properly,  applicable  to  an  object  such  «s 
tliis.  True,  it  has  been  used  for  similar  purposes;  but 
sums,  thus  withdrawn  from  it,  have  been  refunded  by 
Congress.  Besides,  what  if  the  legitimate  and  ordinarr 
demands  upon  that  fund  should  exhaust  it;  the  public  ser- 
vice must  either  go  neglected,  or  the  minister  incur  tlw 
expense  of  his  outfit  himself.  While  upon  thU  subject, 
Mr.  T.  would  tpke  occasion  to  say  that  the  same  requia- 
tions  did  not  appear  to  him  to  exist,  to  the  same  extent, 
upon  that  fxind  as  formerly.  There  was  no  nft*""'?/" 
the  employment  of  special  messengers,  particulwlr  be- 
tween this  country  and  London,  or  Paris,  as  formerly-  *" 
important  document,  alone,  as  a  treaty,  would  J*'!!"" '" 
be  entrusted  to  a  special  messenger;  but  not  «>'™',. 
numerous  despatches  for  or  from  our  ministers.  ™''I[' 
of  packets,  continually  plying  to  and  fro,  rendered  im 
transmission  of  letters  as  safe  from  those  cities  to  the  Unit- 
ed States,  as  our  own  post  coaches,  within  our  borderi 

The  difference  between  himself  and  his  colleague  [Mr- 
Tazkwisi.1.]  was  confined  to  this  point,  and  seemed  to 
him  to  be  wholly  immaterial:  he  thought  that  a  speciM 
appropriation  was  best,  while  his  coUeagne  considered 
the  appropriation  useless,  inasmuch  as  the  President  cooM 
meet  the  wanU  of  the  public  service  out  of  the  conlingeijt 
fund.  In  the  other  doctrine  contended  for  byn*  wi- 
league,  he  fully  concurred,  viz.  the  responsibility  of  we 
President  for  all  his  official  acts.  No  man,  however  lugn 
in  public  employment,  could  claim  to  be  irresponsib^ 
He  was  responsible  to  his  constituents  for  all  his  acts;  ana 
so  was  the  President  for  his.  The  expression  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Georgia  [Mr.  Fobstth]  was  unguarde"."" 
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not  sufficiently  qualified.  For  every  bill  the  President 
ng^ns,  he  is  undoubtedly  answerable;  but,  in  regard  to  the 
numerous  private  bills  which  are  passed,  he  may  well  ap- 
prove them,  and  rest  for  his  defence  on  the  examination 
given  to  them  by  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.  Let  him 
be  toW,  however,  that  any  one  of  those  private  bills  has 
passed  under  fraudulent  practices,  and  this  defence  would 
no  longer  avail.  So,  when  there  is  a  measure  of  public 
pdicy,  important  not  only  in  the  sum  involved,  but  in  the 
principle — the  huge  pension  bill  of  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut,  for  example— the  President  acts  under  the 
full  weight  of  his  responsibility.  He  trusted  that  this 
House ^would  be  both  the  cradle  and  the  grave  of  that 
measure;  but,  should  it  reach  the  President,  he  enter- 
tained stoong  hopes  that  he  would  see  cause  to  exert  his 
veto.  Mr.  T.  abstained  from  going  into  the  disc^on 
of  the  various  topics  introduced  into  this  debate.  At  a 
suitable  time  he  would  have  no  objection  to  looking  at 
themt  bat  the  appropriation  bill  had  been  already  too  long 
delayed,  and  he  should,  therefore,  content  himself  with 
what  he  had  said. 

*lr.  CLAYTON  trusted,  he  said,  that  a  proposition 
would  be  made  to  amend  the  whole  clause,  so  as  to  ren- 
der the  appropriation  for  the  outfits,  both  of  minister  to 
London  and  the  minister  to  Paris,  conditional,  upon  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  to  the  nominations.  He 
also  ajf^ed  that  no  specific  appropriation  was  necessary, 
provided  the  contingent  fund  was  large  enough  to  cover 
the  expense,  as  the  administration  had  shown  no  scruple 
in  unng  the  contingent  fundj  and  he  cited  a  speech  made 
in  the  Senate,  in  the  year  1830,  by  Mr.  Livingston,  to 
Aovr  that  his  views  of  the  use  of  that  fund  would  not  pre- 
vent him  from  paying  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  France 
6oTa  it.  Mr.  C.  went  on  to  make  some  statements  of  the 
expenditures  of  the  present  administration,  compared  with 
those  of  the  one  preceding  it.  He  referred  to  a  statement, 
fiirnished  him  this  morning  by  a  'Senator  from  South  Caro- 
lina, [Mr.  HiTsz,]  from  which  it  appeared  that  the  ex- 
penditures of  the  last  year  were,  exclusive  of  tlie  sum  paid 
on  account  of  the  public  debt,  thirteen  million  nine  hun- 
dred and  eighteen  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eight  do! 
lars  and  ninety-nine  cents,  being  six  hundred  and  twelve 
thousand  dollars  more' than  those  of  1828,  and  one  million 
two  hundred  and  seventy-five  thousand  six  hundred  and 
thirteen  dollars  beyond  those  of  1827. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  the  causes  which  led  to  the  increase 
of  expenditure  during  the  last  year.  The  Massachusetts 
imljtia  claim  had  been  paid,  which  exceeded  four  hun 
dred  thousand  dollars;  and  the  revolutionary  and  invalid 
penmons  had  been  increased. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose,  not,  he  said,  to  enter  into  the 
discussion,  but  to  ask  a  question  or  two  about  the  very 
novel  communication  laid  before  the  Senate  this  morn' 
ing  by  the  chairman  of  tlie  Committee  on  Finance.  It  was 
stated  to  be  a  communication  from  the  President  to  a  com- 
mittee of  this  House.  He  doubted  whether  this  course 
had  any  precedent.  The  Secretary  of  SUte  says  he  is 
directed  to  tell  the  Committee  on  Finance  so  and  so.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  this  proceeded  from  any  appli- 
cation of  the  committee,  and,  also,  whether  it  was  ex- 
pected that  the  nomination  of  a  minister  to  France  would 
be  made  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  SMITH  replied  that,  as  he  had  stated  before,  he 
found  the  paper  on  his  table  on  Saturday  last,  after  his 
return  home.  He  had  addressed  no  letter  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  He  believed  there  was  no  intention  of 
nominating  a  minister  to  France  at  the  present  session. 
Mr.  Kives  would  stay  till  October;  and,  if  another  was  ap- 
pointed at  this  session,  we  should  have  two  ministers  under 
pay — one  here,  and  another  in  Paris.  He  did  not  believe 
any  minister  would  be  sent  till  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress.    If  the  appropriation  was  now  made,  it  would  then 


this  session,  the  appointment  of  a  minister  must  be  de- 
layed till  the  appropriation  bill  of  next  year  shall  puifi 
which  would  not  be,  probably,  till  February. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  called  for  the  reading  of  the  letter; 
and  it  was  read,  as  follows:  "I  am  directed  by  the  Pre- 
sident to  inform  you,"  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  he  said,  to  express  his  sentiments  as 
to  this  extraordinary  paper,  and  the  extraordinary  man- 
ner in  which  it  had  been  introduced.  When  tlie  subject 
was  last  under  debate,  it  was  argued,  against  the  appro- 
priation, that  it  was  for  a  contingency?  for  we  were  given 
to  understand  that  it  was  doubtiul  whether  a  successor  to 
Mr.  Kves  would  be  sent  out  or  not.  We  were  told  that 
he  had  applied  for  liberty  to  return;  but  we  had  no  poa- 
tive  information  whether  leave  would  be  given  or  not. 
After  the  bill  and  amendments  had  been  reported  to  the 
House,  it  was  well  known  that  the  subject  would  be 
again  taken  up.  There  was  no  call  for  Executive  inter- 
ference; but  this  information  is  sent  in  by  the  President 
while  the  subject  is  in  transitu,  from  the  Committee  of 
the.  Whole  to  the  House.  This  was  an  unconstitutional 
and  unexampled  interference  with  the  rights  of  the  Se- 
nate. In  this  doubtful  state  of  tlie  question,  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  directed  to  write  a  letter  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  wltich,  afler  his  return  from 
an  excursion,  he  finds  on  his  table,  and  which  wholly 
changes  the  circumstances  of  the  case.  Wliat  was  con- 
tingent,  is  become  certain;  what  was  undecided,  is  now 
fixed.  lii  order  to  suit  the  state  of  the  argument,  the 
President  had  determined  that  Mr.  Rives  should  return  in 
October,  and  had  announced  to  us  the  fact.  The  fiict  had 
been  accommodated  to  the  state  of  the  qwestion. 

Mr.  BIBB  said,  as  more  than  four  months  of  the  session 
had  gone  by,  and  as,  by  the  continued  delay  of  this  bill, 
many  officers  of  Government  were  without  the  means  of 
receiving  their  compensation,  he  was  very  reluctant  to 
occupy  time  in  the  further  discussion  of  this  question. 
But  it  was  one  of  such  weight  as  to  require  some  explana- 
tion of  the  vote  which  he  intended  to  give;  for  though 
he  might  disagree  with  gentlemen  on  both  sides,  he  was 
obliged  to  vote  on  one  side.  In  the  present  state  of  af- 
fairs in  Europe,  the  United  States  ought  at  all  times  to  be 
represented  at  the  court  of  France.  He  was  not  willing- 
that  any  interval  should  take  place  in  which  we  should  be 
without  a  minister.  The  return  of  Mr.  Hives  ought  to  be 
immediately  followed  by  the  selection  of  his  successor,  and 
for  the  payment  of  his  outfit  he  would  greatly  prefer  a 
specific  appropriation.  Government  tended  to  tyranny, 
in  consequence  of  the  multiplicity  of  subjects  embraced 
within  the  scope  of  their  power,  because  that  was  tyranny 
which  was  left  discretionary  and  undefined.  He  would 
leave  nothing  unnecessarily  to  Executive  discretion,  espe- 
cially in  relation  to  the  direction  of  the  public  funds.  He 
would  not  hold  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  President  to 
make  a  nomination  at  this  ^ssion;  K>r,  at  this  time,  there 
was  no  vacancy.  He  saw  no  reason  why  the  President 
should  make  the  nomination  so  lung  before  the  month  of 
October.  Witli  respect  to  these  foreign  missions,  the 
Executive  authority  ought  not  to  be  unnecessarily  curtail- 
ed. Between  .the  State  and  federal  powers  he  would 
always  keep  a  distinct  line;  and,  in  coses  where  the  line 
became  indistinct,  he  would  lean  in  favor  of  the  State 
power;  but  where  the  federal  power  was  clear,  he  would 
leave  it  uncontrolled.  He  did  not,  therefore,  demand  a 
nomination  from  the  President  before  the  occurrence  of 
the  vacancy.  If  any  Tresident,  in  the  exercise  of  this 
power,  should  dare  to  send  on  a  foreign  mission  an  indi- 
vidual who  had  been  rejected  by  tlie  Senate,  he,  for  one, 
would  not  hesitate  to  say  that  he  ought  to  be  impeached. 
Thinking,  then,  as  he  did,  that  there  should  be  no  interim 
in  our  representation  atParis,  and  that  the  appropriation 
should  be  specific,  he  was  in  favor  of  making  the  appro- 


be  ready;  but,  if^  the  appropriation  should  not  be  made  |priation  now.     If  a  minister  was  sent  in  December  next. 
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there  would  then  be  no  appropriation  for  bis  outfit,  unless 
it  was  made  now,  for  the  appropriation  bills  are  not,  as  we 
know,  passed  till  a  late  stag-e  of  the  session.  In  regard  to 
the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  which  his  colleague 
had  remarked  upon,  he  was  free  to  declare  that  he  did  not 
consider  it  as  a  remarkable  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  President  and  Secretary  of  State;  on  the  contrary,  he 
viewed  it  an  entirely  correct  procedure,  both  in  regard  to 
its  object  and  form.  It  was  an  evidence  of  respect  for 
the  views  of  this  body;  for  it  will  be  recollected  that  the 
question  was  frequently  asked  whether  Mr.  Rives  would 
return  or  not,  and  how  soon.  Our  information  as  to  these 
points  was  indefinite.  It  was  known  to  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  whom  we  chiefly  relied  for 
the  information,  wheUier  leave  of  retuim  had  or  had  not 
been  granted  to  Mr.  Rives.  If  the  President,  knowing 
that  this  body  required  this  information,  had  withheld  it, 
he  would  have  been  answerable  for  it.  The  determina- 
tion of  the  fact  belonged  to  the  President  exclusively.  He 
was  the  only  man  who  could  come  to  this  determination, 
and  make  it  known  to  this  body.  I^  then,  the  communi- 
cation of  tbb  fact  to  thb  body  any  offence?  Was  it  any 
interference  with  the  powers  of  this  House  >  The  withhold- 
ing of  the  information  would  have  been  made  a  better 
cause  of  complaint.  The  question  whether  the  communi- 
cation ought  properly  to  have  been  to  this  House,  or  to 
the  Committee  on  Finance,  is  a  mere  question  of  eti- 
quette, as  to  which  there  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion. 

Mr.  SPRAGUB  expressed  his  gratification  at  hearing 
from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky  the  opinion 
that  the  appointment  of  a  rejected  nominee  is  an  impeach- 
able offence;  and  he  went  on  to  speak  of  the  cases  of 
Wharton  Rector/  Stambaugh,  and  Gardiner,  as  cases  to 
which  the  Senator's  opinion  would  apply.  He  would  say 
to  a  President  who  had  exhibited  such  a  disposition  to  en- 
croach upon  the  constitutional  powers  of  the^^Senate,  I 
will  vote  agunst  any  appropriation,  unless  it  be  stipulated 
tlukt  the  appropriation  shaU  not  take  effect  till  after  the 
minister's  regular  appointment  with  the  consent  and  ad- 
vice of  this  body. 

Mr.  HOLMES  spoke  against  the  appropriation. 

Mr.  KING  said  it  was  a  matter  of  very  little  impoi-tance 
whether  this  appropriation  was  made  specific,  or  taken 
from  the  contingent  fund.  He  did,  however,  believe  it 
to  be  the  proper  and  regular  course  to  use  the  contingent 
fund  for  other  objects,  which  were,  in  their  character, 
certain,  ascertained,  and  fixed.  It  was  asked— can  the 
President  appoint,  in  the  recess,  a  minister  to  a  vacancy 
now  existing.'  But  how  can  it  be  said  that  a  vacancy  now 
exists?  Whether  the  President  would  send  a  minister  to 
France  after  the  return  of  Mr.  Rives,  and  before  the  next 
session,  was  to  be  determined  by  circumstances;  and  it  was 
proper  that  the  President  should  have  the  means  to  pay 
the  outfit,  in  case  it  became  necessary  to  make  the  appoint- 
ment. Mr.  K.  referred  to  the  letter  from  the  Secretary 
of  State,  which  had  been  commented  on  with  so  much  un- 
deserved severity.  He  could  not  imagine  how  the  Presi- 
dent or  the  Secretary  of  State  could  be  blamed  on  account 
of  a  disposition  to  present  the  whole  state  of  tlie  case.  He 
u'as  sorry  to  see  so  much  captious  opposition  to  the  ad- 
ministration. A  fiiir  opposition  he  would  always  be  glad 
to  see;  it  was  a  salutary  check  upon  men  in  power.  But 
to  alarm  the  fears  of  the  people  by  the  constant  cry  that 
the  Senate  was  in  danger,  and  the  rights  of  the  people  in 
danger,  could  serve  no  good  purpose.  The  case  of  Whai-- 
ton  Rector,  which  had  been  so  much  pressed,  had  been 
much  misunderstood  and  misstated.  This  individual  had 
not  been  appointed  an  Indian  agent  after  the  rejection  of 
his  nomination..  He  had  not  been  employed  in  a  salaried 
office.  It  was  true  that  he  had  been  employed  to  carry 
some  emigrating  Indians  over  the  river.  With  respect  to 
the  opinion  that  the  appointment  of  an  individual  whose 
nomination  has  been  once  rejected,  is  illegal,  it  must  be 


received  with  many  grains  of  allowance.  Its  propriety 
would  depend  much  upon  the  circumstances  of  the  cue, 
upon  the  motive  of  the  officer,  and  the  fitness  of  the  indi. 
vidual,  and  the  motive  of  his  rejection.  The  other  dty, 
for  instance,  that  most  worthy  and  excellent  nan,  Mr. 
Legare,  had  well  ni^h  been  rejected,  for  the  reasoo  Out 
many  thought  a  mission  to  Belgium  unnecessary.  But  would 
any  one  undertake  to  say  that  bis  appointment  to  office, 
by  the  President,  would  have  been  illegal?  He  did  not 
think  that,  generally,  the  President  ought  to  select  indi- 
viduals who  were  in  this  situation,  for  office,  beuuse  it 
created  ill  feeling  on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  He  cued 
little  whether  this  appropriation  was  given  or  not  He 
did  not  think  that  the  President  would  appoint  a  minitter 
to  France  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  unless  some 
extraordinary  contingency  would  render  it  necesaary.  In 
conclusion,  Mr.  K.  remarked  that  it  was  true  be  SA  not 
approve  all  the  acts  of  the  late  administration,  buthe  (ire 
it  a  fair  and  liberal  support.  He  gave  it  the  meaiu,  ud 
held  it  responsible  for  tneir  use. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  one  remark  fell  from  (he  Senator 
from  Alabama,  which  ought  not  to  pass  without  notice, 
however  mild  might  have  been  the  tone  in  which  it  «is 
uttered.     He  spoke  of  the  opposition  as  factious. 

Mr.  KING.     I  said  captious. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  rose  merely  to  notice  some  reourki 
which,  though  from  ordinary  persons  they  would  sot  be 
viewed  as  entitled  to  the  least  wewht,  merited  notice  u 
coming  from  persons  standing  before  the  community  is 
the  gentlemen  do  from  whom  those  remarks  proceeaetl. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  by  direction  of  the  President,  had 
announced  the  fact  that  Mr.  Rives  would  return  in  Octo- 
ber, and  this  is  said  to  be  an  extraordinary  iaterferenccoa 
the  part  of  the  President.  The  &ct  was  cotamuiiicsted 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  chairman  of  tlie  Conimit- 
tee  on  Finance,  in  the  same  form,  and  in  the  precise  termi 
in  which,  as  the  oranui  of  tlie  President,  he  usually  holdi 
communication  wim  the  committees.  Mr.  F.  here  rad 
read  the  former  letter  addressed  two  months  ago  to  the 
Committee  on  Finance,  by  Mr.  Livingston,  on  this  subject, 
sliowing  that  it  was  expressed  in  the  same  termi  u  the 
letter  communicated  to-day,  viz.  <■  I  am  directed  by  tlie 
President  to  inform  you,"  &c.  There  was  nothing  tt  ill 
peculiar  in  the  form  or  object  of  thecommunicatioii.  Tut 
Senator  from  Kentucky  says  the  President  has  no  right  te 
interpose  in  the  discussions  in  thb  body.  True;  but  tkii 
is  not  an  argument,  but  a  naked  fact — a  fact  which,  whe- 
ther called  upon  or  not,  .it  was  his  duty  to  communiote. 
The  information  was  not  essential  to  mm,  for  it  did  not 
change  his  views.  But  other  gentlemen  bad  said  that  they 
could  not  act  without  positive  information  whether  Mr- 
Rives  was  to  return  or  not. 

After  some  words  from  Messrs.  SPRAGUE,  FOOT, 
CLAY,  SMITH,  and  FORSYTH, 

The  question  was  taken  on  concurring  in  th*  unend- 
ment  made  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  determin- 
ed in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  CUy,  CUjr- 
ton.  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbim,  Buggtei 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  TomlinsoD,  W>g- 
gaman,  Webster. — 23. 

NAYS Messrs.    Benton,    Bibb,   Dallas,  Dickerson, 

Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  K«M> 
King,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Troupi 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkina.— 21. 

So  the  appropriation  was  stricken  out.  , 

Mr.  POlNDE^iTER  then  moved  to  amend  the  bdlbT 
adding  a  provision  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  send  a  charge  to  Venezuela,  $4,500. 

After  a  very  few  words  from  Mr.  MANGUM»d*'- 
HAYNE,  Mr.  FORSYTH  called  for  the  yeas  and  n»y»l 
which  were  ordered. 
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The  qaeation  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  nega- 
tive, as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Chambers,  Clayton,  DalUii, 
Holmes,  Hangum,  Poindexter,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Wag- 
gaman. — 10. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelin^huysen,  Grundy,  Hajme, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane,  lUng',  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Smith,  Spragiie, 
TkieweU,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster,  White, 
Wakins.— 31. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  renewed  the  motion  he  made 
in  committee  to  strike  out  "  Colombia,"  and  to  reduce 
the  ^propriation  for  that  mission,  and  asked  for  the  yeas 
and  nays  on  the  question,  which  were  ordered. 
_  The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  in  the  nega- 
tire,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Poin- 
dexter, Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaroan,  Webster.— 19. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King-,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robbins,  Smith,  Taze- 
wcU,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 32. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

TuxsDAT,  Apbil  34. 

Mr.  WHITE,  (rom  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs, 
reported  the  bill  to  provide  for  extending  the  benefits  of 
Tsccination  among  the  Indians,  with  an  amendment. 

Tbe-amendment  restores  the  appropriation  from  6,000 
to  12,000  dollars,  the  last  being  the  sum  originally  re- 
ported in  the  bill. 

APPKOPRIATION  BILL. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  the  Senate  had  refused  to  raise  the  appropriation 
for  the  contingencies  of  the  judicial  department  from 
190,000  to  350,000  dolhu's. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to — yeas  24, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik- 
ing out  190,000,  and  inserting  250,000,  and  sustained 
his  motioa  on  the  ground  that  the  money  would  be  requir- 
ed to  pay  actual  arrearages,  and  was  not  asked  for  any 
prospective  objects. 

Some  discussion  ensued  on  this  motion,  in  which 
Means.  TYLEK,  FOOT,  SMITH,  MARCY,  FORSYTH, 
JOHNSTON,  and  CLAYTON,  took  part. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  called  for  th«  yeas  and  navs  on  the 
question,  aod,  being  taken,  the  question  was  decided  as 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Hangum, 
Marcy,  Bobinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  White. — 16. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
too,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Sibbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster — ^26. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

WASHINGTON'S  STATUE. 

Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
the  dauae, 

"  To  enable  the  Preudent  to  contract  for  a  statue  of 
Geor{pe  Washington,  to  be  placed  in  the  rotundo  in  the 
capit^  5,000  dollars." 

Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not  object  to  the  object  of  the  ap- 
propriation, but  he  would^deny  the  right  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  make  a  contract  without  the  assent  of 
the  Senate,  and  then  demand  from  the  Senate  an  appro- 
priation to  carry  it  into  effect  If  the  nibject  of  the  re- 
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solution  of  the  House,  authorizing  the  President  to  em- 
ploy Mr.  Greenoiigfa,  had  been  the  decoration  of  the  Hall 
of  Representatives,  he  would  not  have  objected  to  tile 
appropriation,  as  it  would  have  been  within  the  exdunve 
province  of  the  House;  but  it  related  to  the  rotundo, 
which  was  certainly  as  much  within  the  jurisdiction  and 
control  of  the  Senate  as  of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  accorded  with  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  fully  in  his  conclusions,  though  he  arrived 
at  them  by  a  somewhat  different  process.  He  denied 
the  right  of  the  President  to  make  a  contract,  involvii^ 
an  expenditure  of  money,  upon  the  authority  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  alone.  He  was  also  opposed 
to  the  appropriation,  because  it,  in  effect,  asserted  that  the 
Senate  had  no  right  to  interfere  in  the  management  and 
decorations  of  the  capitol. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  that  no  contract  had  been  made  with 
Mr.  Greenougb.  The  President  had  merely  written  to 
him,  advising  him  of  the  resolution,  and  asking  whetlm- 
he  would  unidertake  the  task.  No  appropriation  would 
probably  be  wanted  before  next  year,  and  no  inconve- 
nience could  arise  from  its  being  struck  out. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  that  be  had  been  informed  by  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Public  Biuldings  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  that  there  was  no  intention,  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  to  usurp  exchinve  power  over  the 
capitol.  They  had  intended  to  pass  a  joint  resolutiont 
but,  through  inadvertence,  it  was  suffered  to  take  the 
form  of  a  simple  resolution. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  there  would  be  no  difficult 
in  striking  out  tiie  appropriation,  and  introducing  and 
passing  a  joint  resolution  to  effect  the  object  in  view, 
which  all  approved. 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  FORSYTH,  CHAM- 
BERS, JOHNSTON,  and  MILLER,  the  motion  to  strike 
out  was  agreed  to.  The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  thM 
reading. 

VACCINATION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  previous,  orders  were 
post|>oned,  and  the  Senate  took  up  the  bill  for  the  vac- 
cination of  the  Indians. 

The  amendment,  striking  out  6,000  doUan^  and  insert- 
ing 12,000  dollars,  was  agreed  to. 

Some  discussion  of  the  bill  took  place,  in  which  the 
objections  before  urged  were  repeated,  and  in  which 
Messrs.  MILLER,  BUCKNER,  and  MANGUM.  took 
part.  The  question  on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill  was 
finally  taken  oy  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  DalUa,  Dud- 
ley, Ellis,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricki^ 
Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Song,  Knight,  Poindex- 
ter, Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins 31. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Hayne,  Man- 
gum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Wagga- 
man.— 10. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  previous  orders 
were  then  postponed,  and  tiie  Senate  took  up  the  appor- 
tionment bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  having  obtained  the  floor, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WSDSSSDAT,  Atbii.  35. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate,  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  unfinished  buaness  of 
yesterday,  being  the  apportionment  bill. 

Mr.  W.  did  not  propose,  at  this  late  period  of  the  seaaon, 
to  enter  into  any  lengthened  difcuieiou  of  thii  important 
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subject.  Two  gentlemen  were  absent,  who  were  decid- 
edly in  fkvor  of  the  plan  proposed  by  the  committee,  and 
he  believed  a  majority  of  the  Senate  was  also  in  favor  of 
the  principle  of  the  amendment.  He,  therefore,  relied 
on  the  candor  of  gentlemen  of  opposite  sentiments  not  to 
prevent,  by  indirect  motion,  the  entire  expresdon  of  the 
Senate  on  the  subject.  Mr.  W.  briefly  explained  the 
principles  which  had  glided  the  committee,  and  the  gene- 
ral scope  and  policy  of  the  bill,  and  laid  down  a  course 
to  be  pursued,  by  which  no  advantage  would  be  gained  by 
one  party,  or  lost  by  the  other.  With  respect  to  the  num- 
ber of  representatives  for  the  House,  he  was  instructed 
by  the  committee  to  move  to  fill  the  blank  with  241.  The 
tables,  printed  by  the  order  of  the  Senate,  would  show  the 
manner  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  distribute  the  repre- 
sentatives among  the  States.  Mr.  W.,  after  a  full  expla- 
nation, expressed  the  hope  that  some  time  to-day  the  vote 
would  be  taken,  when  the  Senate  was  fuller  than  at  pre- 
sent; and  suggested  that  it  would  be  better  to  take  it  first 
on  striking  out  and  inserting  the  amendment,  without  fill- 
ing the  blanks.  Thb  would  settle  the  principle;  and,  if 
»  majoriw  proved  to  be  in  &vor  of  it,  the  blanks  could 
then  be  filled  according  to  the  sense  of  the  Senate,  after 
that  vote  bad  been  decided. 

Mr.  DAIXAS  said,  after  much  reflection  upon  this 
■ubiect,  Mr.  President,  aided  by  the  very  able  report 
made  to  the  Senate  by  the  select  committee,  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusioh  that  the  question  of  preference  between 
the  bill,  as  sent  to  us  by  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
the  projet  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  cannot  be 
aatisnctorily  determined  by  a  comparison  of  minute  cal- 
culations, but  must  be  governed  by  bro^  and  general 
principles.  The  unequal  results  of  the  two  plans  may 
be  strongly  and  varioiMly  illustrated  by  an  endless  series 
of  estimates.  No  mode  of  proceeding  will  produce  such 
an  apportionment  of  representatives,  as  will  be  at  all 
limes  perfectly  equal;  but  it  is  impossible,  as  I  apprehend, 
to  attain  any  firm  conviction  by  balancing  one  set  of  arith- 
metical details  against  another. 

At  the  bans  of  my  reasoning,  in  relation  to  the  matter, 
r  have  felt  powcrftiUy  influenced  by  the  suggestion  that 
the  structure  of  the  other  House  of  Congress  should  be 
confided  almost  exclusively  to  the  wisdom,  virtue,  and 
magnanimity  of  those  who  now  compose  it.  If  the  mode 
which  they  recommend  and  adopt,  conform  to  the  consti- 
tution, the  Senate  should  not  interfere  to  idter  or  em- 
barrass it.  The  subject  peculiarly  belongs  to  them. 
Gentlemen  will  recollect  that  over  the  organization  of 
this  body  the  representative  chamber  can  exercise  no 
possible  control,  and  it  would  seem  both  fair  and  gracious 
that  we  should  abstain,  as  ftr  as  possible,  from  meddling 
with  the  sources  whence  they  deduce  their  numbers,  and 
the  process  br  which  they  regulate  them.  That  is  the 
bopuUr  branch  of  the  National  Legislatore — ^this  is  the 
federative  one.  Each  should  move  in  unison  with  the 
principle  upon  which  it  is  founded,  and  guardedly  refrain 
as  well  from  counteracting  the  just  and  appropriate  ac- 
tions of  the  other,  as  from  sanctioning  the  least  encroach- 
ment upon  itself.  An  opinion  expressed  by  a  distinguished 
member  of  the  convention  of  Massachusetts,  when  de- 
Uberatiog  a*  to  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  although 
it  applied  in  strictness  to  a  clause  not  now  in  question, 
bears  out  the  idea  which  I  am  deurous  to  enforce,  and  I 
therefore  quote  it: 

Mr.  Cabot  said,  "I  connder  the  democratic  branch  of 
the  National  Government,  the  branch  chosen  immediately 
by  the  people,  as  intended  to  be  a  check  on  the  federal 
branch,  which  latter  is  not  an  immediate  representation 
of  the  people  of  America,  and  is  not  chosen  by  them; 
but  is  a  representative  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  individual 
States  and  its  members,  delegated  by  the  several  State 
Legislatures;  and  if  the  State  L^^tures  (or,  Vk.  Presi- 
dent, their  ddegates  here)  are  auffned  to  regulate  conclu- 


sively the  elections  of  the  democratic  l»ancb,  thejr  uv, 
by  such  interference,  first  weaken,  and  at  last  deKn?, 
that  check;  they  may  at  first  diminish,  and  finally  uidn. 
late,  that  control  of  tlie  General  Government  which  die 
people  oug^it  always  to  have  through  their  Innnediite  re- 
presentatives." If,  sir,  the  Senate  resist  the  mataRd 
project  of  the  House  of  Representatives;  if  this  body  *S 
not  abide  by  the  selected  number,  nor  by  the  proc«i 
their  selection,  nor  their  distribution  among  the  reipntin 
members  of  the  confederacy,  is  there  not  at  once  i  dn. 
gerous  interference  by  the  federative,  against  the  popaln 
principle  ?  Do  we  not  *'  at  first  weaken,"  and  nujr  we  not 
"at  last  destroy,"  the  control  which  the  people oogbt to 
exert  over  the  Government  through  their  dtfect  •{cnb' 
If  we  assume  to  regulate  this  business  arbitrarily  n», 
although  our  work  may  not  be  unjust  in  principle  or  |ini. 
duct,  tlie  time  may  come  when  the  precedent  will  be 
invoked  to  justify  a  fatal  retrenchment  of  the  populi^ 
representation ;  when  the  doctrine  of  mere  fedentioa  nay 
struggle  successfully  against  its  antagonist,  and  deem  It 
patriotic  to  reduce  the  power  or  the  Influence  of  the  pe(l^ 
pie,  in  legislation,  to  its  minimum.  I  cannot,  sir, be  era 
remotely  accessory  to  such  a  result. 

The  bill  sent  to  us  from  the  House  cmnesreoonniKnlel 
to  our  partiaUty  by  very  strong  coiisideratioiu.  Tte 
rule  of  apportionment  it  prescribes  was,  in  thefintpbce, 
coeval  with  the  formation  of  our  Government.  H  ta 
enunciated  by  the  earliest  Congress  after  the  adoption  oi 
the  constitution — by  men  who  had  participated  aetivdya 
all  parts  of  the  country,  in  discussing,  approving,  tneow 
ing,  and  perfecting  tliat  invaluable  instrument,  ind  M 
adapting  it  carefully  to  the  wishes  and  views  of  the  And 
rlcan  people.  This  rule  has  been  repeated  and  enforcel 
at  every  returning  census,  has  been  carried  into  pram 
cal  operation  for  forty  years,  and  has  been  aniveralW 
acquiesced  in  as  abundantly  impartial  and  equal.  Sir,  I 
do  sincerely  and  solemnly  desire  to  find  something  pw 
manent  in  our  Government;  and  especially  desire  to  M 
this  quality  of  permanency  and  fixoiness  in  a  rale  o 
which  depend  the  quantum  and  equality  of  populat  K^ 
presentation.  Nor  can  1  forbear  to  express  mjr  rep^ 
and  surprise  that  an  attempt  to  unsettie  and  ottrthnw 
what  has  been  so  long  established  and  so  universally  coo- 
formed  to,  should  emanate  from  the  precise  quaiM 
whence  it  does  come. 

Sir,  the  rule  of  the  bill  was  not  oiily  settled  long  «g<V 
but  it  was  reflectingly  settled  by  our  best  and  wisest 
statesmen.  General  Washington  deliberated  much:  be 
deliberated  in  association  wiui  Jefierson  and  Hafflil'''''! 
and  their  joint,  and  lalwrious,  and  enlightened,  and  pure 
dehberations  terminated  in  the  formal  MoptioD  of  a  ?»■ 
cess,  as  the  only  constitutional  one  which  has  erer  mce 
been  applied  to  apportionment.  Met^hys'*'  f""* 
ments  cannot  give  us  a  safer  or  sounder  rule  than  the  me 
furnished  by  such  men,  under  such  circiumtan''^  . 
the  practical  conduct  of  our  institutions.  lamonwliij 
to  abandon  their  rule,  unless  conclusively  «tifie<l,>iK 
merely  that  it  is  not  in  itself  perfectr-for  perfection  I » 
ticipate  from  no  Imman  effort — but  unless  condusT^ 
satisfied  tiiat  it  is  positively  unconstitutional,  orKicKW" 
tendency.  . 

Another  recommendation  in  the  bill,  Mr.  P'!'"*"^ 
powerful  with  me.  Its  rule  has  become  familiw*"'™ 
IS  clearly  understood  by,  the  g^^eat  mass  of  '''*  P^L, 
Its  application,  its  results,  its  imperfections,  are  •"."^ 
and  appreciated.  Now,  sir,  I  am  not  averse  f  ^J^  ""J 
sahitajy  innovations,  suggested  merely  by  **"™llj; 
ingenious  men:  no  doubt  our  system  ""JJ ''*  P*lS 
improved  by  them;  but  there  are  some  '"''j"''^.  ^ 
I  can  sanction  no  change  wliich  is  not  preceded  by 
expression  of  popular  sentiment  If  the  ^'""^'^J^ 
pie  have  tor  forty  years  witnessed  ti»e  opeiaMn  rt^ 
rule  of  apportionment  once  more  adopted  by  tneir  a^^i 
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pKientatives;  if,  u  I  believe,  tbey  fully  comprehend 
tchancter  and  effect;  and  if,  ai  we  all  know,  tliey  have 
leerfiiUy  and  evetjr  where  acquiesced  in  it — I  cannot,  I 
B  not,  agree  to  take  from  the  people  a  rule  with  which 
t]  ire  thus  content,  merely  to  introduce  another  more 
ieotific  and  piauaible,  devised  by  a  strong  and  in^eni- 
■  inderstatuung.  The  subject  is  too  deeply  interesting' 
tkein,  to  the  exercise  of  tneir  le^timate  control  over 
I  Government,  to  their  rirhts,  their  convenience,  and 
lir  power.  When  (hey  ask  a  rule  different  from  the  one 
no  which  they  have  acted,  then,  and  not  till  then,  shall 
iMi  disposed  to  prescribe  it. 

What,  sir,  is  the  rule  of  apportionment  incorporated  in 
e  bill.'  To  my  mind,  it  is  a  practical  construction  of  the 
MtHutioaal  phrase  <*  apportion."  Fix  the  number  of 
opk  which  shall  constitute  a  constituency,  and  then  al- 
:to  each  State  one  representative  as  often  as  its  popula- 
0  contains  that  number  or  constituency.  In  otlier,  and 
gre  common  language,  determine  vour  ratio,  and  apply 
to  the  respective  States.  The  word  "ratio"  is  assailed, 
tit  was  used*  and  used  with  this  meaning,  on  this  very 
iject,  in  almost  every  State  convention  to  which  the 
Htitution  w»a  submitted  for  approval.  It  is  the  '  ■  one 
•mon  divisor"  deemed  essential  by  Washington,  in  his 
■o^  to  Congress  of  1793.  The  fixing  upon  this  con 
Uency,  this  ratio,  this  common  divisor,  is  the  first  de- 
Idve  legislative  act  in  providing  for  the  apportionment 
Kptesentatives.  The  structure  of  every  law  upon  the 
>ject  attests  this.  The  number  of  the  representative 
dy  is  a  result,  rather  than  a  basis,  of  the  process;  and 
ice,  heretofore,  that  number  has  never  been  expressly 
Dtioned  in  the  acts  of  Congress, 
hit,  sir,  we  are  told  that  this  rule  eventuates  in  frac- 
HtorreDMunders,  or  residuums!  I  deny  their  exist- 
*■  The  constitution  recognises  nothing  less  than  a 
Ntituency  for  a  distinct  representation.  Any  number 
people  leas  than  the  agreed  constituency  is,  quoad  hoc, 
king.  Fractions  cannot  be  legally  known  to  exist. 
^' are  .nonentities — analogous,   perhaps,   in  some  de- 

c,  to  an  association  of  individuals,  not  yet  entitled  to 
ognition  or  lawful  powers  by  an  incorporating  charter, 
t,  sir,  that  these  ideal  fractions  are  unrepresented  in 
IT  Govenunent — every  individual  citizen  in  the  whole 
intry  is  now,  and  always  has  been,  fiurly  represented  in 

popufau'  branch  of  Congress.  Any  one  State  may 
e  mofe  or  less  representatives — may  have  seven,  or 

or  five;  but  have  what  number  she  may,  that  num- 
'  win  fully  represent  all  her  population. 

am  attached,  then,  Mr.  President,  to  the  rule  of  the 
•  on  account  of  its  venerable  age,  on  account  of  its  pa- 
>ity,  and  on  account  of  its  nmplicity.  And  in  relation 
Ihe  last  characteristic  by  which  my  preference  is  ex- 

d.  I  beg  leave  to  adopt  the  principle  of  Mr.  Jefferson, 
en  he  ssrs  thus:  "Laws  oug^t  to  be  made  for  men 
trdinary  understanding,  and  should  therefore  be  con- 
ted  by  the  ordinary  rules  of  common  sense.  Their 
sniog  ought  not  to  be  sought  for  in  metaphysical  sub- 
les,  which  may  make  any  thing  mean  every  thing  or 
liing,  at  pleasure."  The  old  rule  invokes  for  its  com- 
hension  nothing  more  than  sound  common  sense;  that 
the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  however  plausible, 
found,  or  scientific,  has  exacted  from  his  industry  and 
Ivery  many  cakulationa  and  many  more  explanations, 
ire  it  could  be  understood  by  tlkose  whom  I  address, 

will  certainly  never  be  embraced  by  the  ordinary 
erstanding  of  the  great  mass  of  our  fellow-citizens. 
lie  objection  to  any  longer  adherence  to  the  esta- 
lied  rule  of  apportionment  is,  simply,  as  I  understand 

arguntent,  sir,  that  it  is  unconstitutional,  because, 
,  it  works  inequality,  and,  secondly,  it  does  not  "  ap- 
tion  representatives  among  the  several  States  accord- 
to  their  respective  numbers." 


Does  the  rule  itself  work  inequality?  Applying  it  to 
unequal  and  unequally  varying  numbers,  the  results  are 
almost  necessarily  unequal.  These  results,  however,  are 
not  consequences  of  tne  rule,  but  of  the  circumstances 
which  accompany  the  objects  to  which  it  is  appUed,  and 
by  which  the  fairness  and  equality  of  the  rule  are  con- 
trolled and  affected.  It  neither  increases  nor  diminishes 
those  supposititious  creatures  denominated  fractions.  All 
the  constituencies  of  the  rule  itself  are  perfectly  equal; 
and  in  this  respect  it  is  preferable  far  to  the  substitute 
proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  by  wtuch 
ungual  constituencies  are  to  be  equally  represented. 

It  is  not  pretended  that  the  rule  is  perfect  in  its  effects 
— all  agree  that  such  a  rule  is  undiacoverable;  but  it  is 
pretended,  nay,  it  is  confidently  believed,  that  its  results 
are,  and  wilkbe,  in  no  degree,  more  unequal,  more  unfiur, 
as  regards  the  distributioi>  of  political  power  among  the 
several  States,  than  the  one  proffered  in  its  place,  or  any 
other  that  can  be  devised.  It  was  urged  vehemently  and 
persuasively  that  the  old  rule  had  worked  injuriously  to 
the  smaller  States;  and  much  ingenuity  was  expended  to 
make  this  manifest  by  combining  and  shifting  and  inter- 
locking what  are  termed  fractions.  I  put  agsunst  this 
theoretic  notion  the  positive  and  incontrovertiblo  lan- 
guage of  experience;  and  I  ascertain  it  thus:  Take  five  of 
the  hrge  States,  and  five  of  the  small  States,  and  let  us 
see  what  has  been  the  aggregate  of  the  fractions  of  each 
class  of  States,  at  the  period  of  each  apportionment;  by 
adding  up  these  aggregates,  we  shall  have  the  amounts  of 
fractions  which  fefl,  throughout  the  forty  years  past,  upon 
the  five  large  and  five  small  States  respectively,  and  the 
difference  will  enable  us  to  determine  whether,  by  frac- 
tions, the  larger  or  smaller  States  have  suffered  most. 
The  following  is  the  result: 

1790,  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Massadiusetts,  North  Caro' 
Una,  and  New  York,  had  an  aggfregate  of  frac- 
tions -  -  -  48,583 
1800  do  do  do  101,660 
1810  do  do  do  50,442 
1820  do  do  do  73,635 
1830      do               do                   do       103,483 

376,803 

1790  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  New 

Hampshire,    Delaware,    and 

Georgia,  had  an  aggregate  of  59,178 

1800      do               do                   do  79,909 

1810      do               do                   do  30,593 

1820      do               do                   do  75,079 

1830      do               do                   do  103,108 

333,775 


Difference  against  the  large  States,  43,028 

Whatever,  then,  sir,  may  be  the  apparent  injury  in- 
flicted at  any  one  period  upon  the  smaller  States,  the  ope- 
ration of  the  existing  riile  of  apportionment  has,  upon  the 
whole,  throughout  the  entire  term  of  its  trial,  been  ad- 
vantageous to  them,  and  comparatively  injurious  to  the 
large  States. 

Let  us,  however,  see  whether  the  project  of  the  amend- 
ment be  exempt  from  the  imputation  or  a  tendency  to  in- 
equality or  disproportion.  The  question  is  easily  solved 
by  the  fiivorite  rule  of  three.  The  amendment,  as  carried 
out  in  the  calculations  of  the  select  committee,  awards  to 
the  State  of  Delaware  two  representatives,  and  to  the 
State  of  Missouri  three.  If  Delaware,  in  the  first  place, 
be  allowed  two  members  for  a  population  of  seventy-five 
thousand  four  hundred  and  thirty-two,  what  number  of 
members  should  be  allowed  to  other  States  for  their 
population  respectively?  An  jinswer  to  this  inquiry  will 
at  once  ascertidn  the  equality  or  fiumesa  of  the  amend- 
ment.   I  give  it  thus: 
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1.  New  York  for 

3.  Penn^lvuiia 

2.  Virginia 

4.  Ohio 

5.  North  Carolina 

6.  Kentucky 

7.  Tennessee 

8.  Massachusetts 
South  Carolina 
Georgia 
Maryland 
Maine 
Indiana 
New  Jersey 

15.  Connecticut 

16.  Vemuont 

17.  New  Hampshire 

18.  Alabama 
Louisiana 
Illinois 


9 
10 
11 
12 
13, 
14, 


19. 
20. 


Should  be 

Sh«  it  aUowrd 

alktwrd 

onir 

1,918,555 

50 

39 

1,348,072 

35 

27 

1,023,503 

27 

21 

935,882 

24 

19 

639,747 

17     ■ 

13 

621,832 

16 

13 

625,263 

16 

13 

610,407 

16 

13 

455,025 

12 

9 

429,811 

11 

9 

405,843 

10 

8 

399,435 

10 

8    , 

343,030 

9 

7 

319,922 

8 

6 

297,664 

7 

•      6 

280,657 

7 

6 

269,326 

7 

6 

262,508 

6 

5 

171,904 

4 

3 

157,147 

4 

3 

296 

234 

234 

62 

Thus  it  is  conclusively  shown,  that  if  Delaware  be  en- 
titled to  two  representatives  of  her  population,  the  other 
enumerated  States  are  entitled  to  two  hundred  and  ninety- 
MX,  in  the  proportions  I  have  mentioned.  But  the  amend- 
ment, in  fact,  allows  to  these  twenty  States  only  two  hun- 
dred and  thirty-four  members;  and  the  rule  thus  obviously 
works  to  their  injury,  leading  to  a  loss  b^  them,  when  com- 
pared with  Delaware,  of  no  less  than  sixty-two  members! 

Take  again,  ar,  for  further  illustration,  the  case  of 
Missouri.  If  the  amendment  allows  her  three  members 
for  a  population  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  thousand  four 
hundred  and  nineteen,  what  number  of  members  should 
be  allowed  to  the  other  States,  according  to  their  respect- 
ive population? 

WmiM  be  eaiitled  to        She  u  «lkiwe<l  only 

1.  New  York 

2.  Pennsylvania 

3.  Virginia 

4.  Ohio 

5.  North  Carolina 

6.  Kentucky 

7.  Tennessee 

8.  Massachusetts 

9.  South  Carolina 

10.  Maryland 

11.  Maine 

12.  New  Jersey 

13.  Alabama 


44 

- 

39 

31 

- 

27 

23 

. 

21 

21 

_ 

19 

14 

- 

18 

14 

_ 

13 

14 

- 

13 

14 

_ 

13 

10 

_ 

9 

9 

^ 

8 

9 

_ 

8 

7 

_ 

6 

6 

- 

5 

216 

194 

194 

22 

And  thus  it  appears  that  the  rule  of  the  amendment 
which  gives  to  Missouri  three  members,  instead  of  allow- 
ing to  the  thirteen  other  States  enumerated  their  pro- 
portionate numbers,  in  fact,  relatively  injures  them  to  tlic 
extent  of  twenty-two  representatives! 

These  illustrations,  nr,  might  be  carried  much  further. 
They  are  enough,  however,  to  prove  that  the  amendment 
is  no  better  than  the  original  bill,  on  tlie  score  of  equality 
and  profMrtion.     I  do  not  wish  to  establish  more. 

But  it  is  urged  that  the  bill  is  unconstitutional,  because. 


mind,  it  does  apportion  with  peculiar  ^ectness  ondan- 
plicity.  It  "assigns,"  or  "allots"  to  each  State  one  re- 
presentative for  every  constituency,  ratio,  or  comooi 
divisor,  its  population  maj  include.  So  many  contiii). 
enciea,  so  many  representatives.  This,  however,  is  ttougbt 
too  regardless  of  fractions;  the  spirit  of  the  conititutiiin, 
as  distinguished  from  its  mere  words,  is  invoked,  and  the 
new  process  is  represented  as  more  .compatible  with 
that  spirit  than  is  the  old  one.  The  constitutioo,  tliei, 
means  what  it  does  not  express;  or,  at  all  events,  an  eiplm- 
tory  phrase  is  ingeniously  superadded  to  its  provisioiiito 
eke  out  a  meaning  not  otherwise  perceptible.  Tlui 
liberal  mode  of  treating  that  sacred  charter  w'dl  hardir  be 
agreeable  to  all  whom  I  address;  it  cannot  suit  those  wkt 
object  to  free  and  broad  constructions;  it  certainly  pur- 
ports to  be  as  latitudinarian  as  any  treatment  ever  hcitto. 
fore  bestowed  upon  any  of  its  clauses.  First,  we  are  told, 
that  "to  apportion  the  representatives,"  &c.  meiatto 
apportion  them  "  as  near  as  may  be" — a  quaUfyingphme, 
totally  destructive  of  the  absolute  and  imperative  ebanc- 
ter  of  the  constitutional  rule,  leaving  much,  if  not  era; 
thing,  to  discretion  and  varying  opinion,  and  wholly  iicoii- 
sistent  with  the  entirety  of  a  constituency.  I  can  find  M 
such  words,  Mr.  President,  in  the  constitution  itself,  ud 
I  do  not  think  them  necessary  to  a  fitll  and  perfect  eon. 
prehension,  or  rather  expression,  of  a  distinct  meaning'.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  consent  to  engraft  them. 

Ag^ain:  the  amendment  exacts,  as  the  primary  tcmofilt 
process  of  calculation,  the  ag^gregate  population  of  ill  Ibe 
States.  Does  this  form  any  part,  inferentnllyorotherwise, 
by  implication  or  otherwise,  of  the  constitutional  dirtctin' 
It  is  a  palpable  feature  of  that  consolidation  which  the  instni- 
mentrepudiatesin  every  article.  This  solid  popular  nusis 
unknown,  unrecognised,  by  the  true  principlesof  the  confe- 
deracy. It  could  never  have  been  within  the  contemplation 
of  those  by  whom  the  Union  was  formed:  and  that  it  is  recur- 
red to,  in  furtherance  of  the  amendment,  is  afresh  proofto 
my  miml  that  the  amendment  itself  cannot  be  reconciled 
with  the  constitution.  And,  again,  sir:  why  is  theiecond 
term  of  the  calculation,  by  which  alone  the  result!  ofAe 
amendment  can  be  produced,  stated  to  be  the  ipew 
number  of  the  representative  body.'  I  have  slreadyid- 
verted  to  the  fact  that  the  number  of  the  Hooie  iiirt- 
suit  merely  of  prior  data;  that  it  is  the  consequence  « 
your  own  calculation;  that  it  is  not  a  basis  for  any  process 
and  is  never  expressed  in  any  act  as  a  leraUtive  choice. 
All  these  devices,  and  interpolations,  and  fiction^  ."*.""■ 
necessary  to  the  bill,  and  inconsistent  with  the  cooidtirtMS' 
they  are  essential,  however,  to  tlie  tieing  and  inoveniait 
of  the  amendment:  hence  I  infer  that  this  novel projcC 
ought  to  be  discountenanced. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  President,  I  must  confess mj«lf»« 
satisfied  with  the  effort  which  has  been  made  ^o^^^^ 
the  amendment  (by  which  a  representative  "f^liflj 
every  fraction  which  exceeds  a  moiety  of  the  ™^,  'Jlj 
to  that  cUuse  of  tlie  constitution  wherein  it  '»°"~2 
that  "the  number  of  representatives  shall  not  ckcM 
one  for  every  thirty  thousand."  I  believe  that  o^ 
thousand"  was  designed  to  indicate  the  minimum  con^ 
tucncy— and  yet  the  amendment  will  make  co"*^*^ 
by  the  wholesale,  each  of  which  will  be  less  "^^^^ 
Nor,  sir,  is  it  a  reply  at  all  satisfactory  to  this  «ugg^^ 
that,  notwithstanding  these  inadequate  or'n'^*'?'*lji| 
encies,  the  number  of  representatives  in  «*'''^^^.. 
not  exceed  one  for  every  thirty  thousand.  The  uiw" 
stitutional  result  is  merely  concealed,  not  avoided  ore™ 
evaded.  After  applying  the  ratio  of  47,700  to  thf  W^ 
lation  of  each  State,  so  much  of  that  population  *?'^.^ 
toyield  representatives  is  definitively  disposed  ot :  i^^j 


uu«  t«  tm  uiK^u  ui«v  uxc  uiii  HI  uiiuuiuiuLuuuiuu,  ucvause,  respecta  the  process  of  apportionment,  as ..  --  \jf  no. 
in  the  next  pUce,  it  does  not,  as  the  instrument  expressly  the  State:  and  the  residue,  or  fraction,  now  the  °"-^ 
ifirects,  "apportion  representatives  among  the  several  pulation,  if  less  than  30,000,  cannot  be  allowed  «"9  ^.^1^ 
States  according  to  their  respective  numbers."    To  my[stituent  power  whatever.     A  double  ratio,  at  »" 
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Washington's  <'one  common  diTisor,"  maj  be  called  for 
by  the  ffMem  of  fractional  repreientation,  bat  does  not 
confimD  to  the  simplicity,  directness,  and  true  import  of 
Ae  constitirtion. 

These  remarks,  it  will  be  perceived,  Ur.  President, 
htre  been  dictated  bjr  no  anxiety  as  to  the  qitantum  of  re- 
preieatation  which  o%ht  fall  to  the  share  of  Pennsylrania. 
She  cannot  be  presumed  much  alive  to  the  question 
wbetilier  she  duUl  have  one  more,  or  one  less,  in  her  dele- 
gation to  the  other  branch  of  the  Lepslature.  But  Sena- 
ton  wilt  recollect  tliat  her  people  are  steadily  struggling, 
is  their  own  peculiar  vay — mark,  sir,  in  their  own  pecu- 
liar way — to  preserve  the  established  institutions,  princi- 
plti,  Slid  aystems  of  the  country.  I  regard  the  mode  of 
apportionnent  introduced  under  the  auspices  of  Wash- 
ington and  Jefferson,  forty  years  ago,  and  uniformly  ac- 
qmeaced  in  by  the  whole  American  people,  as  a  matter 
birly  embraced  wtthin  the  great  policy  or  stability,  order, 
and  permanent  government,  for  which  my  native  State  has 
contended,  is  contending,  and  always  wiU  contend. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  next  rose.  AlUiough, 
laid  he,  I  came  here  this  day  without  any  expectation  of 
Wing  involved  in  a  debate  on  this  bill,  yet  I  make  no  apolo- 
gy to  the  Senate  for  insufficient  preparaUon  to  discuss  it. 
At  every  stag«  through  which  it  has  yet  advanced,  I  liave 
plouily  watched  its  progress.  Under  a  deep  and  abid- 
ing sense  of  the  wrongs  which  it  proposes  to  inflict  upon 
the  people  of  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor,  in  part, 
to  represent,  I  have  steadily  resisted  it,  as  it  has  advanced 
from  day  to  day;  and,  having  succeeded,  by  a  motion  to 
recotamitit,  in  arresting  its  progress,  until  a  report  against 
it  has  been  made,  1  now  believe  the  vote  upon  its  passage 
in  this  body  will  exhibit  to  our  country  one  of  the  most  sig- 
lal  triumphs  of  reason  over  that  blind  devotion  to  prece- 
dent, which  has  marked  most  of  the  acts  distributing 
political  power  among  the  States,  since  the  origin  of  this 
Gorenunent 

The  honorable  gfentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dal- 
ui,]  who  has  just  taken  his  seat,  informed  us  that  this  was 
lot  a  question  which  could  be  8atisfiu:toriIy  adjusted  by  a 
Kcurrence  to  minute  details.  He  seemed  to  consider 
tiiat  injustice  was  not  to  be  regarded,  provided  it  arose 
from  inattention  to  minor  interests  in  this  country;  and, 
ahhough  he  afterwards  found  it  necessary  to  repudiate  the 
doctrine  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  which,  while  it 
admits  that  some  ine(|uality,  under  any  rule  of  apportion- 
ment, must  always  exist,  still  claims  it  as  a  necessaiy  impu- 
tation from  the  lang^uage  of  the  constitution,  that  repre- 
Kntatives  shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  States 
">a  near  as  may  be"  according  to  Sieir  representative 
population;  yet  in  the  outset  he  told  us  that  exact  mathe- 
natical  justice  could  never  be  attained,  and  that  it  was  in 
Tain  to  aearch  after  it,  by  recurring  to  minute  calculations. 
On  the  other  hand,  while  I  agree  witli  that  part  of  his  ar- 
jpunent  which  is  suicidal  to  another  branch  of  it,  because 
It  itally  interpolates  in  the  constitution  the  words  "  as  near 
asBay  be,"  to  which  he  afterwards  objected — while,  I  say, 
I  agree  with  so  much  of  his  remarlu  as  informed  us,  in 
'''■stance,  that  the  only  way  to  apportion  representatives 
>^ang  the  States  was  that  which  approximated  most  near- 
ly to  perfect  j  ustice,  1  by  no  means  concur  with  him,  that, 
to  attain  this  most  desirable  result,  we  must  either  over- 
wok  minor  interests,  or  refuse  to  recur  to  the  most  minute 
details.  There  can  be  no  accurate  re;isoning  on  this  or 
*xy  other  mathematical  proportion,  without  recurring  to 
s^ate  details.  There  can  be  no  satisfactory  adjustment 
of  the  questions  before  us,  without  it.  The  bill  and  the 
amendment  to  it  are  conflicting  propositions,  differently 
wtributing  political  power  among  the  States,  founded  on 
uiSerent  bases,  proceeding  on  different  modes  of  mathe- 
"latical  calculation,  each  claiming  to  divide  the  represen- 
^on  of  the  people  as  near  as  may  be  according  to  exact 
jmticf,  but  neither  pretending  to  avoid  all  inequality,  or 


to  apportion  according  to  numbers  precisely.  The  only 
questions  ought  to  be,  which  of  the  two  approaches  near- 
est to  exact  right?  or  what  plan  can  be  devised  that  wilt 
form  the  best  possible  approximation  to  an  apportionment 
amongthe  several  States,  according  to  the  respective  federa- 
tive population  of  each?  These  questions  affect  deeply  the 
rights  of  the  citizen — they  involve  considerations  going  to 
the  very  dearest  interests  and  privileges  of  every  freeman 
in  the  whole  countty;  and,  so  far  from  agreeing  with  the 
honorable  gentleman  to  overlook  minute  details  in  the  de- 
cision of  such  a  question,  1  hold  this  to  be  a  subject  in  re- 
gard to  which  it  IS  the  duty  of  every  member  to  cavil  with 
him  on  the  "  ninth  part  of  a  hair. " 

I  except,  no  less  deddedly,  to  another  position  taken 
by  the  honorable  member,  in  the  course  of  his  interesting 
argument  to-day.  He  would  always  permit  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  organize  themselves,  so  long  as  he 
might  think  their  organization  not  absolutely  unconstitu- 
tional. He  likes  the  bill  on  account  of  its  paternity,  and 
seeks  for  no  reason  to  account  for  the  mode  of  forming, 
for  ten  years  to  come,  one  of  the  must  sacred  institutions 
of  our  country,  but  the  will  of  those  who  proposed  this 
measure.  Stai  pro  ratione  volurUtu.  In  his  view,  their 
pleasure  should  be  our  law,  no  long  as  they  do  not  violate 
the  very  charter  under  which  they  hold  their  seats.  He 
will  ag^ee  to  go  with  us  into  the  argument  no  further  than 
the  question  of  unconstitutionality  is  involved  in  it;  and, 
having  determined- that  (with  great  deference,  let  me  tell 
him)  by  the  aid  of  some  most  lame  and  impotent  condu- 
nons  in  favor  of  the  bill,  the  number  of  the  House,  its 
basis,  and  its  whole  structure,  are  matters,  bethinks,  with 
which  wehave  notbingtodo.  Whynot?  Because,  says  he,  if 
we  should  refuse  to  adopt  the  plans  proposed  by  the  popu- 
lar branch,  it  would  ultimately  give  the  Senate  an  uncon- 
stitutional restraint  over  the  House.  To  sustain  himself 
in  this  strange  opinion,  the  honorable  member  read  to  us 
an  extract  from  the  speech  of  George  Cabot,  delivered  in 
1788,  in  the  convention  of  Haaaachusetts,  on  the  fourth 
section  of  the  first  article  of  the  constitution,  that  "if  the 
State  Legislatures  are  suffered  to  regulate  concluuvely  the 
elections  of  the  democratic  branch  of  Congress,  they  may, 
by  such  an  interference,  first  weaken,  and  at  last  destroy, 
the  check  of  the  democratic  on  the  federative  branch — they 
may  at  first  diminish,  and  finally  annihilate,  that  control 
of  the  General  Government  which  the  people  ought  al- 
ways to  have,  through  their  immediate  representatives. 
As  one  of  the  people,  therefore,  I  repeat,  that,  in  my  mind, 
the  fourth  section  is  to  be  as  highly  prized  as  any  in  the 
constitution."  Now,  be  it  observed  that  the  fourth  sec- 
tion, which  Mr.  Cabot  was  here  considering,  is  this:  "The 
times,  places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  Sena- 
tors and  Rtpreseiitatives,  shall  be  prescribed,  in  each  State, 
by  the  Le^slature  thereof;  but  the  Congress  may,  at  any 
time,  by  law,  make  or  alter  such  regulations,  except  as  ta 
the  phtces  of  choosing  Senators."  This  section,  giving^ 
Congress  the  power  to  alter  the  State  laws  prescribing  the 
time,  places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections  for  repre- 
sentatives, Mr.  Cabot  said  he  prized  as  highly  as  any  part 
of  the  constitution,  because  the  House  was  to  form  a  check 
upon,  and  a  control  over,  the  Senate,  which  represented 
the  sovereignt)'  of  the  individual  States,  and  the  members 
of  which  were  delegated  by  the,State  Legislatures.  With- 
out this  cUuse,  he  apprehended  that  the  State  Legislatures 
(not  the  Senators  here)  might  pass  laws  "  regulating  con- 
clunvely  the  elections  of  representatives,"  first  to  weaken, 
and  at  last  to  destroy,  that  check — at  first  to  diminish,  and 
at  last  to  annihilate,  that  control.  Mr.  Cabot  did  not  ap- 
prehend danger  from  the  Senate,  but  the  State  legisla- 
tures. He  saw  that  the  power  of  making  laws  to  regulate 
the  elections  was  transferred  to  the  State  LegisUtures,  sub- 
ject to  the  control  of  Congress,  and  not  to  the  Senate.  He 
therefore  said  not  a  word  about  the  right  of  the  Senate  to 
check  any  legislation  of  the  House.     Nothing  was  further 
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from  bit  thousfats  thut  to  restnin  the  Senate  in  the  exer- 
ciie  of  this  constitutioiud  duty,  though  the  honorable  Se- 
nator so  interprets  his  lan(^Rg«.  Mr.  Cabot* s  fears  of 
unjust  restraint  were  not  from  the  Senate,  when  paswng 
apportionment  laws,  but  from  the  State  Legfislatures,  when 

Cing  election  laws:  yet,  notwithstanding  this  his  plain 
^uageand  sole  allusion,  the  honorable  member  Jedu- 
oes'from  Mr.  Cabot  the  doctrine  that,  if  the  Senate  throw 
any  sort  of  embarrassment  in  the  way  in  which  the  House 
■hall  select  the  sources  from  which  it  draws  its  own  mem- 
bers, it  does  weaken  and  destroy  the  democratic  branch  of 
the  National  Lea^slature.  b  this  logical  reasoning?  Is  it 
not  an  evident  misapprehension  of  the  true  meaning  of  the 
single  member  of  that  conrention,  to  whose  views  the 
gentleman  has  referred  us?  Is  the  position  sound,  were  it 
even  sustained  by  the  whole  of  that  convention,  that  the 
House  alone  shall  select  the  sources  from  which  it  draws 
its  own  members?  The  Senate  constitutes  the  only  barrier 
for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the  States;  and  if,  by 
such  doctrine,  tliat  barrier  be  beaten  down,  how  are  the 
least  populous  to  protect  themselves  ag^ainst  the  encroach- 
ments of  the  larger  States,  upon  the  constitutional  tight 
of  representation  guarantied  to  the  smaller?  The  princi- 
ple of  the  bill  sent  us  from  the  House,  as  I  will  by  and  by 
show,  always  has  given  (and,  I  might  add,  if  it  be  permst- 
ed  in,  always  will  give)  the  larger  States  the  advantage 
in  representation,  by  throwing  the  oppressive  fractions, 
for  which  no  representative  is  allowed,  on  tite  smaller 
members  of  the  Union. 

In  a  former  debate  here  on  this  bill,  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina  [Mr.  Mahsdx]  admitted  Ukis,  but  told  us 
that  it  was  inevitable — because,  said  he,  those  who  have 
the  trumps  will  always  win  the  tricks.  I  replied  then,  and 
I  repeat  now,  that,  by  our  rule,  there  can  be  no  tricks  to 
be  taken;  that  justice  could  be  so  done  by  the  amendment, 
•■  to  remove  the  temptation,  on  the  part  either  of  small 
or  lar{^  States,  to  n^ke  or  to  take  tricks;  and  that,  if  now 
the  principal  States  in  the  House  should  combine  to  op- 

Eressthe  smaller,  by  adhering  to  an  unjust  rule,  it  would 
e  not  so  much  the  subject  of  compbint  with  us,  that 
those  who  had  the  trumps  had  got  the  tricks,  as  that  they 
had  first  stocked  the  cards  to  get  the  trumps.  Pursuing 
the  same  tnun  of  thought,  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Mxkct]  told  us  that,  for  our  losses  in  the  House,  we 
were  compensated  by  an  e<|ual  representation  in  the  Se- 
nate; and  he  considered  this  equality  of  representation 
her*  as  "a  dispensation  of  Providence,"  to  which  the 
larger  States  had,  in  pure  christian  resignation,  sulimitted. 
We  told  him  that  this  sore  affliction  to  him,  and  others 
here,  must  be  borne,  as  a  ^spensation  of  justice,  and  a 
compliance  with  the  bond  which  our  forerathers  signed 
with  theirs — ^tiiat,  at  the  formation  of  the  constitution,  one 
of  the  delegates  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Bradford)  had  an- 
nounced this  as  a  nine  qua  non,  without  which  there  could 
be  no  Union,  and  had  declared  that,  sooner  than  give  up 
the  federative  principle,  by  doing  which  we  should  be 
made  your  "hewers  of  wood  and  dAwers  of  water,"  un- 
der one  grand  consolidated  Government,  the  smaHer  States 
would  seek  a  foreign  alliance.  Knowing  these  things  at 
that  time,  you  signed  the  bond  with  us,  and  you  cannot 
now  pretend  that  you  did  not  understand  it. 

The  doctrines  advanced  to  deprive  us  of  equal  demo- 
cratic representation  in  the  House,  because  we  are  equally 
represented  in  our  sovereign  capacities,  as  independent 
State^  on  this  floor,  is  at  wv  with  tlie  whole  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  is  the  very  principle  of  consolidation  in  its 
most  odious  aspect,  was  never  acceded  to  at  any  period  of 
our  national  existence  by  any  of  the  States,  and  was  not  ad- 
vanced after  it  was  once  answered  by  any  gentleman  who 
has  entered  into  this  discussion.  But  I  now  advert  to  it, 
because  it  proceeded  upon  the  admission  of  the  inequality 
of  representation  between  the  States,  which  is  always 
produced  by  the  operation  of  the  principle  in  the  bill. 


It  has  not  been  denied  that  auoh  apportionments  ue  too 
often  the  results  of  the  combination  of  some  of  tlieln^ 
States  to  secure  to  themselves  the  greatest  poadble  riure 
of  political  power  in  the  House,  which  is  eaaly  effected 
by  fixing  upon  an  arbitrary  ratio,  bearing  no  pnpoitiai 
to  the  number  of  members  in  the  House.    It  eanaot  be 
dented  that  similar  results  may  always  be  expected,  riwold 
this  rule  continue  in  operation.     Why,  then,  shoold  tlni 
House  alone  "  select  the  sources  from  which  it  is  to  dm 
its  own  representation?"  and  why  should  the  interrentioo 
of  the  Senators  here,  in  behalf  of  the  smaller  Stites,  nd 
in  just  defence  of  the  equal  right*  of  all,  bedenaanceda 
"  destrojring  the  democratic  branch,"  by  tiie  veiy  set  of 
exercising  the  salutary  restraint  upon  legislation,  wliitk 
the  constitution  has  imposed  upon  us  as  a  duty?    In  the 
other  House,  Delaware,  Vemont,  and  Missouri  hin  is 
all  but  seven  members,  and  the  bill  from  that  Houie  lot, 
as  I  propose  to  prove,  deprived  each  of  them  of  one  n- 
presentative,  transferring  two  of  their  representatirato 
Pennsylvania  and  New  York.     Is  that  House,  in  Thich 
New  York  and  Pennsylvania  have  sixty  representMiTca,to 
decide  upon  the  question,  the  only  tribunal  to  wUcb  tbe^ 
can  appeal  for  reoress  of  this  injury,  if  it  has  been  iniitt- 
ed  ?     Suppose,  to  carry  out  the  idea  of  allowing  the  Home 
the  exclusive  right  of  selecting  the  sources  from  wUdi  its 
members  shall  be  drawn,  that  a  bill  should  pass  there,  dis- 
franchising the  people  of  those  three  States,  and  denyief 
them  any  representation,  under  the  pretence  of  rebellioii, 
refusal  to  pay  taxes,  or  to  obey  the  laws:  no  mm  will 
pretend  that  their  Senators  should  keep  silence,  andaif- 
fer  the  bill  to  pass  here,  lest  they  should  impropertr  ««li- 
en  or  destroy  the  democratic  check  upon  this  boay.   On 
the  contrary,  I  apprehend  no  man  would  more  promptly 
come  to  their  assistance  in  such  a  case,  than  the  gentkniiii 
from  Pennsylvania  himself.    The  honorable  yendeaan 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Tai«w»li,]  if  I  understood  hm^ 
a  former  occasion,  carried  the  doctrine  to  the  mne  lenglb. 
He  insisted  that  the  Senate  should  not  dictate  to  the  Hoii^ 
nor  alter  the  aggregate  number  of  representatives  tad 
by  the  House,  because,  said  he,  they  are  the  best  judgo 
of  their  own  convenience,  which  ought  certainly  to  be  em-  . 
suited  by  us,  with  great  respect  for  them.     He  «»'"'* 
us,  in  effect,  that  the  large  States  always  would  control 
this  question  as  to  the  number  of  members.    It  hj"  ■>'" 
asserted,  too,  that  in  no  case  should  the  Senate  sher  w 
number  of  representatives  proposed  by  the  House,  it- 
cause  such  an  alteration  would  be  unparliament^  ™ 
unusual;  and  although,  on  a  former  occasion,  I  mettnisoo- 
jection  by  reasoning  which  I  do  not  now  purpose  to  re- 
peat, yet  I  must  recaU  tiie  attention  of  the  Senstetowe 
records  of  Congress,  which  I  then  exhibited,  *°Pr"l~L 
the  Senate  has,  at  least,  in  one  of  the  fourappOT«»«j^ 
which  have  been  made,  changed  not  only  the  w™*' 
of  the  House,  but  even  the  ratio  proposed  bjr  tbe  Hi»»|- 

On  the  2d  day  of  December,  1811,  in  this  "xwT' "^ 
Bayard  moved  to  strike  out  the  ratio  of  37,000, «  »™ 
by  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  •}»*" 
determined  in  the  affirmative—yeas  18,  nays  }o-  *^ 
Smith,  of  Maryland,  moved  to  insert  40,000,  '".^^^ 
number  stricken  out,  which  motion  was  "^P'"JfT^i, 
13,  nays  21.  Mr.  Bayard  then  moved  to  insert  3i,«^" 
the  bknk  of  the  biU,  and  it  was  determined '" 'J*'": 
mative— yeas  22,  nays  12.  Yeas.— Messrs.  Baysw.  B^ 
ley.  Brent,  Crawford,  Cutts,  Dana,  Gorman,  Gda,  "^ 
man,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Howell,  Hunter,  i'lj 
Lloyd,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smitii,  of  Maryland,  8ro™>" 
New  York,  Tait,  Varnnm.  Nays.— Messrs.  Andemw 
Bibb,  Campbell,  of  Ohio,  CampbeU,  "f Tennessee,*^ 
diet,  Franklin,  GaiUard.  Lambert,  Pope,  Taylor,  T"™^' 
Worthington.  The  effect  of  tiie  Senate's  »'«'>™*°3 
then,  was  to  change  the  ratio  from  37,000  to  ^'''"•^ 
to  increase  the  whole  number  of  representadrei  tie^ 
members— that  is,  from  170  to  181  memben. 
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The  bill,  aa  thus  amended,  puwd  the  Senate  on  the  3d 
of  December.  On  the  Sth,  the  vote  in  the  House  on  this 
unendment  stood — yeas  65,  nays  64.  The  Speaker  vot- 
'■atf  in  the  negative,  the  motion  to  concur  was  lost.  A 
conference  was  then  ordered,  and  Messrs.  Randolph,  La- 
cock,  and  Condict  were  appointed  managers  on  the  pact 
i^tbe  House.  On  the  6th  of  December,  the  Senate  in- 
uted  on  their  amendment — yeas  21,  pays  13.  A  confer- 
ence was  agreed  to,  and  Messrs.  Bayard,  Leib,  and  Var- 
wm  vere  appointed  managers  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
On  the  10th  December,  Ur.  Bayard  reported  that  the  raa- 
gjgen  could  not  agree,  and  recommended  that  the  Senate 
idhere  to  their  amendment.  On  the  11th  December,  the 
Senate  determined  to  adhere-^reas  18,  nays  16.  In  the 
Hoose,  after  an  unsuccessfiil  efllort  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Ran- 
dolph to  prerail  on  it  to  adhere  to  its  former  vote,  the 
unendment  vas  carried,  and  the  bill,  thus  adding  eleven 
members  to  the  number  of  representatives,  was  passed  by 
Congress,  and  approved  by  the  Frewlent  It  appears, 
therefore,  that  we  have  precedent  in  point  for  the  in- 
creue  of  the  number  from  240  to  251;  and  although 
that  Dumber  does  not  form,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virgi- 
nia supposed,  my  exact  beau  ideal  of  the  number  to  con- 
ititute  a  House,  yet  it  is  fVee  from  all  the  strong  objec- 
tins  which  exist  against  the  number  240.  Entertaining 
u  much  respect  for  my  fellow-laborers  in  the  other  branch 
of  Coogreas  as  nuui  can,  still  I  insist  that  the  argument  of 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  which  denies 
to  this  Senate  the  power  to  check  the  legislation  of  the 
coK)rdinate  branch  on  this  subject,  would  prostrate  its  au- 
thority, is  repugnant  to  the  rights  of  the  States  represent- 
ed here,  might  lead  to  an  effectual  and  most  dangerous 
consolidation  of  the  Government,  and  is  unwarranted  by 
the  past  usages  of  Congress.  Repudiating  and  protesting 
ipiiBt  it,  as  wholly  inconsistent  with  my  duty  aa  one  of  the 
representatives  of  a  State  whose  citizens,  by  the  iniqui- 
tous operation  of  the  principle  of  the  b'dl,  ai  urbt  condita, 
hare  not  been  so  fully  represented  in  the  other  branch  of 
the  National  legislature  as  the  very  slaves  of  Georgia,  1 
pmceed,  in  further  answer  to  the  gentleman  firom  Penn- 
i;lraoia,  to  demonstrate  the  injustice  and  unconstitution- 
liity  of  this  bill,  as  well  as  the  propriety  and  necesnty  of 
tdopting  this  amendment. 

Vbe  bill  assumes  the  number  of  the  House  to  be  240, 
ud  at  the  same  time  arbitrarily  assumes  the  ratio  of  re- 
pRsentation  to  be  47,700.  There  is  no  proportion  be- 
taeen  the  two  numbers,  either  when  compared  with  the 
•ggregate  federal  'population  of  the  Union,  or  with  the 
respective  federal  numbers  of  the  several  States.  It  is 
therefore  tmequal  and  unjust  in  its  operation.  It  neither 
spportions  representation  among  the  several  States,  ac- 
eording  to  exact  mathematical  justice,  nor  according  to 
t^  ooly  practical  rule  of  distributing  it  by  the  nearest  ap- 
proximation to  exact  justice.  It  is  therefore  unconstitu- 
tionsL 

Take  the  ratio  in  the  bill  if  you  desire  to  yield  to  the 
^'■■'k*  of  Uie  House  on  that  subject.  State  the  propot^ 
<»»— as  47,700,  the  number  established  in  the  bill  to  form 
*conAituency  for  each  member,  is  to  one  representative, 
w  n  each  State's  share  of  federal  population  to  its  share 
of  the  House.     This  gives  the  following  results: 

^"itmaU,  thowing  tht  number  of  reprtsentativtt,  under 
^Mth  eemui,  of  the  aeveral  Statu,  at  the  ratio  of 

,,  .                      Mo.  FnetioD.  Ka.  Frution. 

»«*>               8  17,833    Pennsylvania,  28  12,472 

N.  Hampshire,  5  30,826»  DeUware,  1  27,732* 

««>chusetts,  12  38,007»  MaryUnd,  8  24,243* 

™ode  Island,    2       1,799    Virginia,  21  21,803 

Cwmecticut,      6  11,465    N.  Carolina,  13  19,647 

*Mmont,          5  42,147»  S.  CaroBna,  9  25,725* 

New  York,      40       5,101    Georgia,  9  511 

fiew  Jersey,      6  33,722*  Kentucky,  13  1,732 


Tennessee,  13      5,163  Illinois,  3  14,047 

Ohio,  19  29,582*  Louisiana,  3  28,804* 

Indiana,  7       9,130  Missouri,  2  35,019* 

Mississippi,  2  14,958  Alabama,  5  24,008* 

475,478 
*  Fnetions  above  a  moUtf . 

Here,  then,  are  eleven  States  with  fractions  above  one- 
half  the  ratio.  Are  those  States  represented  by  the  bill 
according  to  then:  exact  mathematical  right.'  Are  thejr 
so  represented  as  to  approximat«  as  near  as  may  be  to 
their  exact  shore  of  the  House? 

On  obvious  principles,  it  would  seem  that  the  nearest 
approach  to  justice,  which  can  be  made,  is  to  give  to  each 
of  those  which  have  remainders  exceeding  half  the  ratio 
an  additional  member.  But  it  is  objected,  this  would  make 
the  House  consist  of  '251  members^  instead  of  240,  the 
number  proposed  by  the  bill. 

Then  the  question  recurs,  vriiy  should  the  number  of 
the  House  be240,  ratiier  than 251,  when  the  ratio  is  47, 700? 
The  aggregate  population  of  the  whole  Union  in  federal 
numbers  is  estimated  at  11,928,731.  If  to  ascertain  what 
number  of  people  each  member  in  a  House  of  240  should 
represent,  we  state  the  proportion — as  240  representa- 
tives are  to  1,  so  is  11,928,731  to  49,700— we  find  that 
the  ratio  assumed  by  the  House  is  2,000  below  the  true 
ratio  of  representation,  or  the  number  of  people  who 
should  form  a  constituency  for  each  member.  So,  if  to 
ascertain  what  number  of  members  the  House  should  con- 
sist of  when  the  ratio  is  fixed  at  47,700,  we  state  the  pro- 
portion, as  47,700  is  to  1,  so  is  11,928,731  to  250  A\Vt, 
we  find  that  the  number  of  the  House  assumed  by  the 
bill  is  more  than  ten  and  not  quite  eleven  members  below 
the  true  number  which  that  ratio  requires.  Some  States 
then  have  lost  those  members.  'Which  of  the  States  are 
entitled  to  them?  Does  that  nearest  possible  approxima- 
tion to  exact  right,  which  we  all  agree  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution  requires,  demand  of  us  to  g^ve  those  members 
(which  the  unjuat  rule  established  by  the  bill  has  taken 
away  from  the  House)  to  the  Sutes  having  remaindei* 
above  half  the  ratio,  or  to  the  thirteen  States  having  remain- 
ders under  it?  All  the  renuunders,  added  together,  make 
475,478— of  these,  338,700  belong  to  eleven  States, 
which  complain  that  you  have  deprived  them  of  represen- 
tatives by  diminishing  the  number  of  the  House  eleven 
members  below  that  number  which  bears  a  nearer  propor- 
tion to  the  assumed  ratio  than  240.  The  remainders  of 
the  other  thirteen  States,  added  together,  make  only 
136,738.  The  eleven  then  have  the  best  claim  to  these 
members.  But  the  bill  gives  those  members  to  none  of 
the  States.  Is  it  more  equitable  to  refuse  them  to  all,  or 
to  pve  them  to  those  who  can  show  the  best  title  to  them  ? 
Conscious  of  their  want  of  all  claim  to  them,  most  of  the 
thirteen  States  answer,  let  none  of  us  have  them — destroy 
them!  The  other  eleven  States,  clinging  to  them  as  the 
true  mother  to  her  offspring,  deprecate  their  destruction, 
and  demand  them  from  your  justice. 

But  the  House  of  240  members  bears  no  just  proportion 
to  the  ratio  of  47,700,  when  compared  not  only  with  the 
aggregate  population  of  the  Union,  but  with  the  separate 
population  of  the  several  States. 

To  prpve  this,  I  will  here  meet  that  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  ii-om  Penn^lvania,  in  which  he 
undertook  to  exliibit  the  inequality  of  the  amendment,  by 
the  examples  of  the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Delaware, 
and  of  New  York  and  Behware.  If,  says  he,  Delaware 
be  allowed  two  members,  (as  she  will  be,  if  the  House 
consists  of  251  members,}  then  Pennsylvania  ought  to 
have  35;  but  the  amendment,  when  the  House  is  251, 
gives  Pennsylvania  bnt  28.  So,  he  argues  the  inequality 
produced  by  our  amendment,  between  Delaware  and  Penn- 
sylvania, is  the  difference  between  28  and  35,  or  seven 
representatives.     But  the  gentleman  looked  only  at  one 
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side  of  the  picture.  Bererse  it,  and  give  DeUware  but 
one,  as  the  bill  he  advocates  does,  and  then  Penns^lrania 
is  entitled  to  but  17!  Because  75,433,  the  federative  po- 
pulation of  Delaware,  is  to  1,  as  1,348,072,  the  federa- 
tive population  of  Pennsylvania,  u  to  17.  Therefore  the 
inequality  produced  by  the  bill  which  makes  the  House 
240,  and  rives  Pennsylvania  28,  while  it  jives  Delaware 
but  1,  u  the  difference  between  17  and  28,  or  11  repre- 
sentatives. The  inequality  produced  by  the  bill,  therefore, 
unfortunately  for  the  gentleman's  ailment,  is  greater  than 
that  produced  by  the  amendment  in  the  case  stated,  by 
the  exact  difference  between  eleven  representatives  and 
seven  representatives.  In  other  words,  the  amendment 
i^proaches  nearer  to  the  exact  mathematical  rights  of 
each  of  tlieae  States,  (which  never  can  be  exactly  adjust- 
ed, because  of  the  necessity  of  comparing  each  of  Uiem 
with  the  other  States,)  by  four  times  the  whole  represen- 
tation now  allowed  to  Delaware. 

The  ^ntleman's  other  reference  to  New  York  and  De- 
laware IS  equally  unfortunate  for  him,  and  equally  illus- 
trates the  superior  justice  of  the  amendment.  He  urg^ 
upon  us  the  complaint,  that  if  Delaware  be  allowed  two 
representatives.  New  York  should  have  fifty — because, 
said  he,  as  75,432  is  to  3,  so  is  1,918,553  (the  federative 
population  of  New  York)  to  50.  But  to  the  other  side  of 
the  question,  he  forbore  to  look.  Did  it  occur  to  him  that 
by  the  same  ni]^  if  Delaware  be  allowed  but  one,  New 
York  should  have  but  25?  Such  isthe  mathematical  truth. 
Yet  the  bill  gives  New  York  forty— that  is,  fifteen  more 
than  she  should  liave  when  Delaware  has  but  one,  while 
the  amendment  only  gives  her  ten  less  than  she  should 
have,  when  Delaware  has  two.  The  inequality  produced 
by  the  bill,  in  the  case  stated,  is  therefore  greater  than 
that  effected  by  the  amendment,  by  five  times  the  whole 
representation  allowed  to  the  people  of  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware. Now  these  are  but  a  few  of  the  <'  minute  detaib" 
to  which  the  gentleman  referred;  but  in  this  very  case  the 
people  of  New  York,  who  desire  no  injustice  against  us, 
I  trust  would  acknowledge  the  right  of  a  citizen  of  Dela- 
ware to  complain  that  the  oppression  of  the  bill  on  him 
was  such,  that  by  its  operation  the  vote  of  the  representa- 
tive of  75,433  people  ni  Delaware  b  neutralized  by  the 
representative  of  any  47,827  people  in  New  York!!  Does 
not  the  gentleman  firom  Pennsylvania  himself  perceive  that, 
by  the  bill  he  advocates,  a  representative  is  allowed  to 
every  48,133  of  the  popuktion  of  liis  own  State,  while  we 
are  lulowed  but  one  for  75,432  people  in  mine? 

Keeping  steadily  in  view  the  main  point  to  be  decided, 
whether  tlie  number  of  the  House  should  be  confined  to 
340  members,  while  the  ratio  is  47,700, 1  will  request  the 
gentleman  to  compare  by  his  own  rule  the  chJm  of  Dela- 
ware to  two  members  with  that  of  any  other  State  in  the 
Union  which  shall  stand  up  here  and  say  she  ought  to 
have  but  one.  If  Delaware  should  have  but  one,  Virginia 
should  have  but  thirteen — that  is,  eight  less  than  the  num- 
ber given  by  the  bill,  which  allows  but  240  members.  If 
Delaware  shall  have  two,  us  she  will  have  if  251  members 
be  allowed,  Virginia  should  have  27— that  is,  six  more  than 
the  number  given  by  the  amendment.  And  so  each  of 
the  following  States  should  have  the  numbers  I  will  men- 
tion, on  the  supposition  that  DeUware  has  but  one 

Maine  5,  that  is,  3  less  than 
[her  number  in  the  bill. 
New  Hampshire,  3,    2  leas. 


Illin<»s,        3, 


1  leas.    Miawrari,       1, 


Add  one  for  Delaware, 


147 
1 


llM. 

93  lea. 


148 

93  less  thu  ait 
number  given  by  the  bill  for  the  Houae.  — 

340 
Here,  then,  is  the  inequality  produced  by  the  bill  Let 
us  now  see  the  statement  which  the  gentleman  fromPena- 
sylvania  said  would  show  the  "monstrous  utequa%"<f 
the  amendment: 

If,  says  he,  Delaware  have  two,  then 
Maine  should  have  10,  that  is  North  Oarolioa,  1^  tiut  a 


3  more  than  is  pven  her 
by  the  amendment 


•N.  Hamp.  7,  that  a  1  more. 

Georgia, 

•Vermont,  7, 

(< 

1 

<< 

•Alabama, 

•Massa.      16, 

«( 

3 

<( 

Misnanppi, 

R.  IsUnd,    3, 

•< 

0 

•Louisiana, 

Conn.          7, 

(• 

1 

«c 

Tennessee, 

N.  York,    50, 

(« 

10 

«< 

Kentucky, 

•N.Jersey,  8, 

« 

1 

<« 

•Ohio, 

Penn'a,      35, 

C( 

7 

«( 

Indiana, 

•Maryl'd,    10, 

<< 

1 

<« 

Illin<Ns, 

Virginia,    27, 

•< 

6 

<c 

•Missouri, 

'S.  Carolina.  12,  •<  3 
11,  "  3 

1,  «0 

2,  "0 
4,"0 

17,  "  4 

17,  "  4 

34>"4 

9.  "3 

4»«'  1 

3,  "0 


Add  for  Delaware, 


304 
3 


55 


306 
55  axire. 


Vermont,              3, 
tfasaachusetts,     8, 
Rhode  Island,       1, 

2 

4 
1 

Connecticut,        3, 
New  York,         35, 

3 
15 

Pennsylvania,     17, 
New  Jersey,         4, 
Marjland,            5, 

11 
3 

3' 

Virginia,       13,thatis,  8  less. 

N.  Carolina,  8, 

5,  " 

S.  Carolina,  6, 

3    " 

Uwrgia,      5, 

4   " 

Alabama.     3, 

2    " 

Missisnppi,  1, 

1    " 

Louisiana,    3, 

1    " 

Tennessee,  8, 

5    " 

Kentucky,    8, 

5    " 

Ohio,          12, 

7    •< 

Indiana,       4, 

3    " 

251  the  Home. 

We  see,  then,  that  55  (not  62,  the  numbw  mentioned 
by  the  gentleman)  is  the  number  of  representatiTes  tixt 
should  be  added  to  the  House  of  251  if  Delaware  be  es- 
titled  to  two,  in  order  that  she  may  have  no  moretbao  ber 
exact  right.  But  it  has  been  shown  that  92  is  the  number 
that  should  betaken  from  the  House  of  340  if  Dehwin 
be  entitled  to  but  one,  in  order  that  she  may  hive  no  loi 
than  her  exact  right.  The  inequality  effected  by  the  bffl 
is,  therefore,  greater  than  that  "monstrous  ineqiulit)'" 
produced  by  the  amendment,  by  the  difference  between 
92  and  55,  that  is,  37  representatives,  or  37  times  the 
whole  representation  allowed  to  the  State  by  the  biU. 

There  are"  other  States,  to  each  of  which  gro«  injiHtio! 
is  done  by  the  arbitrary  assumption  of  a  House  of  340 
members,  while  the  ratio  stands  at  47,700— for  iii*iic^ 
Vermont,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  Maryland,  Sooth 
Carolina,  Ohio,  Missouri,  Louiaana,  and  Hamcbuielb. 
Take  the  populaUon  of  each  of  these  SUtes  in  turn,  ud 
severally  compare  their  rights  with  those  of  all  the  olaef 
States.  It  will  be  found,  by  the  same  process  which  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  applied  to  DeUware, 
that,  by  destroying  the  proportion  between  tlie  "^  fj 
47,700  and  the  number  of  the  House,  which  is  reduced 
to  240,  much  greater  inequality  is  produced  between  the 
representation  of  each  of  tlfose  States,  and  that  of  «"'! 
other  State,  than  u  effiwted  by  the  amendment.  Thiu, » 
Vermont,  with  a  popuUtion  of  280,657,  be  entitled  » 
only  5  members,  (as  she  is,  by  reducing  the  House  to  m 
while  the  ratio  stands  at  47,700,)  then  New  York  sIkwU 
have  but  34j  yet  the  bill  gives  her  40.  If,  on  ^^^ 
hand,  to  demonstrate  the  degree  of  inequality  P^?""*! 
by  a  House  of  250,  or  351,  agreeably  to  the  pn""?'^ 
the  amendment,  Vermont  be  allowed  6  members,  tiw 
New  York,  with  a  popuUtion  of  1,918,553,  ihouW  h«« 
barely  41 — and  the  amendment  gives  her  40.  InthuoK^ 
therefore,  the  inequality  which  is  produced  by  »  Hoj* 
only  340  members,  while  the  raUo  stands  immoTestiieij 
47,700,  is  to  the  inequality  produced  byaHoMeW'"' 
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inemben,  as  mx  to  one;  or,  in  otiier  words,  more  than  the  quently,  the  number  of  the  House  increased  one  or  two 
whole  representation  of  Vermont.  So,  too,  tAke  Mis- 1  members.  Look  at  the  operation  of  a  House  of  256,  or 
touri,  with  her  population  of  130,419,  having  only  two  '  346,  or  341,  to  illustrate  this.  By  the  printed  statements 
nembers,  in  consequence  of  this  unjust  reduction  of  the  which  are  before  us,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  veriest 
BuinberoftheHo<ise,while  the  ratio  stands  fixed  at  47,700.  caviller  coiUd  find  no  wch  objection  to  the  rule,  when 
Her  population  bears  the  same  proportion  to  two  members  I  applied  to  either  of  those  numbers.  The  same  is  true  of 
that  New  York's  bears  to  29;  that  is,  11  less  than  New! many  other  numbers.  But  if  you  say  the  ratio  shall  be 
York's  number  m  the  bill.  On  the  other  hand,  if  Mis-  47,700  exactly,  then  you  must  have  a  number  for  the 
nuri  be  allowed  three,  as  she  will  be  if  the  House  be  in-  House  above  250,  and  below  351;  and,  as  you  cannot 
ctomA  to  251,  Tvhile  the  ratio  remains  the  same,  her 'divide  a  representative,  you  must  give  some  one  State  a 
pnpnUt:on  will  bear  the  same  proportion  to  3  as  New  [  little  more,  or  a  little  less,  than  her  exact  mathematical 
Tort's  will  to  44;  that  is,  four  more  than  is  given  her  by !  right.  Such  is  the  situation  of  Alabama,  when  the  House 
the  amendment.  In  this  case,  therefore,  the  mequalityof,is  250,  or  251.  But  would  any  man,  merely  because  he 
the  bin  is  greater  than  that  of  the  amendment,  as  11  is  had  fixed  a  ratio  which  prevented  him  from  doing  her 
^aterthan  4.  In  other  words,  the  difference  is  seven  exact  justice,  refuse  her  a  representative,  to  which,  after 
oerabers,  which  is  more  than  thrice  the  whole  represen- '.  the  other  ten,  she  is  better  entitled  than  any  other  State, 
tition  allowed  .Missouri  in  the  bill.  |  or,  cavilling  on  that  isolated  point,  make  an  argument  out 

By  the  same  mode  of  proof,  it  will  be  found  (as  in  the  of  it,  to  overthrow  the  rights  of  the  other  ten,  which  are 
ease  of  Delaware)  that  both  Vermont  and  Missouri  have  jeach  clearly  entitled  to  an  additional  representative?  As 
more  tiglit  to  another  member,  than  any  other  State  in  a  more  beautiful  illustration  of  the  rule,  I  would  prefer, 
the  Cnioo  has  to  confine  them  to  the  number  fixed  in  the  '  in  the  outset,  any  one  of  the  numbers  256,  346,  or  341, 


bill,  by  arbitrarily  determining  that  the  number  of  the 
House  shall  bear  no  proportion  to  the  ratio  assumed.  By 
the  same  reasoning,  each  of  the  States  of  New  Hampshire, 
Xew  Jersey,  Maryland,  South  Carolina,  Louisiana,  Mas- 


to  cither  340,  or  251;  but  there  is  no  valid  objection  to 
any  number  which  may  be  demanded  as  the  proper  number 
of  the  House. 
But  the  objection  is  made,  notwithstanding  the  manifest 


Bchusetts,  Alabama,  and  Ohio,  will  furnish  a  striking  ex- 1  superiority  of  the  amendment  over  the  bill,  in  their  re^ 
imple  to  show  that  the  House  should  not  be  fixed  at  340, 1  spective  approaches  to  perfect  justice,  that  "  fractions" ' 

are  represented  by  the  amendment.  It  is  said  that  to  re- 
present  fractions  is  contrary  to  all  former  usage.  If  by 
this  it  be  intended  that  the  amendment  proposes  to  give 
to  any  one  State  a  representation  which  is  not  the  nearest 


I  leave  others  to  work 


while  the  ratio  remains  at  47,700. 
oat  the  process  in  each  case. 

I  consider  it  as  mathematically  certain  that  the  appor- 
'  tlonmcnt  in  the  bill  is  false,  and  that  the  error  consists  in 

;  refusing  to  apply  the  rules  of  proportion  to  the  number !  possible  approximation  to  her  exact  nfiathematical  right, 
'  of  the  House,  and  the  divisor  assumed.  It  is  certain  that  whetlier  that  approximation  is  to  be  determined  by  re- 
'  Ibis  number  of  240  produces,  in  every  instance,  greater  { ference  to  the  aggregate  population  of  all  the  States,  or 
incQuality,  while  this  ratio  stands,  than  a  House  of  351 1  to  the  separate  population  of  every  State,  we  have  already 
aKmbcrs,  composed  on  the  principles  stated  in  the  report;  I  seen  that  the  position  has  been  disproved.  If  by  it  any 
mi  that  this  inequality  will  be  demonstrated  by  every  I  tiling  less  than  that  position  is  intended,  I  answer,  that  it  is 
•iew  which  can  be  taken  of  the  subject.  I  of  no  value  as  an  objection;  because  the  constitution  has 

And  here  suffer  me  to  remark  that  it  is  a  matter  of  lit- 1  prescribed  no  process  to  attain  the  results  which  it  directs. 

Its  language  refers  only  to  the  end,  and  not  to  the  particu- 


lle  importance  whether  the  number  be  250  or  251,  while 
jou  arbitrarily  reftise  to  change  the  ratio,  under  the  pre- 
tence that  the  other  House  ought  to  fix  it.  The  exact  ratio 
for  a  House  of  251  is  47,524;  the  exact  ratio  for  a  House 
of  250  is  47,715.  By  fastening  upon  us,  under  a  pretext, 
in  arbitrary  ratio,  you  furnisli  room  for  those  who  either 
do  not  understand,  or  will  not  examine  the  subject,  to 
ovil  about  the  want  of  exact  proportion  between  the  ratio 


larmeans  by  whichtliat  end  is  to  be  attained.  "Repre- 
sentatives and  direct  taxes  shall  be  apportioned  among  the 
several  States  according  to  their  respective  numbers." 
The  object  is  apportionment  according  to  numbers;  and 
the  numbers  to  be  used  in  the  process  are  those  of  the 
respective  States.  The  process  in  which  they  are  to  be 
employed,  is  not  specified.     Apportioning  is  any  mode  of 


»|<1  the  number  of  the  House;  and  you  throw  a  mist  across  distribution  which  will  best  do  justice  to  all  the  States, 
'he  vision  of  tliose  whose  duty  and  inclination  it  may  be  whether  by  a  fixed  ratio  of  47,700,  or  by  a  compound 
to  investigate  the  topic  hereafter.  But  that  may  be  dis-  ratio  of  two,  or  twenty  given  numbers.  The  first  aim 
pelledby  the  consideration,  that  the  difficulty,  in  this  re- 1  should  be  perfect  justice.     When  that  fails,  (aa  it  alwa^^s 

will,)  the  next  thing  to  it  must  be  sought  for,  and  it  is 
perfectly  immaterial  by  what  rule  it  is  to  be  had — whether 
with  or  without  fractions. 

The  constitution  here  speaks  of  representatives  and 
direct  taxes,  eodem  Jhlu;  and  although,  as  I  have  said,  it 
prescribes  no  rule  for  the  apportionment  of  either,  yet  it 
does  direct  an  apportionment  of  both  to  be  made  in  some 
way,  according  to  "  the  respective  numbers  of  the  States. " 
There  never  was  an  apportionment  of  direct  taxes  under 
this  clause,  which  proceeded  on  that  principle  of  discard- 
ing fractions  which  is  contained  in  the  bill.  Such  an  ap- 
portionment of  the  tax  would  be  unconstitutional.  Thus 
New  York's  population  being  1,918,553,  wants  about 
70,000  people  of^  being  one-sixth  of  the  agj^gate  popu^ 
Ution  of  the  Union,  which  is  11,938,731.  Could  you 
constitutionally  apportion  a  direct  tax  at  tliis  time,  so  as  to 
compel  her  to  pay  one-sixth  of  it?  No  man  will  pretend 
it.  Should  you  attempt  it,  she  would  probably  soon  ^ve 
you  a  practical  illustration  of  the  doctnne  of  nullification. 
With  a  strong  arm,  in  a  righteous  cause,  she  would  deijr 
such  an  attempt  to  oppress  her;  and  you  have  no  tribunal 
of  justice,  which  would  uphold  you  in  the  attempt.    Tott 


spect,  of  which  some  seek  to  avail  themselves,  arises  en. 
(ircly  out  of  that  inflexible  determination  which,  instead 
of  seeking  a  number  of  the  House  that  can  be  produced 
»ith  perfect  accuracy  by  the  aid  of  major  fractions,  per- 
ss"  in  embarrassing  the  question,  by  adhering  to  the 
number  of  representatives  wliich  can  be  produced  by  the 
ratio  of  47,700.  The  result  of  applying  that  ratio  to  the 
population  of  each  State,  and  allowing  for  major  fractions, 
"  >  House  of  251,  which,  we  have  seen,  is  a  fraction 
above  the  number  produced  by  dividing  the  population  of 
yie  Union  by  47,700,  and  is  the  precise  number  produced 
»/ the  application  of  47,524  to  the  population  of  the 
I'nion.  With  wlint  countenance  can  any  one,  however, 
Pfctend  that  this  House  of  251  is  not  a  nearer  approach 
to  euct  justice,  in  every  respect,  than  the  House  of  240? 
«  *iU  often  happen,  in  tlie  application  of  the  rule,  that 
™  House  produced  by  it  will  either  exceed,  or  fall  short 
"'<  (by  one,)  that  precise  number  which  bears  an  exact 
I!*^!!fT*'"*'  proportion  to  the  ratio,  or  the  population  of 
•w  Cnion.  Those  who  are  scrupulous  about  the  result  of 
•0  minute  a  detail,  may  at  all  times  easily  relieve  them- 
'"  '•y  suffering  the  ratio  to  be  dumged,  andj  conse- 
Voi.  VllI 54 
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New  Hampshire, 

Vermont, 

Massachusclt!), 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jei-se)-, 

Pennsylvania, 

Delaware, 

Maryland, 

Virginia, 


New  Hampshire, 
Vermont, 
Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut, 
New  York, 
New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, 


could  not,  in  such  a  struggle,  look  a  citizen  of  New  York 
in  the  face,  and  maintain  that  your  claim  on  her  was 
honest.  But  the  bill  gives  her  one  full  sixth  part  of  the 
whole  representation;  for,  while  it  assigns  her  40  mem- 
bers, w^hich  is  her  full  share  of  a  House  of  251  represen- 
tatives, it  cuts  off  eleven  representatives  from  other  States, 
and  thus  reduces  the  whole  number  to  240,  under  the 
prete.\t  of  refusing  to  represent  fractions.  Taxation  and 
representation,  then,  do  not  go  together.  To  meet  this 
argument,  it  has  been  said  that  a  representative  is  not 
divisible,  but  that  taxes  arc.  Thafdoes  not  answer  the 
objection.  The  representation  and  taxation  must  be 
made  on  some  principle  which  can  be  equally  applied  toj 
both.  If  the  former  cannot  be  made  to  bend  to  any  rule, 
by  which  the  latter  has  been  apportioned,  then  the  latter 
must  be  made  to  bend  to  the  rule  used  for  the  former.  It 
would  be  very  easy  to  apportion  a  tax  on  the  principle  of 
the  bill,  and  direct  that  New  York  sliould  pay  one-3l.\th 
of  it,  and  that  each  of  the  other  States  should  pay  ac- 
cording to  their  representation  in  this  bill.  But  we  all 
agree  that  such  a  thing  never  has  been  done,  that  it 
would  be  unconstitutional,  and  intolerable.  Why  so?  You 
answer,  because  that  would  be  apportioning  the  tax  ac- 
cording to  the  representation,  and  not  according  to  the 
numbers  of  tl>e  several  States.  This  is  the  why  and 
wherefore;  and  there  is  no  other  reason  for  the  uncon- 
stitutionality of  such  a  bill.  Why,  then,  is  this  bill  con- 
stituUonal?  Is  not  the  clause  which  directs  the  tax  to 
be  assessed  according  to  numbers,  equally  explicit,  that  I  Delaware, 
representatives  shall  be  apportioned  on  the  same  prin- ;  .Maryland, 
ciple?  If,  therefore,  the  one  be  unconstitutional,  so  is  the  Virginia, 
other. 

Here,  then,  is  our  answer  to  the  remark  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  that  "  to  represent  fractions  is 
contrary  to  the  usage  of  tlie  Government."  The  Govern- 
ment has  known  no  otlier  usage,  in  apportioning  direct 
taxes  according  to  numbers,  than  to  levy  them  on  the  frac- 
tions, as  the  gentleman  is  pleased  to  call  them,  as  well  as 
.  on  the  masses  produced  by  cutting  up  the  States  with  the 
aid  of  fixed  ratios;  and  now  to  depart  from  that  principle 
in  the  case  of  representatives,  is  contrary  to  a  usage  quite 
as  long  estabhshed  as  any  to  which  he  has  referred  us. 

But  ag^in:  there  never  was  an  apportionment  of  repre- 
sentatives which  did  not  in  fact  (though  not  to  nomine) 
give  representatives  for  fractions.  To  prove  this,  I  call 
tiie  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  statements  which  I  sub- 
mitted on  a  former  occasion,  and  which  they  have  ordered 
to  be  printed  for  their  use. 

No.  1. 

The  bill  of  1792,  which  Washington  did  approve,  had 
a  ratio;  yet,  in  point  of  fact,  fractions  were  represented 
by  it.  The  following  statement  shows  the  representation 
given  by  that  bill;  the  fractions  represented  being  marked 
thus*.  The  population  of  the  Union,  which  was  3,615,- 
920,  was,  to  105,  the  number  of  the  House,  as  each  State's 
population  to  the  answer  here  given 


5.29 
4.44 

•16.54 

•1.98 

7.21 

•16.63 
•5.93 

•17.32 

1.78 

•8.80 

21.51 


5 

4 

17 
2 
7 

17 
6 

18 
1 
9 

22 


North  Carolina,  12.23 
South  Carolina,     8.26 


Georgia, 

Kentucky, 

Tennessee, 


'  fractions. 


•3.99 
•J.I 


131. 
10 

141. 


12 
8 
4 

( 

I    3 

141 


President  Jefferson  approved  this  bill. 
No.  3. 

The  act  of  1811  was  the  bill  which  the  Senate  imfndei!, 
by  changfing  the  ratio  assumed  by  the  House,  and  incrai- 
ing  the  number  of  members  proposed  by  the  Houst. 
The  number  of  the  House  was  181;  the  population  of  tin 
Union,  6,654,255.  Each  State's  proportion  vraj  u  ful. 
lows,  the  fractions  represented  being  marked*: 


New  Hampshire,  4.11 

Vermont,  2.20 

Massachusetts,  13. 76* 

Rhode  Island,  1.98* 

Connecticut,  6.88* 

New  York,  9.62^ 

New  Jersey,  5.20 

Pennsylvania,  12.57* 

Delaware,  1.61 

>faryland,  8.08 


Virginia,       20.30* 
N.  Carolina,  10.26 
S.  Carolina,    5.98* 
Georgia,  2.05 


•5.83 
*5.92 
20.69 

2.09 

7.12 
'25.92 

6.56 
'22.26 
*1.93 

9.13 
•22.23 


6 
6 

20 
2 
7 

27 
6 

23 
2 
9 

23 


N.  Carolina,  13.S4 

S.  Carolina,     9.15 

Kentucky, 

Tennessee, 

Ohio, 

Gtorgia, 


10.18 
6.63 
6.27 

•5.73 


173. 

*  SfnctioM. 


181. 

This  bill  was  approved  by  President  Madison. 

The  bill  of  1822  also  gave  representation  for  tlic  frac- 
tions marked  *.  The  House  was212,  (Alabama was ifler- 
wards,  by  special  act,  entitled  to  another,)  the  popuUticn 
of  the  Union  being  8,969,814.  Each  State's  share  of  the 
House  was  as  follows: 


Maine, 

7.05 

7 

Georgia, 

•6.64 

New  Hampshire, 

*5.77 

6 

Alabama, 

2.61 

Vermont, 

5.57 

5 

Mississippi, 

1.47 

Massa5husetts, 

*12.36 

13 

Louisiana, 

•2.97 

Rhode  Island, 

1.96 

2 

Tennessee, 

9.23 

Connecticut, 

6.50 

6 

Kentucky, 

12,13 

12 

New  York, 

•32.35 

34 

Ohio, 

•13.74 

14 

New  Jersey, 

6.48 

6 

Indiana, 

3.47 

Pennsylvania, 

-24.80 

26 

Illinois, 

1.29 

Delaware, 

1.67 

1 

Missouri, 

1.47 

Maryland, 

•8.60 

9 

— 

Virginia, 

•21.14 

22 

202. 

21! 

North  Carohna, 

13.16 

13 

•10  fractions. 

South  Carolina, 

9.43 

9 

212. 


President  Monroe  approved  this  bill. 

And  now,  to  meet  the  objection  of  those  wboongive 
no  other  answer  to  the  amendment  than  this  i«>™'>"||]f 
cry,  that  "it  proposes  to  give  representation  for  W- 
tions,"  I  submit  a  statement  to  prove  tliat  the  very  Ml 


they  advocate  proposes  to  give  representation 


for  fnt- 


98. 
•  7  fractions. 


105. 


No.  2. 


The  act  of  1802  gave  representation  for  the  fractions  I 
Ayhicb  are  marked  •.  As  4,897,278,  the  whole  popula- 
tion, is  to  141,  the  number  of  the  House,  so  is  each  State's  | 
share  of  population,  at  that  time,  to  the  following  results:  j 


tioiis,  as  well  as'all'the  laws  t"hat  have  preceded  it. 

A  itatemoil  of  the  representation  of  each  Stale,  aeeofdmil> 
the  rule  of  proportion— (U  11,928,731,  Me  ^'l^'^fT' 
tion  in  federal  numbers,  it  to  240,  so  it  each  Stale  iii^ 
of  population  to  her  share  of  the  House, 

•27.122 

1.517 

8.165 
•20.592 

•12.8 
9.15 


8.036 

5.418 

5.646 

12.281 

•  1,955 

•  5.998 
•38.599 

6.434 


Maine, 

New  Hampshire, 

Vermont, 

Massachusetts, 

Rhode  Island, 

Connecticut, 

New  York, 

New  Jersi-y, 


•8.9 
5.2 


Pennsylranii, 

Del»w»'*> 

Marjlandi 

Virginia, 

Norlli  Can-iu* 

South  C»roli'»' 

Georffis. 
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2.21 

Mississippi, 

3.4 

LKHiisiaiia, 

12.5 

Tennessee, 

2.10 

Kentuckv, 

18.7 

Ohio, 

•6.9 

Indiana, 

3.1 

2.6 


Illinoii, 
Missouri, 


228. 

•12  fractions. 


240. 


And  to  exliibit  the  data  from  which  all  these  calculations 
vtt  been  made,  1  refer  to  another  statement  on  file, 
•hich  I  formerly  submitted  to  the  Senate,  and  which  they 
ire  ordered  to  be  printed  for  their  use,  showing  the  re- 
resentative  number  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
t  each  census,  the  ratio  of  representation,  and  the  frac- 
ons  remaining  for  each  State  by  the  operation  of  the  dif- 
tt«nt  ratios. 

If  gentlemen  will  e.taraine  these  statements,  with  a 
lew  to  ascertain  the  fractions  which  have  actually  been 
epresented  by  the  bills  which  have  passed,  they  willper- 
eive  tli.it  tliese  fraction?  have  been  most  unjustly  rcpre- 
tntcd.  Thus,  in  every  bill  which  lias  met  with  the  Execu- 
iTe  sanction  from  1792  to  this  day,  smaller  fractions  have 
leen,  in  effect,  represented,  while  larger  ones  have  been 
•ntirrly  overlooked  or  disregarded. 
Tifce  a  single  instance  among  the  many  which  present 
hemselves: 

Georgia's  unrepresented  fraction  in  1792  was  .05 

represented 

represented 

represented 

j-cprtseiited 

3.31 
For  which  3.31  she  has  been  allowed  four  representa- 
tifes. 
Delaware's  unrepresented  fraction  in  1792  w.is  .61 


do 

in  1800 

.99 

do 

in  1810 

.73 

do 

in  1820 

.64 

do 

in  1830 

.90 

unrepresented 
unrepresented 
represented 
unrepresented 


do 
do 
do 
do 


in  1800 
in  1810 
in  1820 
in  1830 


78 
.93 
.67 
.52 

3.51 


For  which  3.51  she  has  been  allowed  but  one  rcprescn- 
titive  in  40  years.  During  at  least  30  of  these  40  years, 
the  free  white  citizens  of  Delaware  have  not  been  so  fully 
represented  in  the  other  House  as  the  slaves  of  Georgia, 
in  consequence  of  this  unjust  mode  of  apportionment. 
n>us,  the  federative  population  of  Delaware  wc\s — 

in  1792,     55,540 

in  18U0,     61,812 

in  1820,    7u,943 

in  1830,     75,432 


263,727— three.fifths  of  which  be 
ing  158,237,  would,  if  tliey  had  been  slaves  in   Georgia, 
•"I't  been  represented. 
But  the  representation  allowed  them  has  been — 
in  tlie  year  1792,  one  for  33,000 
in  the  year  1802,  one  for  33,<;00 
in  the  year  1820,  one  for  40,000 
Md  it  is  proposed  to  give,  in  1832,  one  for  47,700 

153,700 
158,237 


4,537 less 

«k>D  three-fifths. 

In  1810  two  representatives  were  allowed  for  71,004. 

So,  too,  by  reference  to  the  statement,  it  appears  that 
J^cw  York  has,  by  this  bill,  40  representatives,  when  she 
»  eMAled  to  but  38.59,  while  Delaware  has  but  one, 
»l>en  she  is  entitled,  by  that  rtde,  to  1.517;  Vermont  las 
■■''Ci  when  the  is  entitled  to  5.646;  and  >lissouri  has  but 
*»».  *ben  she  is  entitled  tg  2.6.     If  the  rule  adopted  to 


obtain  these  results  be  the  correct  one,'  then  it  not  only 
appears  that  the  fractions  have  been  always  represented 
but  always  most  unjustly  represented,  and  the  bill  pro- 
poses  to  continue  this  injustice. 

What  is  the  rule,  and  why  is  it  the  true  one.'  It  state* 
the  proportion — as  the  population  of  the  Union  is  to  the 
proposed  number  of  the  House,  so  is  each  State's  popu- 
lation to  its  sliare  of  the  House.  By  the  rule  as  thus 
stated,  the  number  of  the  House  is  assumed,  not  sought 
for  by  calculation.  In  another  shape,  the  rule  is,  as  the 
ratio  or  number  requisite  for  the  constituency  for  one  mem- 
ber, is  to  one  member,  so  is  the  population  of  each  State 
to  its  share  of  the  House,  and  so  is  the  population  of  the 
whole  Union  to  the  whole  number  of  representatives. 
By  this  statement  of  the  nde,  the  ratio  is  assumed — not 
the  number  of  the  House.  The  rule  may  be  stated  sim- 
ply thus:  assume  a  ratio,  divide  the  population  of  each 
State  by  it,  divide  the  rem.iinders  by  one-half  the  ratio, 
and  add  to  the  whole  numbers  one  for  each  of  the  re- 
mainders exceeding  half  the  ratio.  Thus,  if  47,700  be 
assumed  as  the  ratio,  it  gives  240  whole  numbers,  when 
applied  as  a  divisor  to  the  population  of  each  State,  and 
leaves  11  remainders  exceeding  half  of  47,700.  It  ap- 
pears, then,  that  the  results  proposed  by  the  amendment 
are  attained  by  a  rule  which  is  never  subject  to  the  ob- 
jection made  here  by  my  honorable  friend  from  New  Jer- 
sey, [Mr.  Fbblixghc»ses,]  and  repeated  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania.  That  objection  was,  tluit  the 
amendment  exacted,  as  the  primary  term  of  its  process  of 
calculation,  the  aggregate  popuhition  of  all  the  States.  The 
gentleman,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  therefore,  denounced  it  as  a 
palpable  feature  of  that  consolid.ition  which  the  instrument 
repudiates  in  every  article,  and  it  furnished  to  his  mind  a 
proof  tliat  the  amendment  could  not  be  reconciled  to  the 
constitution.  As  auxiliary  to  tlib,  we  were  told  by  him, 
also,  that  the  amendment  was  proved  to  be  wrong,  be- 
cause tlie  agreed  number  of  the  representative  body  was 
the  second  term  of  the  calculation,  and  that  "without 
it  tlic  results  of  the  amendment  could  not  be  produced." 
There  never  was  a  greater  error,  and  the  gentleman  must 
by  this  time  perceive  it.  All  Uic  results  of  the  amend- 
ment are  produced  by  simply  assuming  any  given  ratio, 
ami  dividing  the  population  of  each  State  by  that  ratio. 
So  that,  witliout  using  either  of  the  terms  to  which  he 
objects,  on  the  strange  supposition  that  they  are  tainted 
with  consolidation,  nay,  without  even  knowing  what  the 
population  of  the  Union,  or  the  whole  number  of  the 
Ilo;isc,  is,  the  rule  sustains  the  whole  amendment.  The 
truth  is,  that  this  objection  origin.itcd  in  a  misunderstand- 
ing of  the  text  of  the  biographer  of  Washington,  whose 
observations  on  the  veto  mcs«,ige  of  April  5th,  1792, 
were  read  to  us  by  the  gentleman  from  New  Jersey;  and 
other  gentlemen,  seeing  that,  in  general,  the  very  same 
result  might  be  priiduced  by  using  the  terms  objected  to, 
thought  there  migiit  be  somethir.g  wrong  in  die  process 
on  that  account.  These  terms  were  used  as  fair  standards 
in  the  absence  of  others  to  demonstrate  the  injustice  done 
■  to  the  States;  and,  tlioUgh  it  was  known  there  was  a  little 
:  sound  in  the  suggestion,  that,  because  the  population  of 
'  the  Union  was  one  of  the  terms  used  in  a  rule  to  ascer- 
tain what  divisor  should  be  assumed  when  the  number  of 
I  the  House  was  fixed,  yet  it  was  supposed  that  all  would 
I  agree  that  it  was  without  substance,  when  they  saw  the 
I  object  for  which  it  was  used.  If  the  whole  number  of 
the  House  be  fixed  merely  to  comply  witli  a  whim,  we 
then  say,  you  ought  not  to  assume  an  arbitrary  ratio,  but 
search  for  one  by  some  mathematical  process.  There- 
fore, we  say,  if,  lor  a  population  of  11,928,731,  240  be 
fixed  upon  as  the  number  of  the  House  for  the  whole 
Union,  the  proper  ratio  or  constituency  for  each  mem- 
ber ought  to  be  l-24<)th  of  11,928,731,  or  49,700,  and 
not  47,700.  We  used  this  process  to  prove  that  the  ra- 
tio  was  wrong,  and  thus    demonstrated  its  injustice  bf 
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showing  that  the  bill  was  made  up  by  an  arbitrary  assump 
tion  of  bdth  ends  of  the  proportion.  We  said,  also,  that,  if 
47,700  were  a  proper  ratio,  and  must  be  adhered  to,  be- 
cause that  was  the  beau  ideal  of  a  constituency  fqr  every 
member,  then,  because  that  was  nearly  1-251  of 
11,928,731,  tlie  House  ought  to  be  251,  rather  than  240. 
But  we  gain  all  our  results  without  the  use  of  either  of 
these  terms,  and  by  tlie  very  same  process  which  is  used 
in  the  bill,  save  that  we  represent  what  the  gentleman 
calls  major  fractions,  and  he  refuses  to  do  so. 

The  fact  is,  that  the  consolidatint;  process  is  the  very 
one  used  in  the  bill.  Totally  disregarding  the  rights  of 
the  States  which  may  be  injured  by  it,  it  fastens  upon  an 
arbitrary  number,  to  which,  as  the  bed  of  Proerustes,  it 
orders  that  every  member  of  the  confederacy  shall  be. 
bound  down  and  proportioned  exactly.  All  that  is  too 
long  is  to  be  cut  off,  it  it  do  not  precisely  suit  the  tyran- 
nical standard  which  is  adopted;  all  that  is  too  short  and 
cannot  be  stretched  out  long  enough  by  the  aid  of  new 
returns  of  population,  must  die  the  death.  It  thus  cuts  off 
475,000  of  the  people  of  this  Union  from  all  representa- 
tion, and  then  consolidates  the  residue  into  one  mass,  which 
is  divided  by  47,700,  to  ascertain  the  whole  number  of 
representatives.  It  is  the  result  of  the  most  latitudlnarian 
of  all  the  constitutional  doctrines  that  have  been  broached: 
for  It  cannot  profess  to  represent  the  States  according 
to  their  numbers,  either  exactly,  or  as  near  as  may  be; 
and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  by  denying  that 
construction  which  admits  representation  on  the  most 
equitable  terms,  seemed  to  me  virtually  to  acknowledge 
that  it  did  not  profess  to  do  so.  It  is  inconsistent  with 
the  best  received  doctrines  of  State  rights,  and  essen- 
tially affects  the  interests  of  tlinse  States,  the  popula- 
tion of  which  falls  below  half  amil1io;i,  which  are.  In  nine 
cases  out  of  ten,  made  the  victims  of  this  consolidating 
principle. 

To  refute  this  last  position,  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
qrlvania  undertook  to  make  a  statement  exhibiting  the  un- 
represented fractions  of  five  large  States,  and  five  small 
ones.  He  selected  those  two  of  the  smaller  States  which 
have  several  times  accidentally  had  representatives  for 
fractions,  and  joined  them  to  three  of  those  States  upon 
which  injustice  has  always  been  practised.  Still,  at  this 
disadvantage,  his  calculation  was  wrong,  by  the  very  mode 
of  ascertaining  these  fractions  to  which  he  referred. 
Those  of  Delaware,  from  1790  to  this  tUte, 

have  been 111,031 

Those  of  Vermont 122,608 

Those  of  New  Jersey, 122,246 


Those  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  York  com- 
bined, only 


.355,885 
78,733 


277,152 
So  that  Vermont,  New  Jersey,  and  Delaware,  have  had, 
in  the  period  he  refeiTcd  to,  27?,  152  more  of  unrepre- 
sented population  than  New  York  and  Pennsylvania  com- 
bined, although  the  latter  have  four  times  the  whole 
population  of  the  three  former.  Delaware  alone  has  had 
32,298  more  of  these  unrepresented  fractions  in  the  forty 
years,  than  all  New  York  and  Pennsylvania,  during  the 
same  time,  whose  joint  population  exceeds  hers  more 
than  three  millions,  being  more  than  43  times  as  great  as 
hers.  But  even  this  inequality  thus  presented,  gross  as 
it  appears,  is  not  so  manifest  as  in  the  statement  before 
presented,  from  which  it  is  clear  that  these  States  have 
constantly  had  representatives  for  fractions  less  than 
those  of  Delaware,  Vermont,  and  others,  which  fract.ons 
are  produced  b;/  the  operation  of  the  true  ratios  in  each 
case,  wliile  the  fractions  tu-which  the  attention  of  the  gen- 
tleman has  alone  been  directed,  have  been  those  produced 
by  the  operation  of  false  ratios  alone— that  is^  ratios  bear- 


ing no  proportion  to  the  given  numbers  of  the  Home. 
Thus  it  appears,  by  applying  the  true  ratio  to  the  bill,  Hat 
New  York  has  one  representative  for  a  fraction  of  5-10, 
and  Pennsylvania  one  for  a  fraction  of  1-10 — v\\\\e  Ver- 
mont, Delaware,  and  Missouri,  each  witli  larger  fraction!, 
have  no  representative  for  them.  And,  what  is  still  vor«, 
New  York,  by  the  aid  of  this  false  ratio,  has  not  only  mt 
representative  for  5-10,  but  another  representative  for 
nothing — that  b,  one  mathematical  or  metaphysical  r.pit- 
sentative,  without  a  man,  woman,  or  child  In  the  Stale  to 
form  a  constituency  for  him. 

Further  to  illustrate  the  general  position,  that  the  dfett 
of  tlie  principle  in  the  bill  is  to  accumulate  representalioi 
on  the  larger,  at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  Stales,  tale 
the  aggregate  population  of  any  given  number  of  the  f» 
mer,  and  compare  its  representation  with  that  allotredto 
the  rest.     Thus — 

New  York  contains  -  -       1,918,5S3 

Pennsylvania        ...        1,348,072 
Virginia  .  -  .        1,023,5J3 

Ohio  -  -  .  935,884 

Kentucky  -  •  -  621,«o2 

Aggregate  of  five  States   -  •        5,847,844 

Aggregate  of  the  other  nineteen  States  6,08U,78C 


Excess  of  the  nineteen  States 


232,942 


The  proportion  of  a  House  of  240  members,  for  the 

five  large  States,  is lU 

For  the  nineteen  States 12 

But  the  bill  from  the  House  gives  the  five  large  States  131 
And  the  nineteen  States  .  -  .  .  .  !W 
But  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  sayi  that  llie 
constitution  requires  what  he  terms  Washington's  "  one 
common  divisor" — one  ratio  forming  a  conslitufncj, 
whicli  he  thinks  means  an  "  entirety."  His  reference  to 
the  veto  message  of  Washington  in  1792,  is  uiifortunale, 
as  the  report  of  the  committee  has  shown.  Washinjtai 
required  no  "one  common  divisor,"  in  tliis  sense,  to  nuke 
a  constitutional  bill.  But  be  did  require  eitlier  tliat,  <f 
some  "  proportion;"  and  not  seeing  that  proporton  is 
the  bill  of  1792,  he  assigned  it,  as  a  court  often  does  in  i 
judicial  decision,  as  an  objection  concurrent  vith,  and 
strongly  illustrati'  e  of  the  main  position  in  tlie  case.  Fol- 
lowing out  this  idea  of  an  "  entirety,"  we  have  beentoU 
that  it  was  impossible  to  determine  legally,  matbematicjl- 
ly,  or  metaphysically,  what  fr-actiuns  were.  The  gentle- 
man could  hardly  conceive  of  tlieir  existence.  Ptrlups 
metaphysics  have  already  had  too  much  to  do  with  tfc 
question;  but  I  will  take"  the  trouble  to  deny  the  doctrine 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  it  is  Impossble 
to  determine  what  fractions  are,  legally  and  maibinuu^ 
cally .  Whatever  metaphysical  subtlety  arising  out  of  tlm 
notion  of  "  entireties,"  may  be  .invented  to  prore  that 

47.699  freemen  in  any  of  these  States  are  not  better  tn- 
titled  to  be  represented  in  the  other  House,  than  any  otiier 

47.700  in  the  Union  have  to  deprive  them  of  their  n-prf 
sentation  there,  it  is  certain  that,  mathenwtcally,  tli^ 
approach  so  near  to  the  entirety,  that  justice  denmnds  of 
us  to  consider  them  such,  rather  than  to  throw  them  ill* 
gether  out  of  the  number  of  people  represented,  »"'*'|'^ 
reduce  them  to  a  nonentity.  Legally,  tliey  are  coniptu« 
to  bear  arms  for  the  country,  to  obey  all  iW  hiwsi  •»  P*? 
their  full  share  of  all  taxes.  Constitutionally,  llw)'  '''> 
by  the  second  section  of  the  fourtli  article,  n«  ""f";' 
in  what  States  they  may  reside,  "  entitled  t<i  all  tlie  pn'J; 
leges  and  immunities  of  citizens  in  the  several  Sl»t<* 
While  the  constitution  guaranties  to  them  cqualilf  <« 
rights  as  near  as  may  be,  it  is  worth  while  to  coiisiderllia 
the  right  of  being  itpresented  in  that  body,  where  tlitir 
best  interests  as  citizens  are  discussed  and  decided,  k  o" 
of  the  most  important     They  couW  hardly  name  » tw" 
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nluable  iiDmunity  than  exemption  from  that  ilavbh  con- 
ditim  in  which  the  right  of  representation,  as  near  as  may 
be,  according  to  taxation,  is  denied  to  them.  Now,  one 
man  in  New  York  will,  under  the  provisions  of  this  bill, 
gire  a  rote  at  the  polls,  which  is  to  have  nearly  as  much 
influence  in  electing  a  member  of  the  other  House,  as  the 
Totesoftwo  men  in  Delaware.  Happily,  however,  the 
ida  of  representing  nothing  but  an  entirety— that  is,  no- 
thing less  than  the  ratio,  however  imposing'  it  may  at  first 
tppear,  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  constitution. 

The  gentleman  thinks  he  can  discover  something  like  it 
lurking  there,   in  the  fact  that  the  constitution    itself, 
«hich  apportioned  representatives  for  1789,  fixed  a  mini- 
num  of  representation,  by  the  provision  that  '*  the  num- 
ber of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  every 
thirty  thousand."    He  supposes  that  as  the  iramers  of 
the  constitution  fixed  a  ratio  below  which  we  should  never 
go,  therefore  we  must  always  establish  some  fixed  ratio, 
ind  disregard  the  consequences.     In  muking  that  provi- 
lion,  the  convention  did  not  intend  to  do  any  thing  more 
thin  to  provide  against  a  too  numerous  representation  of 
the  people,  the  evils  of  which  were  so  awfully  visible  in 
the  very  first  movements  of  revolutionary  France.     They 
might  not  have  concurred  with  Sir  James  Mcintosh,  that 
in  usembly  of  a  hundred  Newtons  would  constitute  a 
mobi  but  they  certainly  considered  it  necessary,  for  obvi- 
ous causes,  to  limit  the  number  of  representatives  to  the 
real  wantoof  the  nation.     How  could  this  be  done,  otlier- 
wiie  than  as  they  provi<led.'    At  the  time,  there  ha«I  been 
no  census  or  «'  actual  enumeration"  of  the  people,  to 
enable  tliem  to  say  what  sliould  be  the  representation  of 
the  States,  or  what  numbers  they  should  prescribe  for 
uch  or  all  of  them,  as  the  maximum  or  highest  number 
Hut  ought  to  sit  in  the  House  at  that  time.     Nor  would  it 
luve  been  wise  to  have  limited  the  number  of  representa- 
tiTes  which  should  ever  sit  in  council  on  the  affairs  of  the 
country,  even  then  increasing  in  a  proportion  before  un- 
known in  the  annals  of  the  world.     Adapting,  therefore, 
the  representation  to  the  population  forever,  and,  at  the 
nme  time,  guarding  against  the  possible  organization  of 
the  IcgisUtive  power,  on  such  principles  as  have  stood 
imong  the  mun  causes  of  the  ruin  ofmost  other  republics, 
tliey  simply  directed  that  the  number  of  representatives 
•hould  not  '•  exceed  one  for  every  thirty  thousand."  They 
fixed  this  minimum  ratio  merely  because  they  could  ac- 
complish their  object  then  by  no  other  means;  but  nothing 
WIS  further  from  their  thoughts  than  to  direct  represen- 
tition  to  be  ascertained  by  the  operation  of  arbitrary  ra- 
tios, which  neither  exactly  nor  nearly  apportion  it  to  num- 
bers, nor  secure  the  privileges  of  citizens  in  all  the  States 
ilike.  The  same  cUuse  is  misunderstood  in  another  sense. 
It  does  not  mean  that  fractions  below  30,000,  according 
to  the  understanding  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania, 
•Wl  not  be  represented;  but,  while  it  provides  that  each 
Siste,  under  all  circumstances,  shall  have  one  representa- 
tiff,  it  does  also  ordain  that  the  whole  population  of  that 
State,  taken  together,  shall  not  have  more  representatives 
Ulan  at  the  rate  of  one  for  every  tliirty  thuusand.     The 
•niendment  expressly  provides  the  same  thing,  in  totidem 
•"w^  with  tlie  constitution,  and  is  a  literal  compliance 
*ith  it  in  every  sense.     Delaware,  for,  example,  has  two 
fcprcsentativts,  and  that  is  not  exceeding  one  for  every 
tnirty  thousand,  but  only  two  for  75,434. 

But  the  bill  of  1792,  which  Pres.dent  Washington  dis- 
spproved  on  the  5th  of  April  in  that  year,  did  give  Dela- 
ware two  represenUtives  for  55,000  people.  In  about  ten 
»>>«»,  it  violated  the  constitution  in  eight  diflTerent  in- 
tances,  by  giving  to  eight  different  States  a  representa- 
tion which,  ill  each  case,  did  exceed  one  for  every  thirty 
■J*™"*'"!.  Notliing  like  t  his  is  proposed  by  the  amendment. 
All  the  argument  which  tlie  honorable  gentleman  has 
prawn  from  this  veto  of  Washington,  is  so  fully  answered 
">  the  report  of  the  select  committee  which  introduced 


the  amendment,  that  I  will  only  add  to  what  has  been 
said  on  that  subject,  that  it  is  inconceivable  to  me  that  the 
President  should  have  intended  to  make,  what  is  called 
here  *i\e  representation  of  fractions,  his  objection  to  that 
bill,  when  I  see  that  he  has  not  said  a  word  about  frac- 
tions. If  he  had  thought  so,  how  easy  would  it  have  been 
to  have  stated  it  as  the  point  of  bis  objection;  and  if  he 
had  said  so,  how  inconsistent  would  the  conduct  of  the 
father  of  his  country  have  appeared,  when,  as  we  have 
already  seen,  tlie  very  bill  which  he  soon  after  signed,  did, 
in  fact,  alsog^ve  representatives  for  fractions.  FeeUngas 
much  veneration  and  respect  for  all  his  opinions,  as  any 
man,  I  would  rescue  him  from  the  imputation  of  incon- 
s'stency,  rather  than  adopt  a  construction  of  his  message 
which  would  have  the  slightest  tendency  to  fix  it  upon 
him.  Yet,  if  even  he  had  given  an  opinion  hostile  to  the 
constitution,  I  should  have  been  constrained  to  adhere  to 
the  latter.  Happily,  1  am  relieved  from  any  such  em- 
barrassment. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Taziwii,!.,]  though 
he  did  not  contend  for  such  a  construction  of  that  clause, 
rested  a  part  of  his  objection  to  the  amendment  on  ano- 
ther— "  Each  State  shall  have  at  least  one  representa- 
tive." The  whole  sentence  togetlier  reads  thus:  ••  The 
number  of  representatives  shall  not  exceed  one  for  every 
thirty  thousand,  but  each  State  shall  have  at  least  one 
representative."  It  was  apprehended  at  the  time  tiiat 
some  one  of  the  States  possibly  might,  either  then  or  at 
some  future  period,  have  less  than  thirty  thousand  people. 
In  that  event  only,  says  the  gentleman,  did  they  provide 
for  representation  of  a  fraction.  The  answer  is,  that,  by 
this  provision,  they  did  order  a  certain  fraction  to  be  re- 
presentee!;  and  by  no  provision  have  tliey  directed  that 
h^ctions  shall  not  be  represented,  except  in  the  single 
case  when,  by  doing  so,  a  representation  is  given  of  mor 
than  one  for  every  thirty  thousand,  which  is  not  the  case 
of  any  State  as  provided  fur  in  the  amendment. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  also,  objects  to  the 
rule  adopted  in  the  amendment,  because,  as  he  says,  it  is 
complex,  and  not  obvious  to  the  mind.  It  has  been  stated, 
over  and  over  again,  to  be  nothing  more  than  tlie  common 
rule  of  three,  or  of  practice,  as  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia has  called  it,  or  of  fellowship,  as  others  call  it.  I 
thought  it  could  not  puzzle  a  Philadelphia  lawyer  to  work 
it  out,  altliough  the  honorable  gentleman  denounced  it  so 
strongly  for  its  mathematical  intricacy.  In  truth,  it  is  much 
more  obvious  to  the  common  mind,  as  a  principle  of  jus- 
tice, than  the  rule  of  arbitrary  ratios;  and  I  willingly  risk 
its  success  on  the  unbiassed  judgment  of  the  people, 
whose  sense  of  right  will  induce  tliem  to  adopt  it  in  pre- 
ference to  that  system  which,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  is,  to 
a  great  extent,  anti-republican,  unjust,  and  most  uneqiul; 
and  which  has  been  denounced,  in  a  recent  letter  from  a 
gentleman  in  New  York,  who  stands  among  the  most  dis- 
tinguished j  urists  this  country  has  produced,  as  unconsti- 
tutional, and  absolutely  intolerable  in  its  operation. 

Sir,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  has  said  that  the 
mode  of  apportionment  proposed  by  the  bill  has  been 
submitted  to  without  a  murmur  for  forty  yeai-s;  that  it 
has  now  become  like  those  settled  institutions  of  tlie  coun- 
try, to  all  of  which  the  citizens  of  Pennsylvania  are  so 
much  attached,  and  for  the  preservation  and  maintenance 
of  which,  in  their  own  very  "  peculiar  way,"  they  are 
contending,  have  contended,  and  always  will  contend. 
But,  sir,  let  me  tell  him,  it  yet  remains  to  be  shown  that 
her  patriotic  people  luive  ever,  knowingly,  sanctioned  de- 
liberate injustice  or  downright  usurpation,  no  matter 
through  how  many  ages  it  may  have  withstood  resistance, 
and  defied  the  claims  of  justice.  If  the  people  of  this 
country  should  now  generally  examine  this  subject,  they 
would  no  more  tolerate  the  principles  of  this  bill,  than 
they  did  the  long-continued  tyranny  of  the  English  roon- 
archs,  which,  in  17T6,  was,  at  least  as  much  as  this,  one  of 
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the  "  settled  institutions  of  the  country."  Ami,  so  far 
from  its  being  true  that  those  who  have  been  oppressed  by 
this  contrivance  have  submitted  without  a  murmur,  I  be-| 
lieve  that,  at  each  succeedinff  apportionment,  the  com- 
plaints of  the  injured  States  liave  been  uttered,  not  in 
threats  or  denimciations,  biit  in  the  tone  of  firm,  manly, 
and  respectful  opposition.  AVe  will  go  no  further  now, 
sir,  tlian  those  who  went  before  us.  Rut  it  shall  be  our 
task  to  lay  before  our  country  the  justice  of  our  claim,  re- 
lying with  perfect  confidence  upon  the  honesty  and  goo<l 
faith  of  our  countrymen  to  right  us,  when  they  shall  learn 
we  have  been  wronged. 

My  friend,  the  eloquent  and  able  Senator  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  EwiBo,]  despising  the  petty  advantage  which  might 
be  gained  by  a  large  State  over  a  small  one  by  the  trick- 
ery of  this  bill,  has,  by  his  steady  opposition  to  it,  endear- 
ed to  us  more  than  ever  the  m.-ignaniraoas  people  of  that 
great  and  greatly  growing  member  of  our  confedei-acy, 
whom  he  so  nonorably  represents,  wliilc  he  hasstrengtivrn- 
ed  our  confidence  in  the  justice  of  our  countrymen.  Hith- 
erto, our  complaints  have  been  heard  in  vain;  indeed,  the 
inducement  to  make  them  was  never  before  so  great. 
Through  all  the  earlier  stages  of  our  Union  tlie  cause  of 
complaint  was  much  Ics^  because  the  difference  in  the 
population  of  tlie  respective  States  was  comparatively  in- 
considerable. But  as  that  diRcrence  has  increased,  so 
has  the  injustice;  and  the  complaint  of  those  who  have 
been  wronged  by  its  mcreasing  operation.  In  time  this 
evil  will  become  so  intolerable,  that  It  must  be  changed, 
or  the  rights  of  the  smaller  States  must  be  siib.«tantially 
abandoned.  In  the  perft-ct  conviction  that  this  change 
must  come,  and  in  the  belief  that  the  old  mode  of  appor- 
tionment will,  at  some  future  period  of  our  history,  be  de- 
nounced as  one  of  the  strangest  illusions  that  ever  misled 
our  countrymen,  a  defeat,  at  this  moment,  would  neither 
increase  my  confidence  in  the  justice  of  former  decisions 
on  this  subject,  nor  diminish  my  hopes  of  »  coiTect  deter- 
mination hereafter. 

Mr.  DICKEUSON  said,  that  although  he  would  not  op- 
pose the  amendment  which  proposed  a  House  of  Kepre- 
sentatives  of  256,  as  titat  had  aclvantagcs  that  recommend- 
ed it,  yet  he  preferred  to  take  the  bill  as  sent  to  tliem, 
and  apply  to  it  the  principle  of  giving  representatives  for 
the  aggregate  fraction  to  the  States  having  the  larger  frac- 
tions, as  it  was  making  the  least  Hiteriition  in  the  bill  that 
could  be  made  with  justice  to  the  States  left  without  tlieir 
proper  share  of  representiitives;  and  which  is  carrying 
o  :t,  in  practice,  the  basis  of  the  calculution  upon  which 
tiic  bill  originated  in  the  House  of  Itcprcscntatives,  which 
was  for  a  House  of  250.  Although,  in  the  process  of  the 
calculation,  by  rejecting  fraction.s,  they  reduced  it  down  to 
240,  the  first  basis  was  adopted  on  just  principles,  and 
should  have  been  adhered  to;  but  it  was  changed  from 
250  to  240,  and  it  is  found  that  a  part  of  the  States  have 
their  share  of  a  House  of  250,  and  a  part  of  240.  It  can- 
not for  a  moment  be  pretended,  said  Mr.  U.,  tliat  this 
is  an  apportionment  of  representatives  among  the  Stales 
according  to  their  numbers  respectively;  wliatever  may 
be  riglit,  this  must  be  wrong.  It  is  not  enough  that  the 
calculation  should  begin  upon  just  principles,  it  must  end 
upon  just  principles. 

The  common  divisor  of  47,700  given  in  tlie  bill  proves 
that  a  House  of  250  representatives  was  the  basis  of  the 
calculation:  strictly  the  common  divisor  should  be  47,715  — 
as  47,715  :  1  ::  11,928,935  :  250.  If  tliis  common  di- 
visor was  precisely  an  aliquot  part  of  the  population  of 
each  State  respectively,  as  if  Maine  consisted  of  361,720, 
New  Hampshire  of  8U6,290,  MassacliusetU  of  620,295, 
being  eight  times,  six  times,  and  thirteen  tiroes  the  amount 
of  the  divisor,  respectively,  and  so  of  the  rest,  there  wmdd 
be  no  difficulty  in  the  case,  the  process  of  the  calculation 
would  end  in  giving  a  House  of  250.  It  so  happens,  how- 
ever, that,  in  the  calculation,  the  fractions  in  the  aggre- 


gate amount  to  477,335,  which,  divided  by  47,715,  fivo 
10  as  the  representatives  of  tliese  fractions  rejected  bv  the 
bill.  If  this  aggregate  unrepresented  fraction  be  t^ 
from  11,928,935,  it  leaves  11,451,600  as  the  rcpraentcl 
population  of  the  United  States;  but  this  repmtntcd 
population  by  the  ratio  assumed  can  have  no  more  I'm 
240  representatives;  yet  several  of  the  States  have  tidi 
full  proportion  ofa  House  of  250.  All  they  can  harr,  bi» 
ever,  over  and  above  their  proper  proportion  of  240,  ni« 
be  in  consequence  of  the  fractions;  and  it  will  be  found  u* 
eleven  representatives  under  the  bdl  rest  upon  fractiin. 
To  test  this,  take  the  aggregate  fraction  from  the  «hde 
population,  and  there  will  be  left  11,451,600,  whic'i.^ 
vided  by  47,715,  will  give  240  as  ft  new  baas  of  e»lwi» 
tion;  then,  as  the  whole  population,  11,928,935  :  IV:: 
1,918,553,  the  population  of  New  York,  toSSandifnc. 
tion — New  York,  therefore,  can  have  no  more  thm  Jt 
representatives  in  a  House  of  2'tO;  but  by  the  bill  she  ai 
forty  representatives — thirty-eight  as  her  share  of  tli;  re- 
presented population  of  11,451,600,  and  two  as  her  sfjjs 
of  the  aggregate  fraction,  or  unrepresented  populiiiMol 
477,335.  Nine  other  States  liave  each  one  repreienMit 
resting  upon  this  aggregate  fraction. 

Take  240  as  the  basis  of  calculation;  then,  astbe  tIms 
population,  11,926,935,  is  to  the  whole  representation,  M 
so  is  the  whole  population  of  any  State  to  its  sbit  4- 
representatives — divide  the  two  first  terms  by24<),a<il 
we  have  two  equivalent  terms,  4^,707  and  1.  It  rf 
then  be  as  49,707  is  to  1,  so  is  the  population  of  Mr  S'jle 
to  its  share  of  representatives.  Tills  rule  applied  to ;« 
States  having  more  than  their  share  ofa  House  of  flcpit' 
sentatlves  of  240  will  give  the  following  results: 

NVw  York    «149,7<"  :  1  :   :  1,9I8,5J3  ;38  willl  •fnitliimcrfO* 

KhiHlit^iand  .  -  »7,I94:    I             "           <'•* 

Couli  ciicul  -  -  JJT.oSS  :    5               "             '  •" 

IViiicy.Viiiiia  •  -  1,343,072 :  57 

Virginia  -  •  loaitOiiiO 

Noi'Ui  Carolina  •  -  631,747  :  13 

Giuigin  .  -  4i'',aii  :   s 

K.i.iu<kv  -  -  «J1,832:12 
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Making  tlie  representatives  of  these  States  amounlioM 
more  than  141,  while  by  the  bill  they  have  152— tiuia^ 
141  as  their  share  of  the  representatives  of  the  rcpr««f. 
ed  population  »f  11,451,600,  and  eleven  in  cook'sw*' 
of  the  fractions  amounting  in  tlie  aggregate  to  <fr,iiJ- 
This  culcniatluii  would  give  them  their  proper  ibn  (i  » 
House  of  240,  while  the  bill  gives  them  their  prop« to 
ofa  House  of  250,  whldi  in  fact  is  to  consist  of  b<it-4u 

If  these  eleven  representatives  be  taken  fromlh'U''* 
of  240,  it  will  reduce  it  to  229.  If  this  number  be  tin 
as  anew  basis  of  calculation,  it  will,  by  the  proctsio'* 
jecting  all  the  fractions,  reduce  the  House  to  2U(if '"'■ 
.\nd  if  this  system  be  followed  up,  it  will  end  In  f  f^T 
to  each  State  one  representative,  as  secured  by  thecoE*- 
tutlon. 

It  is  therefore  impossible,  by  any  process  of  calcoto 
in  which  tlie  fractions  are  rejected,  to  form  a  Uou*  » 
Representatives  on  just  principles,  or  to  form  •  H'»e'' 
some  of  the  representatives  of  which  shall  not  i«»  <i^* 
ly  or  indirectly  upon  fractions,  unless,  indeed,  the  crauMi 
divisor  shouUl  be  an  aliquot  part  of  the  population  of  £"^ 
State.  The  House  must  consist  of  the  number  i»™° 
as  the  basis  of  calculation;  that  can  only  be  in  thijcss'"? 
retaining  the  ten  representatives  of  the  aggregate  f:»«* 
as  absolutely  necessary  to  make  up  the  House  of  2» 
without  which  eleven  representatives  under  thebul'" 
left,  without  the  slightest  pretensions  in  justice  to »«' 
places.  But  how  are  these  ten  representatives  "^ 'J^ 
gregate  fraction  to  be  distributed'  Georgia,  """^ 
would  recommend  that  we  should  raffle  for  them,  »"* 
is  the  mode  in  which  she  disposes  of  her  surplus  I»nd5;lfc* 
tucky  would  probably  recommend  that  tiey  •'"'r'^i^ 
disposed  of  by  lottery,  as  this  is  her  moile  of  elertntf  "^ 
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Governor  from  a  number  of  candidates  having  the  hi  jh- 
eit,  tnd  an  eqtial  number  of  votes; '  in  which  case,  the 
question  is  decided  by  lot,  as  the  Legislature  may  direct — 
the  legislators  no  doubt  being  the  managers  of  the  lotte- 
n-.  Neither  raffle  nor  lottery,  however,  would  be  a  just 
rule  in  distributing  these  representatives,  as  the  fractions 
of  the  States  are  unequal.  To  give  them  to  the  States 
latinj  the  largest  portions  of  this  aggi-egate  fraction 
Touldbe  the  nearest  possible-approach  to  justice,  and  to 
the  principles  of  the  constitution;  and  the  rule  would  ap- 
ply with  equal  justice  to  the  large  as  well  as  the  smull 
SUtes. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  says 
that  the  constitution  does  not  warrant  us  in  taking  into 
the  calculation  the  aggregate  population  of  the  United 
Sutes;  that  the  const.tution  says  nothing  about  this  ag- 
grtgaie  population;  that  it  is  the  duty  ot  Congress  to  as- 
Krtain  the  proper  number  of  representatives  of  which 
their  House  sliall  consist,  to  fix  the  ratio,  and  by  a  com- 
mon divisor  to  apportion  the  representatives  among  the 
Kvenl  states  according  to  their  federal  numbers.  He 
cnifeiders  a  recurrence  to  the  aggregate  population  of  the 
Uiited  States,  in  the  calculation,  as  a  palpable  attempt  at 
consolidation — a  dangerous  infringement  of  the  constitu- 
tion. He,  in  effect,  denies  the  principle  that,  as  the 
whole  population  of  tlie  United  States  is  to  the  whole 
number  ot  representatives,  so  must  be  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  any  State  to  its  share  of  such  representatives.  He 
is  the  fint  Senator  who  has  disputed  or  doubted  this 
principle:  hitherto  it  has  been  considered  as  incontestably 
just. 

The  number  of  which  (he  House  shall  consist  may  be 
filed  by  any  arbitrary  rule,  but  in  that  case  the  common 
divisor  cannot  be  arbitrary.  If  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives  had  said  that  their  body  should  consist  of  240  mem- 
bere,  and  tliat  70,000  should  be  the  common  divisor  by 
which  they  should  be  apportioned  among  the  States,  the 
absurdity  of  the  thing  would  have  been  but  apparent 
from  the  first  attempt  at  apportionment.  They  sent  us 
47,700  as  a  common  divisor,  and  the  first  step  in  the  pro- 
cess of  calculation  shows  this  to  be  a  proper  divisor  for  a 
House  of  250,  and  not  for  one  of  240.  The  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  is  in  favor  of  applying  the  common  divisor 
of  47,700,  as  sent  to  us  by  the  House  of  Representatives. 
But  how  was  tliis  obtained?  By  dividing  the  whole  popu- 
Ijtion  by  250;  then  your  common  divisor  is  the  two  hun- 
dred and  fiftieth  part  of  the  whole  population. 

As  tlie  whole  population  is  to  the  whole  representation, 
so  is  the  population  of  any  State  to  its  share  of  the  repre- 
sentation. This  is  strictly  the  principle  upon  which  the 
•liirc  of  any  State  is  ascertained.  In  this  case  we  multi- 
ply the  second  and  third  terms  together,  and  divide  by 
tie  first;  but  as  the  first  and  second  terms  are  to  be  re- 
prated  for  every  operation,  we  find  it  convenient  to  adopt 
equivalent  terms,  that  may  be  more  easily  managed,  and 
tbisis  done  by  dividing  them  by  the  same  number;  if  we 
divide  tkem  both  by  250,  we  obtain  two  equivalent  terms, 
47,715  and  1,  the  first  representing  the  whole  popula- 
tion, and  the  second  the  whole  representation — tlie  one  a 
common  divisor,  the  other  a  common  multiplier.  It  will 
tlien  be  as  47,715  is  to  1,  so  is  the  whole  population  of 
«iy  State  to  its  share  of  tiie  representation;  as  multiply- 
1115  by  one  makes  no  alteration,  it  is  dispensed  with,  and, 
°»  dividing  the  third  term  by  the  first,  we  obtain  the 
fourth  proportional — such  is  the  process  of  calculation  for 
every  State;  and  the  common  divisor  represents  the  whole 
population,  and  unity  the  whole  representation,  in  every 
•^"s-  In  these  calculations  we  cannot  lose  sight  for  a 
niuineiit  of  the  aggregate  population  of  the  United  States; 
wd,  although  the  constitution  says  notliiog  of  this  aggre- 
E^'e  population,  it  is  impossible  to  proceed  a  single  step 
"1  tlie  apportionment,  without  regarding  it  as  the  first  ele- 
"^wtin  the  calculation.     In  resisting  this  new  doctrine 


of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  I  have  been  induced 
to  repeat  a  part  of  what  I  have  before  said  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  apportionment. 

When  this  subject  was  last  under  connderation,  the 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Taziwell,]  devising  and  in- 
tending to  support  the  unjust  provisions  of  the  bill  by 
metaphysical  subtleties  and  the  abstruse  principles  of 
mathematic!!,  warned  the  Senate  to  beware  of  any  attempts 
on  the  part  of  those  opptjsed  to  the  bill  to  carry  tl>eir 
points  by  similar  subtleties  and  abstrusities;  and  he  did 
distinctly  insinuate  his  suspicions  that  I  should  resort  to 
the  differential  calculus  for  that  purpose. 

Now,  I  am  entirely  innocent  of  any  such  designs,  and, 
if  I  had  them,  I  want  the  science  to  make  any  application 
of  this  calculus  to  the  subject  of  this  apportionment.  In 
fact,  I  know  very  httle  of  the  differential  calculus,  and 
less  of  the  integral. 

Fortunately  for  us,  a  knowledge  of  this  calculus  is  by 
no  means  necessary  to  otir  purpose;  common  arithmetic, 
addition,  subtraction,  multiplication,  and  division,  are  suf- 
ficient to  enable  us  to  prove,  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the 
bill  deprives  a  part  of  the  States  of  ten  representatives, 
which  fairly  belong  to  them;  or  that  it  gives  to  other 
States  eleven  representatives  to  which  they  liave  no  just 
claim.  But,  sir,  it  is  the  Senator  from  Virginia  who  is 
endeavoring  to  avail  himself  of  the  principles  of  this  cal- 
culus, to  sustain  the   unjust   principles  of  this  bill,   by 


repn 
nal,  < 


seems  to  consider  as  infinitesimal,  evanescent  quantities, 
until  the  favored  States  obtain  their  full  propoi  tioii  of  a 
House  of  250;  and  then  causing  them  to  vanish  from  the 
equation,  as  being  no  longer  necessary  to  his  purpose. 
The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  considers  these  fractions 
as  ideal;  of  course,  their  representatives  must  be  ideal, 
and  can  the  (pore  easily  be  made  to  vanish;  but  ideal,  or 
evanescent  as  they  may  be,  they  must  stand  up  to  be 
counted  as  a  part  of  a  House  of  250  before  tliey  vanish, 
and  leave  a  House  of  but  240. 

The  learned  Bishop  Berkley  had  but  a  mean  opinion  of 
infinitely  small  and  evanescent  quantities,  by  means  of 
which  Newton  and  Leibnitz  extended  the  bounds  of  sci- 
ence, and  opened  a  new  world  to  the  mathematician  and 
philosopher:  and  in  derision  he  called  them  the  ghosts  of 
departed  ratios.  Had  he  called  them  the  ratios  of  depart- 
ed magnitudes,  he  would  have  come  much  nearer  to  the 
truth. 

The  beauty  of  the  analysis  of  infinitely  small  quantities 
is,  that,  a.^  ratios,  they  may  be  all-powerful;  as  magnitudes 
under  certain  circumstances,  of  no  account;  so  tliat,  after 
giving  the  most  important  resuhs  as  ratias,  if  in  tlie  pro-' 
cess  of  calculation  they  are  found  inconvenient  or  unac- 
commodating as  magnitudes,  they  are  made  to  vanish 
from  the  equation,  and  that  without  impairing  the  truth 
of  the  solutions  obtained.  So  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
not  willing  to  give  these  ten  fractional  representatives 
to  the  injured  States,  rejects  them.  These  quasi-repre- 
scntativcs,  these  infinitesimal,  evanescent  representatives, 
these  ideal  representatives,  these  ghosts  of  representatives, 
after  being  counted  in  order  to  give  the  favored  States  their 
full  propuKion  of  a  House  of  2o0,  are  dismissed  the  service. 
But  here  the  parallel  ends;  the  principles  of  the  differential 
calculus  do  not  serve  the  purposes  of  the  Senator;  for,  by 
causing  these  ten  representatives  to  disappear,  he  destroys 
his  wliule  equation;  when  these  ten  ghosts  uf  representa- 
tives vanish,  they  carry  ofl' with  them  eleven  others,  which 
were  created  by  their  lud,  and  which  cannot  exist  with- 
out their  support. 

If  the  Senator  from  Virginia  will  consider  the  whole 
population  and  the  whole  representation  as  constant 
[quaiitiliis,  which  they  are,  and  the  population  of  the 
■  States  respectively  as  the  increasing  or  decreasing,  the 
I  variable  or  flowing  quantities,  and  give  to  those  having 
jthe  larger  fractions  those  ten  representatives,  as  the  pro- 
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per  corrections  to  these  flowing  quantittct,  or  fluents,  he 
will  occupy  the  whole  space,  611  up  the  area,  and  obtain  a 
complete  House  of  250,  if  not  upon  the  principles  of  the 
integral  calculus,  at  least  apon  the  principles  of  aritli- 
metic,  upon  the  principles  of  justice,  and  upon  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  constitution. 

As  to  constituting  a  House  of  351, 1  have  but  an  obser- 
vation or  two  to  make:  the  basis  of  calculation  adopted  in 
passing  the  bill  was  250;  by  applying  a  common  divisor, 
and  rejecting  the  fractions,  it  was  reduced  to  240;  by 
giving  the  ten  rejected  representatives  to  the  States  hav- 
ing the  larger  fractions,  the  ori|pnal  basis  of  the  calculation 
U  restored :  but  it  turns  out  that  eleven  of  the  States  have 
fractions  greater  than  a  moiety  of  tlie  common  divisor. 
The  probability  was,  that  there  should  have  been  as  many 
fractions  above  as  under  the  common  divisor;  this  is 
the  case  in  the  calculation  for  a  House  of  256;  as  many 
are  gained  as  lost  by  fractions,  which  gives  this  number  a 
decided  advantage,  and  which  [  should  prefer,  but  that  is 
too  large.  As  the  number  251  is  adding  but  a  single  mem- 
ber to  tile  House  of  250,  proposed  as  the  original  basis  of 
the  calculation,  it  can  create  no  inconvenience,  and  I  trust 
will  meet  with  no  serious  opposition.* 

Mr.  HILL  said,  although  the  passage  of  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  committee  would  be  advantageous 
to  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent, 
and  will  give  her  an  additional  member  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  my  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  forbids  my  vote  for  this  bill.  It  is  for 
me  a  sufficient  objection  that  the  proposition  involves  an 
arbitrary  principle — that  it  applies  a  different  rule  to  one 
State  from  that  applied  to  another  State — that,  in  the 
language  of  Wasliington's  veto  of  1792,  it  furnishes  "  no 
proportion  or  divisor,  which,  applied  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  States,  will  yield  the  number  and  allot 
ment  of  representatives  proposed  by  the  bill." 

In  three  lines,  Washington  has  presented  a  more  con- 
clusive argument  against  tlie  amendment,  than  has  been 
furnished  in  the  whole  course  of  a  long  and  protracted 
debate  on  the  other  side;  and  his  foundation  has  not  been 
shaken  even  by  the  elaborate,  and  ingenious,  and  plausi- 
ble report  of  the  committee. 

I  have  often  remarked  that  professional  advocates,  it  is 
to  be  presumed  from  the  best  motives  in  the  worlil,  ac- 
quire the  habit  of  laboring  most  intensely  on  the  weakest 
points;  that  they  leave  those,  whose  opinions  are  to  be 
affected  by  their  arguments,  to  be  a  long  time  in  arriving 
at  a  plain  conclusion,  whicli  good  common  sense  would 
lay  hold  of  at  the  first  blush.  This  habit  of  laboring  the 
■weaker  points  probably  results  from  the  fiict  that  the  ad- 
vocate engaged  in  a  suit  where  his  client  has  not  a  single 
strong  point,  is  often  forced  by  the  strong  law  of  neces- 
sity  to  substitute  fallacy  for  fact.  An  excellent  argument 
may  be  made,  if  the  premises  are  only  granted;  and  some 
there  are  who  will  not  only  assume  true  for  false  premises, 
but  will  likewise  assume  that  these  premises  are  admit- 
ted. 

Permit  me  to  say,  sir,  that  a  single  hour's  discussion  in 
one  of  our  common  juries  of  intelligent  farmers  would 
have  brought  any  twelve  sensible  men  to  unite  on  the 
question  whether  fractions  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  re- 
presented in  the  House  of  Representatives.  And  they 
would  havearrived  at  this  result  by  the  simplest  process 
that  can  be  imagined.  They  would  have  first  asked  them- 
selves the  question,  whetlier  all  the  sovereign  States  of 
the  Union  did  not  unite  in  a  compact  of  Government  for 
certain  specified  objects,  on  equal  terms.     This  question 

*  It'nu  mortf  than  ten  repretenintWes  be  giren  to  the  State*  having 
Ih;  targ.r  tnGlhilu,  Alalwmi  Ci.uld  not  tvcrivc  nut-;  giving  her  oliv 
mu^t  be  considered  as  a  eoiicesfioM,  uliivh  CMiild  not  huve  been  made 
liad  it  bi*n  opixHed.  .adding  one  n  |>resentaiive  lu  a  Huu«e  ol  250 1» 
chitngiiig  Ihe  bhli*  of  calcalHliim,  ni:iking  u  new  conimun  diviiur  ueca- 
•ary,  which  would  give  rt-aiilM  diflVrriil  fioni  lho5.-  oblained  lor  a 
Houfeaf3)0. 


answered  in  the  affirmative,  the  next  would  be,  vlttlher 
in  apportioning  representatives  among  the  States  "ic. 
cordingto  their  respective  numbers,"  equality  among  the 
States  did  not  require  that  one  common  divisor  stwuld  b« 
applied  to  each  and  every  State;  and  that,  whether  tlie 
representative  population  was  more  or  less,  etch  Stw 
would  be  alike  liable  to  lose  or  gain  by  the  lu^  or  snuD 
fraction  falling  within  tliat  State.  Could  they,  byuiyfti 
construction,do  otherwise  than  answerthese  questions affi^ 
matively?  Any  other  construction — any  project  wliki 
shall  apply  more  than  a  single  divisor  to  fix  the  apportJcai. 
ment  of  representatives,  is  arbitrary;  and  if  it  ^ali  not,  ii 
this  instance,  operate  to  do  injustice,  as  a  general  rule,  il 
must  be  bad.  If  the  Senate  shall  adopt  an  arbitrary  prin. 
ciple,  under  the  pretext  of  making  representation  nxm 
etjual,  and  of  this  equality  there  is  strong  reason  to  doubt, 
for  if  you  will  calculate  how  much  tlie  representation  wiU 
be  increased  if  you  give  to  alt  the  other  States  the  sunt 
ratio  that  the  bill  of  the  committee  gives  to  the  Stale  of 
Delaware,  you  will  perceive  a  great  inequality  in  tbii 
bill— if,  I  say,  the  Senate  shall  adopt  an  arbitrary  princi- 
ple, under  the  pretext  that  representation  will  be  nude 
more  equal  as  to  the  relative  population  of  the  States,  it 
what  point  shall  we  slop?  If  we  give  Uelavare  tio 
representatives  for  her  75,417  representative  populitjon, 
while  we  give  another  State  only  one  representative  for 
every  50,000,  may  we  not  hereafter  take  diflierent  num- 
bers for  a  divisor,  so  as  to  raise  or  depress  the  reprcsenb- 
tion  of  any  State  agreeably  to  the  wislies  of  a  majority  of 
Congress? 

Tlie  most  ingenious  and  refined  subtlety  may  be  coreh 
ed  by  a  veil  so  light  as  scarcely  to  be  perceptible;  to  d«i 
the  report  of  your  committee  cover  the  arbitrary  princi- 
ple which  lurks  in  tlie  bill.  The  merest  fallacy  m»y  u- 
sume  the  appearance  of  an  established  fact;  but  it  cannot 
be  done  in  few  words;  it  must  be  spread  over  a  broadsur- 
face— hidden  in  the  close  columns  of  a  newspaper,  uid, 
making  a  solid  pag«  of  brevier,  it  cannot  be  easily  deleft- 
ed  by  the  general  reader.  But  the  simple  truth  of  apliin 
proposition  needs  little  labor  or  elucidation.  The  aiju- 
ment  in  this  case  is  embraced  in  a  nutshell. 

The  constitution  says,  "Representatives  shall  be  >ppo^ 
tioned  among  the  several  blates  according  to  their  re- 
spective numbers."  By  the  rule  adopted  in  your  report, 
to  the  State  of  Delaware  you  give  two  representatitn 
for  a  representative  population  of  75,417.  Apply  th« 
same  rule  to  the  State  of  New  York,  and,  for  her  repre- 
sentative population  of  1,918,553,  she  must  bare  fifty 
representatives,  with  a  fraction  of  6,750  without  i  r^ 
presentative.  Applv  it  to  Pennsylvania,  or  any  other 
State,  and  the  result  has  the  same  inequality.  It  does 
not,  in  fact,  apportion  the  representatives  among  tiie 
several  States  "  according  to  their  respective  numbers," 
nor  can  it  soa]>portion  them,  when  the  same  diriuri> 
not  applied  to  all  of  the  States.  Apply  the  same  rule  to 
the  population  of  the  whole  Union  as  this  bill  applies  to 
the  State  of  Delaware,  and  we  shall  have  a  House  of 
Representatives  consisting  of  316  members,  with  aftsc- 
lion  remaining  of  21,358. 

If  tlie  divisor  adopted  in  the  bill  which  has  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  be  not  the  best  that  could  hure 
been  chosen;  if  it  operates  injuriously,  by  leaving  l«'p 
fractions  to  some  of  the  small  States;  why  have  not  il 
the  Senators,  representing  small  States,  favored  »"* 
proposition,  on  tlie  long-established  and  true  principle 
of  apportionment,  which  will  make  the  bill  more  jmt 
and  equal?  My  proposition  to  take  44,000  as  a  divi«*i 
would  have  given  to  all  of  the  old  States  their  preient 
number  of  representatives;  it  would  have  added  one  to 
Vermont,  and  would  not  have  increased  the  House  of 
Representatives  beyond  what  the  present  bill  proposes. 
Yet  thai  proposition  was  voted  down,  and  voted  down,  loOj 
I  believe,  by  Senators  from  some  of  the  small  Slates-   ' 
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II  hare  diacharged  mr  duty  to  my  state  when  I  rote 
anj  propoation  which  abul  ^ve  her  the  present  re- 
■entation  on  the  only  fair  principle,  or  which,  if  her 
mentation  be  reduced,  shall  give  her  a  small  fraction. 
I  can  never  consent  that  the  number  of  her  repre- 
atives  shall  be  increased  by  so  palpable  a  violation  of 
comtitution  as  the  application  of  one  rule  to  her  and 
Iber  rale  to  the  other  States. 

lie  question  being'  then  taken,  the  amendment  was 
«d  to,  as  follows: 

EAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
rton,  Dickenson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
;  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour, 
bee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 23. 
ATS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
bghuyien,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
;,   Mangum,    Marcy,   Robinson,    Tazewell,   Tipton, 
nlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkina.~22. 
lie  numbers  bein^  equal,  the  VICE  PRESIDENT 
ed  that,  afler  having  paid  the  utmost  attention  to  the 
itc,  be  bad  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  bill,  as  it 
e  fnmi  the  House,  was  unconstitutional,  and  he  should 
Kfbre  {tt\  constrained,  under  a  sense  of  the  deep  re. 
Mibilily  of  his  situation,  to  give  his  vote  in  favor  of 
•Deodmeiit     The  amendment  was  therefore  decided 
heaffirmative  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chair. 
Ir.  WEBSTER  remarked  that  the  vote  was  decisive 
be  opinion  of  the  Senate  in  regard  to  tlie  amendment, 
toator  from  Delaware,  who  was  absent,  [Mr.  Nac- 
x,]  wu  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and  be  was  au- 
riied  to  say  that   a  Senator  from  Mississippi,  [Mr. 
nuTia,]  not  in  his  seat  when  the  question  was 
»,  would  have  voted  for  tlie  amendment. 
Ir.  HAYNE  said  he  was  in  favor  of  fixing  the  number 
be  House  of  Representatives,  if  possible,  at  240,  be- 
lt it  vas  the  number  wliich  the  House  had  adopted.  But 
lil  would  give  more  equality,  and  save  the  State  of 
•"cky  fixim  a  large  fraction,  he  would  move  to  fill  the 
ik  with  that  number.     The  effect  df  the  application  of 
■umber  to  the  atnendment  would  be  to  take  one  mem- 
•roni  New  York  and  give  it  to  Vermont,  and  to  trans- 
•M  member  from  Pennsylvania  to  Delaware. 
Ir-  BELL  moved  to  fill  tlie  blank  with  the  number  346. 
Ir.  WEBSTER  was  indifferent  as  to  the  number  which 
lU  be  adopted  here.     If  the  House  see  fit  to  adopt 
tmndple  of  the  amendment,  he  was  perfectly  willing 
ike  any  number  which  thev  might  prefer.     He  him- 
preferred  251,  but  he  would  go  down  to  241,  or  as 
» «  254,  if  the  gentlemen  from  Virginia  wish  it.     1 
*  2j4  would   give  another  representative  to  VIr- 
'»uid  he  would  vote  for  that  number  if  the  Sena- 
^from  Virginia  proposed  it.     He  should  move  251. 
*-  HAYNE  said   he  should  feel  embarrassed  in  his 
7  if  the  question  was  first  taken  on  the  highest  num- 
Ijroposed.     He  proposed  the  number  nearest  to  that 
™  tlie  House  had  proposed,  and  hoped  the  question 
'Wbe  first  taken  on  the  lowest  number. 
•f-  MOORE  objected  to  this  suggestion,  and  spoke  in 
f"*  the  highest  number.    He  would  prefer  the  bill 
'  the  Route  to  the  amendment,  if  241  was  adopted,  for 
■"imber  would  throw  a  large  fraction  upon  Alabama. 
^CHAMBERS  was  willing,  he  said,  that  the  number 
W  be  fixed  by  the  House  of  RepresenUtives. 
»■  CLAYTON  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  256,  which 
"i  he  said,  save  all  the  old  States  from  any  positive 


NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Chambers,  Dudley,  ZWm, 
Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler.— 21. 

The  question  was  taken  on  filling  the  blank  with  251, 
and  agreed  to— yeas  27,  nays  14. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBiiTER,  the  bknks  were  then 
filled  so  as  to  g^ve  each  State  the  number  of  representa- 
tives to  which  it  will  be  entitled  in  a  House  of  351  mem- 
bers, as  follows: 

Maine,  8<  New  Hampshire,  6«  Vermont,  6;  Maaiachit- 
setts,  13«  Rhode  Island,  2|  Connecticut,  6|  New  York, 
40(  New  Jersey,  7\  Pennsylvania,  28;  Delaware,  2i  Mary- 
land, 9;  Virginia,  21;  North  Carolina,  13;  Suutli  Carolina, 
10;  Georgia,  9;  Kentucky,  13;  Tennessee,  13;  Ohio,  20t 
Louisiana,  4;  Indiana,  7;  Alabama,  6;  Missouri,  3«  Mis- 
sissippi, 2;  Illinois,  3. 

The  amendments  were  then  reported,  and  concurred  in. 

The  question  then  being  on  ordering  the  amendments 
to  be  engrossed,  and  the  bill  to  6e  read  a  third  time,  it 
was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  a*  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chamben^ 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  'Waggaman, 
Webster.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Clay,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Frelinf^ 
huysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White,  Wilkina.— 20. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  introduced,  on  leave,  a  joint  reso- 
lution for  the  employment  of  H.  Greenough  to  execute 
a  statue  of  Washington,  in  marble,  to  b«  placed  in  the 
rotundo. 


^  >iid  would  not  be  too  large  a  House. 

•  ter  some  further  conversation,  the  question  was  taken 

»e  highest  number,  356,  and  decided  in  the  negative. 


lllow! 


p^'—Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dicker- 
rrehnghuysen.  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Moore,  Poin- 

y'  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 

«»»«>.  Webrter,  Wilkin8.--19. 

v»i.  vni ss 


Tbcksoat,  Aphil  36. 
APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

The  apportionment  bill  was  read  a  third  time;  and  the 
question  being  on  its  passage, 

Ur.  POINDEXTER  sUted  that  he  had  been  induced 
to  vote  for  this  bill,  because  he  conndered  it  to  be  pre- 
ferable to  that  which  came  from  the  House.  He  loolced 
on  the  Senate  bill  as  preserving  the  federative  principle, 
and  as  more  nearly  approaching  to  equity  than  the  bill 
from  the  House.  Still,  although  he  had  thus  voted,  he 
entertained  some  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  committee,  and  he  begged  to  be  distinctly 
understood  as  not  pledging  himself  to  any  particular 
course,  in  case  the  House  should  refuse  to  sanction  the 
principle,  and  should  return  the  bill  to  the  Senate.  He 
reserved  to  himself  the  privilege  of  voting,  after  deeper 
reflection,  as  the  convictions  of  hb  mind  should  direct 
him,  without  being  in  any  way  trammelled  by  the  vote 
which  he  had  given,  and  was  now  about  to  give. 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  was  then  put, 
and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chamber^  Clayton, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Webster.- 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Hen- 
dricks, Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Buggies 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
Wilkins— 18. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  condderation  of  exe- 
cutive business,  ana,  when  the  doors  were  reopened. 

Adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Atbil  37. 
A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Fm>uireavTSB>> 
instructing  the  Committee  on  the  Library  to  purchase,  for 
the  Senate  chamber,  Rembrandt  Peale's  original  painting 
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of  the  portrait  of  General  Washington,  was  taken  up,  and 
read  a  second  time- 
Mr.  KING  expressed  a  wish  that  the  resolution  should 
be  modified  so  as  to  make  it  an  instruction  to  the  commit- 
tee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  the  pur- 
chase, and  to  report  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  FREUNGHUYSEN  stated  that  the  instruction  to 
purchase  was  not  absolute,  but  left  it  to  the  committee  to 
judge  of  the  state  of  the  painting,  and  the  reasonableness 
of  the  price-  He  stated  that  the  subject  was,  some  years 
ago,  before  Congress;  that  the  House  iiad  passed  a  reso- 
lution, which  was  not  acted  on  in  -the  Senate,  for  want  of 
time.  He  thought  it  desirable  now  for  the  Senate  to  pur 
chase  it. 

Mr.  SMITH.     Where  will  you  put  it? 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  replied  that  there  would  be 
no  great  difficulty  in  finding  a  place  for  a  picture  four  feet 
by  two.  He  then  read  the  flattering  testimonials  borne 
to  the  spirit  and  accuracy  of  the  likeness,  by  Judges  Mar- 
shall, Washington,  THghman,  Peters,  and  others,  who 
were  intimately  acquainted  with  General  Washington.  He 
hoped  that  there  would  be  no  serious  opposition,  and  mo- 
dified his  resolution  so  as  to  make  it  merely  an  inquiry 
into  the  expediency  of  purchaang. 

Mr.  SMITH  concurred  in  every  thing  which  had  been 
sud  as  to  the  excellence  of  the  likeness.  He  had  voted 
ibr  the  resolution  formerly.  But  be  knew  of  no  place  in 
the  Senate  chamber  where  the  picture  could  be  placed. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN.  If  the  honorable  Senator 
will  give  me  his  vote,  I  will  find  a  place  for  the  picture. 

Mr.  UAYNE  added  his  tribute  to  the  worth  of  the 
portrait. 

The  resolution,  as  modified,  was  then  agreed  to. 

STATUE  OF  WASHINGTON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  joint  resolution 
introduced  by  him,  authorizing  the  President  to  employ 
a  suitable  person  to  execute  a  full  length  pedestrian 
statue  of  General  Washington,  in  marble,  was  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  SMITH  considered  that  the  cost  of  the  sUtue 
would  far  exceed  the  appropriation  of  5,000  dollars.  The 
State  of  North  Carolina  had  imported  a  statue  of  General 
Washington,  which  cost  10,000  dollars;  and  an  agreement 
had  been  made  with  Mr.  Persico,  for  two  colossal  statues, 
which  were  to  cost  16,000  dollars. 

After  a  few  words  from  Messrs.  POINDEXTER, 
WEBSTER,  and  KING,  the  resolution  was,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  POINDEXTER,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  tl»e 
Library. 

REVOLUTIONARY  PENSION  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FOOT,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act  for  the  relief 
of  the  surviving  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  revolution. 

A  motion  had  been  made  to  amend  the  bill  by  extend 
ing  its  provisions  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  who  had 
served  in  the  West  under  Wayne,  Clarke,  Harmar,  Ham- 
tramck,  and  St.  Clair;  and  the  question  pending  was  on 
a  motion  by  Mr.  Wbite  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
enlarging  its  provisions  so  as  to  embrace  any  tribe  of  In- 
dians  who  were  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  before 
the  year  1792. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  now  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with 
instructions  to  report  a  bill  providing  for  the  payment  of 
all  the  pensions  given  by  this  bill,  in  lands.  Sec. 

Messrs.  FOOT,  GRUNDY,  BELL,  MANGUM,  HILL, 
and  WHITE,  addressed  the  committee,  recapitulating  ar- 
guments which  had  been  before  given  in  favor  of,  and 
against  the  bill- 
Mr.  HOLMES  spoke  to  the  immediate  proposition  to 
.^ve  lands  instead  of  money  to  the  pensioners.  He  re- 
-minded  the  supporters  of  the  proposition  that  nearly  all 
^ese  individuals  must  be  at  least  seventy  years  of  age.  At 


that  advanced  period  of  life,  would  Congress  consent  to 
send  the  old  soldier,  hobbling  with  his  cane,  from  IbiK 
to  Missouri,  to  cultivate  his  little  tract  of  unimproved  te^ 
ritory.'  He  must  either  do  this,  or  fall  into  the  gnsp  of 
the  speculator,  who  would  wring  his  little  reconptoK 
from  him,  and  give  him  scarcely  a  quarter  ofits  nlue. 
He  thought  that  at  least  a  little  change  should  be  girn 
them  to  pay  their  toll  at  the  gate  through  which  they  woijd 
soon  have  to  pass,  or  to  bribe 

"  The  grim  fernrman  Ihat  pucu  tell  uC" 
He  further  drew  a  distinction  between  the  dangeti  of  tk 
revolutionary  war,  and  those  of  Indian  war&n.  Intk 
former,  the  soldiers  fought  with  a  halter  round  tlidr 
necks;  if  successful,  they  are  engaged  in  revolutioii{  if 
unsuccessful,  it  was  rebellion.  In  one  case,  ignominioa 
death  awaited  defeat;  while  in  the  wars  witii  the  Indim 
there  might  be  death,  but  it  was  death  without  £ahaw. 
Mr.  EWING  opposed  the  propoation  of  the  Semlor 
from  Illinois,  chiefly  for  tlie  reason  that  it  would  sol  a- 
tend  to  the  objects  of  their  nnunificence  the  benefits  Thick 
Congress  designed  b^  the  bill  to  bestow  upon  them;  tint 
a  large  part  of  the  gift,  if  made  in  land  instead  of  mmj, 
must  fall  by  the  way,  and  never  reach  its  proper  isii\ 
nation. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  E.,  the  surviving  officers  and  soldienof 
the  revolution,  who  are  intended  to  be  embiaced  by  tbb 
biU,  are,  all  of  them,  very  far  in  the  decline  of  life.  Thoie 
who  are  poor,  and  need  Uiis  bounty,  cannot,  if  it  bejita 
to  them  m  land,  remove  to  and  improve  it.  Thote  »to 
are  not  bowed  down  with  poverty,  but  have  some  of  ita 
comforts  of  hfe  about  them  where  they  are,  will  not  it- 
move.  They  will  not,  and  they  ought  not,  in  their  a\ 
treme  old  age,  to  abandon  the  homes  which  have  becow 
endeared  to  them,  and  their  descendants  who  are  JWUM 
them,  and  seek  a  burial  place  in  a  disUnt  land.  Conse- 
quently, if  land  instead  of  money  be  given,  itwiUnotM 
occupied  or  retained  by  the  soldier,  but  set  to  »le  it 
whatever  prioe  it  may  command.  It  cannot  bring  the 
minimum  price  of  the  public  lands  which  are  constontlyia 
the  market— to  get  purchasers,  they  must  sell  for  leathm 
that  price;  thus,  the  nom'mal  value  of  the  gift  would  [*» 
from  the  treasury  of  the  nation,  and  less  than  th»t  vsiie 
reach  its  proper  destination— the  difference  Muig  m\ 
the  hands  of  speculators.  I,  therefore.  Mid  Mr.  E.,  op- 
pose the  motion  to  recommit  with  these  instructions. 

But  the  merits  of  this  bUI,  and  of  the  amendmentJ  »lia 
have  been  proposed,  to  include  the  soldiers  andimjos 
who  fought  in  the  Indian  wars  prior  to  1795,  are,  on  tw 
motion,   broue-ht  into  discussion.     I  have  already  mM 


motion,   brought  into  discussion.  . 

known  my  purpose  to  support  this  bill;  "*"^''','' * 
one  more  deeply  impressed  than  I  with  the  debtol  g» 
titude  which  we  owe  to  all  who,  in  any  manner,  e*"*^ 
to  the  achievement  of  our  independence:  but  I  do  noi« 
all  detract  from  their  merits,  when  I  say  ti»at  tte  coun^t 


uu  ucir««;b  iiuui  iiivii  uicAiiB,  wi»w*.  »  — / k,ttles 

and  enterprise  of  those  who  fought  our  «*'5L.-rtMk 
^nst  the  savages  of  the  West,  were  *»?"*^7'"'3. 
as  arduous,  and  tlie  dangers  they  encountered  u  irooi^ 


nent.  They  fought  against  mighty  odds— »  '"'""^ 
against  an  overwheming  force.  The  *=''*"^'',?^,  a 
were  great  agunst  them;  and  if  captured,  a  a«»"''"7vj 
is  true,  of  ignominy,  but  of  torture,  a*"**"*  ^  TlU 
who  left  his  home  to  fight  in  its  dc'«"«^|'.''?°  f.^^ 
upon  it  with  trepidation;  for  though  he  ^e"  'V"  TZ* 
day,  he  migltt  return  to-morrow  and  find  it  m  ••b""' 

""la^tlesorihe'V* 


inmates  massacred  or  led  into  captivity.  .i,,' wat. 

But,  among  tiiose  who  fought  the  bj^^'^X  merit 


do  I  esteem  the  solitary  rangers  as  nf".  '""^  „  ^^^^ 
and  importance  of  tlieir  services,  and  most  or  ^^^ 
to  the  gratitude  of  the  frontier  inhabitants.  »"  J  ^ 
forth,  not  against  a  known  and  open,  but  »J'V  Juot- 
secret  foe,  in  a  country  occupied  by  an  e"'*™^  ^ijb 
rous,  brave,  and  subUe  enemy.  They  "^f  "\ouidtr, 
the  soldier,  to  the  field  of  battle,  shoulder  towo 
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It  tbeir  companions  in  amu,  fired  by  a  common  spirit, 
firm  in  the  confidence  of  mutual  support;  but  each 
le,  in  the  midst  of  dangers,  self-dependent  and  self- 
luned,  resting  upon  his  own  inherent  courage  and  his 
n  entrjr>e».  I,  perhaps,  appreciate  them  the  more 
■use  my  lot  was  cast,  in  very  early  life,  in  a  situation 
rliich  I,  or  rather  those  about  me,  knew  and  felt  the 
t£t  of  their  protection. 

"he  esriiest  scenes  of  which  my  memory  retains  a  trace, 
e  in  a  Hnall  garrison  on  the  frontier,  just  before  the 
e  of  the  war  which  terminated  with  the  rictory  of 
71K,  and  the  treaty  of  Orenville.  There  was  a  line  of 
y  forts,  commencing  at  Marietta,  and  extending  up 
Muskingum  river  to  a  place  called  the  round  bottom, 
md  of  Iiidians  eluded  the  vigilance  of  the  rangers,  who 
« too  few  in  numbers  for  the  protection  of  the  exten- 
ifine  of  frontier  which  they  had  to  guard.  The  last 
led  nation  was  surprised  and  cut  off.  All  but  three 
sons  were  inassacred .  One  only  escaped,  and  that  one 
Tiled  the  neighboring  garrisons,  one  of  which  was  sur- 
nled,  but,  being  on  its  guard,  was  not  actually  assail- 
1  remember  something  of  the  general  agitation,  the 
ndJnj  feeling  of  excitation  in  which  even  the  child, 
onscious  of  danger,  instinctively  participated.  I  re- 
nber,  too,  the  jcy  which  the  regular  but  unfrequent 
ini  of  the  adventurous  spy  brought  to  the  hearts  and 
MS  of  those  whom  he  guarded.  And,  sir,  many  a 
Bwu  braved,  and  many  a  deed  of  daring  was  achieved, 
these  tdventuroos  men,  unseen  of  all  but  the  actor, 
luniKiticedin  the  annals  of  the  times — deeds  worthy  to 
i  vreuhs  to  the  brqw  of  the  proudest  hero  of  ancient 
wdem  days.  One  I  will  narrate: 
i  jmng  ranger  upon  a  scout  had  exhausted  his  rations, 
,  beinf  distant  from  a  place  where  he  could  obtain  a  sup- 
i  went  to  a  spring-lick  where  deer  resort,  and  placed 
•elf  behind  a  blind  near  by,  watching  for  game.  In  a 
rttime,  four  Indians,  armed  with  their  nfies,  came  within 
"•I  shot,  and  stopped,  without  having  discovered  him. 
resolution  was  instantly  taken:  he  fired,  and  brought 
n  his  man,  and  sprang  from  his  ambush  and  fled.  The 
te  remaining  Indians  fired,  but,  in  the  hurry  and  agi- 
»n  of  the  moment,  fired  without  aim,  and  missed  their 
*-  One  of  them,  with  a  readiness  of  tliought  pecu- 
to  his  race,  snatched  up  the  rifle  of  his  fallen  comrade, 
t  better  aim,  and  fired.  The  ball  passed  between  the 
y  tad  >m  of  the  ranger,  and  shivered  his  powder. 
«  to  splinters,  but  he  escaped  untouched,  outran  his 
wers,  and  reached  the  settlement  in  safety.  The  au- 
f  of  this  bold  deed  does  not,  it  is  true,  like  many  of 
twipanions  in  arms,  desire  the  bounty,  or  need  even 
jotice  of  his  country.  Brave  and  adventurous  in 
*.  honored  in  age,  he  is  now  the  Governor  of  Ohio, 
•r.  BIBB  gave  a  description  of  the  dangers  of  the  In- 
>  w>rfare,  and  was  succeeded  by  Mr.  BUCKNER 
"•  HAYNE  then  obtained  the  floor,  and  commenced 
PWch,  in  which  he  took  a  view  not  only  of  the  present 
•  b\itof  the  pension  system  generally.  He  went  into 
'•'{"y  of  the  system  in  this  country,  and  contended 
^  ftom  a  correct  and  proper  beginnmg,  it  had  spread 
umtoan  unconMitutional  and  dangerous  extent.  Af- 
•peskiog  for  some  time,  he  gave  way  for  a  motion  to 

n>«  Senate  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MoKVAT,  Arsii,  30. 
SECOND  AUDITOR  AND  COMPTHOLLEB. 

■'•  SHTTH,  from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  to  which 
'«ferred  the  resolution  of  the  30th  of  March  last, 
™f?">(r  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  expediency  of 
""^S  the  offices  of  Second  Au<Utor  and  Second 
"Pttoller,  made  a  report,  which  was  ordered  to  be 
3ied. 


[This  report  states  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commit* 
tee,  the  abolition  of  these  offices  would  be  mexpeiUent, 
and  productive  of  injury  to  the  public  service.] 

Alter  transacting  some  minor  business,  the  Senate  went 
into  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  and  conti- 
nued with  dosed  doors  until  the  adjournment. 

TcKSDAT,  Mat  1. 
TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  from  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, reported  a  bill  to  regelate  the  duties  on  imports; 
which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  a  second  reading. 
PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  KING  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  Innited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  report  accompanying  it,  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  table  some  days  a^.  He  wished  the  Senate  would 
now  take  up  this  bill  ror  the  purpose  of  referring  it  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands.  With  tliis  view,  be  moved 
to  postpone  the  previous  orders  of  the  day,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  up  this  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  a  few  remnrks  on  the  anoroalooa  cha- 
racter of  this  proceeding.  It  appeared  to  him  to  b»  an 
extranrdinaiy  course.  It  had  been  uaual,  when  any  mea- 
sure of  importance  was  reported  by  a  committee,  to  give 
the  chairman  of  such  committee  an  opportunity  to  give  the 
views  of  the  committee,  and  such  explanations  as  were 
necessary  for  a  full  understanding  of  the  measure.  Now, 
here  was  one  of  the  majority  by  whom  the  bill  was  laid  on 
the  table,  moving  to  take  it  up,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
explanation  and  exposition,  but  to  refer  it  to  another  com- 
mittee, before  any  elucidation  of  the  details  of  the  bill 
could  be  made.  He  referred  to  the  sitigular  history  of 
this  afPur.  When  it  was  moved  to  refer  Hie  subjeet  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  members  of  that 
committee  had  protested,  solemnly  protested,  against  such- 
reference,  and  had  earnestly  requested  that  it  might  be 
sent  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  as  the  proper 
committee.  No,  said  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  aidet 
vou  must  take  the  subject  into  your  hands;  you  must  de- 
liberate upon  it,  and  present  a  project  to  Congress  and 
the  country.  Reluctantly  they  consented  to  assume  this 
duty.  Tte  Jabor  was  great,  but  they  encountered  it. 
Possesnng  but  a  partial  knowledge  of  the  subject,  they 
did  not  feel  disposed  to  go  into  this  laborious  investiga- 
tion. But  it  was  given  to  them  by  the  Senate.  They 
took  it  in  hand,  and  went  on  with  it  as  well  as  they  could; 
spurred  and  hurried  on  from  time  to  time,  picking  up 
their  information  in  the  best  possible  manner,  they  made 
their  way,  and  determined,  at  last,  to  make  the  report 
which  had  gone  forth  to  the  world.  Now,  a  motion  was 
made  to  wrest  the  subject  from  those  hands  to  which  it 
had  been  committed  by  the  vote  of  a  majority  of  the  Se- 
nate, and,  without  the  presentment  of  a  single  objection 
to  the  details  of  the  measure,  or  any  counter  project,  to 
send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  The  Senate 
had,  unquestionably,  the  power  to  send  the  subject  to  any 
committee;  and  he  would  bow  with  all  deference  to  the 
decision  of  the  Senate.  But  if  the  course  now  indicated 
Were  taken,  and  the  subject,  unheard,  and  without  any 
explanation  from  the  committee,  were  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  it  would  be  a  course  without 
precedent,  as  far  as  liis  experience  would  enable  him  to 
judge.  Still,  the  Senate  had  the  power  to  give  thisdirec- 
tion,  and  he  would  bow  to  the  decision  of  that  body. 

Mr.  KING  made  an  observation  or  two  in  defence  of  his 
motion.  He  said  that  he  had  merely  proposed  to  take  up 
what  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  complained  had  not 
been  done  before.  If  the  Senate  should  agpree  to  take 
up  the  bill,  he  then  intended  to  move  its  reference  to  the 
Comndttee  on  Public  Lands.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky 
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Tktions  on  the  character  and  tendency  of  the  bill,  which 
he  commenced  on  Friday. 

APPHOPRIATION  BILL. 

On  notion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  took  up  the  mes- 
sage from  the  House,  accompanying  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  and  receded  from  those  amendments  lo  which 
the  House  had  disagreed  and  insisted. 
TONNAGE,  &c. 

The  CHAIR  laid  before  the  Senate  a  communication 
firom  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  containing  accounts 
of  the  exports  and  imports,  tonnage,  &c. 

[This  was  the  report  to  which  Mr.  Houus  had  refer- 
red in  the  earlier  part  of  the  day.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES,  1,500  extra  copies  of  this 
report  were  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Se- 
nate. 


THVkSDAT,  Mat  3. 

Mr.  HAYNE  offered  a  resolution,  of  which  he  asked 
the  present  consideration,  directing  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  to  cause  to  be  prepared,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate, 
a  comparative  statement  showing  the  rates  of  duties  im- 
posed by  existing  laws  on  the  articles  embraced  in  the 
draught  of  a  bill  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  tiie  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  and  also  by  the  bill  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  inquired  what  time  would  probably 
be  consumed  in  the  preparation  of  the  statement. 

Mr.  HATNE  replied,  not  more  than  two  or  three  days. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  look  up  the  report  made  some  days 
rince,  by  the  Committee  on  Finance,  on  tiie  subject  of 
the  abolition  of  the  offices  of  Second  Auditor  and  Second 
Comptroller.  It  will  be  recollected  that  the  report  stated 
that  it  would  be  inexpedient  and  injurious  to  the  public 
interests  to  abolish  these  offices.  The  motion  to  discharge 
the  committee  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject was  agreed  to. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Holmes,  di- 
recting the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  communicate  to 
the  Senate  what  collectors  had  failed  to  make  quarterly 
returns  of  the  tonnage,  imports  and  exports,  &c.  accord- 
ing to  the  requisitions  of  the  law,  &c.,  coming  up  for  con- 
sideration, 

Mr.  HOLMES  stated  that,  since  he  had  offered  the  re- 
solution, the  information  to  which  it  referred  had  been 
receired  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  He  had 
not  been  able  to  examine  it  to  satisfy  himself  that  it  con- 
tained all  the  information  called  for;  and  as  it  had  gone  to 
the  printer,  he  could  not  at  that  moment  come  toany  con- 
clusion on  the  subject.  He  would  therefore  move  to  lay 
the  resolution  on  the  table,  until  he  should  be  able  to  de- 
cide whether  he  should  call  it  up  again  or  not. 

The  resolution  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  take  up  the  bill  to  establish  certain  post  roads,  and 
discontinue  otiiers. 

After  the  various  amendments  to  the  bill  had  been  gone 
through, 

Mr.  BIBB  moved  fuKherto  amend  the  bill,  by  inserting 
M>  additional  section,  as  follows: 

Jbid  bt  it  further  enacted.  That,  from  and  after  the  1st 
day  of  July  next,  no  postage  shall  be  charged  on  news- 
papers, and  that  so  much  of  any  act  or  acts  of  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  as  imposed  a  tax  of  postage  on 
newspapers  shall  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed 
from  and  after  the  day  aforesaid. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  in  sup- 
port of  the  proposition  he  had  laid  before  tiiem,  demon- 
stimting  the  vast  importance  and  utility  of  the  meaforc 


contempkted,  and  the  perfect  ability  of  the  Pott  Office 
Department  to  sustainitself  incaaeof  its  being  cattied  into 
effect     He  was  not  one  of  those  disposed  either  to  to. 
crease  the  expense  of  that  department,  or  to  diminish  ib 
usefulness.     He  was  for  making  the  post  office  susUin 
itself  from  its  own  resources,  without  being  a  charge  to 
the  treasuty,  while,  at  the  same  time,  its  accommodationi 
to  the  public,  being  carried  to  a  libenJ  extent,  should beir 
as  ligfaUy  in  the  shape  of  a  tax  as  the  nature  of  the  cax 
would  admit.     The  amendment  he  had  just  ofiered,  he 
would  undertake  to  say,  would  do  more  good,  anddiffuie 
valuable  information  over  the  United  States  to  a  greater 
extent  than  any  proposition  that  had  ever  been  laid  before 
Congress,  respecting  this  department  of  the  GovemmenL 
If  it  were  true  that  the  foundations  of  this  Gorernmegt 
rested  on  public  opinion,  the  fi*ee  circulation  of  chea|i 
newspaper  information  throughout  the  whole  Anion  «aa 
an  object  of  the  last  importance.    He  considered  the  vitil 
principles  of  the  Government  materially  concerned  in  the 
success  of  the  proposition,  which  looked  to  the  dissemi- 
nation of  correct  information  in  so  cheap  a  form  as  tobrii^ 
it  within  the  reach  of  every  individual  in  the  caauDunitj. 
If  you  will  look  at  the  papers  printed  in  this  city,  stid  Mr. 
B.,  and  the  curtailed  information  which  the  nature  of  tlie 
case  compels  them  to  circulate,  you  will  at  once  see  the 
importance  of  the  plan  proposed.     They  publish,  nid 
Mr.  B.,  an  abstract  of  the  proceedings  of  Congress  in  their 
daily  papers,  and  the  country  papers  are  frequentijr  struck 
off  containing  no  part  of  those  proceedings.     He  wis  in. 
formed  that  the  cost  of  the  postage  on  a  £uly  Dewspaper 
amounted  to  five  dollars  per  annum.     Now  this,  added  to 
the  price  of  the  paper,  diminished  the  circulation  to  a  ftrj 
great  extent.     There  was  another  disadvantage  attendio; 
the  present  system.     It  was  a  melancholy  net  tbtt  the 
presses  of  this  country  were  pensioned  to  a  certain  eitent, 
and,  without  Government  patronage,  daily  papers  could 
not  be  supported  at  the  seat  of  Government   This  showed 
the  necessity  of  adopting  the  plan  proposed;  tbtt,  bj« 
free  and  cheap  circulation  of  newspaper  intelligence,  u 
impartial  and  independent  press  might  be  fostered  ind 
established  on  so  firm  a  basis  as  to  be  wholly  free  from  tlie 
influence  of  the  Government.     He  spoke  with  nodjs^^ 
spect  to  the  present  Executive,  nor  did  be  apply  his  re- 
marks to  times  present  more  than  to  times  past    Tht 
evil  had  existed  and  would  exist,  and  was  consequent  upon 
the  preference  of  the  public  for  country  papers  instesdof 
daily,  because  of  the  vast  expense  of  postage  on  the  litter. 
Mr.  B.  nest  went  on  to  show  the  ability  of  the  Po« 
Office  Department  to  sustain,  from  its  own  resources,  the 
measure  proposed. 

If  you  look,  said  he,  at  the  documents  from  the  Po^ 
Office  Department  on  the  file  of  the  Senate,  yoa  wUI  ici 
that  it  had  a  surplus  fund  up  to  30th  June,  1K'>  f| 
$310,412.  The  following  calculation,  then,  may  btaiO! 
relied  on: 

Increased  surplus  of  revenue  above  expenditure^  iron 
Ist  July,  1831,  to  1st  July,  1832,  according  tothe  re- 
port of  JTS.OOO  for  the  half  year,  -  •  >'*"'''* 
Progressive  increase  of  receipts,  as  per  re- 


port. 


140,338 


Leaving  a  surplus  on  tiie  1st  of  July,  1832,  of   ^^ 

This  is  surplus  which  will  be  at  die  dispossl  «f  the  ^ 
partment  on  the  1st  of  July,  1832,  when  tiie  propositwi 
under  consideration  is  to  take  effect.  But  the  mutes  pro- 
posed by  diis  biU  do  not  take  effect  untU  1st  Jm""?. 
1833.  ...^^ 

The  question  then  recurs,  said  Mr.  B.,  »1>»'J"  °f  ^ 
diminution  of  the  revenue  of  the  post  office  by  ^"^(^ 
tax  on  newspapers?  From  the  report  of  the  T^'^''^,,^ 
neral,  it  appears  tiiat  Uie  whole  of  tiie  tax  "•^^'jJJ, 
on  the  trartsmiwriop  of  newspapers  amouats  to  «M<» 
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hundred  thousand  dollar*,  only  one  half  of  which  accrues  to 
the  treawry  of  the  post  office,  the  other  half  being  retained 
by  the  deputy  postmasters  for  tlieir  fees.  Now,  if  he  [Mr. 
B.]  had  not  egreeiously  erred,  and  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral had  not  erred,  then  there  will  be,  when  this  amend- 
nent  goes  into  operation,  a  fund  of  half  a  million  of  dollars 
St  the  disposal  of  the  department,  leaving,  after  subtract- 
b?  the  Ux  of  $100,000  on  newspapers,  400,000  dollars 
rf  the  surplus  fiind  yet  undisposed  of  to  maintain  the  in- 
creased expense  of  the  new  post  routes  by  this  bill,  and 
enable  the  Postmaster  General  to  extend  the  facilities  of 
the  public  accommodaUon.  There  was  no  danger  of 
trenching  on  the  post  office  fund — there  would  not  be  the 
possible  necessity  of  dispensing  with  a  single  route,  or 
Keeping  down  the  usefulness  of  the  department  in  the 
slightest  degree.  No  gentleman,  he  presumed,  would  deny 
that  the  cheapening  the  price  of  newspapers,  and  facili- 
tsting  their  circulation,  was  a  great  object,  conducing  more 
to  public  utility  than  any  other  proposed  in  the  bill.  Is  it 
of  no  importance  that,  living  in  a  republican  Government, 
with  a  constitution',  one  great  article  of  which  guaranties 
tile  freedom  of  the  press,  we  should  execute  that  ar- 
ticle by  doing  every  thing  in  our  power  to  favor  a  free 
uid  independent  press?  It  was  true  the  .liberty  of  the 
press  might  be  abused,  but  in  this,  as  in  all  other  human 
iffairs,  we  must  take  the  bitter  with  the  sweet,  and  not 
throw  away  the  good  because  bad  may  accompany  it.  I 
in  one  of  those,  said  Mr.  B.,  who  will  take  the  freedom 
«f  the  press,  with  all  its  licentiousness,  rather  than  suffer 
the  people  to  want  for  information,  for  I  believe  that  it  is 
only  when  not  correctly  informed  that  the  people  were 
lisble  to  err. 

Mr.  GHUNDY  regretted  very  much  that  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  bad  made  his  proposition  at  this  time.  The 
aibject  had  been  before  the  Post  Office  Committee;  had 
been  much  canwassed,  and  they  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  pro  position  should  be  made  to  the  Senate  on 
the  subject  until  it  should  be  ascertained  what  amount  of 
eipenditure  would  be  produced  by  the  bill  before  them. 
It  had  been  the  intention  of  the  committee  to  present  this 
wbject  to  the  Senate  at  a  proper  time;  and  it  was  the 
opinion  of  some  of  its  members  that  newspaper  postage 
ought  to  be  reduced,  while  otliers  of  the  committee,  whose 
opinions  were  entitled  to  some  weight,  thought  there 
should  be  a  reduction  of  the  postage  on  letters  also.  But 
wts  it  right  to  encumber  this  General  Post  Office  bill,  so 
roluroinous  in  its  detuls,  with  a  separate  and  distinct  pro- 
position? Was  not  the  plan  of  the  gentleman  from  Ken- 
tucky of  sufficient  importance  to  be  brought  forward  in 
«  bill  by  itself  ?  There  was  one  thing  tliat  both  he  and 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  concurred  in.  They  both 
thought  that  the  Post  Office  Department  ought  to  sustain 
itself  from  its  own  resources.  Now,  said  Mr.  G.,  if  you 
t»ke  off  the  revenue  derived  from  the  postage  of  newspa- 
pers, the  bankruptcy  of  the  department  would  be  hazard- 
ed; for,  taking  into  consideration  the  expenses  created  by 
the  netr  routes  established  by  the  present  bill,  there 
would  probably  be  no  surplus  income  as  at  present.  This 
proposition  could  not  cost  less  than  from  one  hundred 
thousand  to  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.  If  you  put  it 
»t  the  lowest  rate,  and  make  it  a  horse  mail  once  a  week, 
■twill  not  cost  less  than  one  hundred  thousand  dollars;  but 
*u  it  expected  that  those  accommodated  by  this  amend- 
ment would  be  satisfied  with  ahorse  mail  once  a  week? 
Mr.  G.  did  not  now  intend  to  give  any  opinion  with  regard 
to  the  propriety  of  taking  the  postage  entirely  off  irom 
newspapers.  He  knew  the  importance  of  inculcating 
cheaply  valuable  information  through  the  country,  and  the 
"leasure  proposed  might,  in  time,  be  safely  adopted,  but 
now,  he  believed,  it  was  premature  to  attempt  it.  It  was 
^Qthatin  England  newspapers  are  transmitted  free  by  the 
'wvemment;  butletit  be  remembered  that  every  printer  of 
>  newspaper  first  puts  down  his  money  in  the  shape  of  a  tax 


on  his  paper,  and  in  this  way  the  Government  b  indemnified 
for  the  cost  of  transporting  them  by  mail.  The  gentleman 
was  mistaken  in  supposing  there  would  be  so  Ivge  a  sur- 
plus fund  as  sixty-two  thousand  dollars  coming  mto  the 
department  the  next  year;  for,  at  first,  inconsequence  criT 
the  extraordiiuiry  expenditure  created  by  the  new  routes, 
nearly  the  whole  of  it  would  be  expended.  According  to 
the  proposition  of  tlie  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  said 
Mr.  G.,  we  shall  subtract  from  the  revenue  of  the  depart- 
ment the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  by  taking 
off  the  postage  from  newspapers;  and  by  the  new  routes 
established  by  the  bill,  we  have  imposed  on  it  an  addition- 
al expense  of  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Here,  then, 
is  at  once  adifference  of  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and 
the  income  of  the  department  is  but  sixty-two  thousand 
dollars  over  the  present  expenses.  There  was  another 
view  of  the  subject.  The  principal  part  of  these  accom- 
modations were  extended  to  tlie  new  States,  (and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  the  first  bill  that  ever  passed  Cong^ress  in 
which  the  West  had  the  advantage.)  New  England  had 
but  a  small  increase  of  post  routes,  and  there  was  but  lit- 
tle additional  accommodation  to  the  Soutli,  both  these  sec- 
tions of  country  having  been  already  provided  for.  Then, 
these  new  routes,  being  principally  in  the  West,  would  be 
unproductive,  because  Uiere  was  but  little  money  in  the 
part  of  the  country  through  which  they  are  to  run.  He 
hoped,  under  all  the  circumstances,  the  Senate  would  not 
prematurely  adopt  this  amendment;  that  they  would  per- 
mit the  subject  to  be  first  considered  by  the  committee, 
and  examined  as  to  how  and  when  it  could  safely  be  carri- 
ed into  effect.  He  would  tell  gentlemen  distinctly,  that, 
if  the  proposition  was  adopted  now,  the  department  would 
not  be  able  to  sustain  itself  for  the  next  year.  Blr.  G. 
then  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  FOOT,  foreseeing  that  this  propoation  would  lead 
to  ^scussion,  and  being  desirous  to  take  up  the  pension 
bill,  moved  to  lay  this  bill  on  the  table,  but  the  motion  was 
rejected-— yeas  15,  nays  16. 

Hr.  CLAYTON  next  addressed  the  Senate  in  support 
of  the  amendment.  He  considered  the  proposition  as  one 
of  great  importance,  calculated  to  produce  the  most  bene- 
ficial results;  and  be  tendered  his  thanks  to  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  for  having  made  it.  In  the  few  remarks 
he  was  about  to  make  in  support  of  the  proportion,  he 
should  say  but  little  in  reference  to  that  part  of  the  dis- 
cussion between  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  and  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  which  related  to  the  ability  of 
the  department  to  sustain  itself  from  its  own  resources, 
after  the  postage  on  newspapers  should  be  abolished,  be- 
cause he  did  not  deem  that  a  matter  of  sufficient  import- 
ance. Both  gentlemen  had  said  that  the  General  Post 
Office  ought  to  sustun  itself  from  its  own  resources,  without 
becomiog  in  any  degree  a  charge  on  the  treasury.  Now, 
tills  was  the  language  of  the  Postmaster  General  himself, 
in  bis  communication  to  the  other  House,  and  it  appeared 
to  be  the  sentiment  throughout  the  country  that  this 
should  be  the  case.  But  it  was  not  true  that  the  Post 
Office  Department  had  sustained  itself  since  Mr.  Barry 
came  into  office.  That  it  was  not  so,  was  susceptible  of 
mathematical  demonstration.  There  was  in  that  depart- 
ment when  Mr.  McLean  went  out  of  office,  a  surplus  fund 
of  two  hundred  and  eighty-nine  thousand  dollars,  which 
was  now  reduced,  as  appeared  by  the  report,  to  two  hun- 
dred and  ten  thousand  dollars;  and  this,  said  Mr.  C,  would 
have  been  all  gone,  had  it  not  been  for  the  assistance  ren- 
dered the  department  by  the  treasury;  for,  if  you  will 
look  at  your  appropriation  bills,  you  will  find  that  the 
sums  appropriated  for  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  de- 
partment from  year  to  year  would  have  absorbed  more 
than  that  sum.  It  did  not  appear,  then,  from  the  docii 
ments,  that  the  post  office  had  sustained  itself  from 
its  own  resources.     The  danger  that  this  diminution  of  the 
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tax  on  the  litenture  of  the  country,  proposed  by  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  will  become  a  charge  on  the 
treasury,  is  urgfed  as  a  stronfp  objection,  without  any  force. 
We  are  engag^ed  now,  said  Mr.  C,  in  plans  for  the  re- 
duction of  ti>«xevenue  down  to  the  wants  of  the  Govem- 
nent.  We  all  a^ee  that  the  revenue  at  present  is  more 
than  is  necessary;  and  we  all  agree  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
duced. Now  it  seems  to  be  a  question  of  peculiar  pro- 
priety, while  we  are  considering  on  what  objects  of  gene- 
ral use  the  taxes  can  most  advantageously  be  reduced, 
that  we  should  take  into  consideration  the  tax  on  news- 
papers, from  which  the  people  derive  their  principal 
information  relative  to  the  progress  of  public  affairs. 
It  is  a  matter  of  no  Importance  to  me,  while  you  draw 
money  from  me  for  support  of  the  Government,  whether 
you  draw  it  in  the  form  of  a  tax  on  newspapers,  or  an^ 
other  article;  but  to  the  great  mass  of  the  people  it  is 
otherwise.  This  was  a  tax,  said  Mr.  C,  which  fell  un- 
justly on  the  poor  man  as  well  as  the  rich;  for,  in  effect, 
the  tax  on  newspapers  was  a  tax  of  fif^  per  cent,  on  the 
ralue  of  the  article.  It  operated  more  unjustly  than  the 
•tamp  duty  in  England  on  newspapers,  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor from  Tennessee  referred,  and  which  was  so  celebrated 
•■  one  of  the  six  acts  that  rendered  the  Castlereagh  ad- 
ministration BO  unpopular.  In  England  there  was  a  cer- 
tain duty  on  newspapers,  and  a  certain  fluty  on  every  ad- 
vertisement inserted  in  them.  He  had  a  copy  of  the  Lon- 
don Courier,  containing  a  statement  made  by  order  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  from  which  the  whole  amount  of  the 
duties  could  be  correctly  ascertained. 

[Mr.  C.  here  read  the  statement,  by  which  it  appeared 
that  the  whole  amount  of  duties  levied  in  England  on 
newspapers,  pamphlets,  and  advertisements,  was  two  mil- 
lion nine  hundred  and  forty-seven  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-eight  dollars.] 

This,  said  Mr.  C,  is  the  whole  amount  of  the  tax  on  the 
press,  imposed  by  one  of  the  celebrated  six  acts  of  the 
Castlereagh  administration,  that  bad  been  denounced  in 
the  British  House  of  Commons  as  one  of  the  most  tyran- 
nical, most  oppressve,  and  most  destructive  to  the  Uber- 
ties  of  the  press,  since  the  act  for  the  censorship  of  the 
press,  which  was  abolished  in  1694.  It  was,  bv  Mr.  Hume, 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  lately  denounced  as  not  less 
QrrannicU  than  those  ordinances  for  which  Chsries  X  was 
burled  from  his  throne.  You  see,  said  Mr.  C.,  the  amount 
of  tax;  and  is  it  not  strange  that  a  people  groaning  under 
so  intolerable  a  load  of  taxation,  should  have  complained 
of  a  tax  of  only  three  millions,  comparatively  so  tri8ing, 
conadering  the  number  and  amount  of  tlie  burdens  im- 
posed on  them?  Mr.  C.  observed  that,  of  the  whole  sum 
of  nearly  three  millions  of  dollars  raised  in  England,  only 
about  live  hundred  thousand  pounds  were  obtained  by  the 
■tamp  tax  on  newspapers  alone ;  and  to  show  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  what  little  merit  there  was  in  the  example 
which  bad  been  referred  to  by  that  gentleman,  he  invited 
his  attention  to  the  odium  with  which  tliat  example  bad 
ever  been  regarded,  small  as  the  tax  appeared  when  com- 
pared with  other  taxes  there,  and  to  toe  bitter  hostility 
with  which  it  was  constantly  assailed  in  England  by  every 
real  friend  to  the  freedom  of  the  press  in  that  country. 

[Mr.  C.  then  proceeded  to  comment  on  the  injustice 
and  inequality  of  the  tax  in  this  country,  in  proportion  to 
the  value  of  the  article,  giving  bis  objections  to  the  im- 
position of  a  tax,  only  one  half  of  which  went  into  the 
revenue,  while  the  other  half  went  to  compensate  the 
deputy  postmasters  for  ccdiecting  it.  It  was  onerous  on 
the  literature  of  the  country,  he  said,  if  we  consider  the 
amount  of  the  tax,  deemed  so  trifling  by  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee;  but,  as  regarded  the  principle,  he  wouldmuch 
prefer  the  British  plan  of  taxation.] 

It  had  been  recently  proposed  in  England  to  adopt  our 
system,  and  tax  the  postage  on  each  newspaper;  but  the 
measure,  which  was  really  advocated  by  no  party,  wwj 


opposed  by  those  who  stood  up  for  the  Uberty  of  ilie 
press,  as  oppressive  and  impolitic,  and  wu  finally  n- 
jected.  [Mr.  C.  then  read  from  one  of  the  EngliahR. 
views  an  article  on  the  subject,  in  which  the  writer,  ate 
exposing  the  oppression  and  injustice  of  the  exittin^tai, 
ends  by  recommending  an  ad  valorem  duty  on  every  ncn. 
paper  issued  from  the  press.]  This,  said  Mr.  C,  wucota- 
dercd  there  as  the  most  equitable  system  of  taxilion;  but 
the  very  one  to  which  we  adhere,  and  which  nerer  vu 
justified,  except  for  the  exigencies  pf  war,  is  viewed  Ig 
England  as  the  most  obnoxious  of  all. 

Mr.  C.  held  it  as  essentially  necessary  for  the  pretend 
tion  of  a  free  press  that  it  should  be  free  from  the  shackkt 
of  Executive  influence  and  Executive  pstroniige.  V)itt, 
said  he,  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  befSire  jaa, 
the  whole  press  of  the  country  on  the  same  footing,  inl 
the  must  etteclual  measures  are  taken  to  remedy  and  pre- 
vent the  evil.  It  could  not  be' denied  that «  peniioned 
press  was  supported  throughout  the  country,  and  pleilgnl 
to  sustain  the  party  in  power.  Such  were  the  dcclan- 
tions  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  who  belong  to 
that  party.  He  would  take  them  on  hii  ugertions,  uid 
put  it  to  die  Senate  whether  it  was  not  time  to  west  the 
abuse.  He  would  not  consume  the  time  of  tlie  Seiutebj 
reading  the  celebrated  report  of  the  Hetrenchment  Com- 
mittee, in  which  the  subsidizing  of  the  press  it  so  itron;ly 
reprobaited,  but  he  would  merely  ask  gentlemen's  itiea- 
tion  to  it,  and  call  upon  them  to  adopt  the  amendment  u 
the  most  effectual  mode  of  suppressing  the  abuses  then- 
port  complained  of.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  hid 
said,  that,  owing  to  the  heavy  tax  on  the  postage  of  netl- 
papers,  a  prebs  could  not  be  sustained  here,  at  the  seit  of 
Government,  without  the  patronage  of  the  Govemmnt 
This,  indeed,  was  a  melancholy  truth,  and  it  was  cquilf 
true  that  a  press  always  would  be  sustained  here  by  ihit 
very  patronage.  In  the  recess  of  Congress,  those  *ho 
have  the  franking  privilege  will,  at  all  times,  as  they  aim}) 
have,  exercise  it  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  themselves 
in  power.  It  b  not  to  be  doubted,  that,  hst  sumocr, 
thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  the  Globe  were  franb 
ed  all  over  the  country;  and  did  not  that  give  to  that  paper 
an  advantage  over  all  others?  Nine  thousand  postmasten 
are  now  scattered  throughout  the  Union,  each  of  v\im 
has  the  privilege  of  sending  without  charge  any  news- 
papers which  sustain  in  power  those  at  whose  will  and 
pleasure  these  post  offices  are  held.  How  many  secieti- 
ries,  auditors,  comptrollers,  and  officers  in  the  post  office 
here,  exercise  this  franking  privilege,  every  year,  to  keep 
themselves  in  power  ?  In  England,  the  crown  is  exempt 
from  taxation;  but  the  privilege  is  odious  there.  Destroy 
the  monopoly  which  is  here  enjoyed  by  the  penaoned 
press,  by  putting  all  the  papers  of  the  country  on  an  eqial 
footing,  and  you  will  do  more  to  remedy  the  evil  than  you 
can  do  in  any  other  way.  Mr.  C.  had  before  referredto 
the  unpopularity  of  Lord  Castlereagh's  admini>itratioii! 
and  he  knew  no  better  cause  for  his  lordship's  cutting  u 
own  throat,  than  the  just  odium  consequent  upon  IM 
celebrated  "  six  acto"  of  1819,  of  which  that  to  1M  the  pre* 
is  one;  and  he  would  now  refer  to  what  was  said  in  Pwl* 
ment,  in  debate,  by  Mr.  Banks,  one  of  its  supporten- 

As  a  specimen  of  the  mode  of  argument  by  wd 
that  bill  was  sustained,  I  give  you  his  words: 

"  It  was  the  duty  of  Parliament— a  presringandimpers- 
live  duty— to  lay  the  axe  at  the  root  of  the  evil,  to  «il>- 
press  the  press — he  meant  the  abuse  of  the  press-«s 
abuse  which,  if  not  suppressed,  would,  ere  long,  ("^ 
throw  every  establishment  in  the  country.  One  gfw 
source  of  the  evil  was  the  extent  to  which  *'".^"'"j 
education  of  the  lower  chuses  had  been  carried,  »» 
which  certainly  tended  to  the  establishment  of  a  sttteM 
society  not  contemplated  in  former  times.  To  '"^ 
tlie  understanding  of  the  people— to  give  """"^P*! 
ties  for  the  reception  of  knowledge,  was  worse  ttan  u"" 


Digitized  by 


Google 


881 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


882 


Max  3,  1832.] 


IfetB^)aper  Po»lag». 


[Sbitati. 


less,  anirss  especi&I  care  was  taken  what  kind  of  know- 
ledge w«s  communicated  to  them." 

Proceeding  to  point  out  erroneous  knowledj^e  is  the 
evil  resulting  from  the  liberty  of  the  press,  he  says: 

**  This  is  the  mischier,  and  it  behooves  the  Legislature 
to  take  p'vat  care  what  issues  from  the  press,  at  a  period 
wrhcn  the  people  at  large  were  so  capable  of  comprehend- 
ing tbe  information,  safutaiy  or  pernicious,  that  was  im- 
parted to  them.  The  existing  situation  of  things  had 
never  befcN«  been  known  in  any  m^  or  coantrr." 

ifo^ir,  said  Mr.  C,  there  was  nothing  parallel  to  this  in 
ttua  country,  and  the  only  question  was,  on  what  princi- 
ple the  tax  on  newspapers,  so  heavy  at  it  was,  could  be 
justified,  unless  it  was  for  the  exigencies  incident  to  a  state 
of  war,  in  which  case,  he  admitted,  extraordinary  taxes  must 
be  levied.  All  agreed  that  our  revenue  is  more  than  is 
wanted;  and  will  you,  said  he,  establish  the  principle  that 
it  is  rigtkt  to  draw  rerenue  from  such  a  source,  unless  for 
the  emei^nciesof  the  Government?  Look  tothe  princi- 
ple itiTolred,  said  he,  for  the  day  may  come  when  more 
dangers  will  result  from  it  than  from  the  celebrated  stamp 
tax  before  referred  to.  Let  us  look  at  things  as  they  exist, 
and  sec  the  connexion  between  the  post  office  and  the 
press,  and  how  that  department  possesses  the  power  to 
control  and  corrupt  it.  Without  calling  the  attention  of 
die  Senate  to  any  particular  case,  it  was  sufficient  for  his 
purpose  to  point  out  in  what  way  the  department  pos- 
■esaed  this  power.  First,  by  appointing  printers  to  ofnce. 
Tbia  was  not  now  unfiuhionable,  though  contrary  to  the 
principles  of  the  JefPersonian  school.  He  faund,  in  look- 
ing- into  the  memoirs  of  that  great  man,  that,  on  the  14th 
May,  IBOl,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Macon,  he  says:  "Avery 
early  recommendation  had  been  given  to  the  Postmaster 
General  to  employ  no  printer  in  any  of  his  officesi"  and 
be  elsewhere  directs  that  no  printer  shall  have  any  con- 
nexion with  the  post  office — "  not  even  so  much  as  to  carry 
the  mail."  That  was  the  Jeffersonian  creed.  The  depart- 
ment then  had  this  power  of  appointing  printers  to  omce. 
Odier  gentlemen  could  tell  how  many  printers  had  re- 
ceiTcd  appointments;  he  could  not,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  meddle  vrith  the  question;  it  was  enough  that  the  de- 
partment had  the  power.  Secondly,  the  department  could 
give  great  advantages  to  its  friends  over  its  foes  in  a  variety 
oTirays.  Tbe  chief  of  the  department  makes  all  mail  con- 
tracts, after  publicly  advertising  the  contracts  to  the  low- 
est bidder.  Now,  if  you  will  look  at  the  report  of  the 
eofninittee  of  the  Senate  of  the  last  session,  you  will 
find  that  there  were  no  less  than  eighty-three  contracts, 
in  -which  the  worst  bids  for  tbe  Government  were  ac- 
cepted. 

It  might  be  worth  while  for  one  anxious  to  learn  how 
tbe  department  possessed  the  power  to  do  mischief,  to 
ioolc  at  tbe  reports  of  the  select  committee  of  tbe  Senate 
last  year,  stating  the  &cts  they  obtained  before  they  re- 
sisted in  their  inquiry,  luider  the  pretext  tiiat  they  could 
disclose  impeachable  matter,  and  inquire  why  A  or  B 
were  preferred  to  C  or  D.  In  a  great  majority  of  cases, 
sa3rs  the  department,  the  "  lowest  bids  were  refused,  be- 
cause the  parties  making  them  were  not  sufficiently 
known,  or  sufficiently  recommended."  But  I  will  put  it 
to  the  Senate,  if  there  is  a  better  mode  of  favoring  nivor- 
ites  than  this.  An  allegation  of  that  kind  is  one  that  can 
always  eanly  be  made,  and  hardly  be  put  down.  A  man  may 
bare  fifty  letters  from  the  most  respectable  persons,  and 
yet  he  told  that  he  is  not  sufficiently  known  or  recom- 
mended. The  department  may  also  grant  extra  pay  to 
&.vorite  contlCctors.  Mr.  C.  then  referred  to  another 
mode  in  which  the  department  was  liable  to  commit 
abases.  There  was  no  detail  given,  nqr  ever  had  been, 
at  tbe  incidental  expenses  of  that  department  Tou  have, 
said  he,  their  "contingent  expenses,"  for  which  you 
make  annual  appropriations;  but  their  "incidenbd  ex- 
petiaes^  were  notdenayed  out  of  approptiationi^  but  oat 
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of  the  funds  of  the  department,  and  were  never  known. 
But  last  year,  the  committee  did  get  some  information  with 
respect  to  them.  They  heard  that  thev  varied  from  thirty 
thousand  to  one  hundred  thousand  dollars.  Mr.  C.  then 
read  from  the  report  showing  what  the  incidental  expenses 
of  the  department  were;  and  went  on  to  show  how  the 
department  had  it  in  its  power  to  make  an  improper  use 
of  this  fimd.  By  looking  at  this  statement,  it  would  be 
found  that  thousands  were  paid  away  to  agents  employed 
by  the  department  in  riding  through  the  Union,  for  what 
purpose  he  knew  not,  nor  bad  the  committee  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  But  there  wasanotber  way  in  which 
some  of  this  money  had  been  expended.  He  recollected 
seeing  it  stated,  last  summer,  that  a  printer  named  Sha-- 
drach  Penn  had  been  sending  two  or  three  bushels  of  docu- 
ments through  the  Western  country,  in  defence  of  the 
Post  Office  Department)  and,  on  looking  at  the  report, 
he  found  that  the  man  had  not  been  working  for  nothing; 
he  had  been  pwd,  out  of  this  incidental  fund,  about  twelve 
thousand  dollars;  and  for  what?  They  say  for  printing 
blanks  for  the  department — may  be  so.  it  might  idl  be 
right;  for  he  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  matter  was 
not  susceptible  of  satis&ctoty  expUnation;  though  itis  i«d 
this  man  edits  a  paper  in  Louisville,  Kentucky,  strongly 
supporting  the  hand  that  feeds  him:  he  had  merely  called 
the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  and  the  like  cases,  to 
show  that  this  department  possessed  the  power  to  subsi- 
dize and  pension  the  press  more  than  any  other  depart- 
ment in  the  Government.  While  there  were  constant 
struggles  in  our  legislative  balls  to  contr<d  and  prevent  tbe 
expenditures  of  money,  the  Post  Office  Department  had 
the  power  to  make  these  incidental  expenditures  without 
control,  and  without  being  subj  ect  to  any  check  whatever. 
Mr.  C.  then  entered  into  various  arguments  in  support  of 
the  amendment,  showing  the  benefiu  that  would  result 
from  the  free  and  cheap  circulation  of  intelligence,  and 
the  abuses  that  would  be  corrected  by  taking  away  the 
power  of  giving  a  favored  paper  the  advantage  in  its  cir- 
culation. By  adopting  the  am'endment  of  the  Seiutor 
from  Kentucky,  aU  the  papers  would  be  put  on  one  foot- 
ing, and  the  press  which  is  acting  on  principle  will  be  as 
fairly  sustained  as  the  press  that  is  pensioned.  He  had 
referred  to  Mr.  Jefierson;  and  so  long  as  tus  doctrines 
were  considered  as  orthodox,  they  would  sustain  the 
gentleman  fh>m  Kentucky  in  the  measure  he  had  pro- 
posed. Tliere  were  party  considerations  which  he  would 
not  enter  into;  but  there  were  others,  not  connected  with 
party,  that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  Mr.  C.  here  enlarged  on  the  unequal  operation 
of  the  tax  on  newspapers,  flavoring  large  cities,  tothe  pre- 
judice of  the  smaller  towns  and  villages;  and  showed  that 
the  fiirmers,  the  yeomanry  of  the  country,  were  the  peo- 
ple, above  all  others,  that  the  Legisbture  ought  to  be  the 
most  anxious  to  enlighten.  He  referred  to  the  message 
of  President  Washington,  strongly  recommending  a  mea- 
sure similar  to  the  one  under  consideration;  and  reviewed 
the  calculations  and  estimates  made  by  Messrs.  Bibb  and 
GacxDT,  in  order  to  show  that  the  funds  of  the  depart- 
ment ought  to  be  sufficient  to  sustain  it,  though  he  ad- 
mitted that  it  had  been  so  administered  as  to  sink  tbe 
avaihble  funds  g^reatly  below  their  amount  on  the  4tb  of 
March,  1839,  and  below  what  they  would  be  under  a  dif- 
ferent management  of  those  lUnds.  At  present,  the  de- 
partment was  a  charge  on  the  treasury,  and  it  would  be  so 
while  appropriations  to  the  amount  of  eighty  thousand 
dollars  were  to  be  bad  for  the  asking,  as  was  the  case  last 
year.  Under  these  circumstances,  Uie  pretext  for  defeat- 
ing this  most  salutary  measure  was  not  to  be  regarded  as 
of  any  weight.  The  only  question  ought  to  be  whether  the 
press  of  the  counby  was  a  proper  subject  of  taxation  in 
this  form,  and  at  this  period,  when  an  extenmve  reduction 
of  the  revenue  was  determined  upon.  General  Washing- 
ton, even  while  earnestly  recommending  measures  for  the 
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increue  of  the  revenue,  had  pressed  upon  Congress  the 
sbolition  of  the  postage. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  submitted  the  following  amendment: 

And  that  the  following  rates  of  postage  shall  be  charged 
upon  a  single  letter  or  sheet,  not  exceeding  40  miles  8  cts. 

Over  40,  not  exceeding  90  10 

80,  do  ,  150  13i 

150,  do  300  ir 

300,  do  500  30 

500,  25 

in  lieu  of  the  present  rates  of  postage,  being  the  same  rates 
of  postage  as  existed  by  law  prior  to  tlie  year  1816. 

Mr.  F.  said  he  would  make  but  one  remark  in  re- 
lation to  the  propoution  he  had  submitted.  It  would  be 
recollected  that  the  rates  of  postage  on  letters  were 
raised  to  the  present  amount  It  was  his  object  to  re- 
duoe  them  now  to  what  they  stood  at  that  time.  The 
present  rates,  he  sud,  were  war  rates;  for  they  had  been 
raised  to  their  present  height  to  help  out  the  expenses 
growing  out  of  the  war)  and  as  there  was  now  no  reason 
K>r  retaining  tlus  high  tax,  be  tliought  a  part  of  it  ought 
to  be  taken  off.  The  tax  on  letters,  be  aud,  operated  as 
heavily  as  the  tax  on  newspapers.  It  was  peculiarly 
severe  on  the  people  in  the  section  of  tlie  country  he 
came  from,  who  corresponded  to  a  considerable  extent 
with  their  relatives,  so  many  of  whom  had  emigrated  to 
the  Western  country. 

FuDiT,  Hat  4. 
FRENCH  COIXE6E. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  postpone  the  previoiu  orders, 
and  take  up  the  bill  to  grant  a  township  of  land  to  the 
French  college  at  St.  Louis;  which  was  agreed  to.  j 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  objected  to  the  bill,  because  it 
went  to  sustain  a  French  establishment;  and  it  had  been 
die  policy  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  and  it  was  a  wise  policy,  to 
endeavor  to  amalgamate  the  French  population  in  lan- 
guage, habits,  and  laws,  with  tlie  population  of  American 
origin.  He  did  not  therefore  see  the  propriety  of  grant- 
ing lands  to  a  foreign  establishment,  by  means  of  which 
that  policy  would  be  thwarted. 

On  his  motion,  the  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 
TARIFF  AND  PDBLIC  lANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  gave  notice  that  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  having  reported  on  all  the  great  subjects 
referred  to  them,  and  having  given  full  time  for  the  Se- 
nate to  examine  their  several  reports,  he  should  ask  the 
Senate,  on  Tuesday  next,  to  enter  into  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  to  divide  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  or 
the  other  bills,  whichever  the  Senate  might  deem  most 
advisable. 

Mr.  KING  asked  if  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  pro- 
posed to  take  up  the  bill  relative  to  tlie  public  lancU  with 
a  view  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  it  was  not  his  intention  to  make 
such  a  motion.  He  would  be  happy  to  have  the  views  of 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  members  of  that  committee  would  favor  the 
Senate  with  them  in  some  form. 

Mr.  KING  replied  that,  in  such  a  case,  he  should  em- 
brace the  first  opportunity  to  move  that  the  bill  be  taken 
up,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands;  in 
order  that  a  fair  report  might  be  made  on  the  subject 
He  hoped  such  an  opportunity  would  offer  before  Tuesday. 

Mi',  clay  said  that  there  had  been  many  important 
duties  confided  to  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures.  They 
were  duties  of  an  arduous  character,  not  sought  for  by  the 
committee,.and  entered  upon  by  them  with  great  reluc- 
tance. At  the  order  of  the  Senate,  however,  they  had 
gone  into  the  consideration  of  the  several  subjects,  and 
ad  reported  bills  on  three  important  points.  Above  five, 
nearly  six  months  had  now  «:lap9ed  of  the  session,  and  no 


one  of  the  subjects  which  had  so  generally  and  deepl; 
agitated  the  country  had  yet  been  disposed  of;  indeed,  time 
seemed  to  be  nothing  like  even  an  approximation  tot  con- 
clusion. I'he  committee  having  dischaiged  their  oneran 
duties,  and  relieved  themselves  of  their  responsibilitjr,  be 
was  glad  to  hear  the  chairman  express  his  wlUinpiea  to 
take  up  any  one  of  the  bills  for  discusuon.  He  hopni 
that  one  of  them  would  be  taken  up,  discussed,  tnd  gone 
through,  in  order  to  quiet,  as  far  as  possible,  u  &r  as  i 
decision  of  that  body  could  quiet,  the  disturbed  feelingof 
the  country.  He  was  wiUing  to  take  up  either  of  the 
subjects.  So  was  the  chairman,  and  so  was  every  nen- 
her  of  the  committee:  and  it  had  been  staled  that  if  thut 
was  a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  the  lands  bill 
would  be  taken  up.  Nothing  had  as  yet  been  done  in  the 
way  of  examinadon  of  that  bUI.  The  Senate,  in  its  cor. 
porate  capacity,  had  not  acted  on  it,  or  even  looked  isu 
it.  Yet  the  gentleman  iirom  Alabama  took  fire  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  chairman,  and  stated  his  desire  to  hue  I 
fair  report  on  the  subject.  What  wu  this  but  to  impute 
unfairness  to  what  had  not  been  examined?  To  wbooi  vn 
the  report  unfair'  In  what  was  it  unfair'  Wuitun&ir 
to  the  new  States?  Was  it  unfair  to  the  old  Statu'  To 
whom  was  it  unfair?  It  was  always  easier  to  nuke  tbin 
to  substantiate  accusation.  He  wishedtheSeDatorfrmiAh- 
bama  would  point  out  where  the  report  was  unfair.  If  he 
could  do  that,  then  there  would  be  just  reason  for  com- 
plunt  But  against  this  indiscriminating  war&rc  on  s 
measure  which  had  been  reported  on  the  respoosibilit; 
of  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  he  must  enter  his  solcma 
protest 

He  wished  to  see  the  bill  relative  to  the  tarifi]  reported  i 
by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  by  the  side  of  the 
draught  communicated  by  the  Executive  Department  He 
desired,  he  ardently  wished,  and,  were  it  proper  tossy 
so,  he  would  challenge  a  comparison  between  thet»o 
projects.  In  reference  to  the  lands  bill,  he  did  not  see 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  views  of  the  Commiltee 
on  Public  Lands,  it  was  necessary  to  refer  it  to  Uiem  ia  > 
formal  manner.  Hehadnorecollectionof  suchacoursem 
parliamentary  history,  where  a  bill  reported  by  a  stsadiag 
committee  was  thus  taken  out  of  their  hands,  and  rciemd 
to  a  different  committee— and  for  what?  That  the  other 
committee  miglit  present  different  and  opponte  views  o 
the  subject.  What  then  would  follow?  If  thissecood 
committee  presented  other  views,  the  subject  might  be 
sent  to  a  third  committee.  What  did  gentlemen  intetd 
to  do?  What  course  did  they  mean  to  pursue  ss to  the 
disposal  of  this  great  national  property?  The  Committee 
on  Public  Lan&  were  fully  competent  to  present  their 
views  on  the  subject  Did  they  wish  to  reduce  tlie  pnce 
of  public  hinds?  Let  them  propose  it.  Did  they  wi*'» 
surrender  them  to  the  States?  Let  them  propose  it  Tliese 
propositions  would  be  in  no  way  incompatible  with  the  «»i- 
sideration  of  the  report  If  they  desired  to  amend  the  Wl, 
let  them  prepare  their  amendment,  and  lay  it  on  the  tsbUi 
let  be  printed  and  seen.  If  they  had  an  argumeotstive  re- 
port, let  it  be  prepared,  exhibited,  and  cu<:ul«ted.  « 
was  wiUing  to  vote  for  the  printing  of  10,000, 20,000,  »n; 
number  of  such  a  document,  when  it  sliould  be  presented. 
But  he  could  not  sit  still  in  his  pUce,  and  hear  the  reite* 
tion,  again  aiid  again,  that  tlie  Committee  on  Manufiictu*' 
had  presented  an  unfair  report.  ■  ,n, 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  now  take  «P  ™'''* 
in  order  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Public  U«d«,iiw 
tlie  motion  was  negatived — ^yeas  17,  nays  21. 

POSTAGES  AND  THE  POST  ofrlCE. 

The  Senate  tlien  again  took  up  the  bill  to  establish  <»• 
tain  post  roads  and  discontinue  others.  .      i 

Mr.  FOOT  then  withdrew  his  amendment  <!?f*^ 
the  reduction  of  letter  postage,  as  he  did  not  wua  jo 
barrass  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  firom  Kentufsj'' 
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Hr.  6BUNDY  resamed  his  oppMition  to  the  araend- 
aentf  Mid  spoke  for  nearly  two  hours,  to  show  the  inabi- 
Ihjr  of  the  department  to  meet  the  loss  of  revenue  which 
gnnt  be  the  consequence  of  the  adoption  of  the  aroend- 
SKut.  He  stated  that  he  had  underrated  the  additional 
expen^ture  which  would  be  caused  to  the  department  by 
the  passage  of  this  bill.  He  had  obscTTed,  yesterday, 
tktt  the  amount  might  be  taken  at  not  less  than  a  horse 
nail  once  a  week  for  each  of  the  30,000  miles,  and  that, 
oliiniting  the  expense  of  this  mail  at  €ve  dollars  a  mile, 
the  aggregate  would  be  100,000  doiUrs  added  to  the  an- 
Mui  expenditure.  In  reference  to  the  report  of  the  ,de- 
partiaent,  be  found  that  a  horse  mail  had  always  cost 
elettn  dollars  instead  of  five  dollars  a  mile,  consequently 
the  additioaal  expenditure  caused  by  the  hill  would  be 
330,000  instead  of  100,000  dollars.  He  thought  that  the 
pn^xnition  was  of  too  much  importance  to  be  engrafted 
on  this  bin,  and  that  it  should  be  presented  in  a  distinct 
fom  and  a  separate  bill.  He  repeated  his  objections  to 
uabolilion  of  the  postage  on  foreign  papers,  as  it  would 
dotroy  those  village  journals  which  are  supported  by  the 
domestic  industry  of  the  State,  and  would  bring  bank- 
niptcjr  on  the  department. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  felt  some  commiseration  for  the 
SoHitorfrom  Tennessee,  [Ur.  Gbckdt,]  for  he  appeared 
to  trgue  all  along  as  if  he  was  conscious  that  he  was  on 
(he  vnng  side.  I  never  knew  him,  said  Mr.  H.,  labor  so 
lord  to  midce  out  even  a  plausible  case.  He  went  round 
ind  round  the  subject,  as  though  afraid  to  touch  it,  and 
in  this  be  proved  his  prudence,  foi',  in  truth,  the  wider 
lie  was  from  it,  the  better  his  speech.  But,  after  all,  said 
Mr.  H.,  it  was  a  verj-  good  speech,  and  ought  to  be  pre- 
served, from  motives  of  economy — for  it  wiU  fit  any  other 
wbjectas  well  as  this,  to  say  the  least.  Now,  sir,  to 
have  ittch  a  speech  on  hand,  when  time  presses,  or  ideas 
iKKarce,  is  a  stock  In  trade,  a  reserved  fund,  which  may 
(enretosave  a  man  from  bankruptcy.  And  should  we 
tare  it  again,  before  the  session  closes,  in  some  form  or 
other,  it  will  not  be  matter  of  surprise.  The  object  of 
the  Senator  appearing  to  be  not  so  much  to  prove  that 
the  repeal  of  the  postage  on  newspapers  would  be  impro- 
per, u  to  sustain  the  Post  OlBce  Department  against  cer- 
tsia  charges  under  which  it  has  labored  since  an  examina- 
lioa  of  h^  session. 

The  Senator  even  upbraids  us  for  attempting  to  dimin- 
iihthe  liuids  of  a  department,  which  last  winter  we  stated 
lo  be  on  the  verge  of  bankruptcy.  It  may  be  that  this 
Apartment  has  profited  by  the  scrutiny  of  last  winter,  and 
l>u  oomequently  indulg^  in  less  prodigality.  It  may  be 
t^t  new  &ciUties  have  produced  Mditional  mcome.  But 
K  its  management  wliat  it  may;  let  its  funds  be  inade- 
quite  to  its  purposes,  still,  if  this  tax  on  newspapers  is  un- 
wpal,  nnjust,  and  impolitic,  repeal  it,  I  say,  and  supply 
the  deficiency  from  the  treasury. 

But  is  not  this  reproach  upon  us,  even  if  just,  a  two- 
n^ed  sword,  cutting  the  advocates  as  well  as  the  oppos- 
en  of  this  department?  The  Seiuitor  states  that  the  mi- 
nority of  the  Committee  of  Inquiry  (the  Senator  from 
DeUwB*,  and  myself)  insisted  that  the  fiinds  of  the  de- 
pwtment  were  inadequate,  and  had  been  wantonly  wasted. 
We  reply  that  the  majority  of  the  committee,  and  espe- 
osUy  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  insisted,  and  strenuously 
l^Kttl,  that  they  were  ample  and  superabundant,  and  he 
»  BOW  afraid  to  dispense  with  #106,000,  lest  this  veiy 
nourishing  department  should  become  bankrupt.  If  thtt 
"im  cannot  be  dispensed  with,  when  there  was  a  surplus 
"Bxl,  on  Mr.  McLean's  leaving  the  office,  of  more  than 
Jfee  hundred  thousand  dolhu«,  there  has  been  gross  pro- 
■V^dity  somewhere.  Besides,  while  boasting  of  the  flou- 
™«ngeoi>dition  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  hist  winter, 
yo«  contrived,  nevertheless,  to  slip  into  the  general  ap- 
propriation biU  for  itt  benefit  about  (30,000  over  and 
"We  the  ordinary  aUowance.     With  all  these  facifities. 


and  the  income  of  new  routes,  and  the  surplus  on  hand,  it 
seems  strtinge,  indeed,  that  this  paltry  sum  cannot  be  spar- 
ed. Indeed,  you  admit  a  surplus  now  of  ^10,000;  and  pray,' 
why  hot  spare  half  of  this?  It  is  said  that  the  new  routes  pro- 
posed by  this  bill  will  cost  #60,000.  Beitso,-andyouwiU 
then  have  asurplus  quite  sufficient.  But  your  new  routes 
will  not  commence  until  January,  1833,  and  no  expense 
consequently  for  the  first  six  months — and  will  these  new 
routes  yield  no  profits?  Sir,  take  the  Senator's  own  pre- 
mises, "and  the  newspaper  postage  is  totally  unnecesniy. 
But  the  Senator  assumes  that  to  repeal  the  postage  is 
to  ta%the  people — a  very  extraordinary  proposition,  and 
one  which  would  extort  a  smile  from  a  verj? grave  sort  of 
a  man.  From  what  sort  of  premises,  or  by  what  kind  of 
calculation,  he  comes  to  this  conclusion,  I  am  utterly  at  a 
loss  to  perceive.  Every  man  who  pays  one  cent  on  each 
paper  coming  from  any  place  within  the  State,  or  within 
one  hundred  miles,  knows  full  well  that  fur  two  papers  each 
week  he  pays  a  tax  of  #1  04  per  year,  and  for  mmt  re- 
mote papers  #1  56  per  year.  Now,  if  this  transportation 
costs  nothing,  why  does  he  not  gain  annually  fl  04  in  the 
one  case,  and  #1  56  in  the  other?  Will  the  editors  of 
newspapers  charge  these  sums  to  their  customers,  and 
pocket  this  gain  to  themselves?  Not  so.  Repeal  the 
postage,  and  more  papers  will  be  taken,  the  demand  will 
increase  with  the  Acility,  a  competition  among  printers 
will  keep  down  the  prices,  they  can  afford  to  sell  cheaper 
because  they  sell  morej  and  whoever  takes  a  newspaper 
will  save  the  whole  amount  of  the  postage.  Now,  among 
people  in  the  country,  this  is  no  small  aHair.  A  &rmer 
can  pay  for  his  paper  in  woo<l,  lumber,  and  proviaons, 
which  he  can  well  spare,  without  feeling  it  But  the  post- 
age is  cash,  and  many  can  more  easily  pay  two  dollars  for 
their  paper  than  one  dollar  for  the  postage.  I  appeal  to 
every  man  who  takes  a  village  or  country  paper,  for  the 
truth  of  what  I  have  stated. 

But  the  Senator  contends  that  if  you  repeal  this  postage 
you  encourage  papers  from  abroad,  or  fbreig^i  pv 
pers,  as  he  terms  them,  at  the  expense  and  discourage- 
ment of  those  in  our  own  vicinity.  Now,  how  is  this?  In 
my  view,  the  postage  on  the  ftHiner  is  now  less  than  that 
on  the  Utter.  You  take  a  semi-weekly  paper  from  abroad, 
from  Washington,  for  example,  and  it  costs  you  five  dol- 
lars— you  would  not  take  one  which  would  cost  less — the 
postage  is  #1  56  per  year.  You  take  one  withm  your  own 
State,  which  would  coat  you  #2  50,  or  near  home,  and  iu 
postage  isfl  04t  so  that  the  domestic  paper  pays  now  the 
hi^est  tax,  and  in  the  same  proportion  wouM  be  rdieved 
by  the  repeal. 

Apprehending^  that  a  repeal  of  the  postage  would  en- 
courage the  foreign  at  the  expense  of  the  domestic  news- 
paper, the  Senator  would  retain  it,  as  a  protection  to  the 
domestic  product.  Very  well!  His  conclumon  would 
be  sound  were  his  premises  true;  and  we  congratulate  the 
friends  of  the  »  American  system,"  that  the  Senator  ha* 
come  over.  It  is  certainly  a  great  acquisition  to  thdr 
strength,  and  indicates,  moreover,  that  the  administration 
with  whom  that  Senator  stands  well,  is  also  inclining  this 
way.  This  is,  indeed,  a  strong  indication)  for,  if  the  Se- 
nator would  discriminate  in  fiivor  of  a  State  ag^nst  other 
States  or  Territories,  he  would  much  more  aid  and  en- 
courage domestic  against  foreigfn  productions.  This  is  a 
change,  as  interesting  as  it  is  sudden  and  unexpected.  I 
I  have  before  roe  his  speech  on  the  tariff,  in  which  he  ^>eal» 
of  his  own  opinions  and  those  of  the  Premdent,  and  indi- 
cates that  these  opinions  are  different.  The  Presdent  u 
for  "  a  judicious  twiff."  Now,  a  judicious  tariff  is  «jp- 
I  posed  to  mean  whatever  shall  suit  the  time  or  place.  That 
'  which  would  be  "judicious"  north  of  "  Mason  and  Dix- 
'on's  line,"  would  be  very  "injudicious"  to  the  south  of 
!  it,  and  so  etee  vena.  Indeed,  the  President's  notion  of  "  a 
judicious  tarifT'  seems  to  be  that  be  should  be  as  equivo- 
|oaI  and  mysterious  on  the  subject  as  possible,  until  after 
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the  next  election.    We  hope,  however,  that  the  Senator's  to  penonal  partialities  and  local  interest»^8oiidi  CmE- ' 


conversion  is  sincere,  and  will  be  permanent.     With  his 
'  talents  and  his  influence  with  tlie  people  and  the  ExecatiTe, 
his  chang^e  is  certainly  matter  of  much  congratulation. 

^till  we  must  be  allowed  to  express  our  belief  that  in 
the  present  case  he  makes  a  very  bad  application  of  the 
protective  system.  It  seems  to  me  it  has  been  proved 
that  the  repeal  °  would  be  most  favorable  to  the  local  or 
villa^  papers.  I  confess  that  the  objection  was  more 
puenle  and  less  statesmanlike  than  any  I  had  ever  heard 
from  that  Senator;  that  tlie  premises  were  untrue,  and,  if 
true,  the  conclusion  would  have  been  totally  unsound. 
Newspaper  information  should  be  selected  or  manufactur- 
ed at  home,  by  the  neighborhood  editors,  and  served  up 
to  the  neighbors  as  shall  suit  their  tastes  or  appetites! 
One,  and  a  principal  object  of  a  newspaper,  I  Iiad 
thought,  is  to  convey  news.  News  must  from  its  nature 
be  foreign,  or  come  from  abroad.  Does  the  Senator  mean 
that  tltis  also  should  be  of  domestic  growth  or  manufac- 
ture, lest  the  foreign  should  pervert  or  corrupt  the  minds 
of  the  people.'  The  idea  that  news  should  not  come  to 
the  people  from  abroad,  or,  if  it  does,  that  it  should  be  first 
fashioned,  fitted,  and  pruned  by  a  villa^  editor,  before 
it  would  be  safe  for  the  people  to  see  it,  is  a  caprice  so 
bordering  on  the  ridiculous,  that  I  can  hardly  treat  it 
seriously. 

And  n  to  the  political  matters  usually  discussed  in  news- 
papers, is  it  insisted  that  these  shall  be  local?  Would  the 
Senator  circulate  local  or  State  politics  only.'  M'ould  he 
inculcate  a  clannish  spirit,  magnifying  State  rights  and  in- 
stitutions, and  ezcluaing  every  thing  federal  or  national? 
Why  should  not  hi«  constituents  have  an  equal  chance  to 
learn  the  national  doctrines  emanating  from  this  city,  as 
tbelocalinterestsand  principles  of  their  own  State.'  While 
our  Government  remains  what  it  is,  instruction  upon  both 
these  points  is  essential  to  preserve  the  bslance  and  per- 
petuate the  Union.  But  if  his  fear  of  distant  newspapers 
were  well  grounded,  why  not  repeal  the  postage  on  the 
domestic,  or  those  in  the  vicinity,  and  let  the  rest  remain ' 
This  would  be  acting  up  to  the  argument — here  the  pro 
feasion  and  practice  would  concur.  But  nothing  of  this 
is  proposed,  and  &Ise  alarm  is  sounded  that  the  small  edi- 
tors are  in  danger,  when  the  very  protection  which  they 
want  is  denied  them.  But  do  not  these  editors  understand 
their  own  interests?  Do  they  believe  that  to  repeal  the 
postage  is  taxing  them  ?  Sir,  among  the  l9cal  editors,  so 
liir  as  1  can  learn,  there  is  but  one  opinion,  and  that  is  in 
ftvor  of  the  repeal.  They  know  full  well  that  in  no  sense, 
shape,  or  form,  can  this  tax  benefit  them.  Still  this  is  but 
a  small  branch  of  the  subject  It  is  not  the  interests  of 
editors  which  we  are  to  consult  chiefly.  Newspapers 
•bould  be,  and  without  pensions  and  patronage  would  be, 
valuable,  easy,  and  reasonable  means  of  instruction,  cal- 
culated to  teach  the  people  their  rights,  and  bow  to  pre- 
serve tbem.  Introduce  a  iiur  and  active  competition  in 
the  profesuon,  and  among  the  diflerent  partisans,  allow- 
ing no  advantage  to  no  one  which  is  withheld  from  the 
others,  and  the  sources  and  cbanneb  of  information 
will  become  purified  by  a  wholesome  and  salutary  action 
and  reaction. 

This  would  be  especially  exemplified  in  the  competition 
between  distant  and  neighborhood  papers.  That  both 
have  different  offices  to  perform,  we  have  shown.  There 
will  and  sliould  be  local  partialities  and  interests  to  be  sustain' 
ed;  and  it  is  no  less  true  that  it  is  the  essence  of  our  Govern- 
ment that  these  must  yield,  in  a  measure,  to  motives  of 
general  policy.  Without  such  views,  inculcated  by  such 
means,  each  State  would  very  soon  become  clanniMi,  and 
regardless  of  all  interest  but  her  own, 'and  nulUfication  as 
now  professed  in  some  of  the  States  would  be  practised 
in  sU.  Confine  each  State  to  its  own  roads  and  its  own  poli- 
tics, and  your  Union  would  exhibit  the  roost  ridiculous 
absurdity  of  clashing  and  discordant  views,  each  clinging 


na,  Calhoun  and  cotton — Tennessee,  Jackson,  cotton  ad 
wool — Missouri,  lead  and  JohnKm — Kentucky,  Chf  and 
cotton  baggingi — Virginia,  Barbour  and  tobacco-Pent, 
sylvania,  iron  and  WUkins — New  York,  "  spoils  of  victo- 
ry" of  every  sort— Hassachus^tU  and  other  New  Eaghnl 
States,  Clay,  cotton  factories,  and  codfish — and  so  on,  aid 
so  forth.  Sir,  without  concert,  the  wheels  would  stop; 
and  without  information,  general  ••  well  as  local,  yon  ntrtr 
could  act  in  concert  We  have  a  striking  iflustrttim 
before  us,  in  the  splendid  convention  nowheMintbiicit}', 
of  young  men,  their  country's  fondest,  bri^test  hopa. 
It  is  to  effect  this  very  concert  on  a  great  nationil  object, 
that  they  have  assembled  finm  all  parts  of  tills  vast  coo- 
try,  to  interchange  sentiments,  mingle  feelinga,  surrender 
attachments,  sacrifice  prejudices,  and  compromise  egg. 
fticting  interests,  fw  the  general  good.  Ibytbe  remit 
of  their  labors  prove  the  lasting  honor,  liberty,  aodnniin 
of  our  countr}-. 

Is  it  not  pMsible,  mr,  that  this  averaon  to  iSslant  newi. 
papers,  so  sensitively  expressed  by  the  Senator  fton  Tea- 
nessee,  may  arise  from  a  morbid  sensibility?  Hayheait, 
at  tliis  time,  be  a  littie  hallucinated?  It  may  be  tint,* 
this  time,  newspapers  at  home  may  serve  him  better  than 
those  from  abriHul.  An  election,  interesting  to  bim  as  *dl 
as  to  us  all,  is  soon  to  be  held  in  his  State,  in  which  it  may 
be  apprehended  that  a  certain  **  malign  influence"  btre 
may  operate  to  counteract  a  wholesome  local  infliiciice 
there,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  public  interest  and  wcl&re. 
If  he  can  be  governed  at  all  by  such  apprehensions,  it  nqr 
account,  in  some  measure,  for  his  strange  antipathv  to  &• 
tant  newspaper*,  and  bis  verj'  extraordinary  Ktr  (apM 
all  reason)  that  the  repeal  of  the  postage  will  be  ado- 
sively  prejudicial  to  those  that  tre  local. 

The  Senator  supposes  another  danger  growinr  oot  rf 
this  repeal;  and  what  is  it?  The  United  States'  Btnknigkt 
profit  by  it  to  influence  the  pressi  Though  this  bank  ii 
made  the  "  bugbear,"  the  "raw  bead  and  bloody  bowa" 
for  almost  every  thing,  yet  it  would  require  an  extisotfr 
nary  stretch  of  a  very  elastic  imagination  to  conceive  ho» 
a  repeal  of  tiie  postage  on  newspapers  would  gi»f  t»aiy 
bank  an  influence  over  the  press.  It  would  seem  tone 
that  the  cheaper  you  make  newspapers,  the  P**^'  "f" 
diffuaion,  and  consequently  the  less  danger  of  their  beinj 
bought  up  auid  perverted,  and  thus  bestowed  on  the  peopt 
to  corrupt  them.  A  bank,  to  corrupt  public opiniso  by* 
press,  must  be  able  to  control  the  circulation  and  the eoo- 
tente.  If  other  papers,  free  from  a  corrupt  influenc*,  ait 
easily  and  cheaply  obtained,  most  assuredly  the  pourted 
papers  would  be  m  leas  demand  and  circuladon. 

If  you  would  put  it  in  the  p*wer  of  a  bank  or  th*  Go- 
vernment to  circuUte  their  own  infonsation  for  thor  «» 
purposes,  make  newspapers  generally  asscaree  sndasaJ. 
ficuR  of  attainment  as  possible.  If  you  would  Ji«  « 
the  public  information  to  pervert  or  corrupt  tbeffsmxtt, 
let  all  other  information  on  the  same  subject  be  «ip- 
pressed.  .  ,  j 

Now,  should  a  banking  corporation,  with  a  e^P"*^ 
$35,000,000,  design  to  operate  upon  public  opinion,  ana 
to  tills  end  purchase  the  principal  presses  of  the  f^"^ 
woukl  a  cent  or  a  cent  and  a  half  postage  sa  «V*  PJS. 
deter  tiiem  >  No  such  corrupt  design  would  ^'^^ 
but  to  accompfish  some  great  purpoaea.  -  Would  ™'.  JjT 
age,  the  merest  trifle  to  them,  be  a  »tuB*>ingJ)loc«i»'T 
way  of  their  dengnf  The  argument  of  the  ^*?^ 
this — make  newspapers  dear,  to  prevent  the  **rrL(jt. 
purchasing  them  up  to  corrupt  the  people*  roiae  "  """ 


fy  the  reverse— make  them  clieap,  and  the  pow  •"  Jjj 
them  for  themselves  untainted— make  them  o*""*"^ 
wealthy  might  Uien  buy  them  to  corrupt  *«P*%  ^ 
could  not  get  them  any  other  way.  The  '''fz^^^^ 
insinuation  in  regard  to  Uie  bank  is  Uie  ^"^^ZZgae 
the  supposition  of  danger  is  pitiful,  and  the  reBcOy 
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pitifiil  still.  Tax  newspaper!  with  postage,  to  aare  the 
preas  firom  cormption!  This  is  the  i^re  reasonind^  of  a 
gT«v«  and  TcreTeiid  Senator!  Alas!  what  next?  Sir,  when 
the  President's  acheme  shall  have  been  accomplished,  and 
hi*  object  realized,  and  tliis  bank  shall  be  broken  down 
by  insinuations  and  surmises  thrown  out  agunst  it,  here 
and  eteewhere,  and  there  shall  be  erected  on  its  ruins  one 
BHahHshed  on  the  public  revenues,  the  stock  taken  under 
the  &vorable  direction  of  the  administration,  and  the  offi- 
ceis  be  of  Executive  appointment,  and  subject  to  Execu- 
tive control,  we  may  then  begin  to  apprehend  an  infiu- 
eiice,  not  over  (he  press  merely,  but  operating  upon  every 
fi«e  instituti<m  of  the  country.  Sir,  when  this  Bank  of 
the  Uiuted  States  is  brought  into  view,  whether  abruptly 
or  not,  it  is  not  amiss  to  glance  at  the  whole  design,  and 
to  reflect  that  some  such  Institution  is  indispensable,  and 
to  look  at  the  monster  propoaed  as  a  sabstitute.  Destroy 
the  bank,  and  erect  this  substitute  on  its  rtiina,  and  the 
corruption  of  the  press,  and  every  thing  else,  will  be  no 
alow  process — it  will  spread  like  a  gangrene,  and  destroy 
like  a  pestilence. 

But  it  is  objected  that  the  department  cannot  afford  to 
Aspease  with  this  posti^,  unless  you  draw  from  the  trea- 
8017.  But  you  draw  from  the  treasury  at  any  rate.  From 
sixty  to  eigh^  thousand  dollars  are  annually  appropriated 
fat  this  department;  yet  you  object  to  drawing  from  the 
treasoiy.  I^  indeed,  you  draw  more  irom  the  treasury 
than  heretofore,  let  it  be  remembered  that,  under  former 
administrations  of  this  department,  large  sums  were  paid 
imo  die  treaauty,  which  now  may  be  justly  withdrawn, 
even  upon  the  hypothesis  that  the  department  ouglit  to 
aaintain  itself. 

But,  air,  what  is  meant?  Whatis  the  reason  that  "the 
Post  Office  Department  should  maintain  itself?"  Suppose 
no  tax  were  necessary  for  any  other  purpose  of  Govern- 
ments suppose  our  accruing  funds  were  more  than  suffi- 
cient fior  all  other  disbursements:  will  it  be  said  that  the 
people  shall  be  taxed  to  maintain  this?  Is  this  a  tax  so 
dearable,  so  beneficsJ  to  lum  who  pays,  that  he  must  pa^ 
it  for  bis  own  good,  whether  he  want  it  or  not?  I'his 
department  is  cstabBshed  for  the  public  benefit;  and,  be- 
cause Government  could  not  weQ  afibrd  to  confer  this 
benefit  without  opposing  some  obligatioii.  on  those  who 
realized  it,  they  demanded  certain  ratea  of  postage  on 
letters,  newspapers,  and  pamphlets.  Thia  demand — a 
tax,  in  part,  on  instruction  and  intell^nce — should  cease 
with  the  necessity.  The  moment  we  can  dispense  with 
this  tax,  characterized,  as  it  is,  a  tax  upon  intellect,  it 
should  be  repealed. 

But,  sir,  whatever  may  be  my  own  opinion  of  the  con- 
ation of  the  department,  I  call  tiie  attention  of  the  Se- 
nate to  the  results  arising  from  their  own  statement: 
The  surplus  on  the  1st  July,  1830,  was  $310,413  39 

The  receipts  of  tlie  department  for  the  six 
manttM  next  before  the  1st  July,  1831, 
-were  475,675,  at  which  rate  (here  should 
be  added  to  the  surplus  on  the  1st  July, 

1833, 150,951  82 

To  this  should  be  added tbeaverage  increase 
of  the  receipts,  as  stated  in  the  report,  be- 
ing at  the  rate  of  -  •  -     150,000  00 

Ibkinr  the  sorptus  fund  on  the  1st  July, 


From  which  is  to  be  deducted 
the  amount  of  postM;e  on 
newspapers,  propoaed  to  be 
repealed,  being  at  the  rate 
of^  106,000  doHars  per  an- 
num for  six  months,  being 


53,000  00 


And  there  will  be  the  further  sum  of      •  $S7,4)75  91 
to  be  carried  to  the  surplus  fund  on  1st  Ja- 
nuary, 1833.                                                     

Uaking  the  surplus  fund,  on  that  day,        -  608,840  03 
The  estimate  for  average -increase  of  post- 
age is       -           -           -           -           -  150,000  00 
For  receipts,  beyond  present  expenditure,  151,951  83 

Making  the  surplus  fund  on  1st  January, 
1834, 910,791  84 

But  from  this  is  to  be  deduct- 
ed the  amount  of  newspa- 
per postage  repealed,        -    106,000  00 

And  the  excess  of  expendi- 
ture, beyond  tlie  receipts, 
on  the  new  routes,  -       60,000  00 

166,000  00 


183:  . 

Bat  the  new  routes  will  not  be  put  into  ope- 
ration until  the  1st  January,  1833,  and, 
therefore,  there  should  be  added  the  in- 
crease of  postage  for  six  months, 

975,000  00 

And  the  receipts  beyond  pre- 
sent expenditure,  •       75,4,75  91 


511,364  11 


Leaving  the  surplus  fund,  on  the  1st  Janua- 
ry, 1834,  ....     744,791  84 

For  the  year  1835,  the  increase  on  postage 
wUl  be     ■  .  -  ■  -     300,000  00 

The  present  receipts  exceed  the  expendi- 
tures by  the  sum  of         -  -  •     150,953  83 


Making  the  surplus  fund  on  the  1st  Janua- 
ry, 1835,  ...  r 

Deduct  postage  repealed  on  newspapers, 
for  the  year  1834,  say     .       106,000  00 

And  allow  all  that  Mr.  Gavir- 
OT  claims,  on  account  of 


1,195,744  66 


new  routes, 


60,000  00 


Beii^  the  sum  of 


150,475  91 


166,000  00 
Leaves  a  surplus  on  1st  January,  1835,  of   1,029,744  66 

But,  sir,  a  strong  objection  to  this  tax  is  its  inequality. 
The  remotest  citizen,  who  has  less  means,  and  therefore 
needa  most  instruction,  pays,  while  the  inhabitant  of  a 
city  is  totally  exempt.  In  the  great  cities,  where  most  of 
the  newspapers  are  printed,  the  readers  pay  nothing;  but 
if  the  paper  is  sent  out  by  mail,  even  the  shoi-t  distance  of 
three  or  four  miles,  a  cent  is  demanded  for  every  paper; 
making  an  annual  tax  for  a  semi-weekly,  of  one  dollar  and 
four  cents;  for  a  daily,  of  three  dollars  and  twelve  cents. . 
There  are,  I  believe,  twelve  daily  papers  published  in  the 
city  of  New  York,  and  others,  weekly>  semi-weekly,  and 
tri- weekly ;  all,  perhaps,  equal  to  twenty  daily  papers.  Sup- 
pose each  to  issue  five  hundred,  and  the  postage  which 
these  would  pay,  if  sent  out  the  most  trifling  distance  by 
mail,  and  from  which,  if  read  in  the  city,  they  are  wholly 
exempt,  would  amount  to  the  annual  sum  of  thirty-one 
thousand  two  hundred  dollars.  The  same  may  be  said  of 
all  the  newspapers  read  in  every  large  city  in  the  Union; 
so  that,  if  the  one  cent  tax,  which  the  country  people  are 
compelled  to  pay,  were  exacted  of  residents  m  cities,  it 
would  ^ount  to  more  than  the  whole  now  paid  in  for  post- 
age on  newspapers.  Look  at  this  simple,  plain,  but  im- 
pressive state  of  the  case,  and  1  ask  what  the  mostpress- 
mg  exigency  can  justify  a  tax  on  instruction,  so  manifestly 
unequsland  unjust? 

Besides,  it  is  cruelly  unequal  upon  those  who  pay  it. 
A  single  new^aper,  great  ur  small,  pays  a  cent  any  where 
within  the  State,  let  S\e  distance  be  much  or  little.  Call 
jXHi  this  "  the  price  of  transportation?"  And  why,  pray, 
does  the  man  who  lives  within  four  miles  of  the  city  (^ 
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New  York  pay  his  cent,  while  an  inhabitant  of  Ogdens- 
burg,  on  the  St.  I^wrence,  a  distance  of  three  hundred 
nuleg,  pars  no  more? 

But  this  is  not  all.  The  editors  of  the  city  papers  get 
those  from  the  country  free,  but  take  special  care  not  to 
■end  theirs  in  exchange,  without  they  are  paid  in  advance 
for  the  difference.  Look  at  this  postage  tax  in  any  point 
of  view,  it  is  n:ost  offensive,  oppressive,  and  odious.  The 
fre'edom  of  the  press  has  a  constitutional  guaranty,  and 
was  deemed  essential  to  the  preservation  of  the  hberties 
of  the  people.  Instruction — ^free,  unprotected,  unem- 
barrassed instruction,  is  what  we  ask,  and  what  the  people 
have  a  right  to  expect,  because  they  have  furnished  you 
with  the  means  to  give  it.  Then,  why  not  let  them  have 
it?    We  ask,  ay,  in  their  name,  we  demand,  why? 

Protection  of  things  is  very  different  from  protection  of 
principles.  These  last  should  be  formed  and  established 
by  •  full,  free,  and  unrestrained  development  of  the  fa- 
culties of  the  human  mind.  The  whole  energy  of  the  soul 
should  be  put  in  operation  by  a  fur  competition.  Give 
the  combatants  scope,  and  truth  at  last  will  triumph.  It 
is  protection  which  nas  established  a  State  religion,  despo- 
tic Government,  and  all  the  engines  which  have  oppressed 
and  enslaved  mankind.  Privileges  to  one  sect  or  doc- 
trine, is  a  tax  or  burden  upon  ul  others.  Give  to  one 
competitor  an  advantage  over  the  rest,  and  you  establish 
him,  right  or  wrong.  This  is  the  way  by  which  error,  in 
all  ages,  has  been  built  up  and  perpetuated;  and  though  a 
privileged  or  protected  press  may  efTect  its  purpose 
slowly,  secretly,  and  imperceptibly,  still  these  operations 
are  more  dangerous  as  they  are  unperceived. 

That  an  administration,  contriving  to  perpetuate  its 
power,  should  seize  upon  the  press  as  its  most  efficient 
means,  no  one  would  doubt:  that  its  power  over  the  press 
would  be  acquired  slowly  and  imperceptibly,  is  equally 
clear:  that  facilities  granted  it  should  have  the  apparent 
sanction  of  equity  and  law,  would  be  perfectly  consistent 
with  the  design,  and  well  calculated  to  accomplish  it.  Now, 
should  this,  or  any  future  administration,  med.tate  a  corrup- 
tion of  the  press,  look  at  the  means  already  within  its  reach. 

The  franking  privilege  has  been  so  extended,  that 
nearly  all  the  newspapers  of  the  party  in  power  may  be 
transmitted  free  of  postage,  while  those  which  are  not  of 
the  orthodox  faith  pay  almost  the  whole  tax!  Now,  sir,  is 
this  equal  and  fair?  Let  any  administration  and  its  adher- 
ents'enjoy  the  franking  privilege  exclusively,  and  hold, 
moreover,  the  Post  Office  Department,  with  all  its  facili- 
ties, and  what  prevents  a  perpetuity  of  the  power,  how- 
ever tyrannical? 

The  franking  privile{^,  as  now  enjoyed,  is  extended, 
without  limitation  of  weight  or  bulk,  to  the  President, 
Vice  President,  all  the  heads  of  departments,  the  Post- 
master General,  and  the  two  assistants,  the  Treasurer, 
Register,  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  two  Comp- 
trollers, and  five  Auditors,  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and 
Speaker  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  Add 
to  all  this,  that  there  are  about  nine  thousand  deputy 
postmasters  (all  of  the  true  fiiith)  who  have  the  right  to 
receive  and  transmit  letters  and  papers,  of  half  an  ounce 
weight,  free  of  postage,  and  you  have  still  an  imperfect 
spectacle  of  the  Executive  patronage  through  the  press. 
For,  notice  the  further  fact,  that  every  postmaster  has  a 
right  to  receive  free  of  postage  newspapers  equal  to  one 
dsily  paper.  Thus,  nine  thousand  postmasters  would  cir- 
culate, annually,  two  million  eight  hundred  and  seven 
thousand  newspapers  free  of  postage. 
'  The  additional  patronage  which  the  administration  ac- 
quires in  its  employment  of  the  press  in  its  service,  should 
himish  a  strong  inducement  to  ^ard  the  franking  privi- 
lege, or  to  let  all  in  on  equal  terms.  The  custom-house 
—how  many  presses  does  this  employ'  The  immense 
patronage  here,  and  the  consequent  influence  over  the 
pres^,  has  an  effect  on  the  public  mind  highly  prejudicial 


to  freedom  of  thinking  and  acting.  _  What  is  the  Go- 
vernment patronage  wordito  "the  Courier  and  Eaqajter," 
in  the  city  of  New  York?  Sir,  what  it  obtains  dooiIk 
United  States,  and  the  additional  currency  it  icqountif 
its  national  character,  cannot  be  worth  leas  than  twcuf 
thousand  dollars  annually. 

The  printing  for  the  Post  Office  Department  is  no  tiific. 
Shadrach  Penn,  at  Louisville,  has  had  twenty-twothouaud 
six  hundred  dollars,  according  to  the  admission  of  !iie 
Senator  from  Tennessee.  This  is  "  for  the  West."  The 
"  Morning  Posf,"  at  Boston,  under  tlie  special  protedin 
of  the  postmaster  therej  and  the  New  Hampshire  Pitriol, 
at  Concord,  under  the  protection  of — ^I  do  not  exactl}-  kso* 
whom,  nor  to  what  amount  "  the  pay;"  the  GovemmcBt 
paper  here,  countenanced  and  encouraged  in  the  groiiat 
abuse  and  vulgarity,  and  you  have  an  epitome  of  the  £u- 
cutive  influence,  by  means  of  this  compound  engine,  tix 
post  office  and  the  press.  And  what  do  the  people  uk 
of  you,  the  privileged  class?  Nothing  more  than  ^t  the; 
may  obtain  unpensioned  papers  on  the  same  tenu  rou 
obtain  your  penuoned  ones. 

Suppose  these  Executive  engines  all  to  be  brought  ts 
bear  upon  the  great  interests  and  permanent  fundinwiital 
institutions  of  Uie  country.  Imagine  that  whatever  re- 
mained of  freedom  of  thought  and  action,  in  politics,  mo- 
rality, and  religion,  should  be  supposed  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  ambtion  and  tyranny,  wliat  but  a  corrupted  prea, 
passing  through  the  channels  of  a  corrupted  foA  office, 
would  be  necessary  to  break  down  all  oppmitiog,  and 
sweep  away  every  incumbrance?  Suppose  this  Semtt 
should  become  obstreperous,  and  refuse,  or  neglecl,  ti 
obey  the  Executive  will;  suppose  that,  in  the  per^muct 
of  its  Executive  duties,  it  should  deem  It  necessarjr  (in  or- 
der to  fulfil  the  design  of  the  constitution)  to  resiA  tlie 
encroachments  of  the  President;  in  appcuntmenti  to,  ud 
removals  from,  office,  and  the  members  should  becoae 
obdurate  and  unyielding,  regardless  of  rewards,  sod  far- 
less  of  punishments— let  a  pensioned  press  open  upa 
them  its  whole  artillery,  and  their  independence  m^t  be 
in  danger— imagine  a  fla|ptious  design  (and  eveiy  aiil 
design  would  be  flagitious  and  traitorous)  to  demolislitbi) 
great  political  bulwark,  the  Senate — what  more  effectml 
means  than  a  protected,  pensioned,  corrupted  prea?  I' 
Executive  threats  be  inflicted  on  them  in  vains  if  Eiecu- 
tive  patronage  be  lavished  without  effect;  if  the  popoir 
branch  is  made  to  prescribe  your  Executive  duties  «i» 
you  still,  and  in  spite  of  all  this,  hold  fiut  to  your  int^ 
grity,  yet,  when  there  is  superadded  an  Executive  preis 
sustained  by  the  treasury,  and  aided  by  the  port  office,™ 
how  long  will  even  this  chief  comer-stone  of  the  fiibnc  an- 
tain  the  shock?  Sir,  there  is  too  mudi  reason  to  for  tmti 
in  such  case,  even  this  Senate  would  surrender  its  indepen- 
dence, and  with  it  the  righU  and  hberties  of  their  county- 

If  the  Senate,  in  the  exercise  of  their  conttrtutioMl 
power,  should  f'eject  a  fevorite  minister,  either  fort» 
home  or  foreign  service,  and  tWs  appointment  f''*''^  ?* 
necessary  to  preserve  or  perpetuate  a  sucoeason  ot  iw 
ruling  dynasty,  what  better  machinery  than  that  meOB- 
cial  paper,  and  all  its  satellites,  should  open  a  »***''/?T 
well  directed  fire  against  the  Senate,  eiUierto  e<>«»PJ'^ 
to  retract,  or  to  warn  it  of  the  danger  of  throwing  itwf" 
the  way  of  the  dengn  and  purpose  of  an  arobitiouf  an"' 
tai  n  ?  A  subsidi  zed  press  would  be  a  wonderful  *e»po»- 
the  verj'  thing  to  chastise  a  disloyal  Senate-      ^    xit,rni 

The  machinery  would  be  made  to  operate  ")_™"5^ 
ways.  The  official  would  be  authorized  and  ^^ 
designate  tlie  roost  refractory  members;  give  •Ij*"' "J  & 
derstand  that  they  are  thwarting  the  public  wal.  sm^ 
rect  them  to  resign.  You  know,  sir,  that  »»  «P*||^ 
of  this  kind  has  been  already  made,  and  the  official,  f*" 
ing,  no  doubt,  "  by  authority,"  has  P^*"'"'*r,^o«r 
understand  that  we  have  no  business  here,  *"°.  rT  j,, 
presence  would  be  very  cheerfully  dispensed  wits  "A 
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Pottaga  and  the  /W  Office. 


[SUATI. 


Prendeat  There  can  be  no  question  that  this  "  by  au- 
ihority"  gentleman  speaka  the  feriings  of  "the  palace." 
[ndceil,  we  should  think,  without  these  indications,  that 
[he  President  would  part  with  few  of  us  without  much  re- 
ptt,  ptofided  he  himself  could  makfe  the  selection.  The 
humble  individual  who  now  has  the  honor  to  address  you, 
hu  btenmore  than  once  honored  with  a  hint  of  that  sort 
from  that  source.  Now,  sir,  I  will  embrace  this  oppor- 
timitjr  to  return  to  the  President  my  respectful  conipli- 
BKnte,  sad  inform  him  that  1  have  his  proposition — that  I 
ihould  resign — under  profound  consideration.  But  as 
there  ue  several  important  matters,  legislative  and  exe- 
cutiTe,  not  yet  acted  on,  in  which  he  may  feel  a  deep  in- 
tueat,  and  which  may  require  the  aid  aiiid  assistance  of  all 
bitiiieiids,  I  shall  postpone  the  proposition  of  resigpnation 
until  I  ihall  have  rendered  Mm  all  the  service  in  my  power 
ip«B  these,  and  then  shall  resume  it,  and  give  it  all  the 
Rspectfiil  attention  which  is  due  to  the  high  source  from 
vhenee  it  proceeds. 

From  the  same  source,  the  official  and  its  satellites,  an 
ittempt  might  be  nuule  to  undermine  the  Senate,  by  dis- 
nbingit  of  its  executive  powers,  and  limiting  the  tenure 
of  the  office.  The  post  office  and  the  press  might  be 
Bule  to  combine  their  corrupt  and  corrupting  influence 
to  impress  upon  the  pubBc  that  this  tribunal  is  an  aristo- 
cncjr,  throwing  its  influence  agunst  the  people  and  their 
Preadent.  Ui^t  not  demagogues  and  pensioned  parti- 
am,  through  such  a  press  as  we  now  have,  patronized 
lad  subsidized  as  it  now  is^  excite  a  popular  odium  against 
the  Senate^  and  might  not  the  people,  forgetting  that  it 
vu  established  to  save  the  small  States  from  the  effect  of 
the  popular  will,  combine  to  break  it  down,  and  thus  de- 
itroy  the  powers  of  the  States,  and  establish  a  consolidated 
Go?erament,  which  would  very  soon  end  in  a  despotism  ? 
Andiitlus  all  hypothetical?  Is  it  not  rather  a  reality  ?  The 
Senalsr  from  Tennessee  is  in  an  error,  if  he  supposes  that 
theeUitorofthe  New  York  Enquirer  was  the  first  whopro- 
iwaedtoprune  the  Senate.  Much  as  I  reprobate  any  propo- 
•lion,  from  any  quarter,  to  rob  this  Senate  of  the'  powers 
jpinted  to  it  by  the  constitution,  I  would  scarcely  join  him 
a  considering  such  a  proposition  very  seriously,  when  corn- 
is;  &ein  such  a  source.  The  editor  ofthat  paper  could  not, 
I  think,  excite  anjr  alarm  on  any  subject.  He  is  pretty 
nil  known  in  this  city,  being  the  same  valorous  gentle' 
Bu  who  came  all  the  way  on  from  New  York  to  Wash 
iigton  to  fight;  and  when  he  got  here  he  thought  he  had 
— "  better  not" — and  so  he — ^went  back  ag^n !  Had  that 
Ixen  the  only  paper  which  bad  proposed  to  demolish  the 
Senate,  the  proposition  would  not  have  cost  me  a  single 
thought  No,  sir,  it  was  "  the  official"  here— the  organ 
of  the  administration — the  "  by  authority"  which,  imme- 
<li>tely  after  the  rejection  of  the  minister  to  England,  pro- 
poed  to  take  from  the  Senate  all  executive  power,  and 
reduce  their  term  to  two  instead  of  six  years.  Suppose, 
fiirther,  that  individual  members,  from  their  unyielding, 
■MampromisinK  spirit,  should  become  peculiarly  offen- 
We  to  the  President.  Let  his  editors,  in  their  own  States, 
^king  their  cue  from  his  organ  here,  enlist  all  the  minions 
«  power  and  slaves  of  party  to  assail  and  break  them 
*"">— and  let  this  machinery  be  put  in  opAation  while 
WK  Senators  are  here  performing  their  duties,  and  in  no 
?;"l>tion  to  defend  themselves,  is  it  probable  that  the 
^■rnt  and  most  honest  could  stand  tlie  shock?  Neither 
<•  lira  hypothetical.  I  ask  honorable  Senators  who  hear 
■M,  ifthc^have  not  been  thus  singled  out  and  assailed 
i">der  precisely  the  same  circumstances. 

Not  an  individual  who  voted  to  reject  the  minister  to 
wgland,  but  has  been  wantonly  assailed  by  every  pension- 
«  press  in  the  Union.  They  have  called,  thev  have  ad- 
'ertited  for  ••  public  indignation,"  and  so  loudly  and  in- 
Maaantly,  that  some  of  their  editors  have  refused  to  pub- 
hu  any  more  advertisements  f«-  "public  indignation,"  un- 
Iwtbeyeouldbepaidforit 


Imagine,  once  more,  that  another  permanent  institution 
—the  Supreme  Court,  should  become  obnoxious — that  it 
had  decided  in  favor  of  personal  liberty,  and  to  snatch  the 
victim  from  Executive  vengeance,  and  thereby  should 
place  the  Prendent  in  this  dilemma,  to  liberate  the  citizen 
incarcerated,  or  refuse  to  execute  the  laws,  and  thus  vio- 
late his  oath  of  office;  what  could  screen  him  from  public 
detestation  but  a  corrupt  and  subsidized  press?  And  is 
this,  too,  a  supposition,  an  imagination,  a  dream?  No  such 
thing!  it  is  a  sad  reality.  In  a  late  case,  when  a  conflict 
existed  between  the  United  States  and  Georgia,  and  where 
the  Supreme  Court  decided  that  a  citizen  was  deprived  of 
his  liberty  by  that  State,  against  the  laws  and  constitution 
of  the  United  States,  the  neglect  and  refusal  of  the  Pren- 
dent  to  liberate  him  was  justified  by  assailing  the  court 
through  a  venal  and  corrupt  press.  The  New  Hamp- 
shire Patriot,  once  edited  by  a  member  of  this  Senate, 
publishes  "  a  letter  from  Washington,"  statin;  that  this 
decision  originated  in  political  machinery;  that  two  hon- 
orable Senators  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy  with  a  Mar- 
shall, a  Story,  and  others,  that  this  decision  should  be 
noade  for  party  effect^  and,  since  that  time,  the  venerable 
and  unequall^  judgfes  of  tiiat  high  court  have  been  simul- 
taneously denounced  throughqpt  the  Union,  in  the  ad- 
ministration papers,  as  dotards  and  political  intriguers. 
The  public  mind,  thus  perverted  and  corrupted  by  news- 
papers bearing  an  official  impress — even  this  permanent 
tribunal,  the  sheet-anchor  of  the  constitution,  the  people's 
last  hope,  loses  all  its  efficacy,  and  becomes  worse  than  ^ 
useless.  A  law,  or  treaty,  or  even  the«onstitutioi)  itself,  is 
expounded  by  the  only  earthly  tribunal  that  has  the  right 
to  expound  it;  and  yet  the  President  refiises  to  execute 
the  principle,  thus  sanctioned,  under  the  panoply  of  a  pri- 
vileged, corrupted  press.  Sir,  your  President  here  as- 
sumes, nay,  usurps,  both  legislative  and  judicial  powers. 
He  repeals  a  law,  and  reverses  a  judicial  decimon  by  re- 
fusing to  execute  the  law  as  adjudicated.  The  President 
and  his  press  have  interpolated  a  new  principle  into  our 
system  of  Govemmei)^  that  he  is  the  ultimate  legisUtive 
and  judicial  tribunal  upon  all  pre-existing  laws,  treaties, 
and  construction  of  the  constitution,  and,  by  bis  sovereign 
will,  he  can  annul  them  all  at  a  breath. 

Sir,  to  enable  us  to  g^uard,  in  some  measure,  against  po- 
litical herenes  like  these,  let  us  have  this  small  protec- 
tion, this  opportunity  to  circulate  our  truths  in  the  same 
channels  with  your  errors,  and  upon  the  same  terms. 
You  will  have  infinitely  the  advantagfe  of  us,  after  all.  But 
yield  this  little — give  us  these  weapons,  small  as  they  are, 
and  with  our  five  smooth  stones  mm  the  brook  in  our 
shepherd's  bag,  and  our  sling  in  our  hand,  we  will  ven- 
ture to  go  forth  and  meet  your  man  of  Oath,  though  "  his 
stature  be  six  cubits  and  a  span,  and  the  staff  of  bis  spear 
be  like  a  weaver's  beam." 

But  a  union  of  the  post  office  and  the  press,  to  make  it 
efficient,  must  be  maintained  at  no  Knall  expense.  Not 
wealth  alone,  but  honor,  too,  must  constitute  its  reward. 
it  is  not  to  be  pacified  with  promises  merely,  nor  will  it 
long  be  made  to  subsist  upon  "  hope  deferred."  It  must 
be  seen  and  well  understood  that  here  is  the  high  road  to 
office,  llie  editor  and  postmaster,  who  has  long  been 
faithful,  expects  his  pay,  and  is  not  to  be  disappointed.  If 
the  Senate  reject  him  once,  try  him  again — wait,  watch, 
and  the  moment  there  is  a  prospect,  renominate  him,  or 
circumvent  the  Senate  by  appointing  him  in  the  recess. 
At  any  rate,  reward  liim.  Patronage  thus  extended,  not 
only  in  money,  but  in  office,  too,  will  secure  a  corps  edito- 
rial, ready  at  a  moment  to  execute  any  purpose  which 
ambition  or  tyranny,  or  both,  may  desire. 

When  these  indications,  nay,  proofs,  of  the  corruption 
of  every  source  and  avenue  of  information  were  seen,  the 
people  turned  their  eyes  to  the  Senate  for  correction  and 
redress.  We  have  taken  our  stand,  time  aAer  time,  but 
I  we  have  been  often,  too  often,  vanquished.     Still,  I  trust. 
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we  are  not  subdued.  There  is  a  recuperatire  energy 
here,  which  may  yet  withstand  the  combined  efforts  of 
both  the  executive  and  the  popular  branch.  The  people, 
uninfluenced  by  Executive  fawninff,  and  the  press  un- 
pledged and  unprivileged,  are  standing  forth  to  sustain 
the  Senate.  Give  as  (we  ask  it  not  for  our  own  sakes, 
but  in  behalf  of  the  States  for  whom  we'  speak)  some 
chance — an  equal  one  we  do  not  expect.  Tax  not  our 
communications  with  each  other,  our  interchange  of 
thoughts  and  opinions,  when  yours  are  all  free.  If  you 
hold  exclusively  the  purse  and  the  sword,  and  the  legis- 
lative, executive,  and  judicial  powers,  let  us  participate 
in  the  sources  of  information,  when  all  the  channels  are 
yours.  You  cannot  long  succeed  in  guarding  the  doors  of 
information.  This  age,  and  especially  this  people,  will 
not  endure  a  licensed  instruction,  formed  and  fiishioned 
by  their  rulers  to  perpetuate  power.  They  will  not  long 
consent  to  be  trammelled  or  hoodwinked.  The  time  will 
come  when  that  which  they  now  ask  only,  they  will  pe- 
remptorily demand. 

But  the  Senator  firom  Tennessee,  instead  of  discussing 
the  question  of  the  repeal  of  the  postage,  goes  into  an 
elaborate  defence  of  the  Post  Office  Department.  He 
takes  this  occasion  to  give  us  an  appendix  to  his  defence 
of  his  fKend  Mr.  Barry,  which  he  attetnpted  last  winter. 
He  seems  to  be  conscious  that  that  defence  was  a  lame  one; 
•od  I  confess  I  cannot  perceive  that  this  is  much  better. 
He  asks, with  an  air  of  triumph,  why  do  not  you  prosecute 
the  inquiry  which  was  then  uistituted?  Now  this  is  more 
than  I  expected.  Wbatl  wh;^  <lo  "o^  ^e  prosecute  the  in- 
quiry? Pray,  sir,  who  was  it  that  stifled  that  inquiry^ 
The  Senator  himself.  This  is,  in  brief,  the  history  of 
that  transaction.  On  the  15th  of  December,  1830,  a  re- 
solution for  inquiring  into  the  whole  affairs  of  that  depart- 
ment was  offered  by  my  friend  from  Delaware,  [Mr. 
CLArroa,]  which  was  adopted;  a  committee  was  appoint- 
ed, consisting  of  Messrs.  Clapton,  Grundy,  Woodbury, 
Hendricks,  and  myself— a  majority  particularly  friendly 
to  the  Postmaster  General.  We  met,  and  proceeded  in 
the  execution  of  our  commisnon,  but  found  it  necessary 
to  bare  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  which,  on 
the  28th  of  January,  1831,  tlie  Senate  granted  us.  With 
this  fiill  power  to  execute  this  very  broad  commission,  we 
proceeded.  But  on  the  examination  of  Abraham  Bradley, 
a  witness,  I  put  this  question:  "  Was  you  removed  from 
office;  if  so,  when;  and,  if  you  know,  for  what  cause  or 
causes.^'  This  was  objected  to,  and  a  majority  of  the 
committee  voted  to  adjourn,  to  take  time  to  consider. 
That  the  removals  from  office  were  clearly  within  the 
scope  of  our  commissiun,  no  mortal  could  doubt.  But  we 
adjourned,  and  on  the  3d  of  February,  and  before  the 
committee  had  held  another  meeting,  and  without  the  least 
notice  of  such  an  intention,  that  Senator  offered  a  reso- 
lution to  the  Senate,  restricting  this  inquiry,  and  declaring 
"that  the  committee  were  not  authorized  to  call  before 
them  |>ersons  who  have  been  dismissed  from  the  post 
office,  in  order  to  ascert«n  the  cause  of  their  removal." 
This  resolution,  the  most  extraordinary  thing  that  was  ever 
placed  on  a  lenslative  journal,  did  not  deny  the  right  of  in- 
quiring into  the  causes  of  removals,  but  seemed  to  imply 
tnat  the  persons  removed  were  incompetent  witnesses.  It 
was  afterwards  modified  so  as  to  inhibit  all  inquiry  into 
the  causes  of  removals,  presenting  the  question  of  the 
Postmaster  General's  irresponsibility  to  the  Senate  direct- 
ly before  us.  The  resolution  elicited  much  discussion. 
It  was  advocated  by  the  mover,  (the  present  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,)  and  the  present  Secretary  of  State;  and 
opposed  by  the  minority  of  the  committee.  Hitherto,  the 
doctrine  of  irresponsibility  had  been  limited  to  the  Presi- 
dent; now,  it  was  extended  to  the  chief  of  a  department. 
It  was  urged  that  by  this  inquiry  we  might  discover  im- 
peachable  matter,  which,  as  a  high  court  of  impeachment, 
we  might  be  called  to  try,  and  that  we  must  be  restrained 


in  our  legidatire  duties,  lest  they  might  conflict  withthoie 
which  were  judicial.  It  was  answered  and  urged  tkt 
the  constitution  of  the  Senate  was  such  that  it  would 
have  legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  duties  to  perfom; 
and  that  it  was  its  duty  to  meet  them  as  they  occurred, 
and  not  to  shrink  from  the  execution  of  one,  lest  it  miriit 
conflict  with  the  fair  exercise  of  the  others;  that  inyothtr 
construction  would  afford  an  apology  for  never  acting  it 
all;  that  in  the  exercise  of  our  executive  powen,  ineroy 
case  where  an  officer  was  nominated  for  another  or  higkcr 
office,  the  Senate  must  inquire  into  matters  whidi  iaqrb» 
impeachable,  or  not  examine  his  character  mqual^eitiaiii 
at  all.  Whether  the  general  principle  or  the  partinlff 
case  excited  so  much  sensibili^  about  impeachable  nat- 
ter, certain  it  is,  that,  from  this  connderatioo  chietjr,  tbe 
resolution  forbidding  all  inquiry  into  the  causes  of  I^ 
movab  by  the  Postmaster  Genem  passed  twenty'Jinr  ti 
twenty-one,  and  thus  tbe  committee  were  given  to  under 
stand  that  they  were  not  to  search  for  any  act  of  this  offi- 
cer for  which  he  might  be  impeached!  No  matter  vlat 
abuses  or  frauds  there  were  which  might  need  correctioi 
by  legislative  enactment,  we  were  forbidden  to  find  then 
out,  lest  thereby  we  should  disqualify  ourselvesasjudpi 
Thus  an  inquiry  into  aU  the  concerns  of  the  depattmest 
was  limited  to  an  examination  into  almost  notUng.  Tbe 
Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Ltvisostok]  took  tbe  leid 
in  this  doctrine  of  invi<4ability,  and  he  was  trantkted  to 
the  head  of  the  State  Department;  the  Senator  fromNe* 
Hampshire  [Mr.  Woodbu>t]  urged  it  with  pn>liDulldd^ 
votion,  and  defended  the  Postmaster  General  sgaiiut  ill 
charges  before  he  had  examined  any  of  them,  and  be  ns 
transited  to  the  head  of  the  Navy  Deparbnent.  Tke 
Senator  from  Tennessee,  last,  though  not  least,  did,  from 
the  6rst,  stick  to  his  friend,  even  closer  than  a  brotber, 
and  he  was  trandated — nowhere.  Sir,  it  is  not  &ir.  Bit 
there  might  have  been  a  cause  why  he  was  not  abo  re- 
warded, growing  Out  of  a  subsequent  transaction.  Aa 
afler  disclosure,  to  which  he  in  some  measure  contribultd, 
might  have  been  the  ground  of  discrimination  in  hmtd 
the  others.  It  will  be  recollected  that  an  inquiry  hid 
been  made  of  the  amount  of  additional  compensatioD  nude 
by  the  present  Postmaster  General  to  contracton  for 
carrying  the  mail,  and  that  very  late  in  the  last  sesnon  u 
answer  was  returned,  by  which  it  appeared  that  Mr.  Bnd- 
ley,  af^er  Mr.  McLean's  resignation,  was  acting  Poitmuter 
General  one  month  before  Mr.  Bury  took  charge  of  die 
office,  and  that,  during  that  period,  be  (Bradley)  lad 
made  in  forty-nine  instances  extra  allowances  to  coo- 
tractors  to  the  amount,  in  the  whole,  of  fO,000.  Btsdle^ 
had  complained  to  the  President  that  these  aUowinces 
were  illegal,  and  were  made  by  Barry,  and  he  had  non 
to  the  same  thing  before  the  committee.  He  was  then 
shown  the  official  report  of  Barry,  in  which  fliey  nre 
charged  upon  him.  He  still  denied  the  trutii  of  Hk  re- 
port; and,  upon  examination,  it  was  found  that  in  thirty- 
six  of  the  forty-nine  cases  some  name  had  been  ersicd,  ind 
Bradley's  inserted.  Upon  this  contradiction,  >nd  theie 
strange  appearances,  it  became  necessary  to  asceitiin 
bow  the  fact  stood,  and  that  Senator  and  myself  were  >p- 
pointed  a  sub-committee  to  go  to  the  department  old  ex- 
amine the  officers  and  tlie  books.  We  did  so,  sod  fou*' 
that  Bradley  was  right;  that  the  repot  bad  otigintOr 
contained  the  name  of  Barry,  who  did  make  the  tlla«- 
ances,  and  by  some  rule,  or  legerdenwin,  of  s  cdWs 
Obadiah  Brown,  a  clerk,  tbe  whole  thing  bad  been  cbuT 
ed,  and  these  extra'  and  chiefly  iUegid  sllovsncet  hid 
been  taken  from  Barty  .and  shouldered  off  upon  par 
Bradley.  That  Senator  himself  was  present  at  tfaeOj 
aminahon,  and  witnessed  tbe  manner  in  which  I  lecontd 
to  the  original  entry,  and  detected  tbe  error.  1'  *"  * 
clear  that  it  was  admitted  by  all  present,  and  tbe  ootf 
apology  attempted  to  be  made  for  it  was  that  "it  wm  •<■ 
innocent  m'lsUke-"    These  craaom  were  isTdTtd  a» 
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mass  of  documents  sent  in  at  the  cloac  of  the  session,  and 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Post  Office  Committee,  of 
which  that  Senator  was  chairman,  and  there  kept  until 
the  session  had  almost  expired,  before  they  came  to  the 
hands  of  our  committee.  So  g^oss  and  palpable  were 
these  erasures, that  the  Postmaster  General  and  his  friends 
^cre  confounded,  and  did  not  even  pretend  to  justify  the 
act.  The  lame,  extremely  lame  apology,  that  this  was  the 
mtstalce  of  the  subordinate  clerks,  was  done  away  entirely 
by  the  fact  that  these  clerks  who  prepared  tlie  abstracts 
reported  to  the  Senate,  made  them  out  right,  with  Barry's 
ttame  as  the  author  of  the  allowances,  and  it  was  by  high- 
er authority  tliat  the  rig'ht  name,  '•  Barry,"  was  erased, 
and  the  wrong  one,  "Bradley,"  inserted.  This  charge 
of  ^2,000  of  extra  allowances  in  a  single  month,  if 
justly  iixed  upon  Bradley,  would  have  been  quite  a  suffi- 
cient cause  for  his  removal.  But  Bradley  was  not  guilty. 
This  fraudulent  paper  calculated,  and,  as  he  thought,  in- 
tended, to  cast  the  charge  upon  him  most  unjustly,  had 
been  ordered  to  be  printed.  Bradley  petitioned  the  Se- 
nate that  this  order  should  be  rescinded,  as  the  publication 
of  a  false  charge  upon  him,  under  the  sanction  of  the 
Senate,  would  destroy  his  reputation.  Upon  this  petition 
tliere  was  a  discussion,  and  the  whole  of  the  transaction 
was  exposed,  and  the  Senate,  without  a  division,  rescind- 
ed the  order  to  publish. 

Thus  stood  Mr.  Barry  at  tHc  end  of  the  last  session;  the 
iiivesti^tion  just  commenccdj  the  committee  forbidden  to 
inquire  into  anything  which  might  amount  to  impeachable 
natter;  a  fortuitous  development  of  a  fraud,  which,  if 
coupled  with  Uie  intent  which  the  act  would  imply,  was  a 
high  misdemeanor,  an  impeachable  offence.  1'be  Presi- 
dent had  seen  all  this,  but  had  instituted  no  inquiry.  The 
Postmaster  General  himself  Itad  not  requested  or  intimated 
a  wish  for  an  investigation  by  him  or  either  House  of 
Coiwress;  and  now,  when  it  is  so  late  in  the  session,  that 
his  ^end  is  safe  from  any  final  result,  the  Senator  from 
Tenuessee  asks,  why  we  do  not  pursue  the  inquiry!  If 
such  an  investigation,  thus  shackled  and  thus  broken  off, 
at  so  critical  a  moment,  has  purified  tliis  officer,  the  Lord 
have  mtTcy  on  the  impure. 

But  Barry  took  another  lyjurse  to  purify  himself;  he 
employed  the  very  machinery  of  which  we  have  been 
speaking — a  pensioned  press.  Instead  of  calling  on  the 
Preadent  to  institute  an  inquiry,  or  resorting  to  a  judicial 
tribunal  to  manifest  his  innocence,  he  resorts  to  the  offi- 
cial) and  no  sooner  are  the  backs  of  the  Senators  turned 
upon  him,  than  the  department  prepares  an  ex  pmit  de- 
fence, consisting  chiefly  of  denunciations  of  the  witness 
Bradley,  and  the  minority  of  the  committee;  charging  the 
chairman,  myself,  and  Bradley,  as  conspirators  against 
him,  abusing  and  scandalizing  members  of  a  committee 
of  this  Senate  for  attempting  to  perform  a  duty  assigned 
them;  and  this  libel,  I  presume,  was  published  in  the 
same  Globe  of  which  Shadrnch  Pcnn  boasted  he  had  re- 
published "  two  bushels  in  one  day;"  and  it  would  be 
well  to  know  whether  the  pay  for  this  does  not  consti- 
tute part  of  the  22,600  dollars  which  Sliadrach  ha?  .ilroady 
received  for  printing  for  the  department. 

A  principal  consitleration  which  sliould  induce  this  re- 
peal IS,  that  no  paper  has  ever  licen  able  to  sustain  itself 
at  the  seat  of  Government  without  tlie  pati"onage  of  Go- 
vernment. It  will,  consequently,  be  always  tho  case,  that 
all,  or  nearly  all,  which  goes  from  this  city,  will  go  through 
a  protected  or  pensioned  press.  Tliis  repeal  may  enable 
a  press  here  to  sustain  itself  without  the  further  patron- 
age of  the  Federal  Government.  The  people  may  obtain, 
by  tliis,  one  newspaper  fiom  this  place,  which  will  fear- 
lessly speak  tlic  truth,  regardless  of  the  frowns  or  smiles 
of  power.  Suppose  it  to  be  a  party  or  opposition  paper, 
will  an  honest  an<l  patriotic  administration  shrink  from  a 
free  investigation,  or  be  unwilling  that  the  people  shall 
hear  both  sides?  Wo  shall  always  hear  the  cause  of  every  sar's." 
Vol.  Vlil.— 57 


administration  well  pleaded,  for  it  ,will  always  have  able 
advocates  with  liberal  fees,  and  whose  whole  livings, 
indeed,  depend  upon  the  success  of  their  cause.  Why, 
then,  are  we  not  to  hear  the  other  side?  Is  your  present 
administration  afraid  of  the  truth? 

It  may  sometimes  occur,  I  admit,  that  a  Government 
printer  may  use  his  influence  against  his  patrons.  Such 
mdepcndence  and  self-devotion,  however,  is  scarcely  to 
be  expected,  and,  if  it  occurs,  it  would  not  long  be  tole- 
rated. Green,  to  be  sure,  did  get  into  the  habit  of  speak- 
ing the  truth;  and  thon^h  the  administration  has,  for  this, 
discharged  him,  he  still  is  printer  to  Congress.  Yet  this 
is  scarcely  an  exception,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  quite  certara 
that  Green  has  turned  against  a  majority  of  Congress,  but 
it  is  rather  more  probable  that  be  and  Congress  have  both 
turned  against  tlie  administration. 

The  Senator  from  Tennessee  complains  that  the  repeal 
of  postage  commences  so  soon  as  the  1st  of  July.  And 
why  not?  If  tlie  tax  is  an  unnecessary  burden,  the  sooner 
it  is  repealed  the  better.  This  period  was  probably  ' 
selected  as  it  is  at  the  close  of  a  quarter,  and  would,  there- 
fore, create  no  inconvenience  in  settling  the  accounts. 
The  Senator  very  modestly  proposes  to  postpone  it  until 
January,  that  is,  until  after  the  next  Presidential  election. 
But  there  is  not  a  little  danger  that  it  will  then  be  too 
late.  Give  public  opinion  a  wrong  direction  imtil  after 
another  election  of  President,  and  there  is  very  little  hope 
that  you  can  ever  correct  it,  or  restore  it  to  wliat  it  was, 
and  always  should  be. 

An  election  of  President,  and  Executive  encroachments, 
usurpation,  and  prodigality,  concealed  from  the  people  by 
a  control  of  the  press — and,  I  ask,  have  the  people  a  fair 
chance?  Does  either  House  maintain  its  dignity  or  its  pri- 
vileges, it  is  assailed  by  a  subsidized  press.  Does  this 
Senate  deliberate  before  it  yields  its  obedience  to  Execu- 
tive will,  there  are  not  wanting  individuals  who  enjoy  tl»e 
hospitality  of  these  walls,  to  pervert  its  act  and  arraign  its 
motives,  through  this  press.  Is  a  minister  rejected  by  tlie 
Senate  for  humbling  .th^  Nation  at  the  foot  of  a  Britisli 
throne,  the  President's  corps  editorial  starts  simultane- 
ously, and,  with  coincidental  patriotism,  advertises  for 
public  indignation  at  the  atrocity  of  a  refractory  Senate. 
Does  the  judiciary  venture  to  perform  its  duty  regardless 
of  the  Executive  will,  the  Presidential  corps  is  let  loose 
to  hunt  it  down.  Is  your  Postmaster  General  charged 
with  official  acts,  which,  if  proved,  would  render  him  un- 
worthy of  confidence,  in  the  midst  of  the  inquiry  he  ap- 
peals to  the  public  through  a  partisan  official  newspaper, 
and  scandalizes  every  one  who  ha's  had  any  concern  witli 
the  inquiry.  .  Thus  the  chief  and  his  chiefs,  covered  witli 
the  xgis  of  irresponsibility,  and  sustained  and  fortified  by 
holding  the  source  and  channels  of  information,  can  ad- 
vance, do,  and  maintain,  any  thing,  every  thing.  There 
is  notiiiiig  political,  moral,  or  religious,  which  might  not 
be  successfully  assailed  and  demolished. 

Sir,  tlie  Senator  himself  seems  to  apprehend  the  ap- 
proach of  evil  days,  but  trusts  that  some  American  Cato 
will  come  forth  in  our  defence.  But  this  recurrence  to 
Cato  is  a  most  unfortunate  reminiscence — "  A  Senator  of 
Rome,  while  Rome  survived,"  Cato  was  all  that  a  Roman 
Senator  should  be.  But  what  cuuld  Cato,  indeed,  what 
could  a  whole  Roman  Senate,  do,  after  Ciesai-'s  arm  bad 
prostrated  in  tlio  dust  the  Temple  of  Liberty  ?  Cato's  un- 
yielding virtue  and  uncompromising  patriotism  were  ex- 
erted too  late.  He  b  id,  to  be  sure,  pointed  at  the  cloud 
wliich  was  gathering  beyond  the  Rubicon,  and  warned  the 
Senate  that  it  would  one  day  burst  upon  the  city,  to 
the  destruction  of  their  liberty;  but  they  viewed  it  at  a 
distance,  reganlless  of  tlie  danger.  The  plausible,  suc- 
cessful, ambitious  Czsar  pressed  oti  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  his  object.  "  Pharsalia  gave  him  Rome — Egypt 
had  ne.Kt  received  his  yoke — and  the  whole  Nile  was  Cae- 
WhatconldCntodo'     What  did  he  do?     He  held 
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out  to  the  last,  and  then  took  himself  off.  Would  the  Se- 
nator carry  the  parallel  further?  The  tragical  death  of 
Cftto  was  succeeded  by  the  more  tragical  assassination  of 
Cssar.  The  spectre  in  the  dream,  who  promised  to  meet 
Brutus  at  Fhilippi,  had  too  fatally  fulfilled  her  promise. 
The  triumvirate  had  met,  and  parcelled  out  the  empire, 
and  each  had  his  proscription  list  allowed,  and  the  streets 
of  Rome  flowed,  consequently,  with  her  richest  blood. 
Hark  Antony  had  been  subdued  chiefly  by  the  charms 
of  a  woman.  Octavius,  left  without  a  rival,  reformed  the 
Senate,  and  with  tnem  subdued  the  people,  and  then  be- 
came "  Caesar  Augustus"  their  master. 

Is  this  parallel  prophetic?  Is  the  time  coming  when  we 
shall  have  our  Cato,  our  Csesar,  our  Brutus,  and  the  catas- 
trophe, and  our  triumvirate  with  the  proscription  and  par- 
tition? Are  we  to  have  our  .Fharsalia  and  Philippi?  Is 
the  last  rival  to  find  an  Actium  here?  And,  at  last,  is  some 
American  Octavius  to  modify  this  body  to  his  liking,  and, 
with  a  Senate  at  his  Iteels,  subdue  the  people  and  become 
our  Augustus?  Surely,  sir,  the  allusion  to  Cato,  and  the 
rigns  ofthe  times,  induce  thoughts  not  very  exhilarating, 
and  I  therefore  will  not  indulge  in  further  reflections 
•wakened  by  that  Senator's  aUusion.  Let  us  do  all  we 
can  to  preserve  the  sources  and  channels  of  instruction 
correct  and  pure,  that  the  people  may  understand  their 
rights,  and  know  how  to  preserve  them,  and  leave  the 
event  to  Him  who  rules  the  destinies  of  nations. 

[The  above  remarks  were  delivered,  in  portions,  on 
three  different  davs,  but  are  given  here  entire.] 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  klonday. 

MoiTDAT,  Mil  7. 

BANK  REPORT. 

The  Senate  took  up  a.  resolution  submitted  by  Mr.  Bex- 

Tos  some  days  ago,  to  print copies  of  the  report  of 

the  committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  proceed  to  Philadelphia  and  investigate  the  affairs 
ofthe  Bank  ofthe  United  Stales. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  fill  the  first  blank  with 
the  number  5,000. 

Mr.  BROWN  spoke  of  the  great  importance  of  the  re- 
port, and  the  necessity  of  supplying  the  people  with  it. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  motion  for  5,000 
was  negatived — yeas  16,  nays  19. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  the  number  3,000. 

Mr.  POIND EXTER  said  that  he  would  assign  as  a  rea- 
son for  his  voting  against  5,000,  that  he  regarded  the  re- 
port as  involving  no  great  principle  whatever.  He  tliotight 
that  its  fitcts  and  details  were  of  a  nature  tt>  render  them 
unimportant  in  a  public  point  of  view.  As  to  the  parti- 
cular administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  bank,  the  stock 
holders  had,  in  his  opinion,  much  more  interest,  in  that 
matter  than  the  people.  The  examination  seemed  to  be 
little  else  than  an  investig^ation  of  private  accounts  keptin 
the  institution.  What  was  it  to  the  public  whether  a  hun- 
dred or  a  thousand  dollars  was  lent  to  a  manufacturer,  or 
to  a  merchant,  or  even  to  a  printer.  Not  a  single  good 
principle  was  spread  through  the  report,  and  he  knew  no 
sufficient  reason  for  subjecting  the  country  to  the  heavy 
expense  of  this  printing  of  an  extra  number.  He  was  wil- 
ling that  so  many  should  be  printed  as  was  necessary  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate,  but  he  could  not  conceive  of  any 
practical  good  which  would  result  from  the  circulation  of 
an  extraordinary  number.  He  should  therefore  vote 
•gainst  3,000. 

Mr.  EWING  sud  that  he  had  no  great  objection  to  the 
report  going  abroad.  But  be  thought  it  might  be  the 
proper  course  to  refer  it,  in  the  firstplace,  to  the  commit- 
tee on  the  subject;  and  al.so  that  the  counter  reports  should 
be  presented.  It  appeared  that,  although  this  report 
went  abroad  as  the  report  of  a  majority,  there  were  three 


members  of  the  committee  against  it,  and  three  in  itsfi. 
vor,  and  the  other  member  had  declared  tliat  his  acqiiinc- 
ence  was  not  in  consequence  of  his  concurrence  in  ill 
the  views  of  the  report  So  that,  in  fact,  the  committee 
were  divided  half  and  half.  There  was  also  a  countertt- 
port  expected,  which  it  was  deMrous  to  append.  Heav 
there  was  a  distinction  between  the  report,  and  the  report 
and  documents.  He  thought  that  none  of  the  report 
should  go  abroad,  unaccompanied  by  the  documents.  At 
the  chairman  of  their  committee  was  now  absent,  he  wouM 
move  to  lay  the  resolutionon  the  table. 

The  question  was  put  on  this  motion,  and  decided  in  tlie 
afiirmative — yeas  21,  nays  15. 

STEPHEN  PLEASANTON. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen  Pleasanton  [Fifth  Au- 
ditor ofthe  Treasury,  making  him  an  allowance  for  eitn 
services,  in  acting  as  Solicitor  ofthe  Treasury]  was  then 
read  a  third  time;  and  on  the  question  of  its  passaj;e,  ihe 
yeas  and  nays  were  orderetl,  on  the  call  of  Mr.  MAKCIT. 

The  passage  of  the  bill  was  opposed  in  some  obsen* 
tions  from  Mr.  MAllCY,  Mr.  SMITH,  and  Mr.  BUCK- 
NERj  and  advocated  by  Mr.  GRUNDY,  Mr.  FKEUSG- 
HUYSEN,  Mr.  CI^YTON,  and  Mr.  WHITE. 

[It  was  contended  by  the  opponents  of  the  bill  that  these 
payments  for  extra  services  was  tlie  introdiiction  of  »  new 
principle,  the  adoption  of  which  would  fill  the  Senile 
chamber  with  applicants  for  similar  recompense;  tiat « 
public  officer  receiving  three  thousand  dollars  a  year  was 
bound  to  undertake  any  duties  which  might  be  imposed 
upon  him;  that  the  Third  Auditor  had  performed  »  varie- 
ty of  extraordinary  services,  and  had  never  called  for  ex- 
traordinary recompense;  and  that  the  applicant,  in  tlui 
case,  performed  these  extra  services  by  means  of  clerks, 
who  were  sufliciently  paid.  On  the  other  side,  the  ground 
taken  was  that  no  man  was  expected  to  perform  more 
than  reasonable  services  that  it  was  absurd  to  eipett  the 
exdusive  devotion  of  all  the  energies  of  soul  and  body  to 
the  purposes  ofthe  Government;  that  it  would  be  unrea- 
sonable toexpect  such  devotion  from  members  ofConsress, 
and  they  had  no  right  to  expect  it  from  others;  that  the 
extra  duties  were  performed  by  the  applicant  when  other 
officers  were  enjoying  the  luxury  of  repose;  that tliesame 
services,  for  which  five  hundred  dollars  a  year  were  br 
this  bill  granted,  h«d  now  to  be  performed  at  a  cost  of 
more  than  five  thousand  dollars  a  year;  that  tlie  letursanii 
instructions  issued  by  the  applicant  during  the  ten  )«» 
in  which  he  performed  those  duties,  filled  six  thousand 
folio  pages;  and  that  he  had  postponed  his  cluini  for  "> 
other  reason  than  that  he  would  not  provoke  tlie  jealousy 
of  other  officers  ofthe  Government.] 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  tlie  bill  beingtaken,  ft 
decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Holmes,  Knielit, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexier,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  lbigKK«. 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White. 
Wilkins.— 34.  , . . 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Foot,  Hendricl* 
Hill,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tipton,  Torolmson. 
—11. 

POST  OFFICE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  "^  ''''T 
to  esublish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads,  and  a»cO«- 
tinue  others.  u-  u  i» 

Mr.  HOLMES  continued  the  observations  wh:cli  ne 
commenced  on  Friday,  in  support  of  the  amendment  «• 
fered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish  the  postage  on  newspi'P'"' 
(as  given  above.) 

Before  he  had  finished  Ids  remarks,  he  gave  *»yK" 
motion  to  adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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TUISDAT,  HUt  8. 
A  resolution  oficKd  yesterday  by  Mr.  Foot,  requesting 
the  President  to  cause  to  be  prepared,  and  laid  before  the 
Senate  at  the  commenceniciit  of  the  next  session,  a  plan 
for  retirganizinj^  the  Treasury  Department,  so  as  to  sim- 
plify the  mode  of  settling  account!),  and  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  clerks,  &c.  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to. 

PUBLIC.  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  then  rose  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  notice  he  gave  on  Friday  lastf  and  mov- 
ed tliat  the  Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
ttae  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  public  lands. 

Mr.  SBtn'U  expressed  a  hope  that,  as  the  Senate  was 
nearl}  empty,  tlie  gentleman  from  New  Jersey  would 
postpone  his  motion. 

Mr.  DICKEBSON  consented. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  very  important 
that  the  Senate  should  pniceed,  without  further  delay, 
to  the  despatch  of  that  part  of  the  public  business  which 
was  to  be  disposed  of  before  tlie  adjournment  of  Congress. 
This  was  one  of  those  important  measures  on  which  the 
prompt  action  of  Congress  was  necessary.  There  were 
three  subjects  on  which  Congress  was  bound  to  act— the 
tariff — the  bank — sod  the  public  lands;  all  tliese  ought 
to  be  disposed  of  before  tlie  adjournment.  Of  his  inten- 
tion to  call  up  to-day  the  bill  now  named,  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Uanufactures  had  given  notice  on  Friday 
last;  and,  if  he  was  now  to  consent  to  withdraw  his  mo- 
tion, he  hoped  that  he  would  fix  an  early  day  to  take  it  up 
for  consideration  and  discussion.  He  would  have  wished  to 
see  the  motion  prevail  at  this  time;  and  he  was  sorry  that  the 
chainnan  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  was  not  now 
in  Uis  place.  Tliat  Senator  was  usually  very  punctual  in 
his  attendance,  and  some  unexpected  circumstance  bad 
probably  detained  him  from  his  seat  this  morning.  Should 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  now 
withdraw  his  motion,  he  hoped  It  would  be  accompanied 
by  a  notice  tliat  he  sliould  repeat  his  motion  on  to-mor- 
row. Ue  repeated  his  desire  that  an  einrly  day  might  be 
appointed  to  go  into  the  subject,  for  tite  purpose  of  dis- 
ctissioa.  Ue  hoped  the  Senate  would  consent  either  to 
take  up  tlie  subject  of  the  bill  to  reduce  the  duties  on 
imported  articles,  or  the  other  bill,  to  reduce  the  duties 
on  protected  articles.  He  trusted  to  see  the  Senate  show- 
ing' a  disposition  to  take  up  these  bills.  He  was  indiffer- 
ent as  tu  the  order  in  which  they  might  be  taken  up,  but 
he  hoped  they  would  be  called  up  in  succession. 

There  was  but  little  time  left  to  act  on  these  subjects. 
It  was  almost  impossible  to  keep  Congress  together  m  the 
warna  weather.  Nearly  six  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
commencement  of  the  session,  and  nothing  had  been  done; 
and,  if  any  member  was  prepared  to  say  what  would  be 
done,  he  must  express  liis  own  perfect  ignorance  of  the 
matter.  Ue  hoped  that  the  Senate  would  take  up  one  of 
the  leading  topics  and  act  on  it,  while  the  House  would 
act  on  another;  and  thus  the  rule  would  be  avoided  of  both 
Houses  acting  on  the  same  subject  at  the  same  time.  'He 
expressed  his  willingness  to  sit  five  or  rix  hours  every  day, 
to  get  through  this  business;  and  even  to  sit  on  Saturdays, 
fatigued  as  the  Senate  was^t  the  close  of  the  week,  to  get 
through  the  mass  of  private  bills  which  had  accumulated 
on  their  hands  to  an  alarming  extent,  so  as  to  leave  the 
other  days  of  the  week  free  for  these  important  subjects. 
Thus  Congress  would  be  able  to  fulfil  the  expectations  of 
the  people,  and  to  bring  to  a  speedy  termination  a  session 
already  extended  to  an  unreasonable  length. 

Mr.  SMII'H  suggested  the  propriety  of  fixing  some 
particular  day  when  the  subject  would  be  taken  up  at  12 
o'clock.  If  members  were  not  then  in  their  seats,  the 
Cault  would  be  their  own. 


subjects  would  not  be  called  up  until  the  post  office  bill 
should  be  disposed  of.  As  soon  as  that  was  finished,  and, 
for  fear  of  offending  his  friend  from  Connecticut,  he  would 
also  say,  afier  the  pension  bill  should  be  acted  on,  he 
would  vote  fur  taking  up  the  subjects  fh>m  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  his  only  object  to-day  was  to  as- 
certain whether  the  Senate  would  refer  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  to  any  other  committee,  and 
tlien  to  fix  an  early  day  for  the  consideration  of  the  matter. 
If  the  coming  in  of  gentlemen  should,  to-day,  be  time 
enough  to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  renew  his  motion  to- 
day, he  should  do  so;  but,  if  not,  he  gave  notice  that  he 
should  make  his  motion  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HAYNB  stated  that  the  best  way  of  expediting  the 
bills  which  were  the  subject  of  consideration,  was  to  ob- 
serve the  rule  not  to  take  up  the  general  orders  every  day 
until  one  o'clock.  Had  this  rule  been  strictly  acted  on 
from  the  commencement,  there  would  have  beea  certain- 
ly one-half  of  the  private  docket  extinguished. 

Here  the  conversation  dropped. 

The  CHAIRthen  proceeded  totake  up  the  general  orders 
in  succession. 

The  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder  of 
the  General  Land  Office  coming  up,  was  opposed.  The 
object  of  the  bill  is  to  constitute  an  officer  to  sign  the  land 
patents,  instead  of  requiring  thesignature  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  as  heretofore. 

[The  bill  was  opposed  on  the  ground  that  the  duties 
could  be  performecl  by  a  clerk,  if  the  President  was  un- 
able to  go  through  the  patents  with  sufficient  rapidity;  but 
that  it  was  a  dangerous  power  to  place  in  the  hands  of  any 
other  than  the  Prewdent,  who  alone  should  have  the 
power  to  transfer  the  eminent  domain.  It  was  alleged,  on 
the  other  side,  that  the  sales  of  lands  had  increased  from 
six  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  three  millions;  that  the 
business  could  not  be  done  without  additional  aid,  and 
that,  whether  the  ofiicers  did  their  duty  or  not,  the  work 
was  not  done.  ] 

An  amendment  was  moved  by  Mr.  POINDEXTEB  to 
insert  the  words — 

"  And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said  recorder  to  attach 
to  each  patent  a  plat  designating  the  boundaries,  natunl 
and  artificial,  of  the  land  described  in  the  patent." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  bill  wm  then 
laid  on  the  table. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  establish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads,  and  to  dis- 
continue others.  The  question  being  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish  the  posta{^  on  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  HOLMES  concluded  his  remarks  in  &vor  of  the 
amendment,  (as  given  above. ) 

Mr.  GRUNDY  succeeded  in  reply,  and  in  defence  of 
Mr.  Barry's  management  of  the  department. 

Mr.  BIBB  tlien  commenced  some  observaUons,  in  which 
he  advocated  the  policy  of  his  amendment,  and  insisted 
on  the  ability  of  the  Post  Office  Department  to  sustain  the 
diminution-of  revenue  which  would  be  occasioned  by  it. 
At  the  same  time,  he  defended  the  Postmaster  General 
from  the  attacks  which  had  been  made  on  his  administrs- 
tion  of  the  post  office;  and  passed  a  high  eulogy  on  his 
intellectual  and  moral  worth.  Before  he  had  finished  his 
remarks,  he  gave  way  to  a  motion  to  adjourn. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  Senate  then  ad- 
journed. 

WsniCESDAT,  Mat  9. 


The  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  F.  Lewis  was  then  taken  up. 
[This  was  a  bill  to  refund  the  amount  of  duties  pud  on 
Mr.  GRUNDY  expressed  •  hope  that  these  important  certun  articles  which  were  ordered  before  the  applicant 
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knew  of  the  passage  of  the  tariff  of  1828,  and  which  it 
was  too  late  to  countermand,  after  he  possessed  that 
knowledge.] 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  making 
it  so  general  in  its  operation  as  to  cover  some  fifteen  or 
twenty  similar  cases,  comprising  duties  to  the  amount  of 
seventy -five  thousand  dollars. 

The  amendment  met  with  some  opposition;  and,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  KING,  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  the 
amendment  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

»lr.  UICKERSON,  pursuant  to  the  notice  which  he 
gave  yesterday,  moved  to  take  up  tlie  bill  to  provide  for 
the  distribution  for  a  limited  term  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
pulilic  lands.  He  stated  that  his  only  object,  at  present, 
was  to  dispose  of  the  pending  motion  of  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands.  Should  that  motion  be  negatived,  the  bill  might 
be  taken  up  for  discussion  on  an  early  day  in  the  next  week. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  should  not  have  risen  to  detain  the  Se- 
nate on  this  question,  but  for  a  remark  which  had  fallen 
from  the  Senator  fi'om  Kentucky,  when  the  subject  was 
before  the  Senate  on  a  former  day.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky  had  stated  that  he  [Mr.  K.]  had  Uken  fire  at 
the  suggestion  that  this  bill  ought  to  be  brouglit  up  for 
^iscusSion;  and  that  he  bad  denounced  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  as  imfair.  In  making  this 
statement,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  not  done  him 
justice.  He  certainly  had  not  taken  fire  at  the  suggestion; 
but  he  had  stated  that  he  was  not  prepared  to  act  on  the 
bill,  until  it  should  have  been  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  also 
charged  him  with  applying  the  term  "  unfairness"  to  the 
report. 

He  had  stated  that  it  was  calculated  to  make  an  erro- 
neous impression  on  the  public  mind,  on  a  subject  which 
was  of  general  importance,  but  which  was  vitally  interest- 
ing to  the  State  which  he  represcntetl.  He  had  certainly 
not  intended  to  charge  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
with  any  intention  to  circulate  erroneous  opinions;  but 
be  had  conadered  that  their  local  situation,  their  peculiar 
habits  of  thinking,  and  their  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
did  not  qualify  them  to  come  to  conclusions,  the  accuracy 
of  which  ought  not  to  be  disputed.  When  he  had  heard 
this  report  described  by  members  of  the  Senate  as  most 
able,  most  enlightened,  and  most  conclnsive,  he  had  only 
asked  that  it  might  b^^eferred  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  who  were  conversant  with  the  whole  subject, 
fur  their  examination,  inasmuch  as  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  were  less  intimately  acquainted  with  it. 
If  tl>e  arguments  were  so  able  that  they  could  not  be  an- 
swered, could  not  be  refuted,  or  proved  to  be  erroneous, 
its  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  could  be 
productive  of  no  ill  effect  on  the  report.  On  the  contrary. 
Its  accuracy  would  be  -the  more  strongly  establbhed  in  the 
public  mind. 

He  was  not  disposed  to  give  way  to  feeling  in  any  re 
marks  he  might  make  on  this  subject.  His  local  position 
might  justify  him  in  tlie  exhibition  of  some  feeling,  as-  it 
rendered  it  difficult  for  him  to  avoid  it.  He  hoped  the 
Senate  would  not  refuse  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
an  opportunity  to  present  the  matter  before  the  country 
in  such  view  as  they  might  believe  to  be  right  and  just. 
He  did  not  believe  that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  would 
refuse  him  tliis  opportunity.  He  bad  no  doubt  that  the 
Committee  on  Manufacture's  honestly  entertained  the  views 
which  they  had  spread  through  their  report;  and  that 
they  would  not  be  willing  to  suffer  the  country  to  believe 
that  they  would  shrink  from  an  examination  of  them.  He 
thought  the  Senate  should  not  take  up  the  question  fur 


jcct,  and  to  give  to  tlie  Senate  a  written  report  of  their 
opinions.  Why  were  they  not  to  be  allowed  such  oppw- 
tunity  ?  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  instructed  the 
Committee  on  Public  I^nds  what  they  miglit  do,  andwhit 
they  ouglil  to  do.  He  was  obliged  to  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  for  his  instructions.  But  the  committee  re. 
quired  no  such  light  to  show  them  the  extent  of  their 
powers.  He  was  not  inclined  to  go  back  for  the  purpose 
of  looking  into  the  reasons  for  sending  this  subject  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  understood  it  to  late 
been  for  the  purpose  of  connecting  all  the  subjects  of  % 
revenue  character  in  the  hands  of  the  same  committet  It 
had  been  expected  that  the  committee  would  amalgunte 
the  subjects  in  their  report;  instead  of  which,  they  lad 
made  three  distinct  reports,  one  on  each  branch  of  llie  in- 
quiry. He  saw  that  the  report  was  calculated  to  do  much 
mischief  He  saw  in  it  much  that  was  false  in  reasoninf. 
The  immense  calculations  made  on  the  amount  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sales  of  lands  must  strike  at  once  as  ridiculous. 
There  was  no  discrimination  between  the  qualities  of  the 
lands.  But  he  would  not  here  go  into  any  discussion  of 
that  matter.  He  hoped  that  an  opportunity  would  be 
given  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  present  i  fair 
view  of  the  subject.  Without  meaning  to  impute  unto- 
ness  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  he 
could  not  but  regard  it  as  a  one-s.ded  thing;  and  he  de- 
sired an  opportunity  for  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to 
present  the  views  on  the  otlier  side. 

Mr.  CLAY  inquired  if  the  motion  was  to  refer  both  the 
report  and  the  bill,  or  simply  the  bill.  ' 

Mr.  KING  replied  that  he  had  divided  the  question, 
and  confined  the  motion  to  the  reference  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  proposition  then  was  to  refer  the 
bill  without  the  report.  He  felt  extremely  happy  to  lesm 
that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  had  determined  to  ei- 
hibit  no  feeling  on  this  subject,  but  to  keep  himself  free 
from  all  warmth  or  excitement.  With  equal  truth,  he 
could  declare  that  he  liad  none.  This  was  a  grest  sub- 
ject of  national  interest,  and,  in  its  conridcration,  etery 
thing  like  feeling  pught  to  be  eradicated;  every  thing  like 
party  banished  from  the  walls  of  the  Senate.  It  w» » 
subject  interesting,  not  only  to  tlie  Senate,  and  "<>*  "^ 
to  the  people  of  our  time,  but  it  was  one  in  the  ""''■™^ 
position  of  which  posterity  would  have  an  interest  for 
hundreds  of  years  to  come. 

The  proposition  now  was  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands.  He  must  be  permitted  igain  "> 
advert  to  the  history  of  the  original  reference.  W«n 
the  proposition  was  made  to  refer  tlie  matter  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  every  member  of  thatc(>mroitt« 
earnestly  protested  against  such  reference.  The  refcr- 
ence,  however,  was  ordered  by  the  Senate,  agtin*t  tw 
wishes  of  the  committee.  The  Senator  from  AI«mi» 
was  one  of  the  majority  by  whom  the  reference  vti  <f- 
dered.  The  Committee  on  Manufactures  had,  >}  *^ 
time,  urged  that  they  were  not  sufficiently  acqu*"''"' 
nor  familiar,  with  the  subject;  that  the  CotDinittee  on 
Public  Lands  were  more  conversant  with  the  subject'" 
all  its  details,  and  that  it  would  be  more  wise  torefwi'.Jp 
that  committee.  The  incongniity  of  the  subject  «:» 
the  duties  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  wu  ™™(J 
urged,  as  well  as  the  extent  of  business,  and  the  '^*  . 
various  details  of  the  branches  of  manufactures  *  Ij^^ 
been  committed  to  them.  All,  however,  w»s  ""y™" 
vain.  The  reference  was  made  to  them,  in  spite  ol  otrj 
thing.  Yet  it  was  now  alleged  that  the  Committet  m 
Manufactures  had  not  sufficient  knowledge  "f*"''"/. 
ject.  Why  was  not  sufficient  weight  allowed  '"'J.'yi'f 
jection  when  the  reference  was  originally  made'  "  •.". 
that  committee  were  incompetent  to  jjresent  *  P"' 
having  a  just  bearing  on  the  interests  of  all  the  **"  . 


consideration  until  tlie  Committee  on  Public  Lands  i^ould 

have  been  allowed  tlie  opportunity  to  examine  the  sub- 1  weight  allowed  to  the  objection  at  the  proper 


why  was  the  subject  pressed  upon  them'  why  w*^  ^^ 
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t  ray  true  that  most  of  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
es  haid  not,  at  that  time,  the  adequate  knowledge.  But 
^tleman  from  Alabama  should  do  them  the  justice 
<lieTe  that  they  aflerwanls  examined  the  subject  in  all 
p»rt5.  For  one,  he  had  only  found  it  necessary  to  re- 
to  certain  reports,  and  to  a  few  laws,  to  become  pos- 
sed  of  all  the  necessary  knowledge.  The  committee 
nt  into  tiiis  laborious  investigation,  and  the  report 
nch  has  been  made  is  the  result  of  their  labors.  Had 
;  error  been  detected  in  the  facts  contained  in  the  re- 
rt?  Had  the  deeds  of  cession  been  incorrectly  cited? 
d  there  been  erroneous  references  to  the  report  >  Had 
;l»ws  been  incorrectly  described?  Was  the  informa- 
n  receired  from  the  treasurj'  inaccurate  ?  These  were 
•  data  on  which  the  report  was  founded;  and  it  was  not 
(tended  that  any  of  these  were  inaccurate.  It  was  not 
jiged  that  any  of  the  facts  were  inaccurate.  It  was 
e  reasoning,  the  arg^oment  of  the  report,  which  was  ob- 
:ted  to.  After  a  committee  of  the  Senate  had  made  a 
port,  containing  facts  and  arguments,  it  would  be  un- 
:ainpled  to  refer  that  report  to  another  committee  for 
e  purpose  of  obtaining  another  argumentative  and 
Dcnlatory  report,  unless  some  defects  in  the  former 
luld  be  pointed  out. 

The  gentleman  from  Alabama  bad  designated  some  of 
«  errors  of  the  report  as  g^oss  errors,  and  had  termed 
K  of  them  '•  ridiculous;"  and  what  is  this  statement 
hich  he  has  called  "ridiculous?"  It  relates  to  the  amount 
r  the  public  sales  of  the  public  lands.  In  what  respect 
this  statement  ridiculous'  He  might  be  able  to  com- 
tthend,  if  the  Senator  from  Alabama  would  be  pleased 
(point  out.  He  bad  charged  the  statement  as  ridiculous, 
■his  charge  did  not  very  well  tomport  with  the  profes- 
on  of  calmnesii  which  the  Senator  had  made  at  the  com- 
lencement  of  his  speech.  Now,  the  fact  was  that  the 
ita  on  which  this  statement  was  made,  were  the  estimates 
f  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  himself.  So  that,  if  there 
na  error  there,  it  was  error  which  originated  with  the 
Itcretary.  In  reference  to  the  principle,  the  precise 
mount  of  sales  w^as  unimportant.  It  was  no  matter  whe- 
her  the  sales  in  one  year  amounted  to  three  millions,  to 
wo  millions,  a  million  and  a  half,  or  a  million.  The  prin- 
jple,  in  every  case,  would  be  applicable.  The  amount 
»  ales  would  necessarily  vary  according  to  the  popula- 
ion,  to  the  amount  of  public  lands  in  the  market,  and  va- 
wiu  other  considerations;  and  any  statement  made  on  the 
object  must  be  corrected  by  the  practical  results  of  ex- 
perience. The  amount  of  the  proceeds  had  also  been 
i»kcn  from  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
Bid  the  estinuttes  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Luid  Office.  Not  an  important  fact  connected  with  the 
wbject — the  amoimt  of  sales,  amoimt  of  proceeds,  quan- 
tity of  lands  in  market,  quantity  of  lands  unsold,  or  any 
"tiler  fact,  but  was  taken  from  authentic  documents. 

The  reference,  then,  was  not  desired  for  the  purpose  of 
wrretting  facts,  but  with  a  view  to  report  a  counter  ar- 
gument The  reference  of  a  subject  to  a  committee,  in 
the  first  instance,  is  generally  made  for  the  purpose  of 
presenting  facts  in  the  form  of  a  report;  or,  when  a  sub- 
ject has  been  discussed,  to  examine,  and  make  such 
diaagtj  as  may  conform  to  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  as 
etpressed  in  the  discussion.  But  here  there  had  been  no 
examination.  Did  the  Senator  from  Alabama  desire  that 
the  Unds  should  be  relinquished  to  the  States,  that  the 
price  should  be  reduced?  What  plan  had  he  to  suggest? 
It  wu  incumbent  on  him  to  point  out  some  defects  in  the 
"port,  before  he  made  his  motion  of  reference. 

For  liim'self  he  was  entirely  indifferent  as  to  the  course 
'°°*ptif»ued,  and  so,  he  beUeved,  was  every  member  of 

™  committee.     But  he  would  put  it  to  the  Senate  whe- 
14  P"^?*^  regard  for  its  own  dignity  and  consistency 

»ould  permit  it  to  sanction  such  a    procedure.     How 

"WW  the  record  read  to  the  world,  that,  two  or  three 


m9nths  ag^,  the  Senate  had  sent  to  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  contrary  to  their  wish,  this  agitating  sub- 
ject; that  this  committee  had  taken  it  up,  assiduously  ex- 
amined, and  made  their  report;  that  an  objection  was 
made  to  tlie  argument  by  a  gentleman  from  one  of  the 
new  States;  and  that  now  the  course  which  w.is  proposed 
at  Brst,  and  which  the  committee  had  originally  declared 
to  be  the  correct  one,  was  adopted?  Would  gentlemen 
be  content  to  let  their  names  stand  on  the  record  of  yeas 
and  nays  in  support  of  such  inconsistency? 

The  Senator  from  Alabama  had  charged  him  with  a 
desire  to  instruct  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  in  their 
duties.  He  felt  himself  incapable  of  instructing  any  one, 
much  less  of  instnicting  that  committee.  He  hoped  that, 
when  expressing  his  opinions  in  his  place,  he  was  not  to 
be  made  liable  to  the  charge  that  he  was  endeavoring  to 
instruct  others.  What  he  bad  said  was  simply  this — bad 
the  Senator  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  let  him  prepare  it, 
have  it  printed,  and  move  it  when  the  bill  should  come 
up  for  consideration.  Did  the  Senator  wish  to  present  a 
detailed  and  an  argumentative  report?  He  ha4  said  he 
believed  it  was  competent  for  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  to  make  such  a  report  without  a  special  reference 
of  the  bill.  Had  they  a  different  scheme  to  propose,  let 
them  propose  it.  After  they  should  have  ma!ide  their  re- 
port, he  would  give  them  his  vote  for  the  printing  of  it. 
But  he  did  not  consider  the  course  which  wasv  now  indi- 
cated to  be  the  proper  one. 

There  had  already  been  presented  to  the  other  House 
a  report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  presenting  a 
different  view  of  tlic  subject,  an  extra  number  of  which 
had  been  ordered  to  be  printed,  and  connected  with  this 
report.  Would  not  that  answer  the  purpose  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama'  Would  not  the  argument  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  of  the  other  House  be  suffi- 
cient to  correct  the  reasoning  of  this  wicked  report?  But 
suppose  that  a  third  report  were  to  be  made,  would  even 
that  be  found  satisfactory  ?  Would  it  not  still  be  found  neces- 
sary to  send  the  subject  to  another  committee,  to  obtain 
another  report  upon  the  conflicting  reports  of  the  former 
committees?  Might  not  the  Senate  be  thus  kept  moving 
in  a  circle,  without  finding  any  termination  to  the  business? 
The  proper  course,  in  his  view,  to  be  pursued,  was,  at  a 
proper  time — say  next  week — to  take  up  the  bill  for  the 
purpose  of  receiving  any  amendments,  or  a  report  of  a 
different  scheme,  if  such  should  be  offered;  to  print  the 
amendments  or  report,  to  deliberate  on  them,  to  go  at 
once  into  the  consideration  and  discussion  of  the  differ- 
ent projects,  and  come  to  a  decision  on  the  subject. 

lie  hoped  the  motion  which  had  been  made  bv  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama  would  not  prevail;  and  as  lie  consi- 
dered the  subject  to  be  one  of  tlie  highest  magnitude,  and 
wished  that  his  name  might  be  recorded  on  the  question, 
in  order  to  show  his  course  to  those  to  whom  he  was  re- 
sponsible, as  well  as  to  those  who  might  come  after  him, 
he  would  not  take  his  seat  without  asking  that  the  ques- 
tion be  taken  by  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  HOL.MES  said  that  if  he  could  see  any  advantage 
to  be  derived  from  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  he  would  vote  for  it.  But  what 
good  was  to  result  from  it?  He  was  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  be  had  voted  against 
sending  the  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
He  did  not  believe  that  tlicy  would  shrink  from  the  ex- 
amination, but  he  thought  it  did  not  properly  belong  to 
the  duties  of  that  committee.  But  the  Senate  had  decid- 
ed to  send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  he 
had  bowed  to  the  decision.  It  went  thither.  But  had 
not  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  the  same  subject  be- 
fore them?  Was  not  so  much  of  the  President's  message 
as  related  to  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands  referred 
to  that  committee?  The  Committee  on  Public  Lands 
then  had  the  subject  before  them;  and  not  only  the  gene- 
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ral  subject,  but  this  very  proposition,  the  disposal  of  the 
public  lands.  An  inquiry  had  been  made  in  the  com- 
mittee, preliminary  to  a  general  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  would  be  best  to  cede  these  lands  to  the 
different  States  in  which  they  were  located.  There  were 
some  who  insisted  that  tlie  lands  of  right  belong  to  the 
States  in  which  they  lie,  becoming  the  property  of  those 
States  at  the  moment  when  they  were  admitted  into  the 
Union.  Others  there  were  who  maintained  that  the  tnlc 
course  was  to  sell  the  lands  to  the  States  in  which  they 
were  situated,  for  some  consideration  to  be  determined 
on.  There  was  another  class  favorable  to  the  scheme  re- 
ported by  the  Committer  on  Manufactures,  to  distribute 
the  avails  of  these  lands.  Another  thought  that  the  pub- 
lic lands  ouglit  to  be  distributed  among  all  the  States. 
There  were  still  some  others,  who  thought  they  should  be 
parcelled  out  among  the  old  thirteen  States;  and  some 
who  thought  the  best  way  was  to  let  the  whole  subject 
alone. 

He  expressed  his  hope  that,  in  the  great  scramble  for 
these  lands,  the  interest  of  >Iaine  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of.  If  the  territory  and  people  of  that  State  were  to  be 
sold,  he  hoped  she  woiddnot  be  forgotten  in  titis  division; 
and  he  «ntreated  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  in  the 
completion  of  his  plan,  to  keep  back  a  large  reservation 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  the  wants  of  Maine. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  having  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  them,  could  now  make  a  report,  and  report  a 
bill.  Did  the  committee  want  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,  to  enable  them  to  do  this.'  Not  so. 
Each  member  had  a  copy  of  the  report.  Did  they  want 
the  bill  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures?  Not  so. 
Each  member  had  a  copy  of  the  bill.  He  saw  no  advan- 
tage wliich  could  result  from  the  reference,  and  he  should 
therefore  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  KANE  made  a  few  remarks  in  favor  of  the  motion, 
but  his  observations  were  inaudible,  owing  to  the  extreme 
pressure  in  the  gidlery. 

The  question  was  tlien  taken  on  the  motion  to  refer,  as 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindextcr,  Robinson,  Smith,  Taze 
well,  Tipton,  Troup,  Wliite.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckncr,  Clay,  Cla)ton,  Dallas, 
Dickei-snn,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Hobbins,  Buggies,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  TomUnson,  Waggaman,  VVU 
kins.— 22. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  gave  his  vote  in  the  affirma 
live.  So  the  motion  to  refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

NEWSPAPER  POSTAGE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  unfinished  business  of 
yesterday,  being  the  bill  to  establish  cei-tain  post  offices 
and  post  roads,  and  to  discontinue  others.  The  question 
being  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bibb,  to  abolish 
the  postage  on  newspapers  after  the  1st  of  July  next. 

Mr.  BiBB  concluded  the  remarks  which  he  had  com- 
menced on  yesterday,  in  support  of  his  amendment,  and 
in  correction  of  tlie  statements  made  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office,  to  show  that  the  de- 
partment could  not  sustain  the  diminution  which  would  be 
caused  in  its  revenue  by  the  adoption  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  HILL  said:  After  the  assiduous  labor  at  morning  and 
night,  for  several  weeks  in  succession,  which  Uie  Commit- 
tee on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads  had  bestowed  on 
the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  creating 
new  post  roads;  after  travelling  through  every  section, 
near  and  remote,  of  every  State  and  Territory,  ai  well 
on  maps  as  in  books,  carefully  marking  where,  by  law, 
routes   already    existed,    and    where    they    were    niost| 


wanted,  to  fix  and  ascertain  the  best  avenues  by  vtiidi 
information  and  intelligence  could  be  carried  to  ill  iIk 
people  of  the  United  States,  as  an  humble  mcmtiet 
of  that  committee,  I  am  free  to  declare  the  incni- 
mcnt  to  the  bill  offered  by  the  Senator  from  Kentuck;, 
to  abolish  newspaper  postage,  to  be  not  less  unexpected 
than  it  seems  to  me  to  be  unreasonable  and  unkind. 

What  does  tlie  bill  itself  propose?  It  is  confined  tot 
single  object,  that  of  establishing  new  post  roads,  inddiv 
continuing  old  ones  that  were  deemed  useless.  It  ludu 
little  to  do  with  newspaper  postage  as  had  the  bill  to  vie- 
cinate  the  Indians.  It  might,  with  a  much  better  fiu, 
have  been  tacked  to  that  omnium  gatherum,  the  apprapn. 
ation  bdl,  because,  to  carry  the  provision  into  effect,  alu|t 
appropriation  of  nioney  directly  from  the  treasury  otiit 
be  necessary.  I  trust,  sir,  tliat  whatever  may  be  the  o|a- 
nion  of  honorable  Senators  as  to  the  reduction  of  nen> 
paper  postage,  they  will  vote  against  tills  proposition  tg 
burden  a  bill  intended  exclusively  for  one  object,  witk 
auother  and  an  entirely  different  object;  a  bill,  too,  vhick 
did  not  originate  in  this  body,  and  on  which,  if  amcndei 
by  proposing  a  new  principle,  another  discustian  mua 
take  place  in  the  other  branch,  which  may  carry  thetim 
for  its  passage  beyond  the  present  session. 

At  a  proper  time,  I  shall  be  ready  to  vote  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  postage  on  newspapers  to  as  great  an  citeat 
as  the  interest  of  their  proprietors  or  of  the  mat  noss  q 
newspaper  readers  shall  require;  but  until  the  Americui 
people  are  prepared  to  defray,  directly  from  the  Ireaairy, 
the  whole  expense  of  the  post  office — until  they  «re  pre-] 
pared  to  pay  their  deputy  postmasters  by  a  speciSc  aUi];,{ 
I  cannot  consent  to  abolish  entirely  postage  on  nenH 
papers. 

Newspapers  already  have  an  advantage  over  every  thinf 
else  carried  in  the  public  mail.  The  printers  of  nevspir 
pers  already  have  their  exchange  papers  free  of  postigt: 
hoes  any  one  believe  that  such  a  sheet  as  tbeNewYwi 
Enquirer  or  the  National  Intelligencer  can  be  transmined 
eighteen  hundred,  one  thousand,  or  even  one  bundRd 
miles,  and  carefully  preserved  aod  delivered,  for  less  linn 
one  cent  4nd  a  lialf?  Letters  of  the  same  weiglit,  ^e^llli^ 
ing  little  mof  e  attention,  Would  be  charged  from  one  dollar 
to  two  or  three  dollars,  according  to  distance. 

1  cannot  agree  with  the  Senators  from  Kentuckr  ind 
Delaware,  who  represent  the  postage  on  newspapereto  !* 
a  burdensome  and  unjust  tax  upon  tlie  people.  Itisix* 
more  burdensome  and  unjust  than  is  the  price  of  the 
white  paper  on  which  newspapers  are  printed,  or  tke 
price  of  the  types,  the  ink,  and  the  labor  of  printing  it 
is  a  necessary  portion  of  the  expense  incurred  in  furnist- 
ing  the  article. 

Let  us  suppose  that  the  public  mail  was  carried  eiA- 
sively  for  the  delivery  of  newspapers.  Will  «ny  Wj 
pretend  that  the  present  price  of  newspaper  post's* 
would  defray  even  a  fifth  part  of  the  expense  of  traismit- 
t  ng  and  delivering  them?  Yet,  of  the  weight  CMtied  by 
the  mails,  the  letters  which  nay  about  i)ine-tenths  of  ill  tie 
revenue  are  scarcely  in  bulkorin  weight  as  one  to  twentf 
of  the  newspapers  and  pamphlets.  The  newspapen*" 
already  literally  carried  at  tlie  expense  of  the  t»i  m 
letters.  How,  then,  can  it  be  said  that  the  people «« 
unjustly  taxed  who  pay  postage  on  newspapers?  . 

1  have  made  it  an  object  to  inquire  at  the  post  office" 
tJiis  city  what  is  the  relative  weight  and  bulk  of  netjf*: 
pers  and  letters  pa.ssing  through  the  nwil-  The  clw 
clerk  in  that  office  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the) ''Jf 
as  twenty  to  one.  The  mail  passing  from  North  to  SoutJ 
through  this  place  daily,  contains  generally  from  t»oi7 
to  thirty,  never  less  tlian  ten  bagfs,  weighing  some  l^l " 
200  pounds  eacl».  One  of  these  bags  will  coiiUin  aJJ  "^ 
letters.  On  Moiuhiy  morning,  I  saw  the  Southet"  >»" 
as  it  was  despatched;  there  were  twenty-one  bspo' "' 
papers,  and  all  the  letters  d  d  not  fill »»  much  M  ««  "»• 
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Newspaper  Pottage. 


[Seitate. 


Sir,  it  would  be  rank  injustice  to  abolish  the  entire  post- 
je  on  newspapers.  In  that  respect,  you  will  make  all 
H»e  who  live  near  a  post  office  a  privileged  class.  Their 
enpipers  will  be  carried  gratis,  while  those  who  live  at 
distance  from  the  post  office,  must  pay  for  the  carriage 
td  delivery  of  their  papers. 

In  New  England,  almost  every  family  takes  one  or 
lore  newspapers.  Not  one  in  ten  ol  these  newspa- 
m  ever  goes  into  the  mail  at  all.  There,  very  fre- 
aently,  companies  are  formed  in  the  districts  and 
iirnships,  to  take  the  newspaper;  each  one  takes  his 
im  in  rotation  to  travel  ten,  fifteen,  twenty,  or  thirty 
■la,  on  the  day  of  publication,  and  deliver  the  news- 
iper  either  at  some  place  of  deposlte  or  at  the  door  of 
leb  subscriber.  In  other  cases,  a  post-rider  makes  it 
business  to  travel  an  extensive  district  of  country  to  de- 
rerthe  newspapers  which  he  purchases  of  the  printer, 
id  adda  the  expense  of  carrying.  In  other  instances,  the 
lil-cirrier  takes  the  newspaper  from  the  printing  office 
r  post  office,  and  delivers  it  while  on  his  way,  charging 
id  receiving  extra  pay  for  the  service.  If  the  postage 
( entirely  abolished,  scarcely  one  in  ten  of  all  the  readers 
Fcoiintiy  newspapers  will  be  benefited  at  all.  They 
ill  still  be  obli^d  to  pay  for  the  transmission  and  deli- 
tfj  of  their  newspapers;  and  to  be  consistent.  Govern- 
ment should  make  provision  th.it  their  papers  should  go 
*e,  not  less  than  the  newspapers  of  those  who  happen 
live  at  the  door  of  some  post  office. 
The  number  of  post  offices  at  the  present  time  is  about 
in  times  as  great  as  it  was  in  1800.  Then  there  were 
iIt  about  1,000  in  the  United  Siates^now  there  arc  about 


for  a  combination  of  men,  for  mercenary  as  well  as  for 
laudable  purposes,  to  stop  any  press  which  had  barely 
sufficient  support  to  exist,  by  deluging  its  vicinity  with 
other  newspapers,  which  could  be  done  at  a  thousand 
miles  distance,  free  from  all  expense  of  postage? 

This  propos'.tion,  I  am  free  to  acknowledge,  will  be  of 
great  advantage  to  the  newspapers  published  in  this  Dis- 
trict,  and  in  some  of  tlie  larger  cities;  but  that  advantage 
will  be  entirely  at  the  expense  of  the  smaller  newspapers 
printed  in  the  villages:  it  will  go  to  feed  those  which  are 
already  well  patronized,  and  stari'e  those  which  can  now 
scarcely  subsist.  And  this  is  not  V>c  worst  feature  of 
the  case:  instead  of  taking  such  lessons  from  our  local 
newspapers,  as  the  home-bred  ideas,  the  honest,  frug^al 
and  industrious  habits  of  our  yeomanry  shall  prompt,  the 
people  must  be  lectured  by  those  who  do  every  thing  on 
u  great  scale;  they  must  be  instructed  in  the  fiishions  and 
the  notions  of  the  great  and  the  gay;  they  must  take  as 
their  teachers,  perhaps  the  vain  and  the  vicious— perhaps 
the  pensioned  and  the  proud;  or,  may  be,  the  patriotic  and 
the  wise.  I  repeat,  sir,  that  the  tendency  of  the  amend- 
ment will  be  to  enable  the  few  to  monopolize  the  news- 
paper press  of  the  whole  country,  and  the  consequent 
destruction  of  those  local  presses  of  the  interior,  which 
now  sustain  the  most  healthy  part  of  the  public  sentiment. 

Another  consequence  of  this  proptfcition  will  be  the 
overburdening  the  mails  on  all  the  principal  roads,  so  as 
to  increase  the  expense  of  transport,  and  retard  them  in 
their  progress.  Boston,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Balti- 
more, and  Washington,  will  pour  out  newspapers  in  such 
quantities,  that,  without  some  newly  invented  carriages. 


11,000.    Of  this  number  of  postmasters,  the  annual  com- 1  some  gfreater  than  mere  brute,  animal  power,  the  depart- 


ensalion  of  a  majority  will  not  average  fifly  dollars.  In 
le  small  offices,  much  of  this  compensation  is  derived 
OTi  the  newspaper  postage,  the  postmaster  receiving 
le-tialf  for  his  labor;  he  receives  one-half  cent  for  keep- 
ig  the  account  and  delivering  the  paper,  if  printed  within 
i  State  or  within  one  hundred  miles,  and  three-fourths  of 
cent  if  printed  beyond  the  distance  of  one  hundred  miles, 
that  compensation  do  you  propose  to  him  for  that  ser- 
ite,  in  this  amendment)  None  at  all.  Does  he  receive 
»  much  already  ?  If  not,  can  you  do  less  than  authorize 
ke  department  to  pay  him?  If  he  receives  nothing, 
iliat  obligation  is  he  under  to  take  care  of,  and  deliver, 
ke  papers?  Will  he  do  it  for  nothing?  That  cannot  be 
ipccted;  the  department  must  remunerate  him  by 
icfeasing  his  commission  on  letters,  or  in  some  other  way. 

Iliswell  known,  Mr.  President,  that  most  of  ourcoun- 
7  newspapsra  are  not  a  source  of  profit  to  their  proprie- 
m.  With  the  most  severe  physical  and  mental  labor, 
Ite  printers  of  country  newspapers  are  scarcely  able  to 
blain  a  livelihood.  I  cannot  doubt  that  it  was  the  inten- 
""lofthe  Senator' who  introduced  this  proposition,  to 
»Bt  them;  he  is  mistaken,  sir.  Pass  this  proposition 
'toalaw,  and  it  will  annihilate  at  least  one-liatf  of  our 
^%t  newspapers;  they  cannot  survive  the  advantage 
'hich  will  be  given  to  the  newspapers  printed  in  the 
"te  cities,  which,  by  means  of  improved  printing  ma- 
binery,  can  be  delivered,  if  they  gij  free  of  postage,  by 
)ail,  at  any  distance,  as  cheap,  if  not  cheaper,  than  the 
*>!  papers. 

There  is  a  newspaper  under  the  patronage  of  the  society 
f  Methodists  in  New  York,  a  useful  and  well  conducted 
""fiial,  which  issues,  at  each  impression,  25,000  copies; 
"d  these  are  circulated  in  every  State  of  the  Union. 
'Ws  propogtion,  if  adopted,  would  enable  the  worthy 
»en  who  conduct  that  journal  to.increase  the  number  to 
M.OOO;  and  this  immense  number  would  be  subtracted 
5 'he  main  from  the  useful  local  papers  throughout  the 
'rated  States,  whose  proprietors  are  unable  to  procure  a 
latronage  seldom  exceeding  five  hundred  ov  a  thousand 
*iiies.  A  team  of  four  horses  would  not  be  able  to  draw 
'  "injle  impressbn  of  this  paper.     How  easy  would  it  be 


ment  will  never  be  able  to  expedite  the  mails  at  all.  On 
all  the  great  mail  roads — and  these  are  now  far  the  most 
expensive — double  conveyances  for  the  mail  will  be  re- 
quired, and  this  will  nearly  double  the  expense. 

The  nett  proceeds  to  the  department,  from  newspaper 
and  pamphlet  postage,  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  18.10, 
amounted  to  $98,31.3  44 — for  the  year  ending  June  30, 
1831,  they  were  $113,111  22 — showing  an  increase  in  one 
year  of  $13,597  78.  The  amount  paid  was  of  course  dou- 
ble, as  the  postmasters  receive  one-half.  The  revenue  es- 
timated for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1832,  is  J125,000. 
Besides  the  compensation  to  postmiaters,  the  proposition 
will  take  from  the  means  of  the  department  the  sum  of 
$140,000,  being  the  amount  which  may  be  anticipated  for 
1832-'3;  it  will  add  to  the  expense  of  transportation  cer- 
tainly an  equal  if  not  a  greater  amount,  for  it  cannot  be 
considered  tliat  the  contractors  will  be  holden  to  encoun- 
ter the  additional  burden  without  a  consideration;  and  it 
will  lay  the  department  under  obligation  in  any  court  of 
chancery  to  pay  the  postmasters  at  least  an  amount  equal 
to  what  they  woidd  receive  for  the  newspapers  which  are 
carried  in  the  mail  under  the  present  arrangement.  These 
three  items,  at  the  lowest  calculation,  will  amount  to 
420,000  dollars. 

Indeed,  when  it  is  considered  that  the  number  of  news- 
papers transported  by  the  mail  will  be  swelled  possibly  to 
even  tenfold  flicir  present  amount,  the  calculation  is  not 
extravagant,  when  we  anticipate  that  the  department  may 
be  crippled  witli  the  additional  burden  of  half  a  million  of 
dollars,  the  first  year,  by  this  proposition. 

The  newspaper  postage  alone,  which  is  now  only  as 
one  to  nine  or  ten  when  compared  to  letter  postage, 
is  greater  than  the  whole  amount  of  postage  on  both  let- 
ters and  newspapers  was  in  the  year  1800.  For  many 
years  no  regular  accounts  of  the  newspapers  were  kept 
in  the  post  offices,  although  subscribers  alwtiys  paid  as 
high  postage  as  they  now  pay.  But  a  new  system  of 
checks  on  the  newspaper  postage  accounts  in  the  several 
post  offices,  made  but  a  few  years  ago,  brought  order  out 
of  chaos  in  that  branch  of  the  department,  until  it  contri- 
butes something  towards  supporting  itself. 
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[Mai  9,  IK 


The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Bidb]  has  calcu- 
lated that  there  will  be  half  a  million  of  dollars  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Uie  department  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  This 
was  the  first  time  I  had  heard  of  such  a  suggestion.  1 
had  understood  that  for  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years  the  de- 
partment had  expanded  itself,  as  far  and  as  fast  as  its 
means  would  allow,  to  the  accommodation  of  the  whole 
country,  by  increasing  the  mail  facilities.  Within  my 
knowledge,  we  have  tri-weekly  and  daily  mails  passing 
over  roads  where  but  a  few  years  since  there  were  none, 
and  only  single  horse  mails  once  a  week  or  fortnight. 
Mail  stages  now  pass  through  the  most  of  our  towns,  and 
the  benefits  of  this  useful  establishment  diffuse  themselves 
into  every  neighborhood.  This  morning  I  find  on  my 
table  letters  and  newspapers  brought  from  New  York,  a 
distance  of  250  miles,  in  thirty-six  hours,  and  from  Boston, 
500  miles,  in  tliree  days.  We  have  the  mail  expedited 
from  New  Orleans  to  Washington  in  one-half  its  former 
time;  from  Baltimore  to  Pittsburg,  within  the  last  few 
days,  there  is  a  new  arrangement  by  which  one  or  more 
days  are  gained.  There  is  scarcely  a  week  or  even  a  day 
in  which  some  new  improvement  is  not  made,  facilitating 
the  transport  of  the  mails.  The  department  has  kept 
even  pace  with  the  country  in  its  march  of  improvement. 
These  great  improvements  involve  great  expenses:  and, 
although  the  department,  in  some  cases,  has  gained  more 
by  the  improvement  than  it  has  expended  in  making  it, 
it  could  not  be  expected  such  would  be  the  general  residt. 

The  Senator  has  noticed  a  surplus  fund  of  some  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  may  be  brought  in  aid  of 
any  deficiency  that  may  be  caused  by  abolishing  newspa- 
per postage.  This  surplus  fund  was  formerly  much  larger 
than  it  now  is.  It  is  highly  creditable  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  present  head  of  the  department,  and  to  his  pre- 
decessor, that,  while  tlie  number  of  post  ofhces  and  the 
receipts  of  the  establishment  have  been  increased  nearly 
tenfold,  the  actual  losses  from  the  defalcations  of  post- 
masters are  much  less  in  the  last  ten  years  tlian  they  were 
tram  1800  to  1810.  The  surplus  fund  to  which  the  Sena- 
tor alludes  is  not  available — a  large  portion  of  it  never  can 
be  realized:  it  consists,  if  I  understand  the  matter  right, 
of  outstanding  debts,  many  of  which  are  doubtful,  and 
some  of  which  are  absolutely  hopeless.  Every  man  of  ex- 
tensive buuness  generally  lias  such  a  surplus  fund  as  this, 
which  he  accounts  as  worth  little  or  nothing  for  present 
purposes.  ' 

It  is  not  good  management  alone,  Mr.  President,  which 
c  :n  keep  tlie  receipts  of  the  department  above  its  expen- 
ditures. Any  change  in  the  ordinary  business  of  the 
country  will  change  the  business  of  the  department :  the ! 
revenue  may  decrease,  but  the  expenditures  must  con- 
tinue. It  is  not  safe,  if  we  do.  not  put  tliis  department  on 
the  treasury,  at  this  session  of  Congress,  to  add  to  the  post 
roads  an  extent  of  travel  equal  to  the  whole  extent  of  post 
road  in  the  United  States  in  the  year  1800,  and  at  the 
same  time  abolish  entirely  the  postage  on  newspapei-s.       1 

When  the  present  incumbent  entered  on  the  duties  of 
hifc  office,  it  is  well  known  that  the  expenses  of  the  de-| 
partment  liad  exceeded  its  income  in  consequence  of  the 
facilities  which  had  been  granted  to  routes  which  were 
unprofitable.  It  had  not  been  in  his  power,  imtil  the  last 
year,  to  keep  the  expenditures  within  the  receipts.  If 
Congress  should,  at  this  time,  embarrass  further  the  de- 
partment, the  committee  will  have  discharged  their  duty 
if  they  say  that  their  bill,  without  the  amendment,  is  as 
m^ch  as  the  department  for  the  next  year  can' bear  with-  . 
out  the  most  serious  uiconvcnience. 

But  the  Senator  from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clayton]  says 
the  department  has  not  sustained  itself  since  Major  Barry 
carfte  into  office,  the  salaries  of  the  officers  an>l  clerks  and 
contingent  expenses  of  the  department  in  this  city  being 
paid  directly  from  the  treasury.  And  is  this  a  new  ar- 
rangement made  by  the  present  administration '     The  sa- 


laries of  these  officers  have  always  been  paid  fnm  i 
public  treasury.  Yet,  let  me  tell  the  ScnatorthiUhtJ 
partment  has  more  than  supported  itself.  The  imoiit 
postages  on  free  letters  for  pubL<c  officers  and  for  b< 
Houses  of  Congress  would  much  exceed  all  the  m 
taken  from  the  treasury  in  aid  of  the  Post  Office  Ucpvlie 

On  inquiry  at  the  department,  I  find  the  nun^xrofi 
letters  delivered  at  the  post  office  in  this  city  tlow,  i 
ring  the  quarter  year  ending  April  1,  1832,  wis  169,41 
These  letters,  if  charged  witli  postage,  might  be  ■ 
posed  to  average  15  cents  each,  and  would  bnp 
diiced  the  sum  of  $25,414  20.  The  numberof  fretla 
despatched  from  the  city  during  the  same'  qiuntiil 
clerks  are  of  opinion,  waj  four  times  the  amount  of  A 
here  delivered.  Were  tlie  department  to'charge  thtl 
vernment  for  the  free  letters  transmitted  forthcbts 
of  Congress  and  tlie  several  Executive  Departmemi,: 
latter  would  fall  in  debt  to  the  former,  after  deductiifl 
salaries  and  expenses  paid  to  the  General  Post  05« 
this  city,  several  hundred  thousand  dollars  ptr  ua 
How,  then,  can  it  be  said  that  the  departmeot  coal 
support  itself? 

The  Senator  has  quoted  tlie  Edinburgli  BeTier  ni 
words  of  British  Ix>rds  and  Commons,  to  prove  Ml 
British  tax  on  newspapers  is  preferable  to  the  poA^ 
newspapers  in  the  United  States.  There  is  aboatl 
same  analogy  between  the  two  cases  as  there  is  IrM 
a  despotic  and  a  free  Government.  The  British  rxt 
per  stamp  is  a  tax  outright,  exceeding,  in  amouni,  al 
to  one  the  whole  expense  of  editors,  printers,  and  pq 
makers;  and  the  simple  duty  paid  on  a  British  ncrfl 
advertisement  to  the  Government  is  probably  thn-cll 
as  much  as  the  whole  expense  of  advertising  in  thai* 
try.  The  postage  on  newspapers  in  the  C'lutol  SH 
strictly  speaking,  is  not  a  tax;  it  is  a  value  rtcciitii 
that  only,  in  part,  for  a  value  bestowed. 

Under  the  British  system  of  newspaper  taxation,  W 
of  the  common  people  are  able  to  read  a  nerspipl 
fewer  still  to  take  and  pay  for  them.  A  ncffspijj 
Great  Britain  is  let  out  to  readers,  when  first  piiM 
at  a  higher  price,  dim'nishing  as  it  becofties  more  ft* 
that  the  poor  man,  if  he  be  able  to  read  at  all,  ns"*! 
his  news  several  days  after  the  more  wealthy  obuiiitlw 
I  have  somewhere  seen  it  stated,  recently,  that  wo  a 
newspapers  in  the  city  of  New  York  had  a  giolff'" 
ber  of  advertisemenU  than  tlie  whole  newspifn  pt'« 
Great  Britain;  and  probably  more  newspapa«a«  "J 
ally  published  in  the  State  of  New  York,  thanisili'" 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  BriUin  and  lt«l»» 

We  are  told  that  there  are  shackles  on  the  ptt9.| 
that  this  amendment  is  necessary  to  relieve  it  Ho* 
abolishing  of  newspaper  postage  will  relieve  us  trt»" 
difficulty,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conceive.  It  iitrutiw 
newspaper  press  in  this  country  has  been  shactledaii^ 
I  can  remember.  In  Mr.  J efierson's  time,  tlie  oppa" 
the  aristocracy,  had  at  least  two  to  one  the  »^™^ 
the  newspaper  press,  and  they  have  kept  that  adiw 
up  to  the  present  time:  they  have  as  much  as  that  i« 
Uge  at  this  time  in  this  city,  and  in  all  the  ciues^i 
United  States.  It  was  the  merest  chance  in  the  »ona 
the  people's  Chief  Magistrate,  ck  cted  to  office  by  »« 
toral  vote  of  two  to  one,  has  a  soUtary  press  (the''* 
the  seat  of  Government,  so  unshackled  as  to  dart  J* 
the  truth  when  it  shall  make  in  his  favor. 

The  patronage  bestowed  by  Congress  on  ^'•'''"'t^ 
presses  in  this  District  which  do  not  support "l*^ 
tration,  (Telegraph  and  Intelligencer,)  i»  F™1 
amount  than  the  expenses  of  the  entire  civil '"'"["^L 
of  New  Hampshire,  and  much  greater  than  all  the  p" 
age  bestowed  by  the  administration  on  all  ?''*  ""^S 
(including  tlie  editors  who  have  been appoinWl'o 
which  now  support  the  re-election  of  the  PrM*"; 
■  I  thank  the  Senator  for  mentioning  the  printer  >" 
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tucky,  who  is  charxed  with  tutvioK  sent  out  before  the 
State  dectioa  some  bushels  of  electioneering  communica- 
tiona,  besides  receivine  from  Major  Barry  some  $12,000  a 
yesr.  The  Senator's  infonnant  was  probably  under  some 
■light  ddusioD — bis  distorted  vinon  bad  Tery  likely  mis- 
ttken  the  inoocent  bandies  of  post  office  blanks  sent  in 
the  nail,  for  a  counterpart  to  lAe  horrid  murder  of  the 
■I  militia  men. 

The  Kentucky  printer  is  more  foKunate  than  any  print- 
er wbo  has  stood  fast  to  his  integrity  within  my  know- 
ledge: he  receives  #13,000  a  year,  according  to  the  state- 
ment ef  the  Senator;  for  what?  For  fumidung  the  post 
offices  of  all  the  Western  States  with  wrapping  paper, 
trine,  and  printed  blanks,  at  a  given  price  not  beyond 
their  worth.  Why  not  procure  some  man  who  is  n^ t  a 
printer  .to  furnish  these?  At  least,  why  not  give  the  bun- 
neat  in  the  first  instance  to  some  worthy  opposition  man, 
w  that,  if  he  was  obliged  to  employ  a  printer  to  do  it,  he 
migltt  fimn  it  out,  and  compel  the  poor  man  to  do  it  for  less 
thui  it  was  worth  ?  Had  this  Mr.  Shadrach  Penn  printed 
>  newspaper  on  thcfother  side,  and  received  twice  the 
tmount  be  now  receives,  rely  on  it,  his  case  would  not 
hare  been  brought  into  this  Senate  in  any  discus^on  on  a 
bin  ibr  establishing  new  post  roads  in  the  United  States. 

la  the  six  Eastern  States,  at  least  four  out  of  five  of  the 
contnclors  under  the  Post  Office  Department  are  not  the 
friends  of  the  present  administration:  some  of  these  re- 
ceive annually  from  tlie  department  from  five  to  ten  and 
fifteen  thousand  dollars  each.  The  contrasts  of  these 
;  (entlemen  will  expire  with  the  present  year:  having 
Isithfuily  performed  their  obligations,  not  one  of  them 
will  fare  at  all  the  worse  in  making  new  contracts,  because 
he  happens  to  belong  to  the  party  which  does  not  support 
:  the  adnunistration. 

The  Senator  says,  in  the  Southern  contracts  lately 
taken  out,  there  were  many  instances  in  which  the  lowest 
hi(k  ven  not  accepted.  The  practice  of  the  department 
hu  invariably  been  to  protect  those  who  already  had  pro- 
perty on  the  noail  route;  if  other  persons  stepped  in,  for 
the  purpose  of  reducing  the  bid  much  below  the  actual 
coat,  they  wer«  required  to  purchase  the  property  at  a 
fiiir  priee,  ar  lose  their  bid.  The  public  advertisements 
have  generally  stated  this  as «  condition.  Such  was  the 
iararKble  practice,  for  years  anterior  to  the  present  ad- 
nioiitration;  and  it  is  to  be  presumed  that  cases  of  this 
kind  were  those  of  which  the  Senator  compUins.  Prece- 
dent aiul  law  authorize  the  Postmaster  General  to  exer- 
citt  a  sound  discretion  in  making  the  post  office  contracts. 
That  the  contracts  made  by  the  present  incumbent  have 
been  judiciously  made,  is  proved  by  the  eminent  success 
vhich  has  attended  all  the  operations  of  the  department. 
I(  u  the  Senator  says,  there  has  been  "  looseness  in  the 
maoagement  of  the  whole  machinery  of  the  department," 
Msjor  Barry  has  been  more  fortunate  than  has  been  any 
other  man  of  my  acquaintance :  for  what  machine,  as  ex- 
•ratled  and  as  complex 'as  this,  ever  continued  to  operate 
with  unabated  and  even  with  renewed  vigor,  where  there 
*ss  looaenesa  or  laxity  of  mao^^ement? 

It  is  scarcely  one  year  since  this  department  was  pro- 
pounced  to  be  bankrupt — it  was  not  only  charg^  with 
>s>prevideDce,  and  profligacy,  and  waste,  but  its  enemies 
Vtrred  that  it  could  not  longer  proceed  without  throwing 
■(•elf  on  the  pobfie  treaanry.  Will  gentlemen  admit  that 
tl>i>  charge  was  not  true  ?  And  roust  they  not  admit  it,  if 
•key  now  vote  for  a  proposition  which  will  the  very  next 
Tear  impose  on  it  an  extra  expense  of  at  least  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  and  a  virtual  additional  burden 
of  a  half  a  miUon?  Half  a  million  of  dollars  taken  irom 
the  means  of  the  department  may,  in  one  year,  accomplish 
the  predictions  of  its  enemies;  it  may  so  embarrass  its 
operations  as  to  stop  one-half  of  the  mails  in  the  country. 
B«  it  cannot  be  the  design  of  the  mover  of  the  amend- 
ment to  produce  such  a  disastrous  result 
Vol.  Vm.— 58 


It  has  been  said  that  the  Post  Office  Department  exer- 
cises an  undue  influence  over  the  newspaper  press,  and 
that  it  is  wrong  to  appoint  printers  and  editors  to  be  post- 
masters. I  cannot  agree  with  the  gentleman.  I  believe 
there  never  has  been  an  administration  under  which  print- 
ers and  editors  have  not  been  postmasters.  During  the  late 
administration,  the  President  interfered  directly  to  give 
the  most  lucrative  post  office  in  the  State  of  Maine  to  an 
editor  of  one  of  the  warmest  pi^tisan  presses  of  the  country. 
I  believe  the  rule  of  the  present  administration  to  be,  that 
when  a  printer  or  editor  is  appointed  to  a  post  office  where 
the  duties  are  sufficient  to  require  his  whole  attention,  and 
the  compensation  exceeds  one  thousand  dollars — such  an 
office  as  requires  the  President  to  act  in  the  appointment — 
it  is  made  a  condition  that  he  shall  not  continue  to  pursue 
his  profession  of  printer  or  editor. 

There  is  no  more  reason  why  a  printer  should  not  be  a 
postmaster,  than  there  is  that  any  lawyer  or  physician 
should  be  excluded  from  the  same  office.  Benjamin 
Franklin,  while  he  printed  a  newspaper,  was  for  a  long 
time  postmaster  at  Philadelphia;  .and  this,  while  the  poa- 
sesaion  of  the  office  gave  him  an  advantage  over  other  print- 
ers of  newspapers  in  that  city.  The  office  of  postmaster 
will  give  any  professiorad  man  privUeges  and  fiicilities  for 
acquaintance  and  buaness  beyond  those  of  his  neighbors. 
The  number  of  post  offices  in  the  United  States  is  compara- 
tively few  in  which  the  labor  of  the  postmaster  is  not  greater 
than  the  compensation,  wKhout  some  other  advantage.  The 
printer  of  a  village  newspaper  is  often  in  the  best  situation 
to  be  the  postmaster;  and  with  a  compensation  of  one, 
two,  or  three  hundred  dollars  a  year  for  labors  in  the  of- 
fice day  and  night,  we  must  suppose  the  man  to  be  very 
prone  to  wickedness  to  be  corrupted  or  impiroperly  influ- 
enced by  the  possession  of  such  an  office. 

It  has  been  a  standing  subject  of  complaint  that  printers 
and  editors  have  been  appomted  to  office  under  the  pre- 
sent administration.  The  opposition  have  really  given  to 
that  class  of  men  a  consideration  to  wliich  tiiey  were  not 
entitled.  They  ye  no  worse,  and  probably  no  better, 
than  any  other  class  of  men:  some  there  are,  certainly, 
who  take  upon  themselves  the  dutiesof  temporary  editors 
of  newspapers,  who  work  for  pay,  and  who  are  ready  to 
take  up  on  any  nde  for  a  mtid  pro  quo.  These  are  gene- 
rally from  another  profession,  which  ought  to  be  the  last 
to  complain  that  too  many  offices  are  hUed  by  printers  and 
editors.  The  talents  of  a  good  lawyer  are  conceded  to  be 
necessary  to  fill  a  judicial  office  acceptably:  a  moderate 
proportion  of  lawyers  wiU  do  very  well  in  our  legrislative 
bodies,  although  it  must  be  confessed  that  a  preponderat- 
ing majority  often  tax  the  patience  and  the  purse  of  the 
people,  by  discussions  which  seem  to  them  interminable. 
But  it  is  not  easy  for  common  people  to  discern  why  an 
educated  lawyer  should  make  a  better  postmaster,  a  bet- 
ter weigher  and  gauger,  or  a  better  officer  or  contractor 
of  any  sort,  than  anjr  other  well  educated  and  intelligent 
man.  The  proportion  of  applicants  for  office,  both  for 
Executive  and  popuUr  appointment,  are  as  four  lawyers  to- 
one  of  any  other  profession.  This  is  all  natural  and  pro- 
per— they  are  probably  better  qualified  and  better  adapt- 
ed to  fill  public  offices;  but  it  any  profession  is  to  be 
Mngled  out  as  an  object  for  public  comment,  let  those 
have  the  credit  or  bUme  where  credit  or  blame  is  best  de- 
served. 

The  Senator  from  Connecticut  is  either  wrong,  or  I  am, 
when  he  says  the  war  rates  of  letter  postage  have  been  con- 
tinued. The  war  rates  were  fifty  per  cent,  advance  of 
the  present  rates.  The  letter  postage  ought  to  be  reduc- 
ed before  the  newspaper  postage  shall  be  touched.  The 
moment  the  receipts  of  the  department  wiU  authorize  it, 
I  would  reduce  the  letter  postage  at  least  twenty-five  per 
cent.  The  experiment,  I  think,  would  not,  in  the  end, 
much  reduce  the  revenue,  because  the  increase  of  busi- 
ness, afker  the  first  year,  consequent  on  the  lower  rate. 
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would,  ▼erj'  likely,  be  equal  to  the  amount  of  redaction. 
For  the  first  year,  the  falling  off  would  be  nearly  equal  to 
the  rate  of  the  reduction;  and,  therefore,  the  depai-tment 
cannot  now  bear  it  in  addition  to  the  increased  expense  of 
the  new  routes  proposed  in  the  bill. 

The  newspaper  postage  is  said  to  be  a  severe  and  unjust 
tax  on  literature.  Pamphlet  postage  is  higher  pro  rata 
than  newspaper  postage.  Why  not  repeal  tliat  also?  Nay, 
sir,  to  caiTy  the  principle  out,  why  not  enact  that  printcil 
books  of  every  description  shall  pass  free  in  the  mail? 
Such  a  rule  would  not  give  the  bookdealers  in  the  large 
dties  a  greater  advantage  over  the  small  dealers  in  the 
country,  than  will  the  al>olition  of  postage  on  newspapers 
give  to  the  mammoth  newspapers  of  the  large  towns  over 
the  village  newspapers. 

At  a  proper  time,  both  newspaper  and  letter  postage 
may  be  reduced:  never  ought  either  to  be  abolished  en- 
tirely. Relying  entirely  on  the  receipts  of  the  department 
to  support  itself,  no  reduction  ought  to  be  made  the  pre- 
sent year.  But  if  the  prosperous  business  of  the  country 
shall  continue,  and  the  receipts  of  the  department  shall 
continue  to  exceed  its  expenses,  let  the  postage  on  letters 
be  reduced  twenty-five  per  centum.  This  may  be  done, 
and  the  amount  of  tetters  will  increase  without  embarrass- 
ing the  burdens  of  mail  transportation.  Afterwards,  if 
the  redundant  receipts  sluiU  continue,  let  newspaper  post- 
age be  reduced  to  one-half  cent  each  within  one  hundred 
miles,  or  within  the  limits  of  a  State,  and  to  one  cent  eacli 
beyond  that  distance;  and  let,  likewise,  the  postage  on 
pamphlets  and  prmted  sheets  be  reduced  in  the  same  ratio 
with  newspapers. 

For  the  Senator  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Holhbs,]  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, I  entertain  all  that  respect  and  sympathy  wliich  are 
due  tu  men  in  his  condition.  Every  thing  is  wrong  with 
him  under  this  administration.  Jostled  out  of  his  position, 
as  he  was  some  seven  years  ago,  by  that  blazing  meteor 
which  has  sometime*  appeared  in  our  political  hemisphere, 
to  warn  us  of  our  dangers,  and  with  unerring  aim  to  point 
out  the  true  from  the  counterfeit — 

[Mr.  Hill  was  here  interrupted  by  the  chairman,  [Mr. 
Foot,]  who  said  he  could  not  be  permitted  to  proceed, 
bb  remarks  being  personal.  After  a  short  pause,  Mr.  H. 
did  proceed  as  follows:] 

The  suppositions  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  about  the 
abuse  of  the  franking  privilege,  and  the  nine  thousand 
postmasters — about  this  franking  privilege  prostrating  the 
liberties  of  the  people  in  the  dust — about  the  enormous 
patronage  of  the  custom-house  in  New  York,  extended  to 
a  newspaper  of  that  city — about  Shadrach  Penn,  the  New 
Hampshire  Patriot,  and  the  Boston  Morning  Post — about 
the  battering  down  of  every  thing  valuable  by  this  Post 
Office  Department — about  the  dangers  of  the  Senate,  be- 
cause some  newspnpcr  has  had  the  daring  presumption  to 
propose  that  the  Senators'  terms  of  service  shall  be  short- 
ened, and  because  otliers  have  suggested  that  Senators 
who  do  not  represent  the  opinions  ami  wishes  of  their  con- 
stituents ought  to  resign — about  the  assaults  of  the  press 
on  the  judiciary,  calling  the  judges  dotards,  and  charging 
them  with  combining  with  a  cabal  of  the  Senate — about 
Mr.  Webb,  of  New  York — about  the  favorite,  the  beloved 
minister  of  the  President,  rtjected  by  this  body,  and  the 
denunciations  of  the.  Globe  fur  that  rejection — about  the 
presumption  of  the  Senate  in  refusing  to  listen  to  the  tes- 
timony of  a  dismissed  officer  in  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment— in  short,  about  almost  every  thing  that  relates  to 
the  people,  the  administration,  or  the  opposition — these 
suppositions  having  little  or  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion, I  shall  leave  to  be  adjusted  by  tite  Senator  himself 
when  he  shall  have  more  leisure  to  attend  to  them  calmly 
and  dispassionately,  as  I  cannot  doubt  he  will  do,  after  he 
shall  have  settled  down  in  the  enjoyment  of  domestic 
quiet. 

As  to  the  merits  of  tbowncndment  itself,  I  will  acknow- 


ledge the  Senator  has  discovered  all  his  usual  ingemuljia 
demonstrating  them;  but  if  I  had  not  at  the  momentwrit- 
ten  it  down,  the  whole  force  of  his  reasoning  would  hm 
escaped  in  the  mist  which  he  afterwards  raised. 

That  part  of  his  speech  which  was  a  written  cakiilitiM 
of  what,  by  possibility,  might  be  at  the  (fispoaal  of  the 
department  on  the  1st  of  July  next,  if  it  were  tnt, 
might  furnish  a  good  reason  to  reduce  the  postage  on  either 
tetters,  newspapers,  or  pamphlets,  or  all  of  them.  Itliiiit 
he  made  his  calculation  to  exceed  half  a  million  of  dolhn. 
This  calculation  was  predicated  on  the  fact  that,  in  the 
first  six  months  qf  the  year  1831,  the  revenue  eiCTdied 
the  expense  of  th6  depairtment  in  the  sum  of  175,475  91. 
But  it  should  be  recollected  that  in  the  six  previous  monthi 
the/eveniie  had  fallen  short  $13,223  73;  and  that  for  the 
three  previous  years  it  was  minus  from  $35,000  up  to 
$82,000  in  a  year. 

1  have  before  said  that  the  principle  of  the  depaitnent 
always  has  been — not  to  obtain  a  surplus  revenae— but  to 
increase  the  facilities  of  the  public  mail — to  incresiethe 
trips  and  the  speed  on  the  more  important  routes— ton- 
tend  new  routes,  which  the  bead  of  the  department  vai 
authorised  by  law  to  do  between  the  seats  of  justice  of  the 
several  counties  in  the  new  States — to  procure  the  nitil 
carried  in  steamboats  between  considerable  places.  I  veil 
know  that  tliese  improvements  and  facilities  have  been  ex- 
tended, up  to  the  present  moment,  so  far  as  the  depnt- 
ment  deemed  it  prudent  to  go.  There  has  been  M  tisK 
in  which  the  department  has  not  been  pressed  to  go  be- 
yond its  ability.  The  late  Postmaster  General  ackno«- 
ledg^d,  before  he  left  his  office,  that  he  had  made  exten- 
sions whose  expenses  would  overreach  the  receipts.  Is 
1827,  '28,  and  for  the  three  subsequent  years,  the  eipet- 
ditures  were  beyond  the  receipts:  this  may  besceounted 
for  from  the  fact  that,  in  the  year  1827,  the' last  bill  for  M- 
tablishing  new  post  roads  was  passed.  The  bill  of  1827 
did  not  cover  half  the  extent  of  the  bill  now  proposed; 
yet  that  bill  the  first  year  having  been  in  operation  onlf 
six  months  of  the  term,  reduc^  the  revenue  within  the 
expenditures  #25,000— the  next  year  to  $74,000— the  ye»r 
after  to  $83,000,  its  maximum,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
creased facilities  given  in  the  contracts  of  1838,  and  «M 
not  restored  until  the  yea%  ending  July  1,  It^l,  to  u 
amount  exceeding  the  expenditures.  For  foutyesriwh- 
sequent  to,  and  including  1820,  tiiere  had  been  adefian- 
cy  each  year  of  from  $26,000  to  $125,000— fi-om  182*  to 
1838  there  was  a  surplus,  the  lowest  year  $9,000,  and  the 
highest  year  $80,000.  In  1837,  this  surpUis  was  $55,000. 
So  it  will  be  seen  there  was  as  much  if  not  more  ressos 
in  1838,  when  the  then  new  post  road  law  went  into  ef- 
fect, to  anticipate  a  surplus  fund,  as  there  now  is. 

Indeed,  tliis  surplus  fund,  which  has  always  cansisled  of 
uncollected  balances  due  to  the  department  from  pottmu- 
ters  who  have  failed  to  pay  over,  was  formerly  vaA 
larger  than  it  now  is.  Postmasters  were  not  forroerlY  re- 
quired to  pay  over  as  promptly  as  they  now  are,  i™  * 
much  larger  proportionate  amount  was  lost  to  the  public. 
It  is  now  detmed  a  g^ood,  yea,  an  imperious  cause  for  re- 
moval, if  a  postmaster  fails  tb  pay  over  his  dues  quarterly- 
The  deficiencies  which  have  occurred  in  seven  years  since 
1820,  have  been  made  up  from  this  surplus  fiind.  At» 
time  during  that  period  has  the  Post  Office  Depsrtsiest 
been  in  possession  of  funds  beyond  what  was  necesaBy'* 
can-ying  on  its  extended  business:  it  does  notposeeisihea 
at  this  time;  and  will  you  now  force  it,  in  addition  to> 
burden  of  new  post  roads,  to  double  tlie  amount  of  »!»' 
was  ever  at  any  one  time  imposed,  to  encounter  thetriW- 
port  of  paper  equal  t«  one-half  of  lite  whole  nuraifccture 
of  the  United  States,  to  be  delivered  out  in  smgle  piwien 
sheets  in  tlie  most  distant  parts  of  the  country.'  Witli""' 
a  heavy  appropriation  directly  from  the  treasuiy,  the  oe- 
partment  must  break  down — it  cannot  sustain  itself  •* 
months  under  the  proposed  arran|^ment. 
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The  nuatake  of  gentlemen  on  this  subject  is,  that  they 
consider  the  postage  of  newspapers  in  the  tif^ht  of  a  tax. 
If  it  be  a  tax,  it  is  a  tax  on  the  public  for  the  benefit  of  the 
person  who  receives  it.  It  can  be  demonstrated  that  the 
coat  for  carrying  and  deliTering  newspapers  is  greater  to 
tbe  departrnent  tluui  the  pay  it  receives.  It  will  be  in  time 
to  luiswer  the  argument  of  taxation,  oppression,  injustice, 
vhea  tba  newspaper  postage  is  proved  to  be  taxation  and 
injustice,  as  the  people  so  consider  them.  The  Senator 
ham  mentioned  the  great  privileges  which  the  newspapers 
Jare  in  Kew  York,  and  in  tlie  other  cities  and  considerable 
tovna,  beyond  the  newspapers  of  the  villages.  1  question 
very  much  whether  a  cost,  ec|ual  to  the  amount  of  poatag^ 
by  aiail,  is  not  paid  in  the  aty  of  New  York  for  the  car- 
nage and  delivery  of  newspapers  printed  within  that  city, 
to  the  people  of  the  sane  city.  Thirty  thousand  dollars, 
the  sum  estimated  by  the  Senator,  does  not  pay  the  nuine- 
raua  paper  carriers  of  that  city,  a  number  of  whom  must 
b«  employed  by  each  daily  newspaper  press.  The  Post 
Offiee  Department,  on  the  principle  of  this  amendment, 
should  pay  these  nawspaper  earners. 

Tbe  Senator  says,'  that  to  promote  a  salutary  and 
heaithy  public  sentiment,  the  newspapers  of  one  State 
should  be  introduced  into  another  State  on  equal  terms 
wHh  its  own  papers — that  there  cannot  be  equality  if  the 
postage  on  newspapers  shall  not  be  abolished.  There 
sorely  cannot  be  equality  in  such  an  arrangement;  in  the  one 
esse,  tbe  printer  may  have  his  materiaU  at  hand,  and  will 
pay  no  transport  to  tbe  point  of  destination;  in  the  other, 
should  not  the  printer  have  his  ink  and  his  paper  carried 
over  the  same  ground,  at  tbe  expense  of  the  Post  Office 
I>«partment?  If  the  postmaster  at  some  country  village 
is  obliged  to  preserve  and  deliver  out  to  subscribers  the 
newqwpers  printed  in  other  States  without  fee,  ought  he 
not  to  be  required  to  superintend,  without  fee,  the  news- 
papers printed  in  his  own  village.' 

But,  says  tbe  Senator,  the  franking  privilege  is  exclu- 
aivelriathe  handiof  the  party  in  power,  and  an  important 
eiectuiB  is  at  hand.  I  am  sorry  to  see  party  feelings  ap- 
peaJed.to  on  such  a  question  as  this.  I  cannot  believe  ttiat 
any  psu^  will  derive  a  permanent  benefit  from  the  adop- 
tifui  of  this  amendment.  The  Senator  adnuta  that  while 
Congress  is  in  session,  the  parties  at  this  point  are  equal 
as  to  the  advantages  of  the  franking  privilege.  During 
tbe  present  session,  I  am  free  to  acknowledge  that  the 
party  to  which  tbe  gentleman  belongs  have  been  much 
more  industrious  than  the  other  side.  Our  folding  rooms 
have  presented  abundant  proof  «f  this  fact:  members  of 
Congress  do  far  more  at  this  business  of  franking  than 
any  of  the  officers  of  the  departments.  1  have  myself 
franked  more  papers  and  documents  in  one  week  since 
the  commencement  of  the  present  session,  titan  I  did 
during  the  fifteen  months  in  which  I  did  the  duties  of  Se- 
cond Comptroller  in  the  Treasury  Department.  There 
can  be  no  object  in  franking  the  papers  from  the  District 
by  the  public  officers:  to  obtain  the  frank,  these  papers 
must  go  at  least  one  day  later  than  they  would  go  from 
their  offices  of  publication.  Few,  indeed,  are  the  news- 
papers franked  either  by  the  officers  of  the  Government 
in  tbe  departments,  or  by  postmasters:  tliey  cannot  afford 
to  pay  for  more  papers  than  they  read;  and  seldom  is  a 
newspaper  jieen  intlie  mail  bearing  their  frank.  It  is  much 
more  natural  for  members  of  Congress  to  supply  their 
friends  during  tbe  session — they  know  their  constituents 
will  be  gratified  as  well  for  the  attention  tlmt  is  paid  them, 
asfor  the  information  they  will  obtain  relative  to  what  con- 
cerns their  interests.  In  this  respect,  I  am  glad  that  the 
Senator  acknowledges  the  parties,  the  administration,  and 
tbe  minority,  to  stand  on  equal  ground. 

If  it  shall  be  the  intention  to  throw  this  department  on 
tbe  public  treasury  to  the  amount  of  half  a  million  or  a 
Dullion  of  dollars  per  annum,  for  the  sake  of  protecting 
tlM  largs  new^aper  cstablishroents,  and  injuring  tbs 


small  ones,  for  the  sake  of  flooding  the  country  with  news- 
papers printed  in  this  District,  to  affect  the  Presidential 
election,  I  trust  that  honorable  Senators  will  weigh  well 
the  consequences  of  such  a  step  before  they  proceed. 
It  will  be  fatal  to  the  wholesome  increase  and  growth  of 
the  department.  It  will  be  an  unjust  tax  upon  the  whole 
community  for  the  benefit  of  the  politicid  trader  and 
speculator;  for  by  what  right  can  you  tax  the  people  for 
the  carriage  of  newspapers,  any  more  than  you  can  tax 
them  for  the  carriage  of  any  other  commodity  used  and 
consumed  by  any  particular  class?  Once  permit  the  Post 
Office  Department  to  place  its  reliance  on  the  common 
treasury,  and  welt  may  we  become  alarmed  at  the  dangers 
of  post  office  influence.  There  will  no  longer  be  an 
inducement  to  bMsband  tbe  resources  of  that  establisb- 
mentf  there  will  be  no  necessity  for  restricting  the  ex- 
penses to  the  amount  of  the  actual  income;  the  scramble 
will  be,  not  who  can  best  serve  the  public,  but  who  can 
get  the  most  money  ?  The  means  of  corruption  will  be 
unbounded:  the  department  itself  will  falter,  like  the 
bloated  epicure,  from  tlie  free  use  of  the  food  that  is 
placed  before  it.  The  temptation  will  be  too  great  to  be 
resisted.  If  the  principle  of  supporting  this  department 
from  the  public  treasury  be  adopted,  there  will  be  no 
bound  to  the  expense;  and  its  inefficiency  will  increase  as 
the  expense  shall  be  increased. 

I  have,  sir,  detained  the  Senate  longer  than  I  eould 
Imve  wished.  I  would  not  have  spoken  at  all,  had  I  not 
felt  it  to  be  a  duty,  as  one  of  a  committee  which  has  be- 
stowed much  labor  on  this  bill,  to  resist  an  amendment 
which  will  compel  me  to  vote  agwnst  the  whole,  if  this 
shall  be  adopted  as  a  part  of  the  bill.  I  am  myself  con- 
vinced— 

That  the  present  newspaper  posta^  is  not  a  full  re- 
muneration tor  the  expenses  of  carr}'ing  and  delivering 
them. 

That,  to  abolish  this  postage  entirely,  will  impose  a 
burden  on  the  Post  Office  Department,  which  cannot  be 
borne  without  an  equivalent  from  the  treasury. 

That  payment  from  tlie  treasury  will  be  an  unjust  and 
unequal  tax  upon  all  persons  who  do  not  receive  their  news- 
papers through  the  mail. 

That  the  eflfiect  of  abolishing  newspaper  pottage  irill 
be  the  destruction  and  injury  of  the  small  newspaper  es- 
tablishments throughout  the  Interior  of  tlie  countiy. 

That  it  will  enable  wealthy  and  designing  men,  and  as- 
sociations of  men,  to  monopolize  the  newspaper  press  of. 
the  United  States. 

That  the  expense  of  transporting  the  mails  will  be 
greatly  increased;  and  if  letter  mails  shall  not  be  entirely 
separated  from  newspaper  mails,  confusion  and  delay  will 
take  place  in  the  transmission  of  letters. 

That  postmasters  will  demand  and  be  entitled  to  an 
equivalent  amounting  to  at  least  one-half  tbe  present  post- 
age, for  which  no  provision  is  made  by  law. 

That  the  proposition  is  an  interference  with  the  private 
business  and  industry  of  individuab,  calcuUted  to  promote 
the  benefit  of  tbe  few  at  the  expense  of  the  many. 

That  it  will  make  the  routes  in  the  newly  settled  parts 
of  the  country,  and,  indeed,  in  the  long  settled  parts  where 
the  population  is  scattered,  so  unproductive  as  to  compel 
the  Postmaster  General  to  discontinue  many  of  them. 

In  short,  that  the  tendency  of  this  amendment  will  be 
tbe  destruction  of  the  post  office  establishment,  and  the 
imminent  Injury  of  the  whole  trading  and  commercial 
community — a  measure  of  more  immediate  mischief  than 
any  which  has  passed  Congress  since  tbe  adoption  of  tbe 
constitution. 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  in  consequence  of  an  inqiury  pro- 
pounded by  the  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  the  Post 
Office,  why  the  Committee  of  Investigation  appointed  by 
the  Senate  last  year  to  inquire  into  ue  administration  of 
the   department,  did  not  proceed  in  the  execution  of 
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these  duties,  went  into  a  view  of  the  catises  which  had 
checked  the  progress  of  that  inquiry  at  the  very  moment 
when  impeachable  matter  had  been  elicited,  and  when 
the  apprehensions  of  tlie  friends  of  the  department  had 
been  roused.  He  showed  that  the  labors  of  the  committee 
had  been  arretted  by  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  by  the 
Senate,  prohibiting  the  committee  from  inquirinfp  into 
any  impeachable  matter,  the  necessary  consequence  of 
which  was  to  put  an  end  to  all  further  mquiry.  He  gave 
a  succinct  and  forcible  summary  of  the  coui-se  of  the  com- 
mittee, while  engaged  in  their  labors;  narrated  the  man- 
ner in  which  attempts  had  been  made  to  destroy  the  repu- 
tation of  Mr.  Bradley;  and  sustained  the  character  of  that 
gentleman  in  a  very  effective  manner.  He  pledged  him- 
self, if  the  Senate  would  rescind  tlie  resolution  prohibit- 
ing the  committee  from  inquiry  into  impeachable  matter, 
and  give  him  a  committee  which  would  go  through  the 
mvestigation,  to  produce  in  ten  days  a  report  or  facts 
which  would  place  the  matter  in  a  correct  view  before  the 
world. 

Before  he  had  concluded,  he  gave  way  to  a  motion  to 
adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Thdksdat,  Mat  10. 
POST  OFFICE. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  eatablisb  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads,  and  to  dis- 
continue others. 

The  questjon  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bidb  to 
amend  the  bill  by  adding  a  section  abolishing  the  postage 
on  newspapers  after  the  Ist  day  of  July. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  concluded  the  remarks  which  he  com- 
menced yesterday,  further  commenting  on  the  manner  in 
which  the  investigation  instituted  last  year  into  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Post  Office  Department  was  arrested. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  made  an  explanation  on  some  of  the 
points,  especially  in  reference  to  the  extra  allowances 
g^ven  by  the  Postmaster  General  in  the  case  of  Harrall, 
and  the  Baltimore  and  Washington  contract. 

Mr.  HOLMES  succeeded,  making  some  additional  ex- 
planations on  the  manner  in  which  the  inquiries  of  the  sub- 
committee last  year  were  met  at  the  department. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  offered 
by  Mr.  Bibb,  and  determined  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragtie,  Tomlinson. — 22. 

NAYS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith, 
Taiewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wiikins.— 23. 
'  The  bill  was  then  further  amended  in  its  details,  and 
vaa  reported  to  the  Senate,  The  amendments  made 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  were  concurred  in;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

FstsAT,  Mat  II. 

THE  POST  OFFICE  BILL 

Being  taken  up,  Mr.  BIBB  renewed  tlie  motion  which 
he  had  unsuccessfully  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to  abolish  the  postage  on  newspapers  from  July  next. 
The  amendment  was  again  negatived — yeas  22,  nays  23, 
and  tlie  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
supplementary  to  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the  surviving 
officers  and  soldiers  of  tlie  revolutionary  war. 

The  question  being  on  the  motion  submitted  by  Mr. 
BoBlxsoK,  to  recommit  the  bill,  with  instructi«n«;  which 


question  was  divided,  so  that  the  first  question  wu  on 
recommitting  the  bill.  , 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  had  been  his  fixed  determination 
not  to  consume  any  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  discu» 
ing  this  bill;  he  believed  the  subject  was  well  understood, 
and  its  merits  so  fully  and  so  generally  appreciated,  tlul 
argument  was  uneceasary;  and  he  had  stated  to  the  8e 
nate,  when  it  was  first  taken  up,  that  he  should  occupy 
none  of  their  time,  except  so  l^r  as  became  necesniy  in 
explaining  and  answering  questions  which  might  be  ci. 
pected  of  him,  as  chairman  of  the  committee  which  hial 
reported  the  bill. 

But,  sir,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Carolim  [Hr. 
Hatxe]  has  declared  that  the  merits  of  the  bill  ue  to  be 
discussed  on  this  motion  to  recommit,  and  has  made  wtiick 
an  attack  on  the  report  of)the  committee,  amfnnie  ipeciil 
allusions  to  me  personally,  I  cannot  consent  that  this  qnet- 
tion  of  reference  be  decided,  without  some  notice  of  hii 
remarks;  and  although  not  prepared  at  this  time  fort 
full  discussion,  not  having  the  minutes  of  the  Senxor'i 
speech  (which  I  had  taken  at  the  4ime  of  its  deliverj) 
before  me,  I  must  beg  a  moment's  indulgence  in  my  on 
defence,  as  well  as  in  defence  of  the  report.  The  Semtor 
surely  could  not  have  read  the  report,  or  did  not  it  il 
understand  its  import,  when  he  alluded  to  the  cakulitioi 
made  by  the  committee.  Sir,  the  calculation  to  wUch  be 
alluded,  did  not  refer  to  tlie  number  to  be  emfonced  ia 
this  bill,  but  was  a  mere  calculation  on  facts,  -for  thepll^ 

fiose  of  showing,  from  the  number  of  those  now  on  the 
Ist,  that  the  estimate  made  by  the  committee  on  cakuk- 
tions  founded  on  the  tables  of  annuities  of  Milnor  tsA 
Uankin,  as  calculated  by  Professor  Wiggleswortb,  might 
be  depended  on  as  a  safe  g^ide  in  the  estimates. 

The  report  states  that  it  was  believed  that  a  ptA 
portion  of  the  whole  army  did  apply  to  be  placed  on  the 
pension  list  under  the  act  of  1818;  and  the  re])Ort  aijr!: 
"  In  order  to  furnish  satisfactory  evidence  of  this  fcct,  the 
committee  submit  the  following  brief  statement  snd  nti- 
mate,"  &c.;  and  then  follow  the  tables  taken  fi-om  officni 
documents,  showing  the  number  of  troops  fiimished  b; 
each  State,  with  the  total  amount,  and  also  the  Dumber 
furnished  in  each  year,  from  which  that  estimate  is  formed, 
and  that  position,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  cleirlf 
proved.  The  Senator  here  has  made  a  very  grest  mn- 
take  in  adding  the  number  of  invalid  pensioners;  bj  vhich 
he  thinks  he  has  discovered  a  gross  error  in  the  c«lciil»- 
tions  of  the  committee,  showing  that  the  mimber  of 
pensioners  is  much  greater  than  it  could  posmbly  ke,  M- 
cording  to  the  rule  adopted  by  the  committee.  Sir,  doe* 
not  the  Senator  see  that  the  number  of  invalid  pensionen 
has  no  connexion  with  that  calculation?  Does  he  not 
know  that  this  invalid  pension  list  embraces  those  who 
have  been  disabled  in  every  war,  from  the  commenee- 
ment  of  our  Government?  What  portion  of  tbut  lirt  » 
made  up  of  revolutionary  soldiers?  Not  one  ninth  pu^^ 
If  the  Senator  will  turn  his  attention  to  the  ninth  p^f  of 
the  report,  he  will  there  find  the  data  on  which  the  cosi- 
mittee  have,  made  their  estimate  for  "this  bill,  taken  fro" 
the  iournals  of  the  old  Congress,  inehiding  the  two  lhol^ 
sand  as  fiimished  by  the  department;  and  let  him  cakaltte, 
and  show  us  any  error  in  that  estimate.  Since  the  Senttw 
made  his  strictures  on  our  report,  I  have  looked  at  the 
report  and  estimate  made  by  the  committee  of  •'•* '^"^ 
in  which,  although  the  calculation  is  made  in  a  diftK« 
way,  I  6nd  but  a  very  trifling  difference  between  i« 
estimates  of  the  two  committees;  I  have  also  run  over  the 
calculation  again,  and  do  not  find  any  error.  "^^^^^ 
is  also  much  mistaken  In  another  pdnt.  He**W"" 
"  none  but  regular  soldiers  ever  receved  invaM  pen- 
sions." Sir,  every  soldier,  whether  of  the  regular  snnr- 
volunteers,  or  miiitia,  who  was  wounded  in  battKi »  n^ 
titled  to  an  invalid  pension  under  ""'^"ff^';,  Jj 
penston  principle  Imu  not,  at  he  has  stated,  Been    •> 
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(•  oonfiaed  to  the  regular  arinjr,"  but  tuu  been  aV 
idjr  ntceded  to  ererr  cnai  of  soWers  embraced  in  tbia 
i  Here  if  no  "  new  principle  of  penaiona,"  or  exten- 
Boflhoae  "principlo,"  which  haa  excited  ao  much 
im. 

)o  much,  air,  in  justification  and  defence  of  the  report. 
Vmt  personal  alhuionsdemand  mjr  notice.  The  8ena- 
'  from  Marjrbiid,  [Mr.  Smitb,]  in  a  speech  delivered 
•e  tioie  ance,  perttupa  on  the  appropriation  bill,  and 
Miihed  in  the  Qlobe — "official''— has denomhuited  me 
H  greatest  econonuat"  Far  be  it  from  me  to  con- 
in  of  this  cfaat|^,  aa  it  ia  not  considered  a  term  of  re- 
ach. It  is  a  distioguisiiing  characterittic  of  the  people 
«jr  DttiTe  State,  whose  institutions  I  Tenerate,  whose 
lb  I  tdmire,  and  whose  social  relations  I  love.  Ha- 
lof  indusliy  and  economy  were  inculcated  upon  me 
Hilj  Kib— inhlded  with  my  breath,  and,  from  necessity, 
tetised  throuf^  my  whole  life.  Bath  the  Senator  from 
tfi  Cm^na  [Mr.  Hatits]  and  the  Senator  from  Mary- 
i  lure  gfiven  me  much  credit  for  -the  successftil  ap- 
ation  of  some  of  die  rales  of  economy  in  my  public 
\  in  atving  much  of  the  public  money  on  several  oc- 
Ims.  They  have  professed  (^reat  confidence  in  my 
>*l«%e  of  the  true  principles  of  economy.  But,  sir, 
J  bve  both  cbarifed  upon  roe  the  abandonment  of  all 
ft  priacipiea  in  ralation  to  this  bill,  and  resort  to  the 
W(t  estravagsnce,"  and  hare  expressed  their  as- 
atnent  to  find  me  an  advocate  for  a  measure,  which, 
id  "extravagant  waste  of  public  money,  must  stand 
aM  m  the  front  rank!"  Here  they  do  me  injustice. 
I  if  the  SenatOTs  bad  united  with  me,  at  the  last  session, 
9pl^n^  tha  true  principles  of  economy,  I  assure  them, 
I  my  firm  bdief  that  a  greater  sum  would  have  been 
•dtolhe  country,  than  was  saved  by  tlie  ••  radical  oom- 
tit  of  18S5,"  for  which  they  have  given  me  so  much 
^  or  the  aet  of  1820,  which  reduced  the  appropria- 

I  for  penrions  under  the  act  of  1818  about  a  million 

I I  half  of  dollars,  reported  also  by  a  committee  of 
ich  my  colleague  and  myself  were  members,  and  for 
■ch  the  Senator  from  Maryland  was  disposed  to  take 

:  mdit  for  bis  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  There 
1  wide  difference  between  economy  and  parsimony, 
idi  are  often  used  as  convertible  termsi  they  arq  often 
*<ind«d,  but  it  ia  of  great  importance  they  should  be 
U  understood.  Economy  saves  needless  expense; 
"i^mtj  withholds  what  is  necessary.  The  wise  man 
eribesthem  in  most  admirable  terms:  "There  is  that 
tth  and  yet  receiveth — and  there  ia  that  witbholdeth 
« than  b  needful,  and  it  tendeth  to  poverty." 
I'M  me  call  the  attention  of  the  Senators  from  Mary  knd 
I  South  Carolina  to  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
i<>  bill  passed  the  House  at  the  hst  session,  by  a  majori- 
of  132  to  52,  came  to  the  Senate,  was  examined  by  the 
"""uttee  on  Pensions,  reported  without  amendment, 
>  u  attempt  made  to  call  up  the  bill  tiailed,  the  vote 
*S  30  to  30.  Let  me  now  say  to  those  Senators,  that 
"tcoooiny  demanded  the  passage  of  this  bill  at  that 
■<•  »»d,  in  my  opinion,  a  great  saving,  both  of  time  and 
jjty.  would  have  been  effected  by  it. 
■f.  Pre«dent,  thia  Government' is  not  a  Government  of 
*<>  hut  rests  entirely  on  public  opinion.  The  moral 
te  is  combined  with,  and  directs  the  phyncal  power  of 
ivhole  nationt  and  while  these  remain  combined,  and 
"""Hwious  action,  it  forms  the  strongest  Govemaaent 
<srth.  But,  sir,  if  the  moral  influence  is  debased,  the 
yitsl  power  becomes  mere  brutal  forces  the  founda- 
•>  of  toe  Government  is  destroyed,  and  the  superstruc- 
^^'cpublioan  Government  fiUls  at  once  to  the  ground, 
vnc  agents  must  retain  public  confidence,  or  utey  can 
jwadminister  this  Government. 
">e  omnipotence  of  public  opinion  ia  often  felt,  and  we 
«w  how  vain  are  alt  attempts  to  resist  it!  It  may  be 
"Ml  and  it  is  as  absolutely  irresistibl*  ni  error,  until  it 


can  be  corrected  by  cool  reflection  and  discovery  of  truth. 
When  tha*.  discovery  is  made,  it  comes  to  a  just  decision. 
As  Mr.  Jefferson  says,  "  the  people  will  always  decide 
correctly,  on  a  correct  knowledge  of  facts."  Public  opi- 
nion has  decided  deliberately  and  definitively,  and  haa 
demanded  that  provision  be  made  for  the  remnant  of  the 
revolutionary  army,  and  we  cannot  resist  it.  Can  any  man 
doubt  the  fact?  Let  him  look  at  the  joumab  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  the  last  two  years.  See  the  large 
majorities  with  which  bills  have  been  passed  for  their  r». 
lief.  Look  at  the  proceedings  and  instructions  of  State 
Legislatures.  Look  at  the  proceedings  of  all  our  public 
meetings.  Do  you  find  a  dissenting  voice  .^  Not  one. 
There  is  no  mistake  in  this — it  speaks  a  language  not  to 
be  Dusunderstood.  Public  opinion  {^vems  all  our  legi^ 
lation,  and  it  is  worse  than  useless  to  attempt  to  deny  it; 
you  cannot  pass  and  enforce  a  wigle  law  which  has  not  its 
approbation.  Nor  can  ^ou  resist  or  prevent  the  pssssge 
oifalaw  which  the  pubhc  voice  demsinda. 

The  bill  now  under  consideration,  which  passed  the 
House  at  its  last  session  by  a  majority  of  eighty  votes,  fulfy 
satisfied  public  expectation.  It  involved  an  expenditure 
of  less  than  430,000  dollars  per  annum,  for  a  very  abort 
period.  Unfortunately,  it  did  not  paas  the  Senate.  But, 
sir,  tlie  fault  was  not  mine.  If  this  bill  had  then  passed, 
much  time  in  legislation  would  have  been  taved,  and  pro- 
bably anullion  of  dollars  annuallv.  Look  at  the  bill  now 
before  us,  from  the  House,  which  has  been  reported  and 
passed  during  the  pendency  of  this  bill  before  the  Senate. 
See  the  consequences  of  this  delay.  A  bill,  as  the  Sena- 
tor haa  truly  said,  involving  at  least  treble  the  amount  of 
the  bill  reported  by  our  committee  at  the  commenoement 
of  the  session.  Let  Senators  vote  to  recommit  this  bilL 
One  of  these  bilb  must  and  will  be  passed.  Let  those 
who  have  opposed  this  bill  take  the  bill  from  the  Hous^ 
with  treble  the  amount  of  expenditure,  and  then  boast  of 
their  economy.  I  will  vote  for  either.  I  have  no  fear* 
that  we  shall  overpay  the  soldiers  of  the  revohitionarjr 
army.  It  is  immaterial  to  me  which  bill  shsll  receive  the 
approbation  of  Congress.  One  wHl  certainly  pass;  and,  if 
it  is  not  soon  decideid,  let  me  assure  gentlemen  there  will 
be  no  necessity  to  "  advertise  for  public  iiulignatk>n." 
But,  sir,  I  must  express  my  regret  that  the  House  should 
have  sent  us  another  bill,  on  principles  so  entirely  differ- 
ent from  the  former  bill,  and  which  passed  by  an  equal 
majority,  while  their  first  bill  was  peniding  before  us.  It 
has  distracted  the  public  mind,  which  was  fully  settled. 
It  has  intennipted  and  delayed  the  action  of  the  Senate; 
but  it  cannot  be  charged  to  us.  Let  the  responsibility 
rest  where  it  belongs.  Pass  which  bill  you  will,  the  pub- 
lic mind  will  not  now  be  fully  satisfied  with  our  legislation 
on  this  interesting  subject. 

The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hitkx]  is  much 
mistaken  when  he  says,  "  this  bill  is  an  cdd  acfjuaintance; 
that  it  has  been  before  the  Senate  for  several  years;  has 
been  fully  discussed;  that,  two  years  since,  it  was  known 
by  tlie  name  of  the  mammoth  pension  bill,"  agajnst  which 
he  made  the  speech  from  which  he  has  now  read  some 
statements  and  estimates.  I  will  not  believe  the  Senator 
capable  of  making  a  statement  which  he  did  Mottliink  cor- 
rect. But,  sir,  the  bill  to  which  he  refers  was  probably 
the  bill  containing  two  or  three  hundred  names,  which 
passed  at  the  last  session.  Let  me  tell  the  Senator  that 
this  bill  was  never  discussed  in  the  Senate.  It  came  from 
the  House  near  the  close  of  the  last  session,  for  the  first 
time;  and,  on  my  motion  tu  take  up  the  bill  for  consider- 
ation, the  vote  stood  20  to  20 — there  was  no  discussion 
upon  it.  The  Senator  may  refer  to  some  other  bill  from 
the  Committee  on  Pensions;  for  I  am  free  to  acknowledge, 
that,  since  the  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Smiti]  phused 
me  at  the  head  of  that  committee,  I  have  labored  fiuth- 
fully,  and  endeavored  to  do  equal  justice  to  all  the  oflicera 
and  soldiers  of  the  revohitionary  army. 
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Sir,  some  remarks  have  fallen  from  the  Senator  In  re- 
lation to  the  militia  who  are  provided  for  in  thia  bill,  for 
six  months'  service  in  the  war  of  the  revolution,  which  a 
sense  of  duty  compels  me  to  notice.  The  Senator  is  not 
at  alt  responsible  to  me  for  any  remarks  he  may  choose  to 
make  in  relation  to  the  militia  of  his  own  State;  but,  sir, 
the  conduct  of  the  militia  of  my  State,  during'  that  event- 
ful period,  is  deserving  of  the  highest  praise  and  commen- 
dation. Nor  do  I  believe  that  any  portion  of  the  militia  of 
any  of  the  Eastern  States  deserve  tlie  censure  cast  upon 
them  by  such  insinuations.  Who  fought  the  battles  of 
Bunker  Hill,  Lexington,  Bennington,  and  Saratoga,  the 
Pluns  of  Abraham,  and  under  the  walls  of  Quebecr  Have 
any  of  your  laws  of  1818  or  1828  embraced  those  brave 
and  devoted  patriots  and  citizen  soldiers?  No!  These 
men  are  excluded!  Where  can  you  find  the  militia,  in 
the  Eastern  or  Middle  Stales,  •■  fleeing  to  the  camp  as 
a  place  of  safety }"  Sir,  this  insinuation  distressed  me. 
Towards  our  militia  it  was  unjust,  unkind.  During  the 
year  1780,  Connecticut  bad  in  the  field  more  than  one- 
•eventh  part  of  the  whole  regular  army!  But,  sir,  where 
was  this  force  employed  >  Not  a  single  "  camp"  in  that 
State!  And  when  our  whole  coast,  for  ninety  miles  in 
extent,  was  in  one  almost  continued  blaie;  when  all  our 
principal  towns,  from  Rhode  Island  to  New  York,  were 
involved  in  one  general  conflag^tion,  not  a  continental 
officer  or  soldier  could  be  found  in  the  State.  They  were 
fighting  the  battles  of  our  common  country  in  New  York 
and  in  other  States  south  of  us.  Who  were  massacred  at 
Groton  fort,  where  near  two  hundred  wives  were  made 
widows,  and  six  hundred  children  made  orphans,  in  a 
single  day?  Militia  and  volunteers!  Sir,  the  militia  of 
Connecticut  never  "  fled  to  the  camp  for  a  place  of 
safety."  They  flew  to  meet  the  foe  at  every  point.  Yes, 
At,  tuey  flew.  On  the  militia  and  volunteers  devolved  the 
defence  of  our  whole  line  of  seacoast:  they  were  kept  in 
perpetual  alarms,  from  the  incursions  of  the  Vandal  ene- 
my. Some  volunteer  companies  were  denominated 
"  minute  men,"  from  the  celerity  of  their  movements. 
One  company  of  a  hundred  men,  from  my  native  town, 
forced  a  march  of  forty  miles,  to  defend  the  public  stores 
at  Danbury,  and  drove  in  tlie  rear  guard  of  the  enemy. 
They  exchanged  three  shots,  killed  and  wounded  fourteen 
of  the  enemy;  nor  did  they  retreat  until  tbe  artillery  open- 
ed a  fire  upon  them  from  the  main  body.  On  another  oc- 
casion, the  same  company,  in  less  than  six  hours  from  the 
first  alano,  mustered,  marched  fourteen  miles,  and  drove 
in  a  marauding  party  of  a  hundred  and  fifl^,  with  a  loss 
to  the  British,  as  was  said,  of  four  killed,  including  an 
officer,  and  six  wounded;  on  our  side,  four  killed,  amltwo 
severely  wounded.  These  wounds  I  have  seen:  these 
men  were  crippled  for  life.  Did  they  "  flee  to  the  camp 
as  a  place  of  safety?"  Are  such  men  unworthy  of  the 
consideration  of  Congress?  Sir,  they  never  received  it, 
they  never  a«ked  it.  They  have  mostly  paid  the  debt  of 
nature,  and  rest  with  the  great  congregation  of  the  dead. 
But  let  not  their  memory  be  traduced — it  is  dear  to  us — 
to  me  it  is  dear.  1  knew  many  of  these  men:  they  were 
my  neighbors— they  were  my  friends.  Sir,  one  fact  in 
relation  to  this  company  is  worthy  of  notice.  It  will  be  un- 
derstood, three  only  of  that  company  now  survive,  to  my 
knowledge:  two  reside  in  Ohio,  and  one  in  St.  Lawrence 
county.  New  York. 

The  Senator  complains  that  the  money  paid  for  ser- 
vices during  the  revolutionary  war  goes  in  very  large  pro- 
portions to  the  Eastern  States.  Does  be  wish  to  know 
tbe  cause?  Where  were  the  troops  raised?  Does  not  the 
Senator  know  that  more  than  one-half  of  the  whole  num- 
ber of  regular  troops  were  raised  in  the  New  England 
States?  Let  him  look  at  the  report,  taken  from  omcial 
documents,  and  he  will  find  that  New  Hampshire,  Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode  Island,  and  Connecticut,  furnished  in  the 
regular  army  118,350  men,  and  tlie  other  nine  States  but 


112,566.  And  is  not  the  money  to  be  paid  to  thcnvho 
rendered  the  service?  Does  the  Senator  ask  whrtiie 
New  England  States  should  have  fiimisbed  a  grestn  p» 
tion  than  his  own  State?  He  has  himself  given  om  ray 
satisfactory  reason — that  near  one-half  of  the  populida 
of  South  Carolina  were  tones!  Sir,  we  had  rety  In 
torics  in  New  England.  And  mnce  we  never  InTe,  b; 
former  acts,  nor  do  we  now  propose  to  pension  the  toric^ 
he  must  not  expect  so  great  a  portion  of  the  penaoiuto^ 
to  the  South.  But,  sir,  the  Senator  will  find,  on  eiami. 
ing  the  documents  on  our  table,  that  South  Carolin, »« 
now,  has  on  the  penbion  list  a  greater  number  of  pnJ 
sioners,  in  proportion  to  her  number  of  regular  troops 
thaii  Connecticut. 

The  Senator  has  produced  a  statement  here,  to  ihn 
that,  in  some  of  tbe  New  England  States,  more  nmej'i 
received  in  pensions  than  the  amount  of  their  dril  IeIi 
What  then !  Suppose  it  to  be  so.  If  tbe  money  be  dot 
to  citizens  residing  there,  Aould  it  be  withheld  beoti^ 
they  reside  in  New  England?  In  the  settlement  ofjd 
claims,  or  appropriations  of  money,  have  we  ever  objttt- 
ed  that  tbe  money  was  going  to  the  South?  No,  sirs  I  tt 
joice  that  no  such  sectional  feelings  exist  in  my  put  if 
the  country;  and  no  such  complaints  have  ever  been  b<iid, 
on  this  floor,  from  New  Engkuid  Senators. 

The  Senator  has  said  that  the  citizens  of  South  Cu«' 
lina  served  "  and  suffered  more  than  any  other  portiia 
of  the  Union."  Why,  then,  does  he  oppose  the  pa9s^t 
of  this  bill,  which  embraces  volunteers  and  milili»-tiie 
very  class  who  performed  such  services,  and  endured  sid 
suflerings,  in  his  own  State?  Is  it  because  he  ii  igiinl 
the  principle?  This  bill  embraces  no  new  ptindpk.  K 
is  a  supplement  to  the  act  of  15th  Hay,  1828,  which  hen 
ably  advocated,  and  which  may  be  emphatically  oiled  Ii 
own  favorite  bill.  He  has  already  established  the  priad- 
pie,  and  we  now  propose  to  extend  his  own  principH 
for  the  benefit  of  his  own  State,  and  others,  vhodid  DOt  fil^ 
nish  troops  for  the  regular  army,  but  did  fiimiab  their  bl 
quota  of  militia  and  volunteers,  whose  just  clairai  iK.  f<r 
the  first  time,  embrace<l  in  this  bill.  We  propotttod) 
equal  justice  to  all;  but,  strange  and  unaccountable  is  it 
Is,  he  opposes  it  with  all  his  powerful  eloquence  tnd  l^ 
gument,  even  when  his  own  State,  from  his  own  state- 
ment, is  most  deeply  interested  in  the  bill.  Sir,  the  Se- 
nator has  denounced  a  system  of  pensions  for  milituf 
services,  in  very  strong  terms,  as  the  commencement  of  • 
system  which  will  embrace  all  classes  of  the  conuminitf, 
for  every  species  of  public  service,  and  will  eventusl^ 
break  down  this  Government.  But,  sir,  let  me  «»k  i« 
Senator,  who  has  ever  advocated  any  such  system  on  tbs 
floor,  or  elsewhere?  Not  one.  A  system  of  pensons t(i« 
always  been  denounced.  During  tliis  present  sesiion  ffle 
Senate  has  denounced  it.  It  has  not  an  advocate  inths 
Union;  and  why  should  the  Senator  be  alarmed? 

Both  Uie  Senators  from  Maryland  and  South  CsiW" 
bare  charged  on  me  a  departure  from  the  ground  Uiej 
by  the  Senators  from  Connecticut  in  former  times.  Thqr 
are  said  to  have  protested  and  voted  against  the  pnno- 
pie  of  pensioning  for  military  services.  If  the  S""'""' 
will  look  at  reports  made  by  me  during  the  P'''*"'."^ 
former  sessions,  which  have  been  printed,  and  >"^J!™ 
by  Uie  unanimous  vote  of  the  Senate,  they  'will  nnd  • 
strong  protest  agunst  pensioning  for  military  *"'^ 
in  more  than  one  report.  These  reports  fP^^' 
and  state  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  strietly  *™*-^*V^ 
gress  have  never  recognised  the  principle  of  Pf"??^ 
for  military  services,  and  I  trust  they  never  will.  '^ 
have,  indeed,  granted  invalid  pennons  to  such  is  f" 
disabled  by  known  wounds  received  in  tiie  "•'"'''! 
and  this  is  to  be  conndered  ratiier  as  part  of  the  cont»|^ 
or  inducement  to  enter  the  service.  The  f** ",' 
cannot  be  considered  as  recognising  tbe  principi*  oip«?- 
sions.    Its  provisions  did  not  embrace  all  ffhosf'^™ 
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It  rerdutionuy  war,  eren  on  the  eontinenUl  eatabliih' 
entibut  only  those  "who  were  in  auch  reduced  cir- 
mstuiee*  u  to  need  the  mid  of  their  country  for  wip 
vt"  It  WIS  nther  a  gnturty,  or  charity,  induced  by 
t  convictioo  that  those  men  htd  never  been  fully  paid 
nrdin^  tu  contract,  and  were  then  pininr  in  poverty, 
beict  oflSth  May,  1838,  to  which  thii  biU  it  a  mpple- 
at,  does  not  reco^se  the  pennon  principle  at  all.  It 
tfi  oa  the  ground  that  the  contracts  of  the  Government 
th  these  men  were  never  performed  in  good  faith;  that 
qi  never  received  a  full  compensation:  and  this, bill 
spoces  to  add  the  remnant  of  the  revolutionary  army, 
iludin^  militia.  State  troops,  and  volunteers,  upon  the 
nc  principle — ^that  they  were  never  puid  according  to 
atnct.  Hdoes  not  propose  to  make  full  payment,  but 
io  something  like  equal  justice  to  all  who  have  equal 
am  for  their  services,  sacrifices,  and  sufferings,  in  the 
■ioiu  itniggle  for  our  independence.  And  will  the 
mta  ny  that  these  men  have  no  claims? 
Ike  venerable  Senator  from  MaryUnd  has  said  that 
9c  VH  no  fighting  in  New  England  afWr  the  year  1779. 
s  the  Senator  forgotten  that  all  the  priocipiJ  towns  in 
■seeticut  were  plundered  and  burnt  by  the  enemy  af. 
'  that  period?  He  has  scouted  the  idea  that  any  of  the 
ifficer*  or  soldiers  ever  complained  of  privations  and 
Inings."  If  he  had  read  the  petitions  referred  to  the 
Oitittee  on  Pensions,  sure  I  am  he  would  never  have 
toded  such  an  assertion.  And  what  will  be  the  surprise 

Im brother  officers  and  soldiers  to  hear  him  assert,  on 
*ioor,  that  no  New  England  troops  were  in  the  bat- 
ion  Long  Island  and  White  Plains?  Where  were  the 
c  thousand  6ve  hu  ndred  regular  troops  from  New  Eng> 
id  It  that  time?  They  were  not  in  their  own  States, 
■adrtds,  if  not  thousands,  of  Connecticut  troops  (In- 
&ng  militia)  were  on  Long  Island  and  York  Island. 
fhe  arguments  used  against  this  bill  are — we  are  not 
>ad  to  provide  for  these  old  soldiers — we  have  already 
tatoo  liberal — fruuds  will  be  practised — il  will  draw 
nejr  from  the  treasury — we  shall  be  heavily  taxed.  I 
11  briefly  notice  these  arguments,  in  their  order.  1st, 
««id  "we  are  not  bound  to  provide  for  these  old  sol- 
»•"  My  answer  ia,  it  is  now  too  late  for  the  application 

<!>>>  objection.     If  this  was  an  original  question,  the 

*  woulil  be  enb'rely  differeuti  and,  from  the  ezperi- 
ce  of  the  operation  of  the  act  of  1818,  I  am  inclined  to 
Iji)!  wliether  a  similar  bill  would,  at  this  time,  pass 
»w  House  ot  Congress.  But,  sir,  this  is  not  now  the 
••■on-  The  act  of  1818  has  been  in  operation  fourteen 
*>■  More  than  twenty  thousand  have  received  its  be- 
■''•  TTiis  bill  has  no  connexion  with,  or  reference  to. 

The  Question  now  is,  whether  we  ought  not  to  extend 
(provisions  of  the  act  of  15th  Hay,  1838,  to  die  small 
""nt  of  that  army;  giving  some  portion  of  the  liberality, 
"!«'yi  or  charity  (if  you  please)  to  tl>ose  who  are  equally 
•"ltd  to  it,  for  Uieir  services  and  sufferings,  which  ha.s 
'W  «o  long  enjoyed  by  others.  Most  certainly.  Both 
I^JT  and  justice  demand  it:  and  what  stron{^r  obligation 
"be imposed  on  us?  The  act  of  1818  was  intended  to 
wmce  those,  and  those  only,  who  were  in  such  reduced 
"cunistancfs  as  to  need  the  aid  of  their  country  for  sup- 
'^  This  act  ia  still  in  full  force,  and  embraces  all  who 
"1  become  so  reduced.  The  inequality  and  conse- 
*nt  injustice  of  that  act  has  ever  been  a  ground  of  seri- 

*  complaint.  In  its  operation  it  has  held  out  induce- 
["•s,  and  even  a  bounty,  to  indolence  and  improvidence. 
**  mbraced  a  very  large  portion  of  those  who  served 
fl  iifferea  least  in  that  army,  while  those  who  bore  the 
«  and  burden  of  the  day,  and  who  have,  by  prudence, 
"•"fy,  »nd  economy,  acquired  even  a  small  pittance  of 
'PWy,  valued  over  three  hundred  dollars,  have  been 
fitted  from  iu  benefits.  It  has  given,  from  the  public 
^fy,  ninety-six  dollars  per  annum  to  many  of  the  im- 
wdeot,  iodo^nt,  and  the  dissolute,  for  their  sup|}ort| 


while  tbose,wfao,  by  honest  indostiy  and  economy,  and  bj 
hard  labor,  have  obtained  a  small  pittance  of  propertjr 
which  would  rent  for  eighteen  dollars  per  annum,  have 
been  considered  too  rich  to  need  any  aid  from  the  Go* 
vemment,  and  have  been  excluded  firom  its  benefits.  Tlte 
palpable  injustice  to  meritorious  officers  and  soldiers  un- 
doubtedly induced  Congress  to  pass  the  act  of  15th  May, 
1838.  This  afforded  only  a  partial  relief;  and  it  will  be 
recollected,  its  passage  was  opposed  by  many,  because  its 
provisions  did  nut  embrace  all  who  were  equally  merito- 
rious— the  State  troops,  volunteers,  and  militia,  which 
this  bill  proposes  to  add  to  the  list:  and  can  it  be  said  these 
men  have  no  claims?  It  will  not,  it  cannot,  be  denied. 
Sir,  in  my  opinion,  we  are  bound  by  the  most  solemn  obli- 
gations to  provide  fur  this  remnant  of  that  army,  whether 
they  had,  originally,  any  claim  or  not.  Congress,  by  its 
legislation,  has  laid  the  foundation  for  a  claim,  which  can- 
not be  rensted.  The  united  voice  of  the  people  demands 
it;  equal  and  exact  justice  demands  it.  The  House  of 
Representatives,  at  the  last  session,  by  an  overwhelming 
vot;,  admitted  it — and  will  the  Senate  refuse? 

Of  the  second  objection,  viz.  that  "  we  have  already 
been  too  liberal."  Mr.  President,  can  this  be  seriously 
urged  to  invalidate  tlie  cUim  of  the  old  soldier?  If  we 
have  been  "  too  liberaT*  to  one  portion  of  that  army,  shall 
we  be  unjust  toothers?  Such  an  argument  will  hardly 
justify  us  to  our  own  consciences,  mwShleis  in  the  eyesojT 
the  world.  But  it  is  said  "frauds^will  be  practised."  Sir, 
although  great  complaints  liave  been  made  of  frauds  un- 
der the  act  of  1818,  can  any  frauds  be  found  under  the 
act  of  May,  1838,  to  which  tli'is  is  a  supplement?  I  have 
heard  of  none.  Some  Senators  have  fallen  into  error  in 
opposing  this  bill,  as  a  supplement  to  the  act  of  1818;  and 
they  will  find  their  arguments  wholly  irrelevant.  1  h(^>e 
Senators  will  at  least  give  the  bill  a  fair  construction,  and 
not  charge  upon  it,  as  some  of  our  Southern  brethren  have 
upon  the  tariff,  all  the  evils  which  they  fear,  in  addition 
to  all  the  "ills  of  human  life."  But,  sir,  the  great  and 
powerfid  argument  against  the  passage  of  the  bill  is,  "it 
will  beggar  the  treasury,  or,  at  least,  prevent  the  reduc- 
tion of  unnecessary  and  oppressive  duties."  And  will  you 
refuse  to  satisfy  a  just  claim  because  it  will  cost  money? 
Sir,  the  report  of  the  committee,  which  has  been  read,  and 
is  in  the  hands  of  every  Senator,  shows  the  estimated 
amount  of  annual  c)uim  on  tlie  treasury.  If  the  bill  should 
pass,  not  to  exceed  four  hundred  and  fifty  tliousand  dol- 
Urs;  and  is  this  price  too  high  for  our  independence?  and 
that  sum  will  be  rapidly  reduced;  and  within  five  year* 
will  be  reduced  to  a  sum  merely  nominal.  The  accuracy 
of  those  estinuktes  may  be  tested  by  any  one  who  wishes 
to  investigate  them,  and  examine  them  fiurly.  The  com- 
mittee believe  they  will  be  found  to  exceed  the  demand. 

But,  sir,  it  is  objected  by  some,  that  militia.  State 
troops,  and  volunteers,  ought  not  to  be  embraced  in  it. 
Will  it  be  contended  that  their  services  were  not  as  ardu- 
ous and  as  dangerous  as  those  of  the  regular  army  ?  They 
fought  by  their  side  in  every  battle;  they  sliared  with 
them  in  every  danger  and  every  liardship.  Yes,  more; 
for  if  the  regular  army  was  poorly  cUd  and  miserably  fed, 
what  was  the  condition  of  those  who  were  suddenly  called 
from  their  homes,  without  perhaps  a  change  of  clothing, 
and  for  whom  no  provision  had  been  made  nn  a  sudden 
emergency  ?  History  informs  us  that  their  suflferings  were 
even  greater  than  those  of  the  reguUr  army.  Whose  line 
of  march,  or  trail,  might  be  traced  by  the  blood  upon  the 
frozen  ground,  oozing  from  their  bare  and  frozen  and  la- 
cerated feet?  Who  were  driven  to  the  dire  necessity  of 
satisfying  the  cravings  of  hunger  with  the  "  pates  and  offab 
of  cattle,  and  even  with  the  hoofs  of  horses?"  State  troops 
and  miUtia,  ordered  into  service  to  fill  the  ranks  of  the  array, 
almost  entirely  disbanded  in  face  of  tite  enemy.  Who  were 
constantly  harassed  with  continual  narcbingi  and  fight- 
ing? Yourflyingcamps,  volunteers,  and  militia— these  men 
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were  not  lying  in  camps,  or  mug  in  winter  qmirten;  they 
were  incesamtly  and  constantly  engaged  in  tttigue  and  in 
battle.  These  are  the  men  who  breasted  the  first  shock 
of  the  warj  they  were  not  mercenary  soldiers;  they  fought 
in  all  your  battiest  they  shared  largely  in  every  danger; 
and  shaH  they  not  also  share  in  your  bounty? 

In  reply  to  the  question,  whether  this  bill  includes  the 
partisan  corps  not  attached  to  the  army,  if  there  can  be 
a  doubt,  let  the  bill  be  so  amended  as  to  embraoe  them, 
for  the  Senator  will  see  such  was  the  intention  of  the  com- 
mittee, from  the  closing  remarks  of  their  report,  desig- 
nating the  several  corps  embraced  by  the  bill;  which  Mr. 
F.  r^d,  as  follows: 

"  This  bill  embraces  no  new  principle,  except  one  of 
equal  justice.  If  the  fiict  be,  as  has  been  estimated,  that 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  number  of  the  pensioners  were  of 
those  who  enlisted  after  the  year  1780,  and  saw  very  little 
•errice,  and  endured  little  suffering — were  comparatively 
well  fed  and  comfortably  clad,  and  have  received  more 
than  $1,300  «nce  the  year  1818,  is  it  unreasonable  to  al- 
low to  the  small  remnant  of  those  who  fought  the  battles, 
endured  the  sufferings  and  privations  of  that  army,  during 
the  most  eventful  period  of  the  war,  the  little  pittance 
proposed  by  this  bill }  Is  it  objected  that  this  bill  includes 
State  troop's,  volunteers,  and  militia?  They  were  called 
into  service  to  fill  the  rank*  of  the  regular  army,  bv  order 
of  Congress.  Will  it  be  contended  that,  because  they  did 
not  voluntarily  enlist,  they  are  not  eaiuUly  entitled  to  the 
liberality  of  the  Government'  Shall  it  be  said  that  an 
American  was  impressed  into  the  service,  and  compelled 
to  fight  the  battles  of  his  country,  and  not  receive  a  just 
compensation .'  If  there  is  any  one  class  more  merttorious, 
and  more  deserving  the  favorable  notice  and  bounty  of  the 
Government,  than  any  other,  is  it  not  that  class  which  is 
embraced  by  this  bill }  Those  who  breasted  the  first  shock 
of  the  war — who  rushed  to  meet  tl>e  foe  at  Lexington  and 
at  Bunker  Hill  t  at  Bennington  and  Saratoga;  at  White  Plains 
and  Lonv  Island;  at  Princeton  and  Trenton;  at  German- 
town  and  Brandywine;  at  Yorktown;  at  King's  Mountain, 
and  at  Butaw  springrs;  6\iilford  court-house  and  Camden? 
Who  shared  largely  in  every  battle?  The  brave  men  who 
constituted  your  flying  camps,  your  minute  men,  your  vo- 
lunteers, your  brave  invindbles,  under  the  devoted,  the 
heroic,  and  chivalrous  Sumpter  and  Marion:  or  shall  those 
be  ezduded,  who  were  draughted  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of  the 
army,  to  prevent  its  total  dismemberment  in  the  face  of  the 
enemy,  in  the  time  of  our  greatest  extremity  ?  History  has 
recorded  the  services  and  sufTerings  of  these  men,  and  let 
her  not  record  the  nation's  ingratitude — nor  injustice  to 
this  small  remnant  of  the  revolutionary  army." 

Mr.  FRRUNGHUYSEN  said  he  would  detain  the  Se- 
nate for  a  fi:w  moments  in  suting  the  reasons  for  his  vote 
in  fiivor  of  this  bill.  The  honoiable  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Hxriri]  has  correctly  remarked,  said  Mr. 
F.,  that  the  original  principles  of  the  pension  system  re- 
spected those  only  who  had  become  disabled  in  the  mili- 
tary and  naval  service  of  the  country.  It  professed  to  help 
tiat  portion  of  the  soldiery  alone,  that,  in  our  employ- 
ment, bad  been  deprived  of  the  faculty  of  helping  tiiem- 
•elves.  And,  sir,  if  we  were  now,  for  the  first  time,  about  to 
enlarge  these  principles,  I  should  agree  with  the  honora- 
ble gentlennen  in  many  of  his  patriotic  sentiments.  In  the 
discussion  of  this  question,  he  has  exhibited  a  masterly 
view  of  the  subject,  and  most  ably  and  eloquently  urged 
the  pregnant  evils,  the  corrupting  influence,  of  a  great 
pension  system.  Sir,  I  submit,  with  all  respect  for  that 
gentleman,  that  it  is  now  too  late  for  the  introduction  of 
these  doctrines;  and  that,  in  truth,  they  do  not,  and  should 
not,  apply  to  the  claims  of  that  meritorious  class  of  our  fel- 
low-citizens who  sustained  the  struggles  of  the  American 
revolution.  We  have  suffered  the  time  to  pass  when  the 
extension  of  penson  fovors  mi^ht  have  been  rensted  on 
•brtract  principles.     For,  sir,  it  is  now  more  than  four- 


teen years  ago,  (in  1818,J  when  the  Congress  of  the  dat- 
ed States,  t^  its  legislation,  departed  from  time  tmA 
rules,  and  granted  a  pension  to  such  soldiers  of  the  rc;» 
lar  line  as  were  in  reduced  ciroanntances.  Here,  tba, 
was  an  explicit  lurrender  of  the  miserable  baab  of  pm- 
sion.  Here  was  provision  made  for  the  nee«^,  fiwn  other 
causes  than  military  privations.  The  Government  opened 
the  hand  of  relief  to  all  of  a  specific  class  who  wetttt- 
duced  to  the  necessity  of  seeking  its  aid.  By  sonx,  tiu 
liberal  and  seasonable  concern  lor  the  destitute  wu  re- 
garded as  an  act  of  mere  justice;  by  others,  of  equi^; 
and  by  all,  of  gratitude.  And,  the  peat  moving  comider 
ation  waa,  the  nature  of  the  eervice.  These  were  art 
fighting  for  pay.  Sir,  they  staked  all  that  was  valusbleoii 
the  issue.  It  was  a  revolution,  in  every  sense.  We  not 
only  resisted  Great  Britain,  but  resolved  to  setup  forouh 


_-.ves.  It  was  a  resort  to  firat  principles.  We  tluw 
ourselves  back  upon  the  elements  of  political  siiodation. 
We  were  in  colonial  dependence:  we  had  been  the  lub- 
jects  of  a  foreigfn  potentate — and  we  resolved  to  become 
the  citizens  of  our  own  Government.  We  determined  to 
convince  the  world  that  we  possessed  the  right,  and  roemll 
to  exert  the  power,  to  think  for  and  govern  ounelTts. 
Such  were  the  noble  doctrines  for  which  our  irmieiwot 
mustered.  Yes,  sir,  they  staked  all,  and  they  giineaiH. 
There  never  had  been  such  a  service,  or  such  an  sripTi  JJ 
such  a  cause,  in  this  world  before.  The  Congreai  of  1818 
thought  it  made  its  own  law — and  that  it  would  be  M  on- 
just,  as  it  was  harsh  and  ofVentimes  offensive,  to  tppnrto 
it  the  conditions  of  a  pure  pension,  ft  is  now  W  Ute  to 
retrace  our  way.  We  have  yielded  to  better  influences. 
We  surely  should  not  compUin  of  the  call  thst  u  not 
made,  for  we  have  ourselves  ftimished  the  plM  '"  * 
The  only  duty  that  remains  for  us  is  to  ascertain  W  kP"* 
mate  operation.  . 

Moreover,  sir,  the  act  of  1828,  that  professed  to  indOT- 
ni^  the  regular  army  of  ttie  revolution  for  the  deprecat- 
ed and  almost  worthless  pay  that  was  made  to  theiMJ 
still  larger  measures  approached  the  true  spint  of  twe 
claims.  j^ 

But  there  were  two  defects  in  the  system,  even  sj »» 
liberalized.  In  the  first  place,  it  exacted  Uie  n?™'*"^ 
confession  of  absolute  poverty.  It  required  o' *'JP^ 
veteran  that  he 
sons  by  the  side  i 

fered,  expose  the  „.^. ^ 

should  produce  the  proof  of  his  pauperism,  and  »»<"" 
It  himself.  I  have  seen  these  worihies,  in  our  p»»« 
courts  of  justice,  exhibit  the  inventory  of  f«if  po«^ 
down  to  the  items  of  cups  and  saucers,  and  I  haveiM 
humbled  for  my  country.  Sir,  a  noble sphnt wouWioiM. 
times  exftaim,  I  will  die  in  want  first.  If  my  country  a. 
acts  such  ignoble  conditions,  let  her  withhoW  *"  "!^ 
ble  pittance.  And  who,  sir,  of  this  Senate,  does  v^^ 
the  sentiment  ?  It  has  been  honored  and  vindicated  ij  m 
manly  feeling  of  this  great  community.  Public  opinwe 
would  not  longer  brook  such  terras  of  nationsl  ""Ji*^ 
gratitude;  and,  by  the  concurring  indications  "V;?" 
tures  and  people,  we  are  invoked  to  relax  these  haracw 
ditions.  And  should  a  few  partake  of  a  fsvor  that  to  nn 
need  it,  better  so,  than  that  even  one  deserving reiK» 
times  so  dearly  cherished  should  go  down  to  the  ow 
neglected  and  forgotten.  ri.ink!«fr 

But,  sir,  there  was  another  and  equally  '"'"**''.  JS^ 
tion  to  the  present  system.  It  discriminates  '""^'"    -t^ 
ly  between  the  troops  of  the  regular  line  and  «•*  "^'i 
The  latter  could  not  perceive  the  reasons  for  biC  <V!I  „ 


I  nc  lancr  couiu  noi  pcnjeivc  uic  r^Mvu^^m  ---  , 

ence,  when  thev  remembered  that  they  h«l  Jouj" 
bravely,  and  bled  as  freely,  as  any  soWiers  <>•  *"' ^"^ 
can   army.     The  honorable    Senator  [Mr.  Hi"  J    . 


0 
Aniei'- 


said  that  the  camp  was  the  place  of  safety.  'J**  ^ 
so,  it  must  have  been  the  camp  of  Ae  f^P^^^"'^^ 
not  the  uncertain,  ever^hanging  quarters  of  s  pwT— 
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corpa,  vhoM  tents  were  rabed  to-day,  only  to  be  Btnick 
to-morrow,  to  repel  the  sudden  innursions  of  a  prowling 
and  mercenary  horde.  Sir,  the  gentleman  also  urged 
that  the  men  at  home  and  on  their  ttums  suffered  most  te- 
Tcrely  by  danglers  and  depredations;  and  such,  Mr.  Preu- 
dent,  were  precisely  the  exigencies  of  the  militia — they 
were  the  yeomanry  uf  the  country,  who  were  often  sum- 
numed  from  their  ploughs  at  a  moment's  warning,  to  fly 
to  the  defence  of  their  neighborhoods,  and  reclaim  the 
plunder  that,  in  an  unexpected  hour,  the  enemy  had  rifled 
from  their  dwellings  and  their  farms.  These  were  the 
men  who  felt  the  distresses  of  a  cruel  and  relentless  war- 
fare— that  brou(^t  terror,  alarm,  and  confusion  to  the  iire- 
ade— and  who,  amid  all  that  long,  harassing,  and  doobt- 
fiil  conflict,  stood  firm  to  the  cause,  and  never  flinched 
(rom  their  purposes.  In  personal  privations,  they  suffer- 
ed quite  as  severely,  and,  in  the  sacrifice  of  property,  vast- 
ly more,  than  the  rerular  soldiery.  Wherefore,  then,  is 
it  that  we  should  cokUy  pass  tliem  by,  and  with  such  par- 
tial and  exclusive  conaderation  distinguish  the  one,  and 
atterly  reject  the  just  claims  of  the  other? 

Besdes,  sir,  if  the  bill  should  be  made  to  rest  on  ade- 
quate compensation,  how  were  the  militia  paid?  In  the 
same  depreciated,  worthless  currency  in  which  the  Con- 
gress has  accorded  indemnity  to  the  regular  army.  So 
that,  whatever  inducements  may  be  urged,  there  is  no 
aoand  or  safofactory  reason  for  preferences,  where  the 
sacrifice,  sufferings,  and  giury  were  common. 

I  reg^retted  to  hear  any  thing  of  sectional  contrasts  in 
this  matter;  that  tlie  North  would  receive  at  the  rate  of 
10,000  pensoners,  while  the  South  and  West  could  only 
preaent  4,000.  Sir,  these  exciting  suggestions  I  consider 
onhappy  in  their  influence.  We  nave  Ur  too  many  sec- 
tional prejudices  already  to  deplore.  Let  us  not  increase 
than.  Why  riiould  this  bill  be  enlisted  in  the  ungradous 
service'  It  was  not  so  regarded  in  1818  or  1828.  We 
then  treated  it  as  a  national  object.  The  battles  and  perils 
of  the  revolution  were  not  encountered  for  sections — ^life 
and  honor  were  pledged  and  redeemed  as  fiilly  and  freely  for 
Geco^^  as  for  New  Jersey.  Why,  then,  sir,  should  we 
attempt  to  trace  the  dollars  of  this  proposed  appropria- 
tion to  the  pockets  of  the  receivers,  and  run  np  an  ac- 
count between  this  and  the  other  side  of  any  line?  But, 
Mr.  President,  on  principles  of  the  strictest  accountability, 
the  provisions  of  the  hill  are  just.  If  the  North  sent  the 
most  men,  she  should  receive  the  greater  recompense.  To 
give  to  the  most  fighting  the  most  pay,  seems  very  equal 

The  West  have  in  terras  been  mvoked  to  aid  in  pre- 
vetitinl^  wlutt  is  denounced  as  unequal,  because,  from 
social  and  political  causes,  the  most  numerous  body  of  the 
revdlutionsry  army  happen  to  reside  north  of  this  Dis- 
trict. I  also  invoke  the  West— not  for  sectional  purposes 
— but  I  would  call  upon  them  to  remember  the  aged  fa- 
thers whom  they  have  left  behind— to  soothe  the  last 
years  of  a  feeble  few,  now  in  sight  of  their  graves,  by 
whose  patriotic  struggles  you  now  enjoy  your  noble  West, 
with  all  its  enterprise,  resources,  and  happiness.  Sir,  my 
honorable  friend,  in  terms  of  eloquent  eulogium,  ascribed 
to  the  female  heroism  of  the  revolution  a  full  share  in  the 
achievements  of  tlfose  memorable  times.  I  thought,  Mr. 
Pre^dent,  that  had  those  more  than  Spartan  mothers 
listened  to  the  high  tribute  paid  to  theu-  virtues,  their 
hearts  would  have  re^>onde<4  such  praise  from  such  a 
source  is  more  than  ample  recompense — now,  be  just  to 
our  husbands  and  sons,  and  we  shaU  acquit  our  country  of 
all  her  obligations. 

As  the  bill  before  us  dispenses  with  the  condition  of 
poverty,  and  impartially  imparts  its  benefits  to  aU  that  de- 
serve them,  I  hope  it  will  receive  the  support  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  after  a  few  remarks,  expressed  his  in- 
tention to  offer  some  views  on  a  subsequent  part  of  the 
debate,  and,  in  the  mean  time,  to  yield  the  floor  to-day  to 
any  other  gentleman. 

Vo*.  Tin — w 


Mr.  CLAT  then  spoke  for  some  time  in  advocacy  of 
the  claims  of  the  revolutionary  soldiers,  not  on  the  bounty, 
but  on  the  justice  of  the  country;  and  denied  that  this  act 
of  justice  to  these  brave  veterans  who  still  survived  of  th« 
gallant  band  which  secured  our  independence,  should  be 
^ntified  with  the  tariff. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  North  Carolina,  followed  in  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  Monday. 

MonDAT,  Mat  14. 
POST  OFFICE. 

The  bill  to  establish  certain  post  offices  and  post  roads, 
and  to  discontinue  others,  was  then  read  a  third  time. 

On  the  question  of  its  passage, 

Mr.  HILL  read  a  series  of  observations,  to  show  that  he 
never  libelled  any  one,  that  he  never  violated  the  rules  of 
the  Senate,  or  abused  its  courtesy,  and  that  he  never  ask- 
ed General  Jackson  for  an  office. 

Mr.  HOLMES  made  a  very  sarcastic  remark  or  two,  in 
reply. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  DICKERSON  and  Mr. 
FOOT,  the  bill  was  passed. 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  eonnderation  of  the  pen- 
sion bill. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Ro- 
Btvsos  to  recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES  made  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill,  and  against  the  motion  to  recommit 
Hie  took  a  historic  view  of  the  various  battles  of  promi- 
nent importsnce  which  had  been  fought  during  the  revo- 
lutionary wari  and  stated  the  proportion  of  Nnthern  and 
Southern  troops  which  were  engaged,  in  order  to  obviate 
the  objection  which  had  been  raised  on  the  score  of  the 
partial  operation  of  the  bill,  and  the  superiority  in  benefits 
which  one  part  of  the  Union  would  enjoy  over  the  other. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  recom- 
mit, and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Denton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Bockner,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Kane,  l^g, 
Hangum,  Miller,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tyler, 
White.— 19. 

NATS. — ^Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dud- 
ley, Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holme% 
Knight,  Marcy,  Naudun,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 21. 

So  the  Senate  refiised  to  recommit  Uie  bill. 

The  question  recurred  on  the  amendment  dfered  by 
Mr.  GavKDT,  to  insert  the  following  words: 

"Including  those  who  fought  under  Wayne,  Clarke, 
St.  CUir,  Harmar,  and  Hamtramck;" 

Which  Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  by  ad(Ung  thereto 
the  following  words: 

"  And  any  other  person  who  was  in  the  serriee,  under 
the  authority  of  the  Uiuted  States,  against  uy  tribe  of 
Indians,  prior  to  the  Ist  of  January,  1795." 

And  the  pending  question  being  on  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TmMVAT,  Mat  15. 
POSTAGE  ON  NEWSPAPERS. 
Mr.  HOLMES,  pursuant  to  notice  pven  yesterday,  aB4 
with  the  leave  of  the  Senate,  introduced  a  bill  to  repeal 
the  postage  on  newspapers;  which  was  read  a  first  ana  se- 
cond time,and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office. 
BANK  REPORTS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  the  resolution  oflTered  some 
days  since  by  Mr.  Bbstov,  dh«oling  the  printing  of  ^— . 
ct^ea  of  tb«  report  of  the  commitlee  on  the  United 
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States'  Bank,   and copies  of  the  documents,  was 

taken  up  for  consideration. 

The  resolution  was  then  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
DALLAS,  so  as  to  embrace  the  three  reports  made  by 
the  committee  and  members  thereof;  and  thus  amended, 
5,000  copies  of  the  reports  and  1,000  copies  of  the  docu- 
ments were  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 
DEATH  OP  THE  HON.  J.  HUNT. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House />f  Represen* 
tatives  by  M.  St  Clair  Clarke,  the  Clerk  of  the  House, 
communicating  the  death  of  the  honorable  Jokatbak 
HiTKT,  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  Vermont,  and  informing  the  Senate  that  the 
funeral  of  the  deceased  would  take  place  to-morrow  at  4 
o'clock?.  M. 

The  message  having  been  read, 

Mr.  PRENTISS,  after  a  few  eulogetic  remarks  on  the 
private  and  public  worth  of  the  deceased,  moved  the  fol- 
.  lowing  resolution: 

Raotned,  That  the  Senate  will  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
honorable  Jokatbax  Hurt,  late  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  from  the  State  of  Vermont,  to-morrow 
at  4  o'clock  in  the  evening;  and,  as  a  testimony  of  respect 
for  the  memory  of  the  deceased,  that  they  will  go  in 
mourning,  and  wear  crape  on  the  lefl  arm  for  thirty  days. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  it  was  then  ordered 
that  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on 
Thursday. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Tbdbsdat,  Mai  17. 

The  sitting  of  to-day  was  spent  on  private  bills  and 
executive  business. 

Fbidat,  Mat  18. 
PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  KINO,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to 
which  was  referred  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures,  to  appropriate  for  a  limited  time  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  pubhc  lands,  made  a  voluminous  report; 
which  was  read.  It  condemns  the  bill  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  recommends  a  reduction 
of  prices,  and  acceleration  of  sales.  The  conclusion  of 
the  report  recommends  that  the  bill  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  be  amended  so  as  to  reduce  the 
price  of  the  pubFic  lands  to  a  minimum  of  one  dollar  per 
acre,  and  of  fifty  cents  per  acre  on  such  lands  as  have 
been  in  the  market  above  five  years,  and  to  strike  out  the 
whole  of  the  present  bill,  except  the  clause  which  allows 
10  per  cent,  to  the  new  States,  and  to  increase  that  to  15 
per  cent 

_  On  motion  of  We.  ROBINSON,  5,000  copies  of  the  re> 
port  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

The  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  stat- 
ing that  the  House  had  disagreed  to  the  amendment  on  the 
apportionment  bill,  was,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
laid  on  the  table,  to  be  taken  up  at  the  next  meeting  of 
the  Senate. 

PENSIONS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  pen- 
sion bill. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  modified  his  amendment  by  adopting 
the  amendment  of  Mr.  WaiTx,  witli  a  single  modification, 
and  the  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hendricks,  Kane,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Robinson,  Rug- 
gles,  Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 14. 

NAYS — Mesitrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
.Ellis,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes  John- 


ston, Iting,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  NuidiiB, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spnpie, 
Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wit 
kint.— 30. 

Mr.  FREUNGUUYSEN  then  moved  to  amend  the  bin, 
to  extend  its  provisions  to  the  widows  of  those  wlio  were 
entitled  to  the  benefiU  of  the  act  of  1638,  but  who  bid 
died  before  the  passage  of  that  act  This  amendment  tu 
also  negatived  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Forsyth,  Fttrin;- 
huysen.  Hill,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Waggaman,  Wcbiter, 
<Vilkins.~10.    , 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Broirn,  Ckj:, 
Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks  Holno, 
Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moor, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins  Bu^ci,  Sey- 
mour, Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  TomSsm, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.~33. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  strike  out  "six,"  and  iniert 
"three,"  so  as  to  reduce  the  required  term  of«er»icet» 
three  months.  The  amendment  was  rejected  bj  the  Al- 
lowing vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Buckner,  Cbiy,  Hendricki,  Hill,  Ibr- 
cy,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Tipton. — 9. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dalb^ 
Dickerson,  Ellis  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  FreKnghajieii, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Kiii^t,Mu- 
gum.  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  P<Hndexter,  Bobbins,  Rii{' 
gles  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson, 
Troup,  Tyler,  Webster,  While,  Wilkins.— 34. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  an  amendment,  the  effect  of  whicl 
was  to  restrict  the  payment  of  back  pensions,  bj  miUf 
the  bill  to  take  effect  from  the  4th  September,  18;i,is- 
stead  of  the  1st  of  January,  1830. 

The  question  to  strike  oat  and  insert  was  divided,  ud 
the  question  was  taken  first  on  the  motion  to  strike  ool 
the  words  "the  1st  of  January,  1830,"  and  decided  in  iIk 
affirmative,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  fittckner,  Dal- 
las, Ellis  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks 
Johnston,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  PoiDdexter, 
Robinson,  Ruggles  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tnwp, 
Tyler,  White.— 35. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  CUy,  Dickersoa,  Dudley,  root, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hill,  Holmes,  Knight,  tine),  Ntudiia, 
Prentiss  Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragus  Tomlin- 
son, Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 30. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the 
words  "  1st  of  January,  1826?"  which  was  decided  intbt 
negative — yeas  1,  najs  44 — the  mover  only  voting  in  lie 
affirmative. 

Mr.  HOLMES  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the  worts 
"  1st  of  January,  1831,"  but  modified  his  motion  »l  the 
suggestion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  so  as  to  read  "4th  of 
March,  1831." 

The  amendment  wis  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  tw 
following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Dallas  Dickerson,  Dudley,  B»- 
ing,  Foot,  Frelingrhuysen,  Hendricks  Hill,  Holmes,  Mtf- 
cy,  Naudain,  Prentiss  Bobbins  Buggies  Seymour,  Sils- 
bee, Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  ffebstef. 
Wilkins.— 23.  , 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Chy, 
Ellis  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Mii.gi* 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tsiewell. 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  sad  "« 
amendments  agreed  to  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  w«« 
concurred  in.  , 

Mr.  HAYNE  then  offered  an  amendment  to  »""?■ 
bill  more  explicitly  apply  to  the  officers  and  «>'**'* ?^'J: 
militia,  volunteers  and  State  troops  of  the  Southern  Stijwj 
who  were  not,  in  his  opinion,  included  in  the  bill 
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imendment  provided  for  those  officer*  and  soldiers  of  the 
Stite  troops,  volunteers,  and  militia,  who  served  under 
Sumpter,  Marion,  and  Pickens,  and  other  partisan  corps 
of  the  South,  duringpthe  revolution. 

Mr.FORSTTH  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  add- 
ag  the  names  of  Clai4:,  Campbell,  Sevier,  Cleaveland, 
ind  Shelbr;  which  was  accepted  hy  Ur.  Hatsx  as  a  part 
of  his  motion. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  sugrCTested  that  the  object  of  the  gen- 
detnan  from  South  Carolina  could  be  attained,  and  the 
troops  he  wished  to  provide  for  included  in  the  bill,  byan 
unendment  slijyhtly  varying  its  phraseology. 

Mr.  H  AYNE  accepted  thisas  a  substitute  for  bis  motion, 
ud  this  amendment  wa<  adopted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a 
third  reading,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  the  follow- 
lagTote: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dickeraon,  Dudley, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Knight,  Harey,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson, 
Riig^lrs,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinaon, 
Wigeunan,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NATS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Biiekner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Orundy,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Mangum,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poinderter,  Smith,'  Tazeweil,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.— 19. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satvbdat,  Mat  19. 
NEWSPAPER  POST.AGE. 

Mr.  GRUNDY,  fh>m  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
tnd  Post  Roads,  to  which  was  referred  the  bill  to  repeal 
the  postage  on  ne  wspapers,  made  a  report,  which  was  read. 

[The  report  is  unfavorable  to  the  measure,  on  the  ground 
tilat  the  revenue  of  the  department  would,  in  the  event 
of  its  adoption,  be  so  dimini^ed  as  to  be  unable  to  meet 
the  expenditures,  and  recommends  the  indefinite  post- 
|)onement  of  the  bill.  It  contains  a  statement  from  the 
post  ofRce,  by  way  of  appendix.] 

Mr.  HILL  moved  to  print  1,500  extra  copies  of  the  re' 
port 

Mr.  SWING  (a  member  of  the  Post  Office  Committee) 
Mtcd  that  he  had  dissented  fix)m  the  conclusions  in  the 
Kport;  and  that,  as  to  the  facts,  no  official  document  had 
mn  produced  to  show  that  they  were  well  founded.  He 
did  not  doubt  that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  had  ob- 
ttined  the  statements  he  had  made  from  the  departmentj 
hot  stJll,  as  he  had  not  himself  seen  the  official  data,  he 
could  not  vouch  for  the  facts. 

Mr.  GRUNDT  sUted  that  he  had  made  out  his  report, 
lid  compared  the  statements  with  the  records  of  the  de- 
P»rtinent. 

Mr.  HOLMES  stated  that,  when  the  Senate  should  be 
full,  he  would  give  notice,  at  an  early  day,  when  he  would 
"k  the  Senate  to  take  up  this  bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that,  as  the  report  asserted  some 
very  important  facts,  he  wished  to  see  the  official  endence 
«n  which  they  were  founded. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (another  member  of  the  committee) 
"jnarked  that  he  had  not  heard  the  report  read  before 
JW»  morning.  It  stated  some  very  material  facts.  He  had 
"Wn  desirous  to  have  official  information  from  the  Post 
Office  Department  regarding  the  facts  stated  in  the  re- 
pwt,  before  giving  his  vote  upon  it  in  the  committee.  No 
official  document,  however,  had  been  exhibited  to  the 
^mitteei  and,  notwithstanding  his  confidence  in  the 
cWnnan,  he  was  unwilling  to  sanction  the  report,  without 
■Bore  precise  and  detailed  information  from  the  depart- 
inent  in  rehtion  to  it*  financial  condition.  He  said  the  re- 
port Mated  that  the  annual  amount  of  postage  exceed*  two 
■oulion*  of  dollars,  and  he  was  desirou*  to  see  a  state- 
•«nt  of  the  expenditures  of  the  department.    It  would. 


he  thought,  be  veiy  important  in  determining^  the  expe- 
diency of  making  the  proposed  reduction  of  its  receipts. 
He  expressed  hi*  dissent  to  the  reasoning  and  conchinons 
of  the  report,  but  stated  that  he  was  not  disposed  to  object 
to  the  printing  of  an  extra  number  of  it,  if^  wished  for  by 
a  majority  of  the  committee. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  appendix  w«a 
ordered  to  be  printed  with  the  report. 

APPORTIONMENT  BILL. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  message  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives on  the  subject  of  the  disagreement  of  that 
body  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to  the  apportion- 
ment bill. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  should  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
pursue  that  course  which  had  been  taken  for  the  protection 
of  the  rights  of  the  small  States,  if  he  could  discover  anv 
strength  to  stand  on,  in  a  controversy  on  this  subject  with 
the  House  of  Representatives.  Nothing  had  occurred 
since  fhe  subject  was  last  under  consideration  in  the  Se- 
nate— he  had  seen  nothing  in  the  report  of  the  committee 
of  the  other  House,  to  shake  the  opinion  he  had  formed, 
that  this  was  the  only  constitutional  mode  of  apportioning 
the  representation.  He  had  consolation,  indeed,  deriva- 
ble from  the  fact  that  gentlemen  who  possessed  the  great- 
est learning  of  any  member*  of  the  Senate,  and  who  had 
not  been  in  the  habit  of  voting  together  on  all  political 
questions,  had  united  on  this  question.  But  it  was  to  bis 
mind  a  melancholy  truth  that  the  rights  of  the  States, 
which  are  most  deeply  concerned  in  the  mode  of  appor- 
tlotiment,  were  maintained  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate  only. 
He  saw  nothing  in  what  had  occurred  to  encourage  a  con- 
ference betweenthe  two  Houses  on  the  question.  Should 
any  of  the  friends  of  the  bill  think  any  thing  was  to  be  gain- 
ed by  asking  a  conference,  they  could  do  so.  But  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  vain  struggle;  and  he  was  disposed, 
in  that  case,  to  leave  the  responsibility  where  alone  it  could 
properly  fiUI.  He  made  a  passing  reference  to  the  papers 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  Senate  since  the  question 
was  under  discussion)  and  said,  in  conclusion,  that,  having 
discharged  his  duty,  he  would  not  himself  make  any  mo- 
tion to  recede,  nor  was  he  disposed  to  divide  the  Senate 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  WHITE  then  moved  that  the  Senate  recede  from 
their  amendment. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  was  not  willing  to  put 
at  hazard  the  passing  of  an  apportionment  bill  at  this  ses- 
sion. He  would  submit  to  the  bill  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, unjust  as  it  was  to  the  smaller  States,  rather 
than  prevent  an  apportionment,  by  adhering  to  our  amend- 
ment. He,  however,  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
the  rule  of  gpving  representatives  to  the  higher  fractions 
iras  in  strict  accordance  with  the  principles  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  that  no  just  apportionment  could  be  made  widi- 
out  doing  so.  Yet,  in  the  amendment  to  the  bill,  the 
number  of  the  House  should  in  strictness  have  been  limited 
to  350  members — givingfive  members  to  Alabama,  instead 
of  tan.  The  basis  of  the  calculation  was  for  a  House  of 
350:  by  applying  a  common  divisor,  and  rejecting  the 
fractions,  the  House  was  reduced  to  340.  lliese  were 
the  representatives  belonging  to  the  aggregate  fhustioni: 
those  being  given  to  the  States  having  the  highest  frac- 
tions, would  make  a  House  of  350,  according  to  the  origi- 
nal basis  of  the  calculation.  As,  however,  Alabama  had 
a  fraction  less  than  those  often  other  States,  but  still  more 
than  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor,  and  as  this  State  is  a 
new  and  rapidly  growing  State,  and  possessing  without 
doubt,  at  this  time,  a  population  sufficient  to  (^ve  her 
another  representative,  it  was  thought  but  equitable  that 
she  should  have  such  representative.  If  it  bad  been  ob- 
jected that,  by  making  a  House  of  251,  instead  of  350, 
we  must  make  351  a  new  htm  of  calculation,  obtain  a 
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new  common  divisor,  which  would  give  a  result  differing 
from  UuitRlreacly  obbuned,  he  for  One  would  have  voted  to 
limit  the  number  to  250 — but  no  such  objection  was  oude; 
and  tliis  he  considered  a  liberal  concesoon  to  Alabama. 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts 
[Mr.  Wxbstib]  was  fur  a  House  of  256,  by  which  num- 
ber he  proposed  to  divide  the  whole  poptdation  of  the 
United  States,  and  thus  obtain  a  common  mvisor.  By  tliis 
each  State  was  to  be  divided,  and  each  State  having  a 
fraction  above  a  moiety  of  the  common  divisor  to  liave  a 
representative  for  such  fraction — and  this  was  all  right — for 
there  were  precisely  as  many  members  lost  by  rejecting  the 
fractions,  as  tliere  were  major  fractions — twelve  in  each 
case.  The  Senator  voted  for  filling  up  the  blank  with 
256,  according  to  his  amendment,  but  the  Senate  did  not 
agree  to  this,  and  the  number  351  was  adopted.  In  this 
case,  the  basis  of  the  calculation  was  on  a  House  of  250, 
with  a  common  divisor  proper  for  that  number.  In  the 
process  of  calculation,  by  rejecting  the  fractions,  the  House 
was  reduced  to  240 — the  aggregate  fraction,  being  di- 
vided by  the  common  divisor,  givmg  ten.  But  there  are 
eleven  States  having  fractions  above  a  moiety  of  the  com- 
mon divisor;  Alabama  having  the  least  fraction  of  the 
eleven,  woiUd  not  have  been  entitled  to  an  additional  re- 
presentative if  no  more  than  ten  could  t>e  given  to  those 
having  the  larger  fractions:  peculiar  circumstances,  al- 
ready stated,  justified  this  liberal  concesnoo  to  Alabama. 
Yet,  had  it  b;en  objected  to,  no  doubt  the  amendment 
would  liave  been  so  modified  that  the  additional  repre- 
sentative would  have  been  refiised  to  Alabama,  and  the 
blank  filled  with  250  instead  of  251  j  for  if  we  Uke  251 
fortlie  basis  of  calculation,  and  give  a  representative  for  a 
fraction  above  a  moie^  of  the  common  divisor,  Virginia 
would  be  entitled  to  anotlter  representative;  and  if  we 
should  take  352  as  a  new  basis^  tlus  would  produce  a  dif- 
ferent result. 

An  amendment  might  be  recommended  by  a  conunit- 
tee  of  conference,  that  would  remove  every  dimculty,  pro- 
Tided  the  House  of  Bepresentalives  were  disposed  to  yield 
in  any  degree  to  the  views  of  a  majority  of  the  Senatet 
but  diere  is  no  hope  of  this,  to  judge  from  their  vote 
against  our  amendment.  If  the  Senate  should  adhere  to 
titeir  amendment,  and  the  House  finally  refuse  to  modify 
their  bill,  no  law  for  apportionment  of  representatives 
could  take  place  at  titis  session.  Sooner  than  hazard  such 
a  result,  said  Mr.  D.,  the  small  Slates  should  submit 
to  the  unjust  operation  of  the  bill,  as  they  have  here- 
tofore done  under  similar  bills.  Believing  as  I  do  that 
the  apportionment  in  tl>e  bill  is  not  made  according  to 
the  prmciples  of  the  constitution,  I  cannot  vote  for  it;  but, 
if  a  motion  is  made  to  recede  from  our  amendment,  I  will, 
as  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts  is  disposed  to  do,  let  it 
pass  in  silence,  without  calling  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion. Although  the  effort  made  by  a  majority  of  the  Se- 
nate to  introduce  a  correct  principle  in  apportioning  re- 
presentatives among  the  States  is  to  fiiil  a^  this  time,  I  have 
no  doubt  of  its  success  at  the  next  census.  I  feel  entirely 
confident  that,  at  the  next  apportionment,  when  ,it  shall 
be  determined  of  what  number  the  House  of  Bepreseiita- 
tives  shall  consist,  the  whole  representative  population 
will  be  divided  by  that  number,  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing a  common  divisor  by  which  each  State  will  be  di- 
vided; and  the  number  lost  under  the  fractions  will  be 
S'ven  to  the  States  having  the  Isu^er  fractions,  taking 
em  in  their  order,  from  the  highest,  so  that  the  House 
Qf  Representatives  shjil  consist  uf  the  exact  number  as- 
sumed as  the  basis  uf  the  calculation;  and  so  tliat  each 
State  will  have  as  nearly  as  pmcticable  her  just  apportion 
ment  and  share  of  the  actual  House  of  Representatives, 
which  tlie  present  bill  does  not  give. 

That  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Virjpnia,  and  several 
otiier  States,  have  more  than  their  share  of  a  House  of 
340,  will  appear  from  the  most  simple  calculation.     As 


the  whole  population  of  the  United  States,  11,928,731,  a 
to  240,  so  is  the  whole  representative  population  of  Net 
York,  1,918,553,  to  38  and  a  fraction.  The  same  nikip. 
plied  to  the  popuktion  of  Pennsylvania,  1,348,072,  wtdl 
give  her  27  representatives,  with  a  fraction.  Tlie  lut 
rule  applied  to  the  whole  representative  populstioo  of 
Virginia,  1,022,503,  will  give  her  20  representatirci,  t'A 
a  fraction;  and  so  of  other  States;  whereas  the  bill  gaa 
New  York  40  representatives,  Pennsylvania  38,  and  Vir- 
ginia 21.  If  these  States  have  more  than  their  ihut, 
other  States  must  necessarily  have  lesa. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  a  few  words  expressive  of  bisdiauis- 
tion  with  the  bilj  from  the  House. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  that,  as  the  opposition  to  the  ma- 
sure  had  be; n  withdrawn,  it  was  unnecessary  to  ay  my 
tiling  as  to  the  merits  of  the  bill.  But  he  vu  imvil]in| 
that  one  of  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Maswduiidti 
should  be  considered  as  assented  to,  however  uncsnbi- 
dieted.  The  Senator  says  that  a  minority  of  the  Sco^ 
was  in  fiivor  of  the  principle  of  the  amendment  tdopicd 
by  the  Senate.  He  did  not  understand  it  to  be  ».  Thi 
Senator  from  Mississippi  was  willing  to  permit  the  bill  te 
be  returned  to  the  House  of  Representatives  for  uanui- 
ment,  but  he  declared  that  he  liad  overcome  bis  Knipln  m 
to  the  constitutionality  of  the  plan  proposeil  by  tbe  uaewl- 
ment.  The  system  of  fractional  representation  he  cons- 
dered  as  having  been  rejected  by  the  Senate,  after  i  full 
examination,  in  which  the  Senator's  able  arguinentj  were 
attentively  heard,  and  in  which  no  party  feeling  or  kin 
was  manifested  on  either  side. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  repUed  that  he  had  nothing  to  eon- 
plain  of  at  all,  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the  discusBontiid 
been  conducted.  He  only  complained  that,  by  the  wint  of 
a  firm  vote  of  tlie  Senate,  the  opportunity  was  lost  of  leoit- 
ing  the  reUtive  rights  of  the  States,  for  the  presen^ 
ofwhich  the  Senate  was  responsible.  He  also  eipUinM 
titat  he  had  understood  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  to  ay 
titat  he  was  opposed  to  the  bill  from  the  House  u  unjuil, 
and  was  uf  the  opinion  that  the  amendment  secured  to 
each  State,  as  far  as  was  possible,  its  relative  power. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  expUined  his  views  on  the  qua- 
tion,  and  said  that  he  should  vote  to  recede. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  spoke  against  the  motion  to  recede,  ^ 
claring  that  the  responsibihty  of  the  measure  ought  to  be 
thrown  back  upon  the  House.  He  also  moved  to  postpone 
the  bill  till  Monday,  as  an  act  of  courtesy  due  to  the  ibieiit 
Senator  from  Delaware. 

Some  remarks  were  made  against  the  postponenieDtoy 
Messrs.  KING  and  TAZEWELL,  and  in  fiivorof  itby 
Messrs.  SMITH,  BUCKNBH,  NAUDAIN,  and  BELL. 

Mr.  NAUDAIN,  of  Delaware,  moved,  in  consequew 
of  the  absence  of  bis  colleague,  who  had  taken  w  coiup>- 
cuous  a  part  in  the  discussion  of  the  bill,  to  lay  the  bill  0° 
the  table. 

The  motion  was  negatived — ^yeas  19,  nays  26. 

The  question  on  the  motion  to  recede  was  tbea  tttes, 
and  decided  in  the  afiirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Clay,  DallsJ,  Dwlq'. 
Ellis,  Forysth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  HendncH 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Poindexter,  ^J^ 
Buggies,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlmson,  Troup,  TylB. 
White,  Wilkins.— 26.  .  „ 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  ChaBil>«J 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes,  Johnston,  ^'("Va!' 
ler,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Sibbee,  Smw. 
Spragiie,  Webster. — 19 

So  the  Senate  receded  from  their  amendment. 


MoxsAX,  Mai  31. 

DISTRICT  OP  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  after  a  prefatory  remark  *  **?* 
tbe  mani)er  in  which  the  claims  of  th*  Disuict  ol  to»°' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


897 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGREBfi. 


938 


mr  23. 1833] 


Cobimbiatt  CtU^. — htenud  ImprtMmtnit. 


[Sbhatc. 


bit  on  the  lepalative  action  of  Cong^w  bad  been  ncKlcct- 
id  during  the  present  ie«sioa,  aioved  to  postpone  all  the 
yttctHag  Olden,  for  the  purpose  of  acting  on  some  of  the 
Ub  rcUting  to  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  motion 
being  sgreed  to, 
Serenl  of  those  bills  were  passed  through;  when 
The  Senate  took  up  the  bill  to  grant  certain  public  lots 
i*  the  ci^  of  Washington,  to  th«  value  of  {35,000,  for  the 
benefit  or  the 

COLUMBIAN  COIXEGE. 

is  lbs  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  CHAltBGIU  having  explained  the  object  of  the 
kiU. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  that  the  bill  be  laid  on  the  table, 
«ith  itie  understanding  that  its  consideration  should  be  re- 
auned  in  a  fuller  Seiwte.  He  was  willing  to  go  on  with 
the  oifinaiy  buaness  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  this 
bill  involved  a  principle  of  grave  importance.  Whether 
Coiigre«  has  the  power  to  make  appropriations  for  edvca- 
tiro  in  this  District,  was  a  question  deserving  of  conndera- 

tJM. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  it  would  not  be  doubted  that  Con- 
grcM  bad  the  power,  as  the  locid  legislature  of  the  Dis- 
trict, over  which  it  bad  exclusive  jurisdiction,  to  make 
ippropriations  for  any  beneficial  purposes  within  the  Dis> 
trict. 

Mr.  HATNB  expressed  the  opinion  that  til  the  avails 
of  the  public  lots  in  the  District  should  be  appropriate 
tstbe  improvement  of  the  District.  But  it  would  be  im- 
propertogo  into  tlkc  treasury  for  tliat  purpose.  If  we  pass 
the  Knits  of  this  appropriate  fund,  we  might  proceed  to 
(Mtblish,  in  the  District,  schools  of  agricukure,  a  national 
ooiTenity,  silk-reeling  schools,  duck  fiwtories;  and  we 
might  establish  a  free  system  of  education  for  the  whole 
Dulled  Statel^  located  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  He 
*as  fiurorabfy  disposed  towards  the  District,  and  he  wished 
tD  tee  adopted  some  general  scheme  of  improvement, 
adapted  to  the  wants  and  to  the  means  of  the  District.  He 
*idicd,therefore,  to  know  how  tlte  account  stands  between 
the  District  and  the  Govcrment;  what  sums  have  been 
itccived,  and  what  expended,  in  the  District  of  Colun^Ma 
Boce  its  cession  to  tlie  Government 
„  Mr.  SMITH  thought,  as  the  proprietor  of  a  portion  of 
the  Isad  in  the  District,  the  Government  was  bound  to 
■sake  appropriaitions  for  the  benefit  of  the  District.  In 
the  new  States,  we  pursued  this  course.  The  original 
ptoprietors  of  tliis  land  ceded  a  portion  of  it  to  the  Govern 
Dent  for  the  benefit,  not  of  the  public  treasury,  but  of  the 
District. 

Ur.  CHAHBEUS.  in  reply  to  Mr.  Haths's  inquiry, 
tttted  that  the  number  of  city  lots  formerly  held  by  tbe 
GorerniBciit  was  about  11,000,  of  which  6,000  had  been 
•old  for  tbe  sum  of  735,000  dollars.  The  remaining  lots 
Sow  in  the  possession  of  tbe  Government  were  valued  at 
from  twelve  to  thirteen  hundred  thousand  dollars.  The 
viiole  amount, therefore,of  the  fundderi^red  by  tbe  Cknrem- 
■aeot  from  the  District  was  but  a  fraction  less  than  two 
nuU'OBs  of  dollars.  The  whole  amount  of  appropriations 
£>r  the  benefit  of  the  District,  made  by  Cong^ss  since  the 
formation  of  the  Government,  was  only  one  hundred  and 
eighty^ix  thousand  dollars,  and  this  sum  included  appro- 
pnaUona  fur  walki^  &c.  wUch  are  as  much  fur  the  benefit 
of  UKlividuals  connected  with  the  Government »»  for  tlie 
benefit  of  tlie  citisens.  He  of  course  excluded,  in  this 
■tttemeiit,  the  sum  of  three  millions,  expended  on  pubUc 
buildiiigt,  fi^  with  them  the  District  had  no  concern  at  all< 
having  no  representatives  in  Congress,  they  had  less  in- 
terest w  the  pubLc  edifices  than  the  citizens  of  any  other 
put  of  the  country.  Tbe  Government,  therefore,  held  a 
luod  of  eighteen  hundred  thousand  dollacs,  the  only  legiti- 
AslspurpoNofwhich  was  the  improvement  of  this  District, 
■w  cwld  B0t  MdffTstaBtt  up«B  what  ground  gentifemeo 


doubtedr  tbe  constitational  power  of  Congress  to  appro- 
priate, for  the  benefit  of  the  District,  tbe  fiind  placed  in  the 
bands  of  the  Gorernment  for  tiwt  purpose.  If  the  biU  was 
laid  on  the  table  now,  as  proposed  by  tbe  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  there  is  no  ^obability  that  it  will  come  up 
again  this  sesaion.  The  college  bad  never  received  anjr 
thing  from  the  Government,  and  tbe  sum  proposed  wouu 
establish  it  on  a  firm  bans. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  his  object  was,  in  part,  to  obtain, 
by  the  delay  proposed,  the  very  information  which  th« 
chairman  had  now  given.  He  did  not  wish  to  be  under- 
stood as  opposed  to  the  appropriation)  but  be  still  thought 
that  the  question  wss  one  of  suiBacBt  magnitude  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  a  fuller  Senate. 

Mr.  TYLEB  was,  be  said,  in  fiivor  of  the  dooatioa,  but 
he  denied  that  Congress  was  chargeable  with  any  neglect 
of  this  institution.  He  rememb^d  that  some  time  ago 
we  released  the  college  from  a  debt  of  thirty  thousand 
dollars,  due  by  it  to  the  Government.  The  college  had 
no  right  to  complain  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  CLAY  wished  to  inquire  who  composed  the  govern- 
ment of  this  college.  Some  years  ago  it  was  in  tbe  banda 
of  those  to  whom  no  money  should  go  bv  his  vote.  Un- 
less there  had  been,  since  that  time,  a  re  J  reform,  a  radical 
change,  in  tbe  management  of  tbu  institution,  he  would 
not  vote  to  it  s  cent. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  asked  whetiier  the  college  wss  incor- 
porated. Being  told  that  it  was,  he  wished  to  know  whst 
were  the  objects  of  the  institution.  The  oolle(re  was  not 
a  "  nooet  htuipet"  here.  It  had  often  been  before  us,  and 
never  in  a  very  attractive  form.  It  had  then  been  objected 
to  it  that  its  purposes  were  sectarian.  If  it  was  established 
and  incorporated  with  a  view  to  sectarian  purposes,  he 
should  hold  himself  bound  to  withhold  from  it  any  aid  or 
countenance. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  and  Mr.  HOLMES  replied,  at  some 
length,  to  the  su(fgestion  snd  queries  of  Messrs.  CLAY  and 
TAZEWELL.  They  stated  that  the  funds  of  the  coUe^ 
were  now  judiciously  managed,and  that  though  it  was  prin- 
cipally founded  by  the  Baptists,  who  still  lent  it  their  aid, 
yet  its  objects  were  exclusively  literary  and  scientific.  Mr. 
CHAMBERS  explained  the  character  of  tbe  former  t|«n*- 
actions  of  tbe  college  with  the  Government,  showing  that 
the  college  {^tied  nothing,  and  that  the  Government  lost 
nothing  in  consequence  of  them. 

The  motion  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table  was  rejected  by 
a  vote  of  20  to  9,  and  tbe  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third 
reading. 

TtTiSDAT,  Mat  33. 
INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

The  bill  from  tbe  House,  making  appropriations  for 
certain  internal  improvements,  having  been  read  a  second 
time, 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
Comnuttee  on  Roads  and  Canals. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  would  be  sent 
to  the  Commiuee  on  Comaaerce.  He  thought  it  waa 
premier  to  look  to  practical  results;  and  he  was  apprehen- 
ave  that  if  the  bill  was  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Roads 
and  Canals,  it  would  reach  a  harbor  there  from  which  it 
would  not  be  able  to  make  its  escape.  He  was  desirous 
to  send  it  to  a  committee  which  was  not  hostile  to  its 
objects. 

Mr.  MILLER  wished  that  the  biU  might  go  to  the 
Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals,  and  that  Congress  would 
be  checked  in  tlie  exercise  of  an  unconstiti^tional  power. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  if  it  would  be  in  order  to 
r^er  so  much  of  the  bill  as  related  to  the  Cumberland 
road  to  the  Coumattee  on  Soads  and  Canftls.  and  the 
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rendue  of  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Commero*.  The 
bill  was  of  a  mixed  character.  The  Cumberland  road 
appropriation  stood  there  as  a  unit,  to  use  the  court  phrase, 
and  ought  to  be  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Ca- 
luls.  He  referred  to  some  circumstances  which  prevent- 
ed him  from  attending  that  committee,  and  would  vote 
rather  to  send  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Hr.  HOLMES  regarded  the  bill  as  a  complete  jumble; 
parts  of  it  might  go  to  any  committee,  for  it  embraced 
almost  every  thing.  But  as  the  pnncipal  items  were 
commercial  in  their  character,  be  was  in  favor  of  sending 
it  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  took  a  similar  view  of  the  construc- 
tion of  the  bill,  and  sud  the  object  seemed  to  be  to  take 
this  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  to  which  it  had, 
fear  after  year,  been  given,  and  to  pve  it  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Roads  and  Canals,  a  committee  which  was  so  con- 
stituted, either  from  design  or  from  accident,  as  to  be 
hostile  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  that,  although  tl)f  Committee 
on  Ruads  and  Canals  could  not  go  the  lengths  of  some 
Senators  in  their  construction  of  the  constitutional  poHfers 
of  Cong^ss,  there  was  g^at  liberality  in  that  body.  He 
insisted  that  there  were  other  items  than  the  Cumberland 
road  in  the  bill,  which  rendered  tl>e  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Roads  and  Canals  a  proper  one.  But,  as  he 
would  decline  the  responsibility  of  hazarding  the  &te  of 
the  bill,  he  would  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  motion  was  then  withdrawn,  and  the  bill  was  refer- 
red to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

COLONIAL  TRADE. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  rose,  and  stated  that  it  was  his 
purpose  now  to  redeem  a  pledge  wliicb  he  had  given 
some  time  since  to  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr. 
Smith.]  During  the  debate  on  the  colonial  trade,  that 
Senator  had  said  that,  whenever  he  [Mr.  SrEAOCs]  should 
call  up  the  resolutions  which  he  had  laid  on  the  table  on 
this  subject,  he  would  be  ready  to  go  into  the  discussion. 
To  enable  that  Senator  to  fulfil  his  purpose,  he  would 
now  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration 
of  these  resolutions. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  tiiat,  whatever  disposition  he* might 
have  felt  at  that  time  to  go  into  such  discussion,  he  had  no 
such  disposition  now.  He  had  expected  that  the  Senator 
from  Mame  would  take  the  course  be  had  now  taken; 
but,  as  that  Senator  had  now  redeemed  bis  pledge,  he 
trusted  that  the  motion  would  not  be  further  pressed. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  that,  as  he  himself  bad  already  oc- 
cupied much  of  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  the  exposition 
of  his  views  on  the  subject,  he  was  not  disposed,  on  his 
own  account,  to  revive  the  discussion;  and,  as  the  Senator 
from  Maryland  declined  to  aviul  himself  of  the  opportunity 
now  offered  to  him,  he  should  withdraw  his  motion. 

The  motion  was  then  withdrawn. 

COLONEL  JOHN  LAURENS. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
representatives  of  Colonel  John  Laurens. 

Mr.  ROBBINS  said,  it  will  be  recollected  that  this  is 
a  claim  for  expenses  disbursed  on  a  foreign  mission,  by 
Colonel  Laurens,  due  by  the  then  existing  usage  of  the 
Government,  which  was  to  pay  these  expenses  instead  of 
allowing  an  outfit;  due  also  by  an  express  resolution  of 
Cong^-ess.  Nothing  has  been  said,  nothing  can  be  said, 
•gainst  the  merits,  the  intrinsic  merits,  of  this  claim:  for 
these  are  obvious,  they  are  palpable,  they  are  undeniable. 

But  it  has  been  said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  [Mr.  Taziweil,]  that  the  claim  (not  denying 
ita  intrinsic  merits,  however,)  is  stale;  that  it  is  a  dormant 
claim,  now  dormant  for  forty  years;  and  that,  tjierefore, 
it  ought  not  now  to  be  satisfied.  But  is  the  fact  so?  Has 
this  claim  been  so  dormant.'  For  more  than  twenty  years 
of  thi*  peiiod  there  was  no  one  in  this  couatry  to  repre-| 


sent  and  to  prosecute  this  claim;  and  for  mote  than  tea 
years  of  this  period  it  has  been,  from  time  to  time,  beibra 
Congress,  in  one  House  or  the  other.  And  let  me  tel 
the  honorable  gentieman  that  neither  House  of  Congrn^ 
nor  any  committee  of  either  House,  have  ever  cipreaed 
an  opinion  adverse  to  these  intrinsic  merits.  Even  the 
committee  of  whom  the  honorable  gentieman  wu  t  mem- 
ber, did  not  report  against  its  intrinac  merits.  They  aj 
expressly,  we  abstain  from  giving  any  opinion  upon  the 
merits;  still  they  recommend  that  the  prayer  of  the  peti- 
tioner be  not  granted.  And  why?  For  certain  retnm 
embodied  in  the  report.  And  what  are  these?  Theaoe 
which  he  now  urges  against  this,  and  which  I  am  amt*a. 
ing.  The  previous  report  in  favor  of  this  claim,  after  i 
full  investigation  thereof  by  the  committee,  of  vhom  Go. 
vernor  Barbour  was  chairman,  and  the  now  Preadent  of 
the  United  States  was  then  a  member,  was  disagreed  to 
by  the  Senate,  not  for  the  want  of  merits  in  the  cUim,  but 
because  all  the  parties  to  the  claim  were  not  at  thit  imt 
parties  to  the  petition.  But  now  no  such  difficulty  eiuU; 
all  the  parties  to  the  claim  are  parties  to  the  petition,  and 
can  give  the  necessary  discharges.  I  repeat,  that  neither 
House  of  Congress,  and  no  committee  of  either  House,  ban 
ever  expressed  an  opinion  adverse  to  the  intrinsic  merili 
of  this  claim;  no,  not  even  the  gentleman  himself,  when, 
as  a  member  of  a  committee,  he  investigated  this  cue; 
nor,  indeed,  has  he  now. 

But  to  return:  I  have  said  that,  ft>r  more  than  twent; 
years  of  this  delay,  there  vras  no  one  in  this  counb;  to 
represent  and  to  prosecute  this  claim.  The  accounb  with 
Colonel  Laurens  were  adjusted  by  the  treasury  in  ITM; 
then,  Henry  Laurens,  his  father,  was  an  old  man,  uid 
soon  after  died;  he  died  in  1792.  He  never  prrferred 
this  claim,  because,  as  has  been  before  stated,  lusionhtd 
kept  no  account  of  these  expenses,  and  bad  mtde  no 
charge  of  them  against  the  United  States;  and  beciiue, 
as  he  states,  be  did  not  know  that  his  son  ever  meant  to 
make  the  claim.  After  his  death,  the  daughter  of  Colonel 
Laurens,  then  a  child,  went  to  England  to  live  with  her 
maternal  relatives,  (Colonel  Laurens  had  married  in  En^ 
land,)  where  she  has  lived  ever  since,  and  nov  lirei. 
Her  son,  and  only  surviving  child,  remained  In  Engluid 
for  his  education  till  1819,  when  he  came  to  his  patrhnp. 
nlal  inheritance  in  South  Carolina,  where  he  no»  fa,  is 
charge  of  that  inheritance.  About  three  years  sflfr,  in 
1823,  this  claim  was  made,  and  a  petition  for  its  allowuice 
preferred  to  Cong^ss.  Here  let  me  say  that  I  kno» 
this  grandson  of  Colonel  Laurens,  and  it  gives  me  pleiaure 
to  say  that  I  do  not  know  «  more  amiable  young  mtn.  I 
think  it  impossible  to  know  him  as  I  do,  without  feelings 
kindness  fcr  him  for  his  amiable  disposition,  nor  without 
feeling  a  respect  for  him,  as  the  grandson  of  Colonel  Lsa- 
rens.  Let  me  say  to  the  honorable  gentieman,  that,  if  he 
knew  him  as  I  do,  he  never  could  have  the  heart  to  tsyto 
him:  "Sir,  tins  your  hereditary  claim  may  be  just  i« 
itself;  but  it  has  renuuned  a  long  time  unsatisfied,™ 
therefore  ought  now  never  to  be  satisfied;  iior  ihsU  it  be 
if  I  can  prevent  it.  Away,  sir,  with  yourclum,  and  nertf 
let  me  hear  of  it  again  within  the  walls  of  this  Senate. 

Is  it  possible  that  language  like  this  could  be  held  to 
the  descendant  of  Colonel  I  jiurens,  appealing  to  the  ji» 
tice  of  his  country  to  satisfy  an  hereditary  claim,  wtn""^ 
ledged  to  be— at  least,  not  denied  to  be— ju*  in  rtwf 
And  all  for  a  laches  of  three  years  in  prosecuting  the  cm' 
for  that  is  all  the  Uches  that  can  be  iinputei  Whettj 
let  me  ask,  was  this  objection  when  the  widow  of  Cdonel 
Hamilton  petitioned  for  the  commutation  claimed  faw- 
count  of  her  husband  ?— a  claim  which  he  had  never  «»«i 
claim  which  it  has  always  been  understood  he  '>•"»* 
pressly  waived;  and  had  recorded  that  waiver,  in  order 
to  place  his  vote  for  the  commutation  (he  was  then  siw^ 
ber  of  Congreas)  above  the  suspicion  of  an  i"*^'*^ 
motive.    Yet  that  claim  w««  allowed,  togtther  irith  tw 
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kpl  interest  for  the  whole  interral  of  time.  That  claim 
hid  indeed  slept,  was  in  fact  dormant,  from  1783  to  1816; 
more  than  thirty  years;  still  it  was  allowed.  The  act  was 
iodeed  due  to  the  family  of  that  great  man,  and  did  honor 
to  the  justice  of  the  country.  Bat  if  rtaleness  was  a  good 
plea  againat  a  claim  just  in  itself,  compared  with  this, 
It  spplied  with  more  than  tenfold  force  against  that; 
jet,  against  that,  it  was  not  made,  or,  if  made,  it  did  not 
ptcrid. 

The  same  honorable  gentleman  has  also  said  that  the 
(ceount  of  Colonel  Laurens  has  been  adjusted  and  closed 
by  the  treasury,  and  that  to  open  this  account  would  be  a 
precedent  of  a  dangerous  tendency.  But  let  the  honor- 
ible  gentleman  reflect  that  it  is  not  proposed  to  open  this 
sccount,  nor  to  unsettle  this  settlement;  no  such  thing.  It 
it  amply  proposed  to  pay  a  claim  just  in  itself,  that  never 
b>i  been  adjusted  by  the  treasury;  never  has  been  passed 
upon  by  the  treasury;  never  has  been  before  the  treasury. 
Why  it  was  not  presented,  has  been  explained,  repeatedly 
eipiuned,  and  the  explanation  will,  doubtless,  be  recol- 
lected. Colonel  Hamilton's  account,  too,  had  been  ad- 
justed by  the  treasury,  and  closed.  The  chum  to  his 
commutation  did  not  disturb  that  settlement,  for  it  had 
nude  no  part  of  the  account;  it  left  the  settlement  good 
for  all  it  professed  to  settle.  Neither  does  the  claim  to 
these  expenses  disturb  the  settlement  in  this  case,  for  it 
had  made  no  part  of  the  account;  nor  were  they  passed 
open  by  the  treasury;  the  settlement  is  left  good  for  all  it 
professed  to  settle. 

It  is  true  there  is  a  claim  to  a  trifling  amount  beride, 
growing  out  of  errors  appearing  on  the  face  of  the  ac- 
count, but  for  this  cljum  the  settlement  itself  is  the 
voucher;  and  the  claim  is  made  because  the  settlement 
itself  gives  a  title  to  it;  just  as  good  a  title  as  a  certificate 
of  the  treasury,  certifying  that  amount  to  be  unpaid  and 
rfUdae. 

But  one  word  as  to  the  aacredness  of  a  settlement  once 
mde  by  the  treasury.  Let  it  be  sacred,  if  you  please, 
»ith  the  treasury  itself;  let  the  treasury,  thenceforth, 
cease  to  have  any  control  over  it.  But  is  it  to  tie  the 
hinds  of  Congress,  whatever  injustice  may  have  been 
done  by  the  settlement?  If  a  claim  baa  been  disallowed 
by  the  treasury,  which  ought  to  have  been  allowed,  and 
that  made  clearly  to  appear,  is  there  to  be  no  redress? 
Neither  at  the  treasury  nor  by  Congress?  Is  this  the  mise- 
nble  situation  of  a  just  clavmant  upon  the  Government? 
No,  sir;  no,  indeed,  sir,  it  is  not.  For  innumerable 
almost  have  been  the  appeals  from  the  injustice  of  trea- 
wry  settlements  to  the  justice  of  Congress  for  relief;  and 
vhen,  let  me  ask,  has  relief  been  deiued,  if  a  just  claim 
to  it  has  been  made  out  clearly  and  indisputably?  That 
relief,  to  the  honor  of  the  public  justice  be  it  spoken, 
though  it  has  sometimes,  perhaps  too  often,  been  delayed, 
has  never,  I  believe,  been  finaUy  refused.  Had  not  the 
accounts  of  Governor  Tompkins  and  Pres'dent  Monroe 
been  settled  at  the  treasury?  And  did  not  both  petition 
Congreaaforrelief,  against  the  injustice  of  that  settlement? 
And  did  not  Congress  grant  relief— that  settlement  to  the 
confrary  notwithstanding?  Yes,  most  certainly.  I  refer 
to  high  examples,  it  is  true;  and  perhaps  some  may  think, 
therefore,  not  applicable  to  ordinary  cases.  But  justice 
^nowf  not  the  face  of  man  in  her  decrees;  she  knows 
nothmgof  hi^  nor  low;  she  gives  nothing  to  reitown  for 
itself;  she  denies  nothing  to  obscurity,  because  unknown; 
•he  says,  and  she  accordingly  decrees— 

**  TnM,  Tj  riufl  que,  mihi  DUlUi  duerirailM  agctar.** 

But,  if  she  did  make  these  discriminations,  I  should  not 
disparage  the  names  of  Tompkins  and  Monroe;  nor  would 
Jh«y,  if  living,  think  tlielrs  diBparage<l,  by  being  associated 
in  the  regards  of  their  country  with  the  name  of  Lau- 
rens. Neither  would  they  challenge,  nor  would  any  one 
challenge  for  them,  a  higher  distinction.  But  let  it  be 
remembered  that  their  claims  had  been  passed  upon  by 


the  treasury,  had  been  disallowed  by  the  treasury,  and 
were  barred  thereby,  so  far  as  that  could  bar  them ;  but  that 
this  claim  of  Laurens  never  has  been  passed  upon  by  the 
treasury;  never  has  been  before  the  treasury:  it  is  indis- 
putable;  it  is  just  in  itself;  it  has  never  been  satisfied.  And 
will  the  Senate  now  say  it  never  shall  be  satisfied? 

A  word  more,  and  I  have  done.  Something  has  been 
said  by  the  honorable  gentleman  fi-om  Maine,  not  to  dero> 
gate  from  the  intrinsic  merits  of  this  claim,  but  to  dispa> 
rage  the  personal  merits  of  Colonel  Laurens — how  becom- 
ingly, let  the  history  of  his  country  bear  witness.  That  his- 
tory has  recorded  laurel  afler  laurel  conferred  upon  him 
by  his  country,  to  attest  her  grateful  sense  of  his  high  and 
glorious  merits.  These  recorded  honors  have  long  rince 
gathered  round  his  tomb;  they  now  thicken  over  it,  and 
will  forever  adorn  it.  So  long  as  the  sentiment  of  grati- 
tude shall  beat  in  the  bosom  of  his  country  at  the  recol- 
lection of  her  revolutionary  martyrs,  these  recorded  honors 
shall  flourish  in  Immortal  verdure;  and  even  if  it  were 
possible  for  this  sentiment  of  gratitude  to  die  in  the  bosom 
of  bis  country,  they  would  still  flourish  in  history  to  kindle 
the  sentiment  of  admiration  in  every  other.  For,  so  long 
as  this  lang^iuge  shall  last,  be  spoken,  or  read;  wherever, 
in  all  future  time,  the  sublime  virtues  of  patriotic  devotion 
and  heroic  bearing  shall  sway  the  affections  of  the  human 
heart,  the  name  of  Laurens  will  be  the  theme  of  unmin- 
gled  praise,  as  the  hero  above  fear,  as  the  patriot  beyond 
reproach.  I  confess  I  felt  hurt  that  an  American  Sena- 
tor in  the  American  Senate — the  proudest  theatre  in  the 
world,  and  that  erected  on  the  blood  of  our  revolutionary 
heroes,  should  indulge  a  wish  to  cast  a  shade,  even  if  be 
could,  upon  one  of  the  brightest  names  in  that  host.  The 
fact  alluded  to,  if  it  were  a  fact,  would  not,  in  my  opinion, 
cast  a  shade,  nor  even  the  shadow  of  a  shade,  upon  that 
bright  name.  It  would  only  prove  that,  in  that  instance,  as 
in  every  other,  the  love  of  country  predominated,  and  was 
his  ruling  passion.  Nor  did  he  pursue  his  honorable  end 
by  dishonorable  means.  He  did,  with  the  funds  of  his 
country  in  his  hands,  what  he  had  a  right  to  do;  what  his 
duty  to  his  country  required  him  to  do;  and  for  doing 
which  he  had  the  approbation  of  his  country,  and  her  re- 
corded thanks.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  statement,  there- 
fore, for  its  possible  effect  to  prejudice  the  ptire  fame  of 
Colonel  Laurens,  but  for  its  apparent  intent. 

For  the  most  precious  of  all  treasure  which  any  coun- 
try can  possess,  is  the  fame  of  her  great  men.  It  is  that 
alone  which  renders  any  country  resplendent  in  the 
eyes  of  every  other.  The  clarwn  et  venertxbUe  nomen,  in 
every  instance,  as  well  as  in  that  which  the  poet  cele- 
brates, brings  much  to  our  city.  That  fame  endures  for- 
ever: it  survives  all  the  revolutioiu  and  the  ravages  of 
time;  even  those  which  leave  the  country  itself  a  wreck, 
even  those  which  blot  the  nation  itself  out  of  existence; 
even  then  it  still  survives,  to  become  the  property  of  man- 
kind, and  to  do  honor  to  the  species,  and  especially  to  do 
honor  to  the  memory  of  the  departed  nation.  But  its  great 
value  is  this — it  is  prolific  of  great  men;  beyond  any  thing 
and  every  thing  else,  it  awakens  and  supplies  fuel  to  thrt 
noblest  of  all  sentiments,  the  love  of  country;  it  excites  and 
leads  on  to  a  perpetual  emulation  in  the  race  of  glory.  What 
a  heart,  then,  must  I  have,  if  I  could  indulge  a  wish  to  dis- 
honor a  name  that  docs  honor,  and  will  forever  do  honor, 
to  the  name  of  my  country! 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  opposed  the  claim.  Its  iustice  did 
not  rest  on  the  services  of  the  deceased,  for  he  did  not 
deny  their  merit,  or  that  the^  entitled  him  to  the  eulogium 
pronounced  on  his  memory,  in  tlie  language  of  the  Senator 
n-om  Rhode  Island,  as  clarum  tt  venaMle  nomerii  but  it 
was  right  to  go  back  to  their  merits,  and  ask,  is  there  any 
money  due  or  not?  The  claim  had  been  before  the  House 
of  Representatives  before  now,  and  as  often  rejected.  It 
had  become  the  practice,  when  a  claim  was  rejected  in 
one  House,  to  bring  it  forward  in  the  other,  and  there  it 
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Tibntted,  tin  at  length  &  favorable  report  was  obtained, 
and  then  it  was  again  preferred  with  the  recommendation 
of  having  passed  one  of  tjie  legislative  bodies.  But  even 
this  did  not  hold  good  respecting  the  present  bill-,  for  as 
often  as  it  was  brought  forward  in  either  House,  it  had  re- 
ceived reiterated  rejections.  It  was  not  analogous  to  the 
case  of  Colonel  Hamilton.  The  cliuma  of  Colonel  Laurens 
had  already  been  settled,  even  before  the  formation  of  the 
present  Government,  and  his  receipt  received  for  the  pay- 
ment of  every  cent  due.  Such  was  not  the  case  as  re- 
garded  Colonel  Hamilton;  there  was  no  doubt  of  the  debt 
ue,  and  no  such  receipt  existed,,  for  the  strong  reason 
that  nothing  had  previously  been  paid.  Colonel  L. 
died  in  1781  or  '82,  and  now  a  claim  was  advanced,  with 
compound  interest,  four  times  a  year  for  forty  years.  Who 
ever  heard  of  the  like  ?  For  tliese  several  reasons  be  should 
oppose  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  supported  by  Mr.  HATNE,  and  opposed 
by  Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr.  MANGUH. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  by  the  following  vote: 

TEAS — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton,  Clay, 
Dallas,  Dudley,  Kwing,  Frelinghnysen,  Hayne,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Stisbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  ToHilinson,  Waggaman,  Web- 
ster, Wilkms.— 23. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Dickerson,  Foot,  Giundy,  Hen- 
dricks, Mantum,  Harcy,  Buggies,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
White.— II. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mr.  DAIXAS,  pursuant  to  the  notice  he  had  pven 
some  days  before,  moved  that  the  Senate  now  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue  tiie 
act  incorporating  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

The  motion  was  agreed  t<^-yeas  34. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  stated,  that,  having  brought  this 
question  before  the  Senate,  he  should  content  himself 
with  this  success,  and  would  not,  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
day,  enter  into  the  views  which  he  proposed  to  present  to 
the  Senate.  He  would  therefore  move  that  the  Senate 
now  adjourn;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WXDHISDAT,    MiT  33. 

Mr-  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  Senate  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the^oint  resolution  reported 
by  him  some  time  since,  authoriziug  the  President  to  cause 
an  equestrian  statue  of  General  Washington  to  be  execut- 
ed, but  the  Senate  refused  to  sustain  the  motion. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue 
the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscriben  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  DALLAS  rose,  and  said,  the  interest  inseparably  at- 
tached to  the  subject  under  consideration,  had,  since  the 
memorials  from  the  stockholders  and  directors  of  this 
bank  were  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  led  to 
such  exploring  investig^ations,  and  such  ample-and  authen- 
tic developments,  as  must  make  any  detailed  or  elaborate 
discusNon  tedious  and  unnecessary.  It  had  been  the  ef- 
fort of  the  committee  of  the  Senate,  to  whom  the  subject 
was  confided,  to  facilitate  every  inquiry,  and  to  furnish 
everj-  information  which  could  be  desired.  Their  labors, 
however,  were  in  a  great  measure  superseded  by  the 
course  pursued  in  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature;  by 
the  appointment  of  a  committee  to  scrutinize  the  afiiiin 
of  the  bank,  to  examine  such  matters  as  were  deemed  par- 
ticularly worthy  of  examination,  and  to  report  at  large  the 
results.  Three  reports  had  recently  been  made,  accon>- 
panied  by  voluminoaa  documents;  and  although,  when. 


some  days  ago,  he  [Mr.  D.]  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
call  the  bill  up  at  the  present  time,  it  was  supposed  tint 
all  these  reports  and  documents  would  now  be  upon  their 
tables,  circumstances  over  which  no  control  could  be  tt- 
ereised  by  himself,  or  any  of  the  committee  of  whicli  bt 
was  chairman,  have  yet  prevented  their  being  supplied 
with  them.  Nevertheless,  the  principal  facts  and  oeduc- 
tions  were  doubtless  inoorporated  in  the  three  reports  aj. 
ready  published  in  the  daily  journals;  and  as  tbemeaben 
of  the  Senate  have  had  access  to  these,  he  might  usume 
that  they  were  in  possession  of  all  the  information  dcartd 
at  this  moment.  He  expected  to  receive  the  rest  of  tlie 
papers  from  day  to  day.  From  these  sources,  in  connci- 
lon  with  the  printed  statements  and  official  cofflimnia- 
tions,  themselves  bulky,  already  before  the  Senate,  detiSi 
so  ample  and  aatisiactory  can  be  deduced,  that  he  hid 
thought  any  introductory  remarks  more  a  matter  of  for- 
mality than  of  utility.     He  should  be  as  brief  as  pOBihk. 

The  great  question  involved  in  the  bill  then  under  cos- 
sideratiun  was,  whether  the  Congress  of  the  United  Slita 
would  prolong  the  existence  of  a  national  institution  erect- 
ed, sixteen  years  ago,  for  wise  and  salutaiy  piirMset. 
Sliall  it  be  permitted  to  expire,  agreeably  to  tne  iimili- 
tion  of  its  charter,  on  the  3d  of  Much,  1836?  Undoubt- 
edly the  question  was  of  cunriderable  importance:  of  im- 
portance to  the  political,  financial,  and  ccaunercal  inte- 
rests of  the  country,  tlie  whole'eountry;  of  importance  t« 
the  American  people  in  their  divernfied  transactioni  of 
trade,  in  the  every-day  affairs  of  life,  in  the  necessly  rf 
preparing  themselves  for  such  a  abodt  to  their  social  con- 
dition and  active  employments,  as  must  inevitably  folios 
upon  a  decision  adverse  to  the  continuance  of  the  corpo- 
ration. High  and  momentous  as  the  question  was,  he 
hoped  it  would  be  encountered  and  canvassed  by  flie  8^ 
nate  as  one  purely  and  merely  of  legislative  businea; 
divested  of  bias  or  prejudice  of  every  kmd;  with  a  anjle 
view  to  the  discharge  of  a  representative  duty  to  the  com- 
munity at  larg^.  It  was,  indeed,  imposnble,  seeing  whtt 
we  constantly  saw,  and  reading  daily  what  daily  appeiitd 
in  the  newspapers  of  every  quarter  of  the  country,  nolts 
know  that  considerations  naturally  extraneous  and  ir^el^ 
vant  had  gradually  become  mixed  up  with  this  quntioa, 
and  luui  given  it  a  character  and  direction  alike  foreign 
and  injurious  to  it.  He  would  invoke  from  the  awloin, 
and  virtue,  and  patriotism,  of  the  grave  council  be  id- 
dressed,  the  calmest,  the  lAost  candid,  and  most  uprigM 
reflection:  at  least,  if  it  were  impossible  to  tbrov  aside  ill 
feeling  or  prepossession,  he  was  confident  that  e«ery  8^ 
nator  would  straggle  to  repress  and  subdue  it:  he  fcltno 
doubt  that  such  would  be  tl>e  prevailing,  if  not  uniremj, 
disposition.  In  the  absence  of  dl  improper  feeling,  ■» 
fectingtbe  subject,  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  as  to  hiifr 
self,  personally,  that  he  should  perhaps  stand  in  ^^^ 
not  on  the  present,  perhaps  on  some  future  occasions,  of 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate;  when  he  confessed  the  el- 
istence  of  that  species  of  bias  which  cannot  but  in  some 
degree,  though,  he  trusted,  not  in  a  measure  to  bBnd  ot 
mislead  his  judgment,  -arise  from  an  undying  and  Pf"* 
creasing  veneration  for  the  wisdom  and  palriolion  of  tte 
author  of  the  charter  now  under  discussion.  This  *i«  U* 
only  feeling  of  which  he  was  at  all  conscious. 

The  Senate  had  been  impeUed  to  the  discharge  of  tt» 
piece  of  legislative  business  in  a  variety  of  ways,  «na  oj 
countless  memorials  and  petitions.  The  voluminou'  ps- 
pew  which  were  crowded  to  the  SecreUry's  desk,  «* 
smce  its  introduction,  speak  no  ordinary  bngiB^-  * 
verf  large  number  of  the  citizens  of  the  ^n"**' J''/^ 
in  their  separate  and  individual  capacities,  affixed  tW 
signatures  to  these  documents,  and  interposed  their  eOT«« 
prayera  that  this  institution  should  be  P«>'''"8*fj,"  "i^ 
tion.  Many  public  corporations,  actively  eneagea '"  ™' 
business  of  the  world,  even  those  of  a  ririJ  chu»ct«> 
competiton  in  the  vast  money  transactions  of  the  a>iwii7< 
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hann^felt,  frknkljr  acknowledge  its  beneficial  influence, 
a^id  had  transmitted  their  memorials,  anxiously  as  well  as 
generouriy  requesting  the  renewal  of  the  charter.  Rising 
a  step  higher,  numerous  assemblies  of  the  people,  in  the 
East,  the  Wert,  and  the  North,  convened  solely,  but 
openly  and  undisguisedly,  to  deliberate  upon  this  matter, 
had,  with  the  imposing  weight  to  which  such  assemblies 
are  always  entitled,  turwarded  their  solicitous  petitions 
{(ffthe  renewal  of  thecharter.  And  one  step  still  further: 
many  of  the  legislative  bodies  of  the  respective  States  of 
the  Union,  those  very  bodies  whose  voices  called  into 
official  being  the  members  of  the  Senate,  in  the  formality 
of  constitutional  representative  deliberation,  and  under 
(he  solemn  responsibilities  of  their  stations,  appealed  to 
Congress  in  fitvor  of  this  bank,  and  invoked  such  action  as 
wtMild  prolong  its  existence.  Indeed,  it  would  seem  as  if 
<xir  fellow-citizens,  in  all  parts  of  the  country,  individually 
and  coHectively,  had  attentively  listened  to  the  voice  of 
their  present  Chief  Magistrate,  by  whom  they  had  been 
wisely  invited  to  the  consideration  of  the  subject  more 
than  two  years  ago;  and  bad,  now  tluit  the  proper  occa- 
■OR  arrived,  come  forward  to  express  the  results  of  that 
consideration,  with  unequivocal  prayers  for  the  re-enact- 
ment of  the  charter.  To  a  pressure  so  perfectly  legiti- 
mate in  its  character,  and  distinct  and  respectful  in  its 
tone.  Congress  could  not  be  insensible.  The  Senate,  be 
doubted  not,  would  respond  to  it,  at  least  by  disponng  of 
the  question  aa  one  of  urgent  legislative  busiuess.  It  was 
their  duty  to  terminate  it,  one  way  or  another. 

The  chief  feature  of  the  bill  reported  by  the  committee, 
and  now  before  the  Senate,  was  its  first  section,  containing, 
IS  it  does,  an  allowance  of  the  prayers  of  the  many  me- 
morialists to  whom  he  had  referred,  by  continuing  in  force 
and  operation  the  act  incorporating  the  Bank  of  the 
Cnited  States  for  the  term  of  fiileen  years.  In  recom- 
■neodinf  this,  the  committee  looked  to  the  national  insti- 
tution; Its  structure,  its  purposes,  its  tendencies,  its  ne- 
Mssuy  and  natural  course  of  operations,  its  limitations, 
conditions,  and  restrictions,  as  it  emanated  from  the 
legislative  mould  sixteen  years  ago.  And  they  could  dis- 
cern no  reason  for  any  substantial  change.  They  coidd 
not  be  affected,  in  the  formation  of  this  judgment,  by  any 
Krutiny  into  the  personal  conduct  or  motives  of  those  to 
whose  management  the  general  powers  of  the  corporation 
had,  at  any  time,  been  confided.  The  abuse  of  a  public 
office  may  disqualify  its  incumbent,  but  fiirnishes  no  argu- 
me«t  whatever  for  the  abolition  of  the  office  itself.  Every 
Uiiog  which  human  ingenuity  has  devised,  or  can  devise, 
for  good,  may  be  misapplied,  and  be  made  the  means  of 
mitcluef.  The  most  beneficent  trusts,  guarded  in  tlie 
most  careful  manner,  may  be  unfaithfully  administered  by 
Ind  and  selfish  agents.  What  office,  legislative,  judicial, 
or  executive,  could  be  permanent,  could  escape  early  de- 
struction, if  its  existence  were  made  dependent  upon  the 
visdooi,  purity,  and  virtue  of  the  liuman  being  who  hap- 
pened to  bold  it?  With  such  a  principle,  we  should  be 
forever,  and  perhaps  every  year,  remodelling  our  whole 
&>vernment  organization,  abolishing  establishments,  offi- 
ces, and  institutions;  reconstructing  a  fresh  series  only 
that  the  perpetually  recurring  frailties  of  man.  might 
Icid  again  and  unceasingly  to  the  work  of  destruction  and 
'eaovation. 

Ue  [Mr.  D.]  would  not  be  supposed,  in  these  re- 
o^ks,  to  intimate  that  the  committee  entertained,  for  one 
moment,  the  slightest  suspicion  that  the  existing  charter, 
nf  My  of  its  privileges,  had  been,  by  the  stockholders, 
flnectors,  or  any  of  the  officers,  perverted  or  misused,  in 
me  least  degree.  Such  suspicions  could  not  be  entertained 
by  any  one  acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  with  the  in- 
dniduals  referred  to.  For  bis  own  part,  he  had  been  too 
long  convomnt  with  the  g^eral  course  of  operations  in 
toenutitation,  and  had  enjoyed  too  many  opportunities  of 
o'Kctljr  estimating  the  worth  and  intelligence  of  iu 
Vou  VIII.— 60 


principal  managers,  to  listen  to  any  imputations  without  a 
conviction  of  their  injustice,  and  the  most  ancere  regret. 
He  would  also  venture  to  say,  that  if  any  one,  for  the 
purpose  of  depreciatingthe  institution  itself,  or  of  awaken- 
ing jealousies  and  prejudices,  should  undertake  to  impugn 
the  conduct,  motives,  or  personal  characters  of  those  by 
whom  it  has  been  conducted,  the  materiab  for  complete 
and  final  vindication  would  be  found  at  hand,  in  the  re- 
ports  and  documentary  evidence  furnished  from  the  com- 
mittee of  the  other  House.  It  ill  became  him,  however, 
to  presuppose  that  such  a  course  of  discussion  would  be 
introduced. 

The  essential  and  paramount  objects  for  the  enactment 
of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  in  1816,  were  doubtless  well 
remembered  by  the  Senators  present.  They  were,  the 
estabhshmeot  of  a  sound  and  uniform  national  current^; 
the  creation  of  a  fit  instrument  for  the  collection  and  distri- 
bution of  the  pubUc  revenue;  the  restoration  of  specie 
payments,  then  unlawfiilly  suspended  by  all  the  State 
banks,  the  sole  manufiictories  of  the  circulating  medium; 
and  the  designation  of  a  safe  agency  wherewith  to  facili- 
tate the  general  financial  operations  of  the  Government. 
Every  hour's  experience,  mnce  the  declaration  of  inde- 
pendence, had  proved  the  vast  importance  of  these  ob- 
jects, from  the  creation  of  the  Bank  of  North  America, 
under  the  auspices  of  Robert  Morris,  in  1781,  to  that  of 
tlie  first  Bank  of  the  United  States,  projected  by  Alexan- 
der Hamilton,  in  1791,  and  especially  during  the  five 
years  of  peace  and  of  war  which  intervened  between  the 
expiration  of  the  charter  in  1811,  and  its  revival  in  a  new 
form  in  1816.  During  the  forty-three  years  which  have 
elapsed  since  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  the  country 
has  been  without  a  national  bank  only  seven  yean;  the 
national  objects  adverted  to  were,  of  course,  for  those 
seven  years  wholly  neglected;  and  it  can  be  asserted 
without  danger  of  denial,  that  five  of  those  yfiars  teemed 
witli  more  commercial  disaster,  fiscal  embarrassment, 
trading  inconvenience,  and  fraudulent  money  transactions, 
than  were  witiiessed  before,  or  than  can  posably  be 
witnessed  during  the  existence  of  a  wisely  and  discreetly 
administered  Bank  of  the  United  States.  He  [Mr.  D.] 
forbore  making  references  to  historical  facts,  fiuther  than 
was  absolutely  necessary.  They  were  &miliar  in  the 
actual  experience,  and  fresh  in  the  memory  of  those 
whom  he  addressed;  and  they  were  abundant  to  prove  the 
vast,  tiie  vital  importance  of  the  objects  be  had  enume- 
rated as  the  fundamental  objects  contemplated  by  tb« 
cliartcrof  1816. 

The  attainment  of  these  great  objects  was,  however, 
to  be  accomplished  in  a  manner  compatible  with  a  jealous 
protection  of  the  political  liberties,  a  fUll  security  of  the 
civil  riglits,  an  anxious  solicitude  for  the  convenience,  and 
an  ardent  desire  for  the  social  happiness  and  prosperity 
of  the  whole  American  people.  Hence,  while  a  bank 
was  selected  as  the  means  for  effectuating  the  desired 
purposes,  the  act  of  its  incorporation,  its  charter,  was 
loaded  with  multiplied,  efficacious,  and  insurmountable 
restrictions  and  limitations;  the  supervisory  interposition 
of  tlie  Government  was  established;  summary  proceeding's 
were  preordained  for  investigation  and  judical  trial;  anid 
the  highest  penalties  prescribed  for  infractions  of  the 
charter.  livery  necessary  mode  of  reaching  the  corpo- 
ration, either  to  correct  its  abuses,  to  control  its  tenden- 
cies, or  to  punish  its  illegal  acts,  was  carefully  chalked  out 
in  advance,  and  held  witJiin  the  power  of  national  legisla- 
tion. Ue  [Mr.  D.]  would  not  enter  upon  a  detailed  re- 
view of  the  provisions  of  the  charter;  the  Senate  and  the 
people  are  alike  well  informed  of  them  all;  and  he  would 
only  add,  that  the  committee  believed  no  more  perfect 
mode  of  achieving,  and  of  still  preserving  now  that  they 
are  achieved,  the  great  national  objects  to  which  he  had 
referred,  can  be  devised,  than  the  one  delineated  in  that 
instrument. 
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Nor  could  the  committee  be  insensible,  not  merely  to 
the  inutility,  but  to  the  potitirely  disastrous  consequences, 
to  the  people,  and  to  their  GoTemment,  of  substituting', 
for  the  present,  another  Bank  of  the  United  States;  of 
compelling  this  to  close  its  enormous  business,  or  to  trans- 
fer it  to  other  hands;  of  leaving  the  immense  interests  of 
the  industrious,  enterprising,  and  prosperous  people  of 
our  country,  to  the  extent  ofraore  than  a  hundred  millions 
of  dollars,  to  be  rapidly,  if  not  suddenly,  shif\ed  in 
arrangement,  responsibili^,  and  connexion;  or  of  again 
committing  the  monetary  system  of  tlie  entire  confederacy 
to  the  charge  of  local  and  detached  and  conflicting  State 
institutions,  over  which  no  control  whatever  could  be  ex- 
ercised. Such  an  unnecessary,  involuntary,  forced  di- 
version of  the  great  streams  of  commercial  and  moneyed 
operations  could  not  be  effected  without  incalculable  and 
incurable  injury  to  every  class,  and  especially  to  the  la- 
borious, and  most  worthy,  and  most  useful  class,  and 
without  sacrificing  many  of  the  great  purposes  of  Go- 
vernment for  which  the  constitution  was  formed.  'Where- 
fore, indeed,  should  such  an  experiment  be  made?  The 
practical  operations  of  the  existing  bank,  imdcr  its  now 
matured  system,  have  attained  every  desired  object.  The 
currency  is  uniform,  and  representing  a  metallic  baa's;  it 
is  better  for  all  purposes  than  gold  or  silver.  The  collec- 
tion and  distribution  of  the  nation's  revenue  are  gently, 
safely,  and  satis&ctorily  effected.  Facilities  of  every  de- 
scription had  been  experienced  in  the  financial  movements 
of  the  Government.  Salutary  checks  and  remedies  had 
been  applied  to  the  irregularities  and  fluctuations  of 
foreign  and  domestic  exchanges.  And  in  all  parts  of  the 
country,  particularly  in  the  progressive  and  enterprising 
regions  of  the  West,  capital  and  accommodation,  at  w 
times  and  without  stint,  had,  in  a  manner  ahke  salutary 
and  judicious,  been  accorded  to  the  people.  Whatever 
may  have  been  the  few  exceptions  to  the  general  good 
conduct  of  the  officers  and  agents  of  the  bank — officers 
and  agents  necessarily  far  distant  from  the  seat  of  direction 
at  Philadelphia;  however  occasionally  an  incident  may 
have  occurred,  exceptionable  or  equivocal  in  its  character, 
at  one  extremity  or  another  of  this  organiaation,  necessa- 
rily as  expanded  as  our  territory;  still,  all  men  of  business 
must  come  to  the  conclusion  that,  on  the  whole,  it  had 
worked  well;  it  had  produced  more  benefit  than  they  by 
whom  it  was  originally  framed  had  anticipated,  and  it  had 
produced  less  injury,  if,  indeed,  K  can  justly  be  chargea- 
ble with  any,  than  was  feared  by  those  who  opposed  its 
establishment.  To  speak  of  it  in  terms  of  unqualified 
panegyric,  he  [Mr.  B.]  wasnot  prepared;  but  certainly  it 
would  be  extravagant  to  expect  more  to  be  accomplished, 
and  to  be  accomplished  in  a  better  manner,  by  an  institu- 
tion so  complicated,  so  cumbersome  in  size,  so  detached 
in  parts,  and  of  course  liable,  like  all  other  human  agen- 
cies, to  be  mure  or  less  affected  by  the  frailties,  the  follies, 
or  the  passions  of  the  human  beings  who  compose  or 
impel  it. 

Intentionally  avoiding  any  anticipation  of  the  objections 
which  may  be  made  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  Mr.  D. 
confined  himself  to  this  genera]  view  of  the  reasons  which 
influenced  the  committee  in  reporting  the  re-enactment 
of  the  charter.  Should  the  discussion  make  it  necessary 
hereafter,  lie  felt  assured  that  every  difficulty  may  be 
briefly  and  frankly  surmounted. 

The  Senate  would  perceive  that  five  modications  of  the 
existing  charter  have  been  suggested  by  the  committee, 
and  tliat  a  compensation  or  bonus  for  the  renewal  is  re- 
quired. He  would  hastily  make  a  few  remarks  as  to  each 
uf  them.  Four  of  these  modifications  were,  in  his  opinion, 
either  unnecessary  or  injurious:  they  were,  however, 
embodied  in  the  bill,  not  so  much  because  of  their  being 
decidedly  deemed  important,  as  in  obedience  to  a  spirit  of 
compromise  and  concession,  with  a  belief  that  they  would 
undergo  a  full  and  fair  discussion,  and  be  finally  either 


struck  out,  or  moulded  into  such  form  as  would  metttbi 
approbation  of  the  Senate. 

1.  The  first  modification,  if  it  can  be  properly  so olM, 
confers  upon  the  corporation  the  authority  of  appoimiif 
two  or  more  officers  to  si^  and  countersign  the  notait 
the  bank,  the  denomination  of  which  slialt  be  lets  tt« 
one  hundred  dollars.  The  present  clurter  exicti  tki 
performance  of  this  arduous  duty  from  the  preadent  ui 
the  principal  cashier.  It  is  one  to  which  they  are  ^iji- 
cally  incompetent.  Their  labors  are  necessarily  Uncui 
constantly  to  other  objects,  objects  less  mechamcsl  and  4 
much  higher  moment.  It  would  be  imposnble  fortbos 
two  officers,  were  they  even  to  give  all  their  time  eidt. 
sively  to  signatures,  to  furnish  a  sufficient  amount  of  ci^ 
culation.  They  must  be  aided  in  this  department  ofdutf, 
or  they  must  neglect  it.  Congress  had,  on  severtl  oca. 
sions  before  this,  been  apprised  of  the  embarrusoeat 
experienced  from  this  cause,  but  circumstances  have  beie- 
tofore  interposed  to  preclude  the  relief  solicited.  Tk 
committee  have  deemed  it  beneficial :  and  the  more  lo,  !«• 
cause,  by  rendering  unnecessary  the  continuance  o(  tks 
expedient  resorted  to  by  the  bank,  in  the  issue  of  brtick 
orders,  one  topic  of  complaint  may  be  removed,  uid  tht 
dangers  and  facilities  of  forgery  be  diminished. 

2.  The  second  modification  prohibits  the  issuing  by  Ike 
corporation  of  any  notes  of  a  denomination  less  tam  M^ 
dollars,  unless  they  are  payable  at  the  bank  orbnnck 
whence  they  are  issued.  Mr.  D.  must  confess  thit  tt 
could  not  esteem  this  as  of  any  importance.  It  was  de- 
signed as  a  check  upon  the  operations  of  the  respectire 
branches:  to  prevent  their  paying  dut  notes  whicb  were 
payable  at  other  branches,  and  thus  as  it  were  prnkinj 
into  circulation  paper  which  the  branch  that  pays  it  out 
is  not  bound  to  redeem  in  specie. 

3.  The  third  modification  made  it  obligatory  upon  tin 
corporation  to  receive  at  the  bank,  or  at  any  of  its  office) 
of  discount  and  deposite,  in  payment  of  balances  due  it  bj 
State  banks,  notes  issued  by,  and  payable  at  any  other 
branch.  This  seemed  to  him  to  prescribe  a  duty  utterir 
impracticable  to  any  moneyed  institution  of  this  «toit 
It  involved,  in  effect,  the  principle  that  the  notes  of  tbe 
bank  were  to  be  payable  at  every  one  of  the  twentr^ 
offices  now  in  being,  and  at  every  other  which  may  wre- 
after  be  establisticd.  Could  that  be  done  ?  Was  it  po«- 
ble  to  have  the  capital  of  the  bank,  in  specie,  at  atty 
place,  at  the  same  time?  If  bound  to  redeem  •"'J'^ 
notes,  no  matter  whence  issued,  at  all  their  offices,  tb« 
whole  specie  capital,  in  fact,  all  the  resources  of  the  "*!: 
tution,  ought  to  be,  at  the  same  instant,  in  the  rawtJ  a 
every  office.  If  each  branch  be  bound  to  receite  lie 
notea  of  other  branchea  in  payment,  it  is  equiralent  >» 
practical  result  to  obliging  it  to  pay  specie  for  those  notes. 
As  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  accommodation,  it  is  done 
now.  While  each  branch  has  the  discretion  to  reeo«  "f 
reject,  according  to  the  situation  of  its  own  pecutar  bu* 
ness  and  proper  means,  it  may  carry  on  the  opentiw 
unembarrassed;  but  if  made  a  matter  of  obligation,  »* 
branch  would  at  once  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  State  baaB 
in  its  neighborhood,  who,  by  collecting  •'".""''^'v^ 
branches,  might,  in  a  moment  of  adjusting  "y^ 
jiounce  down  upon  it,  exhaust  its  vaults,  and  ^'""f^^ 
close  its  doors.  This  sugg^tion  was,  ''"''^"'Jj'!!!. 
what  a  &vorite  with  a  member  of  the  committee,  ana 
him,  tlierefore,  its  further  explanation  is  left.  . 

4.  The  fourth  modification  makes  it  unlawfiii  for  ^ 
corporation  to  hold  longer  than  two  years,  after  *'^'"g 
title,  any  real  estate,  except  such  as  is  necesiary  "'■ 
transacting  of  iU  business.  The  existing  charter  Bi»»^ 
fested  much  jealousy  with  regard  to  the  »"^1V"^p(, 
landed  property  by  this  moneyed  institution,  '"f*  V  gjj 
tion  in  this  particular  had  been  carefully  prescribeo.  K 
estate  is,  in  trutli,  not  the  material  for  banks;  ihey  ""^^ 
nothing  advantageously  with  it:  what  they  oente  ii 


Digitized  by 


Google 


949 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


950 


bT3318SS.] 


Bank  of  the  United  Statet. 


[SiKATB. 


(hich  is  KMlily  convertible,  transrerable,  mana^able 
Uodencts  more  time,  attention,  and  expense,  than  they 
EUiffofd,  compared  with  other  objects,  to  pve  it:  they 
Id  not  want  it,  and  only  take  it  as  a  last  resort,  to  avoid  a 
postiTe  lots.  Shortly  after  this  charter  went  into  opera' 
lion,  however,  in  the  year*  1819,  1820,  1821,  very  reluc 
Intiy  on  the  part  of  the  bank,  it  legally  became  possessed, 
apecially  in  Cincinnati,  of  real  estate  to  a  considerable 
laoiint;  and  thou^  it  be  satisfactorily  shown  that  it  had 
been  scquired  according^  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  of 
iworparatioD,  and  had  been  judiciously  and  faithfully 
toted,  and  at  rapidly  parted  with  as  was  consistent  with 
iIk  interests  of  the  institution,  ^et  great  jealousies  and  dis- 
hots  seemed  to  have  prevailed  upon  the  subject,  and 
tbne  impelled  the  committee  to  report  the  present  re- 
ibictioii;  not  that  they  believed  these  jealousies  and  dis- 
huts  to  be  well  founded,  but  because  they  deemed  it  of 
oportaoce  to  do  all  that  could  safely  be  done  to  obviate 
sbjections  to  an  establishment  so  extensively  useful.' 

S.  The  fifth  modification  prevents  the  existence  in  any 
at  State  of  more  than  two  offices  of  (Uacount  and  depo- 
file,  and  not  more  than  one  unless  more  than  one  be  alrea- 
tf  established.  If  there  be  now  two,  they  are  to  remain; 
»hen  there  are,  as  in  New  York,  three,  one  is  to  be  with- 
iiswn;  ind  where  none  are  yet  located,  but  one  it  to  be 
{Krmilted.  The  expediency  of  this  provision  lias  been,  and 
Hjr  stiU  be,  jus'ly  doubted.  One  State  at  least,  Alaba- 
H,  already  having  a  branch,  is  desirous  of  a  second. 
Like  the  third  modification  which  he  [Mr.  D.  ]  had  noticed, 
Ike  present  one  springs  from  a  perfectly  fair  disposition 
»  protect,  to  every  reasonable  extent,  the  interests  of  the 
tee  l»nks,  and  it  is  founded  upon  this  consideration: 
sliereTer  it  is  useful  or  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  the 
utional  objects — of  collecting  and  disbursing  the  re- 
WMies— there  let  an  office  of  discount  and  deposite  be 
lied;  but,  where  those  objects  are  not  in  view,  let  the 
leki  of  onlinaiy  banking  business  be  left  exclusively  to 
itile  institutions.  In  other  words,  unless  the  principle 
ipon  which  the  creation  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes 
»  deemed  alone  constitutional  or  expedient,  is  afso  in 
»»lil)r  tlie  basis  for  the  location  of  a  branch,  it  ought  not  to 
iiiiL  However  sound  this  suggestion  may  be,  as  far  as 
t  goes,  it  obviously  overlooks,  in  his  [Mr.  D.'s]  opinion, 
raeof  the  constitutional  foundations  of  the  bank,  that  is, 
lie  nointenance  of  a  uniform,  sound  currency.  This  is 
asentisl  in  every  part  of  the  country;  and  the  proposed 
nluWtion  might  dangerously  interfere  with  its  attainment 

The  sixth  provision  relates  to  the  compensation  to  be 
Hid  into  tlie  treasury  as  an  equivalent  for  the  franchise 
Mentd  by  a  renewal  of  the  charter;  that  is,  the  bonus 
r™  the  bank.  It  was  known  that  the  adoption  of  any 
Tile  upon  this  sabject,  or  of  any  amount,  must  in  a  great 
l^gree  be  arbitra^.  Many  projects  were  under  consider- 
■tion  before  the  committee,  but  they  have  preferred  the 
rae  oftenest  tried  and  best  understood.  It  is  proposed 
Mt  the  bank  shall  pay  one  million  five  hundred  thousand 
Wttts  in  three  successive  annual  instalments  of  five  hun- 
«d  thousand  dollars  each.  The  sum  is  the  same  that 
™s  exacted  at  the  period  of  giving  the  charter;  and  »l- 
hough  it  be  recollected  that  the  term  of  prolongation  is 
ineen  instead  of  twenty  years,  less  by  one-fourth,  it 
waW  not  be  forgotten  that  the  institution  in  1816  was 
ill"?^  unformecj  in  embryo;  now,  ii  is  mattired,  in  the 
jiU  tide  of  success,  and  infinitely  more  competent  to  pay 
TO  tune  amount,  even  for  the  shorter  term.  This  mode 
11  ibpulating  the  bonus  obtuned  preference,  owing  also 
0  Its  simplicity  and  certainty,  when  contrasted  wiUi  the 
'~JJ!  proposed  elsewhere,  of  requiring  interest  upon  the 
wbBc  depotite*— a  plan  which  must  be  accompanied  by 
li^ctical  difficukiea  in  details,  and  which,  by  the  reduc- 
J**  of  the  revenue,  might  ultimately  yield  lest  than  it 
•w  thought  reasonable  and  proper  to  require. 

Hr.  J),  bad  intentionally  avoided  any  recurrence  to  a 


'U 


question  which  he  was  aware  would  actuate  the  suffrages 
of  many  of  the  Senators  present.  The  constitutional 
power  to  establish  a  bank  had  been  asserted  and  sustained 
tor  so  many  years,  by  every  dep.irtment  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  had  been  so  long  acquiesced  in  by  the  people 
of  the  United  States,  that,  according  to  his  repeatedly  ex- 
pre&sed  desire  of  aiding  to  give  permanency  and  stability 
to  the  institutions  of  the  country,  he  must  consider  the 
matter  as  definitively  settled,  and  at  rest.  It  had,  over  and 
over  again,  been  ably  and  elaborately  discussed  in  both 
Houses  of  Congfress,  and  before  the  highest  judicial  tribu- 
nal of  the  nation,  by  the  strongest  minds.  These  discus- 
sions were  all  collected,  and  m  the  possession  of  every 
member,  in  the  volume  recently  compiled  by  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  and  placed  under  our  con- 
trol. No  ingenuity  or  learning  could  shed  new  light  upon 
the  topic,  and  be  presumed  such  would  be  the  opinion  of 
all  whom  he  addressed,  how  strong  soever  might  be  the 
conscientious  convictions  of  some  that  it  had  heretofore 
been  erroneously  determined. 

He  had  now  said  all  that  he  deemed  it  material  or  pro- 
per to  say  at  this  opening  stage  of  the  discussion  on  the 
bill.  He  was  conscious  that  much  might  be  added:  but 
he  was  not  desirous  to  anticipate  objections,  and  would 
refrain  from  further  trespassing  on  the  attention  of  the 
Senate,  until  a  sense  of  duty  compelled  him  to  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  inquired  if  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  friends  of  the  bill  to  urge  on  the  discussion,  before  the 
documents  ordered  to  be  printed  were  laid  on  the  tables. 

Mr.  DALLAS  dislaimed  any  such  intention.  He 
thought  it  probable  that,  if  the  Senate  were  now  to  adjourn, 
the  repoi'ts  and  documents  might  be  furnished  by  the  time 
the  Senate  would  meet  to-morrow.  He  had  expected 
that  the  documents  would  have  been  printed  before  this 
day,  when  he  g^ve  notice  of  his  intention  to  call  up  the  bill. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  urge  the  discussion  any  further, 
until  the  whole  of  the  information  was  before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  no  one  wished  to  continue  the 
discussion  until  all  the  lights  which  could  be  shed  on  the 
subject  were  obtained.  But  he  might  not  be  disposed  to 
wait  until  all  the  documents  ordered  by  the  other  House 
could  be  printed.  These  documents  were  not  under  the 
control  of  the  Senate.  They  had  reached  a  late  period 
of  the  session.  The  voice  of  the  country,  if  it  demands 
any  thing,  demands  legislative  action  on  this  subject.  Two 
or  three  weeks  ago,  the  House  ordered  these  documents 
to  be  printed,  and  he  had  been  daily  expecting  them. 
The  different  reports  had  been  published  in  the  newspa- 
pers: and  he  was  desirous  to  see  the  documents  on  which 
these  reports  were  grounded,  but  he  was  not  disposed  to 
wwt  very  long.  It  would  be  recollected  that  the  report 
of  the  committee  of  the  House  was  hostile  to  the  institu- 
tion. They  might  not  therefore  see  the  importance  of  ex- 
pediting the  pnnting,  as  the  other  nde  did.  At  any  rate, 
it  was  not  a  subject  over  which  the  Senate  had  any  con- 
trol. He  hoped  the  papers  might  be  expected  without 
any  furtherdelay.  He  was  not  wilUng  to  push  the  discussion 
against  the  inclinations  of  Senators,  but  he  was  unwilling 
to  put  off  the  discussion  too  fiu*.  He  was  willing  to  go  into 
executive  business  this  afternoon,  to  g^ve  time  for  the  docu- 
ments to  be  furnished.  But  he  could  not  consent  to  put  this 
question  aside.  It  was  late  in  the  session;  they  had  reach- 
ed the  usual  period  of  adjournment  A  long  notice  had 
been  given,  and  he  was  anxious  that  the  discussion  should 
now  proceed,  without  interruption,  until  its  termination. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  bunnesB, 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  such  motion  was  not  in  order 
while  the  bill  was  pending,  and  could  only  be  received  in- 
formally, if  there  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  entirely  concurred  with  the  Se- 
nator from  Massachusetts  as  to  the  importance  of  going 
on  with  this  discussion:  and  be  hoped  the  Senate  would 
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eo  into  executive  business  until  the  documents  should  be 
furnished. 

Mr.  MOORE  objected  to  this  course,  on  account  of  the 
thinness  of  the  Senate.  He  intimated  that  he  desired 
time  to  look  at  the  documents,  as  he  proposed  to  move  an 
amendment  to  the  bill,  to  impose  further  restrictions  on 
the  bank.  He  moved  to  postpone  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  until  Monday. 

Mr.  WEBSTEH  expressed  his  concurrence  in  the 
views  thrown  out  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  If  it 
was  an  earlier  period  of  the  session,  he  would  also  be 
happy  to  aid  the  views  of  tlie  gentleman  from  Alabama, 
as  far  as  bis  vote  could  go.  But  it  was  very  late  in  the 
session.  He  was  willing  to  go  into  executive  business  for 
the  residue  of  this  day,  and  even  during  the  whole  of  to- 
morrow, if  the  documents  were  not  pnnted  before  that 
time,  but  he  should  not  feel  disposed  to  pve  bis  vote  for 
any  longer  delay. 

Mr.  MOORE  persisted  in  his  motion  to  postpone. 

Mr.  EWING  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion. 

At  the  sup^gestion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY,  Mr.  MOORE  then 
withdrew  his  motion. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Bvckrsii  was  tl>en  informally  re- 
ceived, and  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  ex- 
ecutive business;  and,  aAer  remaining  about  an  hour  with 
doors  closed. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


''       Thuhsdat,  Mat  24. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Bobbins,  refer- 
ring it  to  the  Committee  on  the  Library  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  erecting  an  equestrian  statue  of  'Wash- 
ington, executed  in  bronze,  in  the  square  east  of  the  ca- 
pitol,  was  taken  up  and  agreed  to. 

BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  RAILROAD. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  Senate  resumed,  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
to  the  stock  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Compa- 
ny; and  the  bill  having  been  read, 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  made  a  few  remarks  in  its  support, 
and  called  fur  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 

Mr.  MILLER  rose  to  ask  the  amount  of  tlie  appropriation 
proposed  to  be  invested  in  this  road.  The  number  of  shares 
to  be  subscribed  for  were  ten  thousand,  and  he  wished 
to  know  how  much  would  be  expended  in  tlieir  purchase 

Mr.  SMITH  answered  that  the  sum  proposed  to  be  ap- 
propriated was  a  million  of  dollars. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  should  like  to  know  what  was  now 
the  price  of  the  stock  of  this  company  in  the  market.  If, 
said  he,  we  are  to  go  into  this  stockjobbing  transaction, 
we  ought  to  be  informed  whether  it  is  likely  to  prove  a 
proBtable  or  unprofitable  concern.  He  entertained  the 
strongest  objections  to  this  species  of  transactions,  min- 
gling the  affairs  of  tl>e  Government  with  those  of  a  private 
company.  If  we  are,  said  he,  to  appropriate  money  for 
internal  improvements,  I  had  rather  see  the  money  given 
away  at  once,  than  thus  joining  in  the  speculations  of  in- 
dividuals. Your  Secretaiy  of  the  Treasury,  in  represent- 
ing the  interests  of  the  United  States,  will  be  continually 
eomingin  conflict  with  opposite'interests  in  the  institution, 
and  the  interests  of  the  United  States  will  always  be  in 
the  minority. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  was  not  able  to  give  the  gpentle- 
man  the  information  he  sought.  He  did  not  know  the 
present  value  of  the  stock  in  the  market.  It  was  at  pre 
sent,  he  believed,  a  dead  stock — there  were  no  sales;  and, 
in  consequence  of  the  misfortunes  of  the  company,  some- 
what depressed.  The  company  had  believed  that,  a?  they 
purchaseil  the  lands  they  had  a  right  to  make  a  road  on 
It;  but  they  had  been  stopped  by  an  injunction  of  the 


Supreme  Court,  sued  out  by  the  Canal  Company,  ad 
they  could  not  tell  when  they  should  go  further,  xa^  ibejr 
come  to  a  compromise  with  that  company.  With  respect 
to  the  real  value  of  the  stock,  they  were  only  to  judge  I7 
analogy.  The  Canal  Company,  which  was  nowinirtty 
prosperous  condition,  had  commenced  with  but  very  fc» 
individual  subscriptions;  its  stock  had  in  a  manner  bees 
forced  into  the  market;  but,  by  the  subscription  of  1  mil. 
lion  of  dollars  on  the  part  of  Congress,  and  the  subKrip- 
tions  of  the  corporations  interested,  the  company  hid 
been  enabled  to  get  along.  The  Rulroad  Company,  bar. 
ever,  had  been  bottomed  on  very  different  pimciplei; 
the  subscription  of  the  company  had,  in  the  first  iiuUnce, 
been  three  millions  of  dollars;  and  the  State  of  Mujluid 
and  the  city  of  Baltimore  had  subscribed  hilf  a  nulioi 
each.  Half  the  subscription  had  been  paid  up;  and  then 
was  no  doubt,  from  the  characters  of  the  subscriben,  tfat 
all  would  eventually  be  paid.  So  far,  then,as  idstedts 
this  much,  the  stock  was  safe.  The  State  of  Marfjisd 
had  passed  a  law  authorizing  a  lateral  road  to  Wuhisg- 
ton  city.  This  was  found  to  be  practicable,  and  the  ratil 
would  be  constructed,  provided  Cong^reas  gave  tbe  lid 
contemplated  in  the  bill.  Mr.  S.  would  not  enter  ioto» 
comparison  of  the  relative  merits  of  canals  and  railradi. 
He  believed,  however,  that  railroads  had  the  adnntige. 
In  the  first  instance,  they  were  passable  at  all  sesionsol 
the  year,  which  was  not  the  case  with  canals;  tndthejr 
(^ve  greater  facihties  to  the  transportation  of  the  naili 
than  had  ever  yet  been  known  in  this  country.  This  had 
been  fully  demonstrated  in  tlte  Baltimore  railroad,  be- 
tween that  place  and  Frederick;  for  the  mail  is  noweu- 
ried  to  Wheeling  in  two  days,  whereas  it  formerly  could 
only  be  carried  there  in  four.  When  the  road  is  compltteil 
the  mail  will  be  carried  to  Wheeling  in  thirty  hoon. 
These  were  advantage*  which  it  was  important  to  c«- 
aider  in  making:  up  an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  bill 
When  the  subject  was  before  the  Senate  on  aforaier* 
casion,  some  gentlemen  urged  that  a  railroad  of  some  to 
or  fifteen  miles  might  be  carried  into  successful  openDoo, 
but  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  succeed  with  one  » 
far  as  the  Cumberland  mountains.  What  was  befoie 
doubt  and  uncertainty,  Mr.  S.  said  was  now  rendered  cer- 
tain. The  experience  on  the  Baltimore  railroad,  aj  ftfiJ 
Frederick,  sufficiently  demonstrated  that  the  most  ■•• 
guine  anticipations  iif  its  friends  could  be  fiilly  realiiei 
This  railroad,  he  might  now  say,  was  in  full  openli» 
to  the  Point  of  Rocks,  into  the  very  interior  of  theeoss- 
try.  Such  was  a  general  outline  of  the  subject;  it  w 
one  of  a  truly  national  character.  For,  let  us  •"PP* 
that  it  is  extended  further  into  the  interior,  aayw™* 
Ohio,  the  intercourse  will  be  completed  in  thirty  I'OiW 
he  might  say  less;  a  thing'  which  could  not  be  accoo- 
plished  by  canals,  or  any  other  mode  whatever.  In  i*' 
ply  to  a  letter  of  his,  proposing  certain  queries,  he  bids 
communication,  which  would  save  him  the  trouble  of  w 
culation.  Mr.  S.  tlien  read  a  comparative  slattmeBt" 
the  cost  of  transportation  by  the  railroad  and  by  the  tan- 
pike.  He  stated  that  the  cost  of  transportation  of  a  barw 
of  flour  from  the  Point  of  Rocks  to  Baltimore  00  tbe 
r^li-oad  was  only  twenty-seven  cents;  by  the  '""'P''* 
seventy-fivecents;  thus  saving  to  the  agriculturista  at ''" 
two-thirds.  A  ton  of  iron  by  the  railroad,  about  ttii* 
dollars  and  seventeen  cents;  by  the  turnpike,  "P""!*! 
ten  dollars.  This  iron  was  conveyed  some  twelve  niii«^ 
Frederick,  ai>d  thence  to  Baltimore,  a  distance  of  se»«i7 
miles,  and,  after  paying  the  expense  of  the  fii*  t»<l 


miles,  was  conveyed  this  distance  at  Irss  ^^tP'^"*  !I*! 
iron  obtained  not  many  miles  from  Baltimore.  '''•°*f 
questions  put  by  him,  he  had  received  information  re^>«"' 
ingthe  length  of  the  rails  now  laid,  together  witli  their  * 
pense.  And  he  had  since  later  infbrmation,that  warchci** 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  produce-transported,  »«* 
built  at  the  Pomt  of  Rocks;  and  Uiat  when  the  double  tn« 
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vts  completed,  umI  stewan  power  employed,  the  distance 
vould  be  accoropIUbed  in  Mven  hours.  Thence  the  open- 
b^  to  Lcesburg',  to  Winchester,  &c.  and  thereby  facilitate 
the  mail  conTcyanoe.  Mr.  S.  further  stated  that  two 
milGoos  of  the  Mock  subscription,  aimrantingf  to  fifty  per 
cent,  bad  already  been  paid  in.  They  did  not  call  on  the 
CovemmeDt  for  any  advance  till  after  the  Ist  of  July, 
1833,  when  the  public  debt  would  be  paid  ofif.  After 
lUting  the  weekly  and  monthly  receipts  from  the  railroad 
«  tX  praaent  in  operation,  which  presented  a  favorable 
reiult,  Mr.  8.  concluded  his  remarks  by  expressing^  his 
hope  that  tbe  object  he  proposed  would  be  carried  into 
cKCution. 

Mr.  MANGU  M  thought  the  bill  embraced  certain  appro- 
prialioas,  which  involvM  principles  of  much  consideration. 
Tbe  appropriations  already  passed  this  seasion  were  nume- 
nxu,  both  b^  public  and  private  bills,  the  pension  bill,  &c.< 
md  such  beii^  the  case,  he  hoped  that  if  the  vote  should 
be  taken  om  this  question,  it  would  be  done  with  delibera> 
tion.  It  called  for  a  million  of  dollars,  and  yet  he  [Mr.  H.] 
conceived  that  it  was  of  little  more  magnitude,  as  regarded 
its  merits,  than  a  private  internal  improvement  bill.  <  Many 
Seoaton  were  now  abaenti  and  although  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  its  bei  ng  fairly 
diicussed,  he  would  move  that  it  be  now  laid  on  the  table. 

A  division  being  called  for,  it  was  decided  in  the  aifirma' 
five — yeas  20,  nays  14. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  tbe  bill  to  modify  and  continue 
tbe  act  to  inc<»porate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  Sutes. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  observed  that,  if  any  member  wished  to 
iddress  tbe  Senate,  he  should  throw  no  obstacle  in  tbe 
way;  but,  if  the  Senate  was  disposed  to  postpone  further 
diacitsnon  until  to-morrow,  when  the  documents  expected 
■night  come  in,  the  balance  of  the  day  might  be  profitably 
empk^ed  in  executive  session.  There  was  some  execu- 
tive bunness  to  be  transacted,  for  which  the  public  service 
WIS  suffering,  and  be  thought  it  could  then  be  acted  on 
better  than  to  interrupt  a  discussion  going  on,  on  an  im' 
pottaot  subject.  For  his  part,  he  had  rather  hear  an  un- 
broken argument  on  the  bank  question,  and  he  would, 
therefore,  move  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tkin  of  executive  buainess. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  had  sUted  yesterday  that,  on 
sceount  of  the  absence  of  the  documents  ordered  by  the 
Senate,  and  which  were  necessary  for  facilitating  the  dia- 
cassion,  he  was  willing  to  wait  until  to-morrow.  He 
bad,  therefore,  no  objection  to  passing  the  bill  by  at  pre- 
ttnt,  and  going  into  executive  session;  but  he  was  unwil- 
ling to  delay  the  subject  longer  than  to-morrow;  and,  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  be  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
press  the  consideration  of  the  subject  at  that  time. 

Mr.  CLAY  tliought  that  the  important  subjects  of  pub- 
lic interest  which  were  pressing  on  the  Senate  should  be 
scted  on  at  once.  At  this  late  period  of  the  session  it  was 
time  that  something  should  be  done.  There  was  the  tariff 
tpiestion,  the  land  question,  and  tbe  question  of  the  bank, 
ill  equally  important,  and  it  was  immaterial  to  him  which 
of  them  had  the  preference,  so  that  some  one  of  them  was 
•eledon  at  once.  If  there  was  to  be  a  further  postpone- 
■ent  of  the  bank  bill,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  take 
up  one  of  the  others  he  had  named;  and  he  would,  to- 
morrow, ask  for  the  oonnderation  of  one  of  them,  if  the 
uiBcaaaion  on  the  bank  question  was  not  then  continued. 

Mr.  GHUNDY  remarked  that  he  had  no  wish  to' delay 
™c  diacuasion.  As  to  the  time  or  manner,  he  had  no- 
thing to  say.  The  committee  who  had  charge  of  the  bank 
bill  could  press  it  in  their  own  way  and  in  their  own  time. 
^  tte  now  wanted  was  to  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
cxacmive  businefs,  for  whieh  tl^  public  service  was  now 
Nfcring. 


The  question  on  Mr.  GrBoirDT's  motion  was  then  taken, 
and  carried,  and  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  executive  business.     When  the  doors  were  opened. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Fbidat,  Mat  25. 
INTEREST— PROTESTED  DRAFTS. 

A  joint  resolution  r^rted  by  the  Committee  on  Fi- 
nance to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  allow 
interest  in  certain  cases,  was  then  taken  up. 
_  Mr.  SMITH  cxplainedthat  this  res(dution  was  to  autho- 
rize the  Secretary  to  pay  the  interest  on  bills  drawn  firom 
foreign  stations.  He  adverted  to  tbe  fact  that  bills  pro- 
perly drawn  on  the  department  had  been  protested,  sent 
back,  and  had  been  returned  with  an  adklition  of  twenly 
per  cent  damages.  Another  case  would  have  occurred 
at  this  session,  for  want  of  fiinds,  had  not  the  Secretary 
put  his  endorsement  on  the  draft;  and,  on  this  security, 
the  bank  gave  the  amount  of  the  draft,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  interest.  This  resolution  was  intended  to 
meet  such  cases,  as  the  bank,  on  receipt  of  the  interest, 
would  always  be  ready  to  give  money  for  the  drafts. 

Mr.  MAYNB  made  one  or  two  remarks  in  opposition  to 

the  resolution.     He  was  desirous  to  meet  every  spcdal 

case  with  a  special  law.     He  moved  to  lay  this  resolution 

on  the  table,  and  the  motion  was  carried  in  the  affirmative. 

RAILROAD. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  the  Senate  take  up  the 
bill  to  authorize  a  subscription  to  the  stock  of  the  Balti- 
more and  Ohio  railroad,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
which  were  ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  result  was  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Ewing,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Nau- 
dain,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  White. 
Wilkins.— 18. 

NAYS. — .Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Puindexter,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  White ^21. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  continue  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  though  he  was  entirely  satis- 
fied with  Uie  general  view  taken  by  the  chairman  of  tiie 
committee,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  and  with  his  explanation  of  the 
details  of  the  bill,  yet  there  were  a  few  topics,  upon  which 
he  desired  to  offer  some  remarks;  and  if  no  other  gentle- 
man wished  at  present  to  address  the  Senate,  he  would 
avail  himself  of  this  opportunity. 

A  considerable  portion  of  the  active  part  of  fife  hat 
elapsed,  said  Mr.  W. ,  since  you  and  I,  Mr.  President,  and 
three  or  four  other  gentiemen,  now  in  the  Senate,  acted 
our  respective  parU  in  the  passsg^  of  the  bill  creating 
the  present  Bank  of  the  United  States.  We  have  lived 
to  little  purpose,  as  public  men,  if  the  experience  of  this 
period  has  not  enligiitened  our  judgments,  and  enabled 
us  to  revise  our  opinions;  and  to  correct  any  errors  into 
which  we  may  have  fallen,  if  such  errors  there  vere, 
either  in  regard  to  the  general  utility  of  a  national  bank, 
or  the  details  of  its  constitution.  I  trust  it  will  not  be  un- 
becoming the  occasion,  if  I  allude  to  your  own  import- 
ant agency  in  that  transaction.  The  bill  incorporating 
the  bank,  and  giving  it  a  constitution,  proceeded  from  a 
committee  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  of  which  you 
were  chairman,  and  was  conducted  through  that  House 
under  your  distinguished  lead.  Having  recently  looked 
back  to  the  proceedings  of  that  day,  I  must  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  have  perused  the  speech  by  which  the  sub- 
ject was  introduced  to  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
with  a  revival  of  the  feeling  of  approbation  and  pleasure 
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with  which  I  beard  it;  and  I  will  add,  that  it  would  not, 
perhaps  now,  "be  easy  to  find  a  better  brief  synopsis  of 
those  principles  of  currency  and  of  banking',  which,  since 
they  spring  from  the  nature  of  money  and  of  commerce, 
must  be  essentially  the  same,  at  all  times,  in  all  commercial 
communities,  thaatbat  speech  contains.  The  other  gentle- 
men now  with  us  in  the  Senate,  all  of  them,  I  believe, 
concurred  with  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and  voted 
for  the  bill.  My  own  vote  was  against  it.  This  is  a  mat- 
ter of  little  importance!  but  it  is  connected  with  other 
circiunstances,  to  which  I  will,  for  a  moment,  advert. 
The  gentlemen  with  whom  I  acted  on  that  occa«on,  had 
no  doubts  of  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress  to  es- 
tablish a  national  bank;  nor  had  we  any  doubts  of  the 
general  utility  of  an  institution  of  that  kind.  We  had, 
indeed,  most  of  us,  voted  fur  a  bank,  at  a  preceding  ses- 
sion. But  the  object  of  our  regard  was  not  whatever 
might  be  called  a  bank.  We  required  that  it  should  be 
established  on  certain  principles,  which  alone  we  deemed 
safe  and  useful,  made  subject  to  certain  fixed  liabilities, 
and  so  guarded  that  it  could  neither  move  voluntarily,  nor 
be  moved  by  others  out  of  its  proper  sphere  of  action. 
The  bill,  when  first  introduced,  contained  features,  to 
which  we  should  never  have  assented,  and  we  set  our- 
selves accordingly  to  work  with  a  good  deal  of  zeal,  in 
order  to  effect  sundry  amendments.  In  some  of  those 
proposed  amendments,  the  chairman,  and  those  who  acted 
with  him,  finally  concurred.  Others  they  opposed.  The 
result  was,  that  several  most  important  amendments,  as  I 
thought,  prevuled.  But  there  still  remained,  in  my  opi- 
nion, objections  to  the  bill,  which  justified  a  persevering 
opposition  till  they  should  be  removed. 

The  first  objection  was  to  the  magnitude  of  the  capital. 
In  its  original  form,  the  bill  provided  for  a  capital  of  thirty. 
five  millions,  with  a  power  in  Congress  to  increase  it  to 
fifty  millions.  This  latter  provision  was  struck  out  on  the 
motion  of  a  very  intelligent  gentleman  from  New  York, 
(Mr.  Cady,)  and  I  believe,  sir,  with  your  assent.  But  I 
was  of  opinion  that  a  capital  of  thirty-five  millions  was  more 
than  was  called  for  by  the  circumstances  of  the  country. 
The  capital  of  the  first  bank  was  but  ten  millions,  and  it 
had  not  been  shown  to  be  too  small;  and  there  certainly 
was  no  good  ground  to  say  that  the  business  or  tlie  wants 
of  the  country  had  grown,  in  the  meantime,  in  the  propor- 
tion of  tliirty-five  to  ten.  But  the  state  of  things  has  now 
become  changed.  A  greatly  increased  population,  and  a 
greatly  extended  commercial  activity,  especially  in  the 
West  and  Southwest,  evidently  requires  an  enlarged  ca- 
pacity in  the  national  bank.  The  capital,  therefore,  is  less 
disproportionate  to  the  occasion,  than  it  was' sixteen  years 
ago;  and  whatever  of  disproportion  maybe  thought  still 
to  exist,  will  be  constantly  decreasing.  The  augmentation 
of  banking  capital  in  State  institutions  is  by  no  means  a 
reason  for  reducing  the  capital  of  this  bank.  Atfirstview, 
there  might  appear  to  be  some  reason  in  such  a  sugges- 
tion, but  I  think  a  further  reflection  on  the  duties  expect- 
ed to  be  performed  by  tlte  bank,  in  relation  to  the  general 
currency  of  the  country,  will  reject  it.  On  the  wh<de,  I 
am  disposed  to  continue  the  capital  as  it  is. 

There  was  anotlier  objection.  The  bill  had  divided  the 
stock  into  shares  of  one  hundred  dollars  each,  not  of  four 
hundred  dq)lars  each,  as  in  the  first  bank;  and  it  had  es- 
tablished such  a  scale  of  voting  by  the  stockholders,  as 
showed  it  to  be  quite  practicable  for  a  minority  in  interest 
to  control  all  elections,  and  to  seize  on  the  entire  direction 
of  the  bank.  It  waa  on  this  very  ground,  it  was  under 
the  apprehension  of  this  very  evil,  that  the  last  attempt  to 
amend  the  bill,  made  by  me,  proceeded.  That  attempt 
was,  a  motion  to  diminish  the  number  of  shares,  by  rais- 
ing the  amount  of  each  from  one  hundred  dollars  to  four 
hundred. 

There  was  yet  one  otlier  proviuon  of  the  bill,  which 
was  regarded  as  unnecessary  and  objectionable.     That 


was,  the  power  reserved  to  theGoremsientof  appoistige 
five  of  (he  directors.  We  had  had  no  experience  a  our  ova 
of  the  effect  of  such  Government  interference  in  the  direc- 
tion of  the  bank;  and  in  other  countrie*  it  bad  been  found 
that  such  connexion  between  Government  and  binkiiif 
institutions  produced  nothing  but  evil.  The  credit  of 
banks  has  generally  been  very  much  in  proportion  to  their 
independence  of  Government  control.  While  acting  on 
true  commercial  principles,  they  are  usefijl  both  to  Go- 
vernment and  the  people;  but  the  history  of  the  principtl 
moneyed  institutions  of  Europe  has  demonstnted  tint 
their  efficiency  and  stability  consist  very  much  in  their 
freedom  from  all  subjection  to  State  interests  and  State 
necessities.  The  real  safety  to  the  public  lies  in  the  re- 
straints and  liabilities  imposed  by  law,  and  in  the  intercA 
which  the  proprietors  themselves  have  in  a  judicioaiinui- 
agement  of  the  affairs  of  the  corporation.  I  willooljay, 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  that  it  is  unquestionably  tnie 
that  the  successful  career  of  this  institution  then  coamicnc- 
ed,  when  its  stock,  leaving  the  hands  of  specubtion,  came 
to  be  owned,  for  the  common  purpose*  of  investment,  bjr 
such  as  desired  to  make  investments,  and  when  the  pro- 
prietors exercised  their  proper  discretion  in  constitution 
their  part  of  the  direction,  with  a  single  view  of  giving  to 
the  bank  a  safe  and  competent  administration. 

The  question  now  is,  sir,  whether  this  institution  diall 
be  continued.  We  ought  to  treat  it  as  a  great  public  sub- 
ject, to  consider  it,  like  statesmen,  as  it  regards  the  grat 
interests  of  the  country,  and  with  as  little  mixture  as  pos- 
sible of  all  minor  motives. 

The  influence  of  the  bank,  Mr.  President,  on  the  int^ 
rests  of  the  Government,  and  the  interests  of  the  people, 
may  be  considered  in  several  points  of  view.  It  may  be 
regarded  as  it  affects  the  currency  of  the  country;  as  it 
affects  the  collection  and  disbursement  of  the  public  k- 
venue;  as  it  respects  foreign  exchanges;  as  it  renetti 
domestic  exchanges;  and  as  It  affects^  either  genctsilyor 
locally,  the  agriculture,  commerce,  or  manu&ctma  of 
the  Union. 

First,  as  to  the  currency  of  the  country.  This  is,  at  all 
times,  a  most  important  political  object.  A  sound  cur. 
rency  is  an  essential  and  indispensable  securi^  for  the 
fruits  of  industry  and  honest  enterprise.  Every  man  of 
property  or  industry,  every  man  who  desires  to  prescrre 
what  he  honestly  possesses,  or  to  obtain  what  he  can  hon- 
estly earn,  has  a  direct  interest  in  maintaining  a  safe  cira- 
lating  medium;  such  a  medium  as  shall  be  a  real  and  wh- 
stantial  representative  of  property,  not  liable  to  vibrate 
with  opinions,  not  subject  to  be  blown  up  orblowndo»n 
by  the  breath  of  speculation,  but  made  stable  and  secure, 
by  Its  immediate  relation  to  that  which  the  whole  »orll 
regards  as  of  permanent  value.  A  disordered  correncfn 
one  of  the  greatest  of  political  evils.  It  underaunea  the 
virtues  ne<;e8sary  for  the  support  of  the  social  systeai,  ana 
encourages  propensities  destructive  of  its  hap^neis.  It 
wars  against  industry,  frtigality,  and  economy;  and  itfbif 
ters  the  evil  spirits  of  exti-avagance  and  speculation.  Of 
all  llie  contrivances  for  cheating  the  Uboring  classei « 
mankind,  none  has  been  more  eiffectual  than  that  whi» 
deludes  them  with  paper  money.  This  is  the  morteffew 
ual  of  inventions  to  fertilize  the  rich  man's  field,  by  '* 
sweat  of  the  poor  man's  brow.  Ordinary  tyranny,  opp«* 
sion,  excessive  taxation,  these  bear  lightly  on  the  '>*PP'?^ 
of  the  mass  of  the  community,  compared  wiUi  frsuduto* 
currencies,  and  the  robberies  committed  by  depreciateo 
paper.  Our  own  hirtorybas  recorded  for  eur  ""^^ 
tion  enough,  and  more  than  enough,  of  the  denioiw«'»j 
tendency,  the  injustice,  and  the  intolerable  oppreasKW* 
the  virtuous  and  well  disposed,  of  a  degraded  W'^'^Z, 
rency,  authorized  by  law,  or  any  way  countenance  7 
Government.  ,    , 

We  all  know,  sir,  that  the  eitrf>li»hnient  of  »«<«»*^ 
uniform  currency  was  one  of  the  neat  end»contenip»w 


Digitized  by 


Google 


K)7 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


958 


Kit  35, 1838.] 


Bank  of  the  Dmted  SlaUt. 


[Sbkatb. 


is  the  adoption  of  the  present  constitution.  If  we  could 
now  fiiUy  explore  all  the  motives  of  those  who  framed, 
uxl  those  who  supported  it,  perhaps  we  should  hardly 
&id  t  more  poweriViI  one  than  this.  The  object,  indeed, 
a  efficiently  prominent  on  the  face  of  the  constitution 
ittelf.  It  cannot  well  be  questioned  that  it  was  intended 
by  that  constitution  to  submit  the  whole  subject  of  the 
currency  irfthe  country,  all  Aat  regards  the  actual  medi- 
im  of  payment  and  exchange,  whatever  that  should  be,  to 
the  control  and  legislation  of  Congress.  Congress  can 
tlone  coin  money;  Congress  can  alone  fix  the  value  of 
foreign  coins.  Mo  State  can  coin  money;  no  State  can  fix 
the  Tiloe  of  foreign  coins;  no  State  (nor  even  Congress 
iHelf)  can  make  any  thing  a  tender  but  gold  and  silver, 
in  the  payment  of  debts;  no  State  can  emit  bills  of  credit. 
The  exchisive  power  of  regulating  the  metallic  currency 
of  the  country  woul4  seem  necessarily  to  imply,  or,  more 
properiy,  to  include,  as  part  of  itself,  a  power  to  decide 
how  far  that  currency  should  be  exclusive,  how  fiu-  any 
nbttitate  should  interfere  with  it,  and  what  that  substi- 
tute ihould  be.  The  generali^  and  extent  of  the  power 
gnnted  to  Congfress,  and  the  clear  and  well  defined  pro- 
hibitions on  the  States,  leave  little  doubt  of  an  intent  to 
rescue  the  whole  subject  of  currellcy  from  the  hands  of 
local  legislation,  Uld  to  confer  it  on  the  General  Govern- 
aent  But,  notwithstanding  this  apparent  purpose  in  the 
constitation,  the  truth  is,  that  the  currency  of  the  country 
iinow,  to  a  very  great  extent,  practically  and  eftectually 
under  the  control  of  the  several  Stote  Govemmentt;  if  it 
be  not  more  correct  to  say  that  it  is  under  the  control  of 
the  banking  institutions  created  by  the  States:  for  the 
States  seem  first  to  have  taken  possession  of  the  power, 
and  then  to  have  delegated  it. 

Whether  the  States  can  constitutionally  exercise  this 
power,  or  delegate  it  to  others,  is  a  point  which  I  do  not 
intend,  at  present,  either  to  concede  or  to  argue.  It  is 
Buch  to  be  hoped  that  no  controversy  on  the  point  may 
eter  become  necessary.  But  it  is  a  matter  highly  deaerv- 
iigr  of  consideration,  that,  although  clothed  by  the  consti- 
tution with  exclusive  power  over  the  metallic  currency, 
Corgress,  unless  through  the  agency  of  a  bank  establish- 
ed by  its  authoHty,  has  no  control  whatever  over  that 
which,  in  the  character  of  a  mere  representative  of  the 
metallic  currency,  fills  up  almost  all  the  channels  of  pecu, 
niiry  arculation. 

In  the  absence  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  the  Stote 
banks  become  effectually  the  regulators  of  the  public  cur- 
rency. Their  numbers,  their  capital,  and  the  interests 
connected  with  them,  give  them,  m  that  state  of  things,  a 
power  which  nothing  is  competent  to  control.  We  saw, 
therefore,  when  the  late  war  broke  out,  and  when  there 
was  no  national  bank  in  being,  that  the  State  institutions, 
of  their  own  authority,  and  by  an  understanding  among 
themselves,  under  the  gentle  phrase  of  suspending  specie 
payments  every  where  south  of  New  Enriand,  refused 
payment  of  their  notes.  They  were  not  called  to  answer 
for  this  violation  of  their  charters,  as  far  as  I  remember, 
in  any  one  State.  They  pleaded  the  urgency  of  the  occa- 
sion, and  the  public  distresses;  and  in  this  apology  the 
State  Govemm'ents  acquiesced.  Congress,  at  the  same 
time,  found  itself  in  an  awkward  predicament.  It  held 
the  whole  power  over  coins.  No  State,  or  State  institu- 
tion, could  give  circulation  to  an  ounce  of  gold  or  of  sil- 
ver, not  sanctioned  bjr  Congress.  Yet  all  the  States,  and 
»  hundred  Stote  institutions,  chiimed  and  exercised  the 
r«bt  of  driving  coin  out  of  circulation  by  the  introduction 
of  tlieir  own  paper;  and  then  of  depreciating  and  degrad- 
ing that  paper,  by  refusing  to  redeem  it.  As  they  ftere 
»ot  institutions  created  by  this  Government,  they  were 
not  answerable  to  it.  Congress  could  not  call  them  to  ac- 
count, and,  if  it  could.  Congress  had  no  bank  of  ito  own, 
whose  drculation  could  supply  the  wants  of  the  communi- 
^-    Coin,  the  substontial  constituent,  was,  and  was  ad- 


mitted to  be,  subject  oitly  to  tlie  control  of  Cong^ss;  but 
paper,  assuming  to  be  a  representotive  of  this  constituent, 
wa9toking  great  liberties  with  it,  at  the  same  time  that  it 
was  no  way  amenable  to  ito  constitutional  guardian.  This 
suspension  of  spe£te  paymento  was  of  course  immediately 
followed  by  great  depreciation  of  the  paper.  It  shortly 
fell  so  low,  that  a  bill  on  Boston  could  not  be  purchased 
at  Washington  under  an  advance  of  from  twenty  to  twen- 
ty-five per  cent.  I  do  not  mean  to  reflect  on  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  State  banks.  Perhaps  their  best  justification 
is  to  be  found  in  the  readiness  with  which  Government 
itself  borrowed  of  them  their  paper,  depreciated  as  it  was; 
but  it  certoinly  becomes  us  to  regarid,  attentively,  this  part 
of  our  experience,  and  to  guard,  as  far  as  we  can,  against 
similar  occurrences. 

I  am  of  opinion,  sir,  that  a  well  conducted  national  bank 
has  on  exceedingly  useful  and  effective  operation  on  the 
general  paper  circulation  of  the  country.  I  think  ito  ten- 
dency is  manifestiy  to  restrain,  within  some  bounds,  the 
paper  issues  of  other  institutions.  If  it  be  said,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  these  institutions  in  turn  hold  in  check 
the  issues  of  the  national  bank,  so  much  the  better.  Let 
that  check  go  to  its  fvill  extent.  An  over  issue  by  the  bank 
itself,  no  one  can  desire.  But  it  is  plain  that,  by  holding 
the  State  institutions,  which  come  into  immediate  contact 
with  itself  and  its  branches,  to  an  accountability  for  their 
issues,  not  yearly  or  quarterly,  but  daily  and  hourly,  an 
importont  restraint  is  exercised.  Be  it  remembered, 
always,  that  what  it  is  to  expect  from  others,  it  is  to  per- 
form itself;  and  that  its  own  paper  is  at  all  times  to  turn 
into  coin  by  the  first  touch  of  its  own  counter. 

But,  Mr.  President,  so  important  is  this  object,  that  I 
think  that,  far  from  diminishing,  we  ought  rather  to  in- 
crease and  multiply  our  securities;  and  I  am^not  prepared 
to  say  that,  even  with  the  continuance  of  the  bank  char- 
ter, and  under  its  wisest  administration,  I  reg^ard  the 
state  of  our  currency  as  entirely  safe.  It  is  evident  to 
me  that  the  general  paper  circulation  has  been  extended 
too  far  for  the  specie  basis  on  which  it  rests.  Our  sys- 
tem, as  a  system,  dispenses  too  far,  in  my  judgment,  with 
the  use  of  gold  and  silver.  Having  learned  the  use  of 
paper  as  a  substitute  for  specie,  we  use  the  substitute,  I 
fear,  too  freely.  It  is  true  tliat  our  circulating  paper  is 
all  redeemable  in  gold  and  silver.  Legally  speaking,  it 
is  all  convertible  into  specie  at  the  will  of  the  holder. 
But  a  mere  legal  convertibility  is  not  sufficient.  There 
must  he  an  actual,  practical,  never-ceasing  convertibility. 
This,  I  think,  is  not,  at  present,  sufficiently  secured; 
and,  as  it  is  a  matter  of  high  interest,  it  well  deserves  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Senate.  The  paper  circiila-- 
tion  of  the  country  is,  at  this  time,  probably  seventy-five 
or  eighty  millions  of  dollirs.  Of  specie,  we  may  hare 
twenty  or  twenty-two  millions;  and  this,  principally,  in 
masses  in  the  vaults  of  the  banks.  Now,  sir,  this  is  a  stote 
of  things  which,  in  my  judgment,  leads  constantly  to  over- 
trading, and  to  the  consequent  excesses  and  revulaons 
which  so  often  disturb  the  regular  course  of  commercial 
affairs.  A  circulation,  consisting  in  so  gfreat  a  degree  of 
paper,  is  easily  expended,  to  furnish  temporary  capiul  to 
such  as  wish  to  adventure  on  new  enterprises  in  trade; 
and  the  collection  in  the  banks  of  most  of  what  specie 
there  is  in  the  country  affords  all  possible  facility  for  ito 
exportotion.  Hence,  overtrading  does  frequently  occur, 
and  is  always  followed  by  an  inconvenient,  sometimes  by  a 
dangerous,  reduction  of  specie.  It  is  in  vain  that  we  look 
to  the  prudence  of  banks  for  an  effectual  security  agfainst 
overtrading.  The  directors  of  such  institutions  will 
generally  go  to  the  length  of  their  means  in  cashing  g^ood 
notes,'  and  leave  the  borrower  to  judge  for  himself  of 
the  useful  employment  of  his  money.  Nor  would  a  com- 
petent security  against  overtrading  be  always  obtoined,  if 
the  banks  were  to  confine  their  discounts,  strictly,  to  busi- 
ness paper,  so  denominated;  that  is,  to  notes  and  bills 
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which  represent  real  transactions,  having  been  given  and 
received  on  the  actual  purchase  and  sale  of  merchandise, 
because  these  transactions  themselves  may  be  too  for  ex- 
tended. In  other  words,  more  may  be  bought  than  the 
wants  of  the  community  require,  on  a  speculative  calcula- 
tion of  future  prices.  Men  naturally  huve  a  good  opinion 
of  their  own  sagacity.  He  who  believes  merchandise  is 
about  to  rise  in  price,  will  buy  merchandise,  if  he  possess- 
es money,  or  can  obtain  credit.  The  fact  of  actual  pur- 
chase, therefore,  is  not  proof  of  a  really  subsisting  want; 
and  of  course  the  amount  of  all  purchases  does  not  corre- 
spond always  with  the  entire  wants  ur  necessities  of  the  com- 
munity. Too  frequently  it  very  much  exceeds  that  mea- 
sure. If,  then,  the  discretion  of  the  banks,  exercised  in 
deciding  the  amount  of  their  discounts,  is  not  a  proper 
security  against  overtrading;  if  facility  in  obtaining  bank 
credits  naturally  fosters  tliat  spirit;  if  the  desire  of  gain 
and  love  of  enterprise  constantly  cherish  it;  and  if  it  finds 
specie  collected  in  the  banks  inciting  exportation,  what  is 
the  remedy  suited  and  adequate  to  the  case  ?  Now,  I  think, 
Kr,  that  a  closer  inquiry  into  the  direct  source  of  the  evil 
will  suggest  the  remedy.  Why  have  we  so  small  an 
amount  of  specie  in  circulation^  Certainly  the  only  rea- 
son is,  because  we  do  not  require  more.  We  have  but 
to  ask  its  presence,  and  it  would  return.  But  we  volun- 
tarily banish  it  by  the  great  amount  of  small  bank  notes. 
In  most  of  the  States  the  banks  issue  notes  of  all  low  de- 
nominations, down  even  to  a  single  dollar.  How  is  it  pos- 
sible, under  such  circumstances,  to  retain  specie  in  circu- 
lation? All  experience  shows  it  to  be  impossible.  The 
paper  will  take  the  place  of  the  gold  and  silver.  When 
Mr.  Pitt,  in  the  year  1797,  proposed  in  Parliament  to  au- 
thorize the  Bank  of  England  to  issue  one  pound  notes, 
Mr.  Burke  lay  sick  at  Bath  of  an  illness  from  which  he 
never  recovered;  and  he  is  said  to  have  written  to  the  late 
Mr.  Canning,  "  tell  Mr.  Pitt  that  if  be  consents  to  the  is- 
suing of  one  pound  notes,  he  must  never  expect  to  see  a 
guinea  again." 

The  one  pound  notes  were  issued,  and  the  guineas  dis- 
appeared. A  similar  cause  is  producing  now  a  precisely 
similar  effect  with  us.  Small  notes  have  expelled  dollars 
and  half  dollars  from  circulation  in  all  the  States  in  which 
such  notes  are  issued.  On  the  other  band,  dollars  and 
half  dollars  abound  in  those  States  which  have  adopted  a 
wiser  and  safer  policy.  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
I.ouisiana,  and  some  other  States,  1  think  seven  in  all,  do 
not  allow  their  banks  to  issue  notes  under  five  dollars. 
Every  traveller  notices  the  difference  when  he  passes 
from  one  of  these  States  into  those  where  small  notes  are 
allowed.  The  evil,  tkep,  is  the  issuing  of  small  notes  by 
State  banks.  Of  these  notes,  that  is  to  say,  of  notes  un- 
der five  dollars,  the  amount  now'  in  circulation  is  doubt- 
less eight  or  ten  millions  of  dollars.  Can  these  notes  be 
withdrawn?  If  they  can,  their  place  will  be  immediately 
supplied  by  a  specie  circulation  of  equal  amount.  The 
object  is  a  great  one,  as  it  is  connected  with  the  safety 
and  stability  of  the  currency,  and  may  well  justify  a  seri- 
ous reflection  on  the  means  of  accomplishing  it.  May  not 
Congress  and  the  State  Governments,  acting,  not  unitedly, 
but  severally  to  tlie  same  end,  easily  and  quietly  attain  it? 
I  think  they  may.  It  is  but  for  other  States  to  follow  the 
good  example  of  those  which  I  have  mentioned,  and  the 
work  is  done.  As  an  inducement  to  tlie  States  to  do  this, 
I  propose,  in  the  present  bill,  to  reserve  to  Congress  a 
power  of  witlidrawing  from  circulation  a  pretty  larg^part 
of  the  issues  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  propose 
this,  so  that  the  State  banks  nuy  withdraw  their  small 
notes,  and  find  their  compensation  in  a  larger  circulation 
of  those  of  a  higher  denominaticfh.  My  proposition  will 
be,  that,  at  any  time  after  the  expiration  of  the  existing 
charter  of  the  bank,  that  is,  after  1836,  Congress  may,  if 
ic  see  fit,  restrain  the  bank  from  issuing  for  circulation 
notes  or  bills  under  a  given  sum — tay  ten  or  twenty  dol- 


lars. This  will  diminish  the  circulation,  and  conKqwat- 
ly  the  profits,  of  the  bank;  but  it  is  of  leas  importioce  b 
make  the  bank  a  highly  profitable  institution  to  the  stock- 
holders, than  that  it  should  be  safe  and  useful  to  the  eat- 
munity.  It  ought  not,  certainly,  to  be  restnuned  irsmtke 
enjoyment  of  all  the  fair  advantages  to  be  derived  ftsa 
the  discreet  use  of  its  capital  in  bankuig  tnuusctioiB;  iatt 
the  leading  object,  after  all,  in  its  continuance,  a,  ud 
ought  to  be,  not  private  emolument,  but  public  benefit 

It  may,  perhaps,  strike  some  gendemen,  that  the  ciitg. 
lation  of  small  notes  m%llt  be  effectually  diicoungtd,  bf 
refusing  to  receive  not  only  all  such  small  notes,  but  il 
notes  of  such  banks  as  issued  them,  at  thecuitonirliouai^ 
land  offices,  post  offices,  and  other  places  of  public  it 
ceipt,  and  by  causing  them  to  be  refused  also,  either  ii 
payment  or  deposite,  at  the  Bank  of  the  United  Stito. 
But  the  effect  of  such  refusal  may  be  doubtful.  It  woaU 
certainly,  in  some  degree,  discredit  such  notes,  but  ppibt- 
biy  it  would  not  drive  them  out  of  circulation  >lta(Jetherj 
and  if  it  should  not  do  this,  it  might  very  probably  inaaat 
their  circulation.  If  ia  tome  dq^ree  they  beeooK  &■ 
credited,  to  that  degree  they  would  became  cheaper  tin 
other  notes;  and  universal  experience  proves  that,  oftn 
things  which  may  be  Current,  the  cheaper  will  slwajri  ei- 
pel  the  otlier.  Thus,  silver  itself,  because  it  ia  propor- 
tionally cheaper  with  lu  than  gold,  has  driven  the  pM 
out  of  the  country;  that  is  to  say,  we  can  pay  a  debt  ofooe 
hundred  dollars,  by  tendering  that  number  of  Spaniihtr 
Ameiican  dollars.  But  we  cannot  go  into  the  market  uJ 
buy  ten  American  eagles  for  these  hundred  silver  doUin. 
They  woidd  cost  us  a  hundred  and  four.  Thai,  u  le 
can  pay  our  debts  cheaper  in  silver  than  in  gold,  ve  » 
nothing  but  silver,  and  the  gold  goes  where  itis  ijioct 
highly  valued.  Tlie  same  thing  always  happena  betveei 
two  sorts  of  paper,  which  are  found  at  the  same  time  ia 
circulation.  That  which  is  cheapest,  or  of  less  valae  tbi 
the  other,  always  drives  its  more  respectable  associate  out 
of  its  company. 

Measures,  therefore,  such  as  I  have  alluded  tti,  voaU 
be  likely,  I  fear,  rather  to  aggr«v«te,  dian  to  reaied^tlK 
evil.  We  must  hope  tliat  all  notes  under  five  dollsnmy 
be  entirely  withdrawn  from  circulation,  by  theconienta 
the  States  and  the  State  banks;  and  when  that  shall  be 
done,  tiieir  place  will  be  immediately  supplied  with  spe- 
cie. We  should  then  receive  an  accession  of  ten  ail- 
lions  of  dollars,  at  least,  to  our  specie  circulation;  and 
those  ten  millions  will  find  their  place,  not  in  the  banks, 
not  collected  any  where  in  laive  masses,  but  in  con- 
stant use,  among  all  classes,  and  in  hourly  transfer  froB 
hand  to  hand.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  such  an  xldi. 
tion  would  give  great  strength  to  our  pecuniuy  srs- 
tem,  discourage  excessive  exportation  of  ipede,  ai 
tend  to  restrain  and  correct  me  evils  of  overtradJa|[- 
England  has  applied  the  like  remedy  to  a  similar  enl, 
though  she  has  carried  the  restriction  much  higher,  sail 
allowed  the  circulation  of  no  notes  for  less  sunn  tbo 
five  pounds  sterling. 

1  have  thought  this  subject,  Mr.  President,  of  aomiui 
importance,  as  that  it  was  fit  to  present  it,  at  this  tsne,  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Senate.  I  propose  todo  no  more, 
at  present,  than  to  insert  such  a  provision  as  I  ha«  ii- 
scribed  in  this  bill.  In  the  mean  time,  1  hope  the  matter 
may  attract  the  attention  of  those  whose  agency  will  ^ 
desired  to  accomplish  the  {^neral  object. 

The  next  point  on  which  1  will  offer  a  few  remark^  » 
tlie  great  advantage  of  the  bank  in  the  operations  of  Iw 
treasury;  first,  in  the  collection,  next  in  the  disburswiej' 
of  the  revenue.  How  is  the  revenue  to  be  coMectrt 
through  all  the  custom-houses,  the  land  offices,  and  iw 
post  offices,  without  some  such  means  as  the  bank  affoi* 
Where  are  payments  made  at  the  custom-liouaea  to  « 
deposited  >  In  whoae  hands  tee  these  large  sum  W« 
trusted?    And  how  are  they  to  be  remitted  to  Waaninj- 
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ton,  or  wherever  else  they  may  be  wanted'  I  dare  say, 
w,  that  the  operations  of  Government  might  be  carried 
on,  in  some  way,  without  the  agency  of  a  bank;  but  the 
question  is,  whether  they  could  be  carried  on  safely,  with 
«iit  loss,  and  without  charge.  Look  to  the  disbui-semcnt 
of  the  revenue.  At  present  the  bank  is  bound  to  trans- 
ntt  Government  funds,  in  one  place,  to  any  other  place, 
vithout  expense.  .\  dollar  at  St.  Louis  or  Nashville  be- 
comes a  dollar  in  New  Hampshire  or  Maine,  if  the  trea- 
xiry  so  choose.  This,  certainly,  is  very  useful  and  con- 
renient.  If  there  were  no  Baiik  of  the  United  States  at 
New  Orleans,  for  example,  duties  to  the  Government,  at 
that  place,  must  be  received  either  in  specie,  or  in  bills  of 
local  banks.  IF  in  the  former,  the  funds  could  not  be  re- 
mitted where  they  might  be  required,  without  considera- 
ble expense!  if  in  the  latter,  they  could  not  be  remitted 
it  all,  until  first  converted  into  specie.  If  bills  of  ex- 
change wtre  resorted  to,  they  would  be  often  not  to  be 
lud  Without  a  premium,  and  always  attended  with  more 
orlessrisk._  In  short,  the  utility  oftlie  bank,  in  collecting 
and  disbursing  the  revenue,  is  too  obvious  to  be  argued, 
and  too  great  not  to  strike  any  one  conversant  with  such 
siit)jects,  without  the  aid  of  comment. 

i  have  alluded  to  its  dealings  in  foreign  exchanges,  as 
one  of  the  most  important  powers  of  the  corporation. 
Tlicreare  those  who  think  this  power  ought  to  be  with- 
hckl.  It  is,  I  think,  one  of  the  most  common  objections 
to  the  bank,  in  tlie  large  cities;  but  I  do  not  tliink  it  well 
founded.  It  is  said  that  the  trade  in  exchange  ought  to 
be  left  free,  like  other  traffic.  Be  it  so;  but,  then,  why 
not  leave  it  as  free  to  the  bank  as  to  others?  The  bank 
enjoys  no  monopoly.  If  it  be  true  that,  by  the  magni- 
tude of  its  capital,  and  the  distribution  of  its  several  offices, 
it  acts  upon  the  rates  of  exchange,  not  locally,  but  gene- 
rally, anil  tluis  occasionally  restrains  the  profit  of  dealing 
in  one  place,  by  bringing  the  general  rates,  through  the 
whole  country,  nearer  to  a  uniformity,  the  occasional  pro- 
fits of  individuals  may  be  lessened,  but  the  general  effect 
is  beneficial  to  the  public.  If,  at  the  same  time  that  it 
keeps  the  domestic  exchanp^cjof  the  country  at  low  rates, 
it  keeps  the  rates  of  foreign  exchanges  nearly  uniform 
and  level,  I  hardly  know  how  it  could  do  greater  service 
to  the  commercial  community.  In  the  busniess  of  foreign 
exchange,  the  bank  has,  and  always  will  have,  powcrfiil 
rivals.  U  is  natural  that  these  rivals  should  desire  that,  in 
this  particular,  the  bank  should  retire  from  business.  But 
are  its  dealings  in  exchange  found  prejudicial,  by  those 
who  deal  in  it  themselves,  no  further  than  to  buy  for  their 
own  remittances,  in  the  ordinary  way  of  busmess?  In 
tilings  of  this  kind,  we  may  most  safely  guide  ourselves 
by  the  light  of  experience;  and  tiking  it  for  granted  that 
the  general  interest  of  the  trading  community  is  injured 
by  sudden  fluctuations  in  exchange,  and  benefited  by 
keeping  it  as  steady  as  the  commerce  of  the  country  wiil 
allow;  in  other  words,  by  keeping  the  price  of  bills  so  as 
lliat  it  corresponds  with  the  real  state  of  the  exchange, 
aiul  not  raised  or  lowered  for  ends  of  speculation.  I  have 
inquired  of  those  who  could  inform  me,  whether,  for  ten 
or  twelve  years  past,  the  rates  of  exchange  have  or  have 
not  been  as  steady  and  unvarying  as  may  ever  be  expect- 
ed; and  the  information  I  have  received  has  satisfied  me 
that  the  power  of  the  bank  of  dealing  in  foreign  exchange 
bis  been  far  from  prejudicial  to  the  commercial  world. 
While  there  is  a  dealer,  with  competent  funds  and  credit, 
always  willing  to  sell  fbreign  bills  at  moderate  rates,  and 
always  ready  to  buy  them,  also,  the  very  nature  of  the 
<^e  furnishes  a  considerable  degree  of  security  against 
those  fluctuations  which  arise  from  speculation,  although 
•t  leaves  private  dealings  entirely  free.  • 

If  that  power  should  be  now  taken  away  from  the  bank, 
1  think  I  can  perceive  that  consequences  of  some  magni- 
tude would  follow,  in  particular  parts  of  the  rountry.    At 
present,  the  pro<lucer,  or  the  shipper  of  produce,  atNew 
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Orleans,  Savannah,  or  Charleston,  in  making  shipments 
for  Europe,  can,  on  the  spot,  cash  his  bill,  drawn  against 
such  shipment,  without  charge  for  brokerage,  guaranty, 
or  commission.  If  the  planter  has  sold  to  the  shipper, 
the  latter  has  his  bill  discounted,  and  pays'  the  planter, 
who  thus  receives  the  price  for  his  crop,  without  delay, 
and  without  danger  of  loss.  Suppose  the  bank  were  de- 
nied the  power  of  purchasing  foreign  bills,  what  would 
be  the  necessary  operation '  The  producer  or  shipper 
might  send  the  cotton  or  the  sugar  to  the  North,  and,  in 
that  case,  the  bank  could  cash  his  draft.  But  if  he  sent 
it  abroad,  his  bill  must  be  sent  to  hit  agent  in  the  bill 
market  of  the  Northern  cities,  for  sale;  and  if  he  wishes  to 
reahze  the  amount,  he  will  draw  on  his  agent,  Mid  sell 
such  draft.  This,  evidently,  subjects  him  to  a  double  ope- 
ration, and  to  the  expenses  of  commis.sion,  guaranty,  &c. 

It  is  plain,  I  think,  that,  in  the  present  state  of  wings, 
the  shipper  of  Southern  and  Western  produce  enjoys 
the  benefit  of  both  the  foreign  and  the  Northern  market 
more  perfectly  than  he  would  if  this  state  of  things  were 
to  be  80  changed  that  he  could  not  draw  on  his  consignee 
in  the  foreign  market  as  advantageously  as  be  can  now 
doit. 

But,  if  there  be  a  question  about  the  utility  of  the  ope- 
rations of  the  bank  m  foreign  exchange,  there  can  be 
none,  I  suppose,  as  to  its  influence  on  that  which  is  in- 
ternal or  domestic.  I  speak  now  of  internal  exchange, 
as  exchange  merely,  without  considering  it  connected,  as 
it  usually  is,  with  advance  or  discount,  in  anticipation  of 
the  maturity  of  bills.  In  regard  to  mere  exchange,  the 
operations  of  the  bank  appear  to  have  produced  the  moat 
beneficial  effect.  I  doubt  whether,  in  any  extensive  coun- 
try, the  rates  oflnternal  exchange  ever  averaged  so  low. 
Before  the  bank  went  into  operation,  three,  four,  or  five 
per  cent,  was  not  uncommon,  as  the  difference  of  ex- 
change between  one  extremity  of  the  country  and  the  other. 
It  has  at  times,  indeed,  as  I  am  informed,  been  as  high  as 
six  per  cent,  between  New  Orleans  and  Baltimore;  and, 
indeed,  between  other  placesin  this  country,  much  higher. 
The  vast  amounts  bought  and  sold  by  the  bank,  m  all 
parts  of  the  country,  average  perhaps  less  than  one-half 
per  cent.  I  doubt  whether  this  exceeds  the  rates  between 
comparatively  neighboring  parts  of  Great  Britain,  or  of 
the  continent  of  Europe;  although  much  of  it  conssts  in 
exchange  between  the  extreme  South  and  the  Northern 
and  Eastern  parts  of  the  Union.  With  respect  to  the 
effect  and  operation  of  the  Bank  upon  the  general  inte- 
rests of  agriculture,  commerce,  and  manufactures,  there 
will  be  found  a  great  difference,  as  we  look  at  diiferent 
parts  of  the  country.  Every  where,  I  think,  they  have 
been  salutary;  but  they  have  been  important  in  very  dif. 
fcrent  degrees  in  different  quarters.  The  influence  of 
the  bank  on  the  general  currency  of  the  country,  and  its 
operations  in  exchanges,  are  benefits  of  a  general  nature. 
These  are  felt  all  over  the  country.  But  in  loans  and  dis- 
counts, in  the  distribution  and  actual  application  of  its 
capita],  different  portions  of  the  country  bave  partaken, , 
and  are  partaking,  in  very  different  degi-ees.  The  West 
is  a  new  and  fiist-g^owing  country,  with  vast  extents  of 
rich  land,  inviting  settlement  and  cultivation.  Enterprise 
and  labor  are  thronging  to  this  scene  of  useful  exetiioD, 
and  necessarily  create  an  urgent  demand  for  capital.  This 
demand  the  bank  meets,  to  a  very  considerable  degree. 
The  reports  of  the  bank  show  the  existing  extent  of  its 
accommodation  to  this  part  of  the  country.  In  the  whole 
Southern  and  Western  States,  that  is  to  say,  soutli  and 
west  of  Philadelphia,  the  amount  exceeds  forty-three 
millions  of  dollars.  In  the  States  lying  on  the  Mississippi, 
and  its  waters,  it  exceeds  thirty  millions  of  dollara.  Of 
these  thirty  millions,  nineteen  or  twenty  are  discounts  of 
notes,  and  the  residue  of  acceptances  of  bills  drawn  on 
other  parts  of  the  country.  This  last  amount  is  not  strictly 
a  loan:  it  is  an  advance  in  anticipation  of  a  debt.     But 
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other  advances  are  needed  quite  as  fast  as  this  is  paid  off, 
as  every  successive  crop  creates  a  new  occasion  and  a 
new  desire  to  sell  bills.  I  leave  it  to  Western  gentlemen 
to  jud^  how  far  this  state  of  things  goes  to  show  that  the 
continuance  of  the  bank  is  important  to  the  agriculture  and 
commerce  of  the  West.  I  leave  it  to  them  to  contemplate 
the  consequences  of  withdrawing  this  amount  of  capita] 
from  their  countnr.  I  pray  them,  also,  to  inquire  what  is 
to  be  their  circulating  medium,  when  the  notes  of  the 
bank  are  called  in.  Do  they  see  before  them  neither  diffi- 
Cttlty  nor  danger  in  this  part  of  the  case.'  Are  they  quite 
confident  that,  in  the  absence  of  the  bills  and  notes  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  they  need  have  no  fears  of  a 
bad  currency,  depreciated  paper,  and  the  long  train  of 
ills  tliat  follow,  according  to  all  human  experience,  those 
inauspicious  leaders'  I  ask  thera,  also,  to  judg^  how  far 
it  is  wise  to  settle  this  question  now,  so  as  to  give  time  for 
making  this  vast  change,  if  it  is  to  be  made  at  all.  The 
present  charter  is  to  continue  but  four  years.  If  it  be  not 
renewed,  this  debt  must  be  called  in  within  that  period. 
Not  a  new  note  can  be  taken  to  the  bank,  for  a  dollar  of 
it,  after  that  time.  The  whole  circulation  of  bank  notes, 
too,  must  be  withdrawn.  Is  it  not  plain,  then,  that  it  is 
high  time  to  know  how  this  important  matter  is  to  be  ad- 
justed.' The  country  could  not  stand  a  sudden  recall  of  all 
titis  capital,  and  an  abrupt  withdrawal  of  this  circulation. 
How,  mdeed,  the  West  could  stand  the  change,  even  if  it 
were  begun  now,  and  conducted  as  gradually  and  as  gently 
as  possible,  I  confess  I  can  hardly  see.  The  very  com- 
mencement of  the  process  of  recall,  however  slight,  would 
be  felt  in  the  prices  of  the  very  first  crop,  partly  from 
the  immediate  effect  of  withdrawing  even  a  small  part  of 
the  capital,  and  partly  from  the  certunty  of  future  pres- 
sure from  withdrawing  the  rest.  Indeed,  gentlemen  must 
prepare  themselves,  I  think,  for  some  effect  on  the  prices 
of  lands  and  commodities  by  the  postponement  of  this 
question,  should  it  take  place,  as  well  as  for  embarrass- 
ments, in  other  respects.  That  postponement  will,  at 
best,  not  diminish  the  uncertainty  which  hangs  over  the 
liite  of  the  measure.  Seeing  the  hostility  whicli  exists  to 
renewing  the  charter,  and  me  extent  of  tluit  hostility  if 
the  measure  cannot  now  be  carried,  not  only  a  prudent 
regard  to  its  own  interest^  but  the  Ughest  duty  to  the 
country,  ought  to  lead  tiie  bank  to  prepare  for  the  termi- 
nation of  its  career.  It  has  not  b*fore  it  one  day  too  many 
to  enable  it  to  wind  up,  without  distressing  the  public, 
such  vast  concerns.  If  it  were  certain  that  the  charter 
was  to  be  renewed,  a  postponement  would  be  of  little  im 
portMce.  But  this  is  uncertain;  and  a  postponement 
would  render  it  more  uncertain.  A  motion  to  postpone, 
should  sbch  be  made,  will  be  nuunly  supported  by  those 
who,  either  on  constitutional  grounds,  or  some  other 
grounds,  are,  and  always  will  be,  against  the  renewal.  A 
postponement,  under  such  circumstances,  and  such  aus- 
pices, cannot  but  create  far  stronger  doubts  than  now 
exist  of  the  final  renewal  of  the  charter.  It  is  now  two 
years  and  a  half  since  the  Preadent  invited  the  attention 
of  Congress  to  tlus  subject.  That  invitation  has  been 
more  than  once  repeated.  Every  where  the  subject  has 
been  considered;  every  where  it  has  been  discussed.  The 
public  interest  now  requires  our  decision  upon  it,  and  the 
public  voice  demands  that  decision.  I  trust,  sir,  we  shall 
make  it,  and  make  it  wisely. 

Mr.  President,  the  motives  which  prescribe  my  own 
line  of  conduct  on  this  occasion  are  not  drawn  from  any 
local  considerations.  The  State,  in  whose  representation 
1  bear  a  part,  has  as  little  interest  peculiar  to  itself,  in  the 
continuance  of  this  corporation,  as  any  State  in  the  Union. 
She  does  not  need  the  aid  of  its  capital,  because  the  state 
of  her  commerce  and  manufactures  does  not  call  for  the 
employment  of  more  capital  than  she  possesses.  She 
does  not  need  it,  in  any  peculiar  degree,  certainly  as  any 
restraint  or  corrective  on  her  own  paper  currency.     Her 


banks  are  as  well  conducted  as  tliose  of  other  States.  But 
she  has  a  common  interest  in  the  continuance  of  a  useful 
institution.  She  has  an  interest  in  the  wise  and  success- 
ful administration  of  the  Government  in  all  its  depart- 
ments. She  is  interested  that  the  general  currency  of  the 
country  should  be  maintained  in  a  safe  and  healthy  sute. 
She  derives  a  benefit  with  others  (I  believe  it  a  grestbe- 
nefit)  from  the  facility  of  exchanges  in  internal  commerce, 
which  the  bank  affords.  This  is  the  sum  of  her  motires. 
For  tliese  reasons,  she  is  willing  that  the  bank  should  be 
continued.  But  if  the  matter  Siould  be  otherwise  detw- 
mined,  however  much  she  might  regjret  it  on  general  and 
public  grounds,  she  certainly  does  not  apprehend  from 
such  a  result  inconveniences  to  her  own  citizens,  such  is 
may  and  must  fall,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  on  some  others. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  take  leave  of  the  subject  for  the 
present,  with  a  remark  which  I  think  is  due  from  roe.  Kw 
some  years  past,  I  have  not  been  inattentive  to  the  gene- 
ral operations  of  the  bank,  or  to  their  influence  on  the 
public  interests  and  the  convenient  administration  of  tlie 
Government;  and  I  take  the  occasion  to  say,  with  sincerit? 
and  cheerfulness,  that,  during  that  period,  its  affain  hwe 
been  conducted,  in  my  opinion,  with  fidelity,  as  well  to- 
wards the  Government  as  towards  its  own  stockholders 
and  that  it  has  sought  the  accomplishment  of  the  public 
purposes  designed  by  its  institution,  with  distJnguiiked 
ability  and  distinguished  success. 

Adjourned. 

SATCBoar,  Mat  26. 

The  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Cbambhj,  in- 
structing the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  inquire  if 
any  furUicr  measures  are  necessary  to  enforce  the  ]«%• 
ment  or  decrees  of  the  Supreme  Court,  was  taken  up  «k1 
agreed  to. 

BANK  OF  THE  tWITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bJ! 
to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscrib- 
ers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MOORE  offered  as  an  amendment  to  the  bill  a 
additional  secdon,  providing  that  it  should  not  be  lavful 
to  establish  •  branch  in  any  State  without  the  assent  uf 
that  State;  that  the  capital  of  such^iranch  shall  be  subject 
to  taxation,  in  like  manner  with  that  of  the  State  bant; 
and  that,  if  the  bank  does  not  declare  what  is  the  imooni 
of  such  capital,  it  may  be  lawful  for  the  State  to  assume  »r 
particular  sum  as  the  amount  of  the  capital.  Mr.  M-  M 
not  wish,  at  present,  to  press  the  consideratioa  of  lhi> 
amendment,  and  he  moved  that  it  be  printed.  HewooU 
take  this  occasion  to  return  his  thanks  to  the  Senatorfroo 
Massachusetts  for  his  proposed  amendment  to  the  biD,  by 
which  the  State  of  Alabama  would  be  entitled  to  another 
branch  in  the  northern  part  of  the  State.  A  branch  to 
much  needed  in  that  part  of  the  State,  and  had  bees  »p- 
plied  for.  Whatever  might  be  his  final  vote  on  this  bil 
he  hoped  the  amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  frwo 
Massachusetts  would  be  adopted.  ,    . 

Mr.  D.\LLAS  presumed  there  would  be  no  objecbw 
to  the  motion  to  print,  provided  it  did  not  delay  the  &■ 
cussion  of  the  bill. 

The  motion  to  print  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  would  propose  an  amendmen'- 
to  the  sixth  section  of  the  bill  as  reported.  By  that  cIsbk 
it  was  provided  that,  after  the  10th  April,  1836,  ilsbMlJ 
not  be  lawful  for  the  directors  to  csUblish  in  any  Sl»t« 
moie  tlian  two  branches  where  one  now  existed,  nor  inert 
than  one  altogether,  where  at  present  there  wtJ  nonf; 
He  would  propose  to  strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  StJtfi 
and  to  insert,  in  lieu  thereof,  that  it  would  not  be  l»»'«' 
for  the  directors  to  "  establish  or  retain  more  than  two 
offices  of  discount  or  deposite  in  any  State."    The  prii- 
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lege,  Mr.  W.  added,  which  was  sought  by  the  northern 
pirtorAUbMiia,  could  meet  with  future  attention. 

The  question  was  put  on  the  amendment,  when  it  was 
adopted. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  proceeded  to  say  that  yesterday  he 
hid  alluded  to  a  modification  contained  in  the  seventh  sec- 
tion, which  regarded  the  bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank 
for  its  exclusive  privileges.  That  section  provided  that 
the  bonus  should  be  paid  in  three  annual  instalments,  of 
$500,000  each.  He  would  mo%-e  that  it  be  amended,  so 
tkt  the  bank  should  pay,  by  way  of  a  bonus,  an  annuity 
orjrearly  sum  of  $150,000,  each  and  every  year  during  its 
ttrffl  of  fifteen  years. 

Mr.  SMII'H  asked  what  benefits  the  bank  gained  for 
the  ptjrment  of  this  sura.  That  it  would  have  certain  ex- 
diutTC  privileges,  he  knew,  and  the  use  of  the  Govem- 
DKtit  depoutcs  was  probably  also  calculated  upon;  but  it 
should  be  observed  that  those  deposites  would  differ  ma- 
teritUy  from  their  former  amount.  Should  the  reduction 
m  duties  take  place,  as  was  supposed,  by  the  repeal  of 
ten  millions,  under  a  new  tariff,  the  deposites  would  con- 
sequently be  so  much  less.  And  he  thouglit  the  payment 
arjlI50,000  annually  for  tlie  use  of  half  £e  former  depo- 
iiet,  a  lieavy  tax. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  hoped  the  measure  would  have  the 
Senator's  approbation,  when  he  would  consider  what  the 
benefits  really  would  be.  It  not  only  had  exclusive  privi- 
lege over  other  banks,  but  a  provision  was  also  intended 
to  be  embraced  to  augment  the  amount  in  bank  ten  mil- 
lioni;  and  from  the  interest  of  this,  annually,  together  with 
the  yearly  payment  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollsrs,  the  Government  would  derive  a  respectable  reve- 
nue. It  was  found  that,  if  the  bonus  had  been  fixed  at 
(100,000  a  year,  it  would  not  equal  the  old  bonus. 

Mr.  MARCY  inquired  if  there  was  not  a  proposition  be- 
fore the  committee,  from  a  very  respectable  quarter,  to 
pay  a  bonus  of  three  millions  of  dollars  for  the  charter  of 
>  bank. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  answered  that  there  was. 

Mr.  BENTON  objected  to  the  payment  of  any  bonus 
whatever,  and,  in  lieu  of  tliat  species  of  compensation,  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  tliat  the  proper  compensation  for  the 
hank,  provided  this  exclusive  privilege  was  sold  to  it, 
vould  be  to  reduce  the  rate  of  interest  on  loans  and  dis- 
counts. A  reduction  of  interest  would  be  felt  by  the  peo- 
ples the  payment  of  a  bonus  would  not  be  felt  by  tliem. 
It  would  come  into  tlie  treasury,  and  probably  be  lavislied 
lomediately  on  some  scheme,  possibly  unconstitutional 
in  its  nature,  and  sectional  in  its  application.  He  was 
not  in  favor  of  any  scheme  for  getting  money  into  the 
treasury  at  present.  The  difficulty  lay  the  other  way. 
The  struggle  now  was  to  keep  money  out  of  the  trea. 
""Ji  to  prevent  the  accumulation  of  a  surplus;  and  the 
^ception  of  this  bonus  would  go  to  aggravate  tliat  diffi- 
;ulty,  by  mcreasing  that  surplus.  Kings  might  receive 
Mnuses  for  selling  exclusive  privileges  to  monopoliz- 
ing companies.  In  that  case  his  subjects  would  bear 
he  loss,  and  he  would  receive  the  profit;  but,  in  a  rcpub- 
ic,  it  was  incomprehensible  that  the  people  should  sell  to 
I  company  tlie  privileges  of  making  money  out  of  them- 
«lves.  He  was  opposed  to  tlie  grant  of  an  exclusive  privi- 
l^'.ifei  he  Was  opposed  to  the  sale  of  privileges;  but  if  grant- 
A  or  sold,  he  was  in  favor  of  receiving  the  price  in  the 
»>y  tliat  would  be  most  beneficial  to  the  whole  body  of 
■ne  people;  and,  in  this  case,  a  reduction  of  interest  would 
jejt  accomplish  tlial  object.  A  bank,  wliicli  had  the  be- 
lent  of  the  credit  and  revenue  of  the  United  States  to  bank 
'poii,  could  well  aflbnl  to  make  loans  and  .liscounts  for  less 
ban  six  per  centum.  Five  pt-r  centum  would  be  high  iii- 
^I'est  for  such  a  bank;  and  lie  had  no  doubt,  if  time  was 
'Mowed  for  the  application,  tliat  applications  enough  would 
"e  made  to  take  the  charter  upon  tliese  terms. 

Being  on  his  feet,  Mr.  B.  said  he  would  again  go  on  to 


submit  some  reasons  why  the  question  of  renewing  the  bank 
charter  should  not  be  decided  at  this  time.  He  did  not  object 
to  discussion.  It  was  through  discusaon  that  the  people 
were  reached.  Congressional  debates  excited  and  fixed  their 
attention,  ofWn  imparted  to  them  information,  and  aided 
them  in  reflecting  back  their  wishes  and  sentiments  upon 
their  representatives.  He  applauded  the  President  for  bav- 
ingbrought  this  subject  before  the  Congreaandtiie  people, 
in  his  three  annual  messages;  he  was  well  satisfied  that  the 
directors  of  the  bank  bad  moved  their  application  at  the 
present  time :  he  had  no  objection  even  to  the  present  dis- 
cussion, except  that  it  detained  him  from  his  nrniily,  and 
consumed  time  which  he  wished  to  employ  on  subjects  of 
more  immediate  and  pressing  importance  to  his  constitu- 
ents; but  he  took  a  clear  and  broad  distinction  between 
discussion  and  decision;  and  as  discuBsion  should  always 
precede  decision,  and  leave  as  much  time  for  connderation 
afterwards  as  possible,  he  was  opposed  to  deciwon  now. 
There  was  certainly  no  necessity  for  It.  The  bank  char- 
ter had  four  years  yet  to  run,  and  two  years  after  that  to  con- 
tinue  in  force  for  winding  up  its  affairs;  in  all,  nx  years  be- 
fore the  dissolution  of  the  corporation :  and  if  he  was  to 
name  the  true  appropriate  time  for  Congress  to  make  its 
decision,  it  would  be  in  the  two  years  which  intervened 
between  tlie  expiration  of  the  charter  and  the  dissolution 
of  the  corporation;  and  this  would  remit  the  final  decision 
to  the  Congress  which  would  nt  between  1836  and  1838. 
The  stockholders  bad  not  applied  for  the  recharter  at  this 
session.  Their  resolution,  adopted  in  triennial  meeting 
last  September,  authorized  the  president  and  directors  to 
apply  at  any  time  before  the  next  triennial  meeting,  which 
would  be  in  September,  1834;  so  that,  according  to  the  re- 
solution of  the  stockholders,  there  were  yet  two  sessions 
of  Congress  to  be  held  before  the  question  need  be  de- 
cided. 

Hanv  reasons  oppose  the  final  action  of  Congress  upon 
this  subject  at  the  present  time.  We  are  exhausted  with 
tlic  tedium,  if  not  with  the  labors  of  a  six  months'  sesnon. 
Our  hearts  and  minds  must  be  at  home,  though  our  bodies 
are  here.  Mentally  and  bodily  we  are  unable  to  give  the  at- 
tention and.consideration  to  th':s  question,  which  the  mag- 
nitude of  its  principles,  the  extent  and  variety  of  its  de- 
tails, demand  from  us.  Other  subjects  of  more  immediate 
and  pressing  interest  must  be  thrown  aside,  to  make  way 
for  It.  The  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
for  which  the  new  States  have  been  petitioning  for  so 
many  years,  and  the  modification  of  the  tariff,  the  con- 
tinuance of  which  seems  to  be  weakening  the  cement 
which  binds  this  Union  together,  must  be  postponed,  and 
possibly  lost  for  tlie  session,  if  we  go  on  with  the  bink 
question.  Why  has  the  tariff  been  dropped  in  the  Se- 
nate? Every  one  recollects  the  haste  with  which  that 
subject  was  taken  up  in  this  chamber;  how  it  was  pushed 
to  a  certain  point;  and  how  suddenly  and  gently  it  has 
given  way  to  the  bank  bill!  Is  tliere  any  union  of  inte- 
rest— any  conjunction  offerees — any  combined  plan  of  ac- 
tion— any  alliance,  offensive  or  defensive,  between  the 
United  States'  Bank  and  the  American  system?  Certainly 
they  enter  the  field  together,  one  here,  the  other  yonder, 
(pointing  to  the  House  of  Representatives,)  and  leaving 
a  clear  stage  to  each  other,  they  press  at  once  upon  both 
wings,  and  announce  a  perfect  non-interference,  if  not 
mutual  aid,  in  the  double  victory  which  is  to  be  achieved. 
Why  have  the  two  bills  reported  by  the  Committee  on 
Manufiictures,  and  for  taking  up  which  notices  have  been 
given,  why  are  they  so  suddenly,  so  easily,  so  gently, 
abandoned?  Why  is  the  land  bill,  reported  by"yie  same 
committee,  and  a  pledge  given  to  cidl  it  up  when  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  hud  made  their  counter  re- 
port, also  suffered  to  sleep  on  the  table?  The  counter 
report  is  made;  it  is  printed;  it  lies  on  every  table;  why  not 
go  on  with  the  lands,  when  the  settlement  of  the  question 
of  the  amount  of  revenue  to  be  derived  from  that  source 
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precedes  tlie  tariff  question,  and  must  be  settled  before 
we  know  how  much  revenue  should  be  raised  from  im- 
ports? 

An  unfinished  investigation  presented  another  reason 
for  delaying  the  final  action  of  Congress  on  this  subject. 
The  House  of  Representatives  had  appointed  a  commit- 
tee to  investigate  tlie  affaira  of  the  bank;  they  had  pro- 
ceeded to  the  limit  of  the  time  allotted  them;  had  report- 
ed adversely  to  the  bank,  and  especially  against  the  re- 
neMring  of  the  charter  at  this  session;  and  had  urged  the 
necessity  of  further  examinations.  Would  the  Senate 
proceed  while  this  unfinished  investigation  was  depend-, 
mg  in  the  House?  Would  they  act  so  as  to  limit  the  in- 
vestigation to  the  few  weeks  which  were  allowed  the 
committee,  when  we  have  from  four  to  six  years  on  hand 
in  which  to  make  it?  The  reports  of  this  committee,  to 
the  amount  of  some  15,000  copies,  had  been  ordered  by 
the  two  Houses  of  Congres.s,.to  be  distributed  among  the 
people.  For  what  purpose  ?  Certainly  that  the  people 
may  read  them,  make  up  their  minds  upon  their  contents, 
and  communicate  their  sentiments  to  their  representa- 
tives. But  these  reports  are  not  yet  distributed;  tliey  are 
not  yet  read  by  the  people;  and  why  order  this  distribu- 
tion without  waiting  for  its  effects,  when  there  is  so  much 
time  on  hand?  Why  treat  the  people  witli  this  mockery 
of  a  pretended  consultation,  while  proceeding  to  act  be- 
fore they  can  read  what  we  have  ordered  to  be  sent  to 
them?  Nay,  more,  the  very  documents  upon  which  the 
reports  are  founded  are  yet  unprinted!  The  Senate  Is 
actually  pushed  into  this  discussion,  without  having-  seen 
the  evidence  which  was  collected  by  the  investigating 
committee,  and  which  the  Senate  itself  has  ordered  to  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  its  members! 

The  decision  of  this  question,  continued  Mr.  B.,  does 
not  belong  to  this,  Congres.s,  but  to  the  Congress  which 
will  be  elected  under  the  new  census  of  1830.  It  looked 
to  him  like  usurpation  for  this  Congress  to  seize  upon  a 
question  of  tliis  magnitude,  wliich  need  not  be  decided 
until  the  new  and  full  representation  of  the  people  comes 
in,  and,  if  decided,  the  decision  of  which  is  iiTevocable, 
though  it  cannot  take  effect  until  1836,  that  is  to  say,  un- 
til three  years  after  the  new  and  full  representation  would 
be  in  power.  What  Congress  is  this?  It  is  the  appor- 
tionment of  1820,  formed  on  a  population  of  ten  millions 
of  people.  It  is  just  going  out  of  existence.  A  new 
Congress,  apportioned  upon  a  representation  of  thirteen 
millions,  is  already  provided  for  by  law,  and  after  the  4th 
of  March  next — within  nine  months  from  this  day — will 
bein  power,  and  entitled  to  their  seals  where  we  now  sit. 
That  Congress  will  contain  thirty  members  more  than  the 
present.  Millions  of  people  are  now  unrepresented,  who 
will  be  then  represented.  The  West  alone  loses  twenty 
votes! — in  the  West  alone,  a  million  of  people  lose  their 
voice  in  the  decision  of  this  question!  And  why?  What 
.excuse?  What  necessity?  What  plea  for  this  sudden 
haste  which  interrupts  an  unfinished  investigation,  sets 
aside  the  immediate  busine.ss  of  the  people,  and  usurps 
the  rights  of  our  successors?  No  plea  in  the  world,  ex- 
cept that  a  gpg^ntic  moneyed  institution  refiises  to  wait, 
and  must  have  her  imperial  wishes  immediately  gratified. 
If  charters  were  to  be  granted,  it  should  be  with  as  little 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  posterity — with  as  little  encroach- 
ment upon  the  privileges  of  our  successors,  as  jiossible. 
Once  in  ten  years,  and  that  at  the  commencement  of  each 
full  representation  under  a  new  census,  would  be  the  most 
proper  time. 

Mr.  B.  had  nothing  to  do  with  motives.  He  neither 
preferred  accusations,  nor  pronounced  absolutions;  but  it 
was  impossible  to  sliut  his  eyes  upon  facts,  and  to  close  up 
his  reason  against  the  deduction  of  inevitable  inferences. 
The  Presidential  election  was  at  hand — it  would  come  on 
in  four  months — and  here  was  a  question  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  all,  must  affect  that  election — in  the  opinion  of 


some,  may  decide  it — which  is  pressed  on  for  dccisoo 
four  years  before  it  is  necessary  to  decide  it,  and  six  yon 
before  it  ought  to  be  decided.  Why  this  sudden  prn. 
sure?  Is  it  to  throw  the  bank  bill  into  the  hands  of  iW 
President,  to  solve,  by  a  practical  reference,  the  ditputcJ 
problem  of  the  Executive  veto,  and  to  place  the  Presi- 
dent  under  a  cross  fire  from  the  oppoate  banks  of  the  Po- 
tomac  river?  He  [Mr.  B.J  knew  nothing  about  that  Wo, 
but  he  knew  something  of  human  nature,  and  something 
of  the  rights  of  the  people  under  oar  representative  fonn 
of  Government;  and  he  wouldfbe  free  to  say  that  a  veto 
which  would  stop  the  encroachment  of  a  minority  of  Con- 
gress upon  the  rights  of  its  successors — which  would  ir- 
rest  a  frightful  act  of  legislative  usui-pation — which  would 
retrieve  for  the  people  the  right  of  deliberation,  and  of 
action — which  would  arrest  the  overwhelming  progirs 
of  a  gigantic  moneyed  institution — which  would  preTcnt 
Ohio  from  being  deprived  of  five  votes,  Indiana  from  loanj 
four,  Tennessee  four,  Illinois  two,  Alabama  two,  Ken- 
tucky, Mississippi  and  Missouri  one  each — which  would 
save  six  votes  to  New  York  and  two  to  Pennsylvania;  a 
veto,  in  short,  which  would  protect  the  rights  of  two  nil- 
lions  of  people,  now  unrepresented  in  Congress,  would  be 
an  act  of  constitutional  justice  to  the  people,  which  ougiit 
to  raise  the  President,  and  certainly  would  raise  him,  to  i 
higher  degree  of  favor  in  the  estimation  of  every  republi- 
can citizen  of  the  community  than  he  now  enjoyed.  By 
passing  on  the  charter  now,  Cong^ress  would  lose  aU 
check  and  control  over  the  institution  for  the  fouryem 
it  had  yet  to  run.  The  pendency  of  the  question  waia 
rod  over  its  head  for  these  four  years;  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion now,  is  to  free  it  from  all  restraint,  and  turn  it  lopse 
to  play  What  part  it  pleased  in  all  our  affairs— electiom, 
State,  federal,  and  Presidential — that  it  pleased. 

Mr.  B.  turned  to  the  example  of  England,  and  beg^ 
the  republic.in  Senate  of  the  United  States  to  lake  a  les- 
son from  the  monarchial  Parliament  of  Great  Britain. 
We  copied  their  evil  ways;  why  not  their  good  ones' 
We  copied  our  bank  charter  from  theirs;  why  not  imttate 
their  improved  example  on  the  question  of  renewing  the 
charter?  Formerly  it  was  the  custom  to  renew  the  char- 
ter half  a  dozen  years  before  it  was  out;  but  in  1826  th:i 
practice  was  denounced  by  the  whig  members,  and  has 
been  totally  discontinued.  The  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
England  expires  in  1833 — it  is  now  within  nine  months  of 
its  expiration,  and  is  not  yet  renewed,  and  will  notbe  re- 
newed without  leaving  open  the  question  for  the  fullest 
inquiry  and  latest  deliberation.  The  question  has  been 
annually  debated  in  Parliament  for  five  or  six  years;  the 
freest  range  is  allowed  to  the  discussion;  the  danger  of 
such  an  institution,  even  in  a  monarchy,  is  loudly  pro- 
claimed; and  all  parties  agree — lories  as  well  as  whigs- 
in  leaving  open  the  question  for  ultimate  decision  to  the 
last  moment.  In  the  House  of  Commons,  in  January,  1831, 
Sir  Henry  Pamell  expressed  his  hope  that  the  House 
would  be  called  upon  to  institute  a  strict  examination  into 
all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  banking  system 
in  England  before  the  question  of  the  reclwrter  was  de- 
cided; and  tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Lord  Al- 
thorp,  fully  concurred  in  his  sentiments,  and  pled^'' 
himself  that  his  Majesty's  ministers  were  in  fiiror  of  in- 
quiry, and  would  make  no  private  arrangement  »-ilhtbe 
bank  to  forestall  the  free  action  of  Parliament.  Here, 
then,  is  a  British  ministry  and  a  British  Parliament  keep- 
ing open  the  question  of  renewing  the  English  charter  to 
the  last  month,  and  all  concurring  in  favor  of  strict  «- 
amination  and  full  inquiry,  while  we  must  be  hurricil'i'" 
decision  four  years  too  soon,  and  without  finishing  the  «'- 
amination  we  have  begtiii,  or  seeing  the  papers  which*' 
have  ordered  to  be  printed!  An  immense  proportion" 
the  stockholders  in  the  present  miscalled  Bank  of  the 
United  States  are  Englishmen.  These  Englishmen  li«« 
to  wait  for  the  expiration  of  their  charter  in  Eng-land,  s"" 
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Imc  to  submit  there  to  the  strictest  examination  into  their 
buking  operations;  but  here  they  will  not  wait,  and  will 
sot  nibmit! 

The  impropriety  of  proceeding  to  decision  at  the  pre- 
Knt  lime  was  too  obvious  and  egrepous  to  be  overlooked 
by  the  advocates  of  the  bank.  They  have  found  it  ne- 
ccMary  to  anticipate  the  objection,  and  to  offer  reasons  to 
rebut  it.  What  are  those  reasons?  Why,  first,  that 
tilt  President  has  brought  this  question  to  the  notice  of 
Congress.  Certainly  be  has,  and  that  not  once,  but  three 
times,  and  always  for  the  s«me  purpose — for  the  purpose 
of  excidng  inquiry  and  discussion — to  carry  the  question 
to  the  people,  as  well  as  to  Congress;  and  in  his  last  mes- 
age  he  declares  expressly  that  he  leaves  the  question,  for 
the  present,  to  the  enlightened  consideration  of  Congress 
lod  the  people!  Here  is  an  invitation  to  consider  before 
wedecide;  an  invitation  forthe  people  to  consider  as  well  as 
Coiigres;  and  it  is  a  total  perversion  of  his  recommenda- 
tion for  Congress  to  decide,  without  considering,  and  es- 
pecially without  leaving  the  people  any  opportimity  to 
consider!  He  [Mr.  B.]  had  attempted,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, to  excite  discussion  in  conformity  to  the  President's 
recommendation,  but  it  was  kept  out  by  a  vote  of  the 
Seoate;  and  now  he  was  called  upon  to  decide  without  time 
for  discussion.  Another  reason  given  for  deciding  at  this 
senion,  is,  that  next  session  will  be  too  short  for  so  import- 
ant a  subject!  as  if  the  present  session  was  yet  to  last 
kHiger  than  the  next  one  will  be!  The  next  session  will 
ctrtiinly  be  tliree  months  long,  and  may  be  four  or  five 
months  long.  If  Congress  chooses  to  meet,  as  it  has  the 
right  to  do,  and  as  many  believe  it  ought  to  do,  in  October 
or  November,  the  present  session  cannot  last  but  three  or 
four  weeks,  and  we  have  our  hands  full  of  pressing  and 
immediate  business — the  public  lands — the  tariff — and 
Dony  minor  subjects.  This  anjwer  will  riot  do.  The 
nut  session  will  be  four  times  as  long  as  the  remainder  of 
this  session;  it  will  conast  of  the  same  members  who  are 
now  here;  it  must  be  precisely  the  same  tbingto  the  bank, 
IS  a  moneyed  institution,  to  have  its  application  passed 
upon  then  as  now;  but,  as  a  political  institution,  it  may  be 
quite  different;  the  Presidential  election  will  then  be  over! 
the  political  effect  of  the  veto  may  then  be  lost!  and,  there- 
fore, a  decision  just  afler  the  election  can  answer  no  pur- 
pose! a  decision  just  before  the  election  is  the  only  thing 
which  can  accomplish  the  views  of  the  combined  forces 
which  have  now  taken  the  field! 

A  tliird  reason  given  for  present  decision  is,  that  the 
bank  may  begin  to  draw  in  its  debts  and  wind  up  its  af- 
fsira,  if  the  charter  is  not  renewed.  This  is  no  reason  at 
»11.  It  is  less  than  none.  Such  a  reason  can  only  impose 
upon  the  most  ignorant  and  uninformed.  The  bank  has 
two  years,  by  its  charter,  to  wind  up  its  afliurs  after  the 
expiration  of  the  charter,  and  may  take  as  many  years 
more  as  it  pleases,  by  following  the  example  of  the  old 
B»nk  of  the  United  States,  and  converting  its  directors 
into  trustees,  to  collect  the  debts  and  sell  the  effects  of 
the  corporation.  The  application  for  the  renewed  char- 
ter of  tlie  old  bank  was  refused  in  the  very  last  year  of 
its  existence.  Then,  as  now,  an  affected  cry  was  raised 
of  pressure  upon  the  debtors,  and  distress  of  the  commu- 
aity,  if  the  question  was  not  decided  a  long  time  before- 
hand; but  the  republican  Congress  of  that  period,  like 
the  whig  Parliament  of  the  present  day  in  England,  Icept 
open  ttie  question  to  the  last  moment;  and  when  decided, 
"One  of  the  evils  took  place  which  had  been  predicted; 
none  of  the  dreadful  pictures  were  realized  which  had 
heen  conjured  up  by  interested  stockholders  and  terrified 
debtors,  to  alarm  and  divert  from  tlieir  duty  the  Congress 
of  1811.  The  corporation  was  dissolved  irutanter,-  it 
had  not  the  two  years  to  go  upon,  which  this  bank  has 
»iter  the  expiration  of  its  charter;  it  came  to  a  sudden 
and  final  end,  but  without  shock  to  the  community,  or  in- 
jury to  itv-if    The  stockholders  resolved  themselves  into 


their  natural  capacities.  They  laid  aside  their  artificial 
creations  and  legal  appellations;  and,  in&tead  of  electing 
directors  and  cashiers,  they  elected  trustees  and  clerks; 
and  these  trustees  and  clerks,  who,  by  the  bye,  were  the 
same  old  officers  of  the  bank,  went  on  to  settle  up  its  af- 
fairs as  a  private  concern.  They  executed  their  trust 
quietly  and- leisurely;  they  were  many  years  about  it;  and 
conducted  things  so  gently,  and  finished  off  so  gradually, 
that  no  man  can  tell,  without  a  reference  to  history,  when 
they  finished.  Surely  this  bank,  if  not  renewed,  can 
wind  up  in  the  same  A-ay;  and  if  it  will  not,  the  sooner 
the  unfortunate  debtors  can  get  out  of  its  clutches,  the 
bettor  for  themselves.  If  they  have  a  disposition  to  press 
their  debtors,  and  distress  the  community,  they  can  do  it 
without  the  pretext  of  an  unrenewed  charter. 

But  it  is  said  the  debts  to  tliis  bank  are  so  great!  Thirty 
millions  of  dollars  due  from  the  West;  half  as  much  from 
the  South;  nearly  seventy  millions  in  all!  It  is  indeed  a 
frightful  debt;  and  infinitely  more  burdensome  than  a 
public  debt  of  the  same  amount,  forthe  interest  is  payable 
every  sixty  days  in  advance,  with  accumulations  from  ex- 
change and  compound  operations,  which  make  it  equal 
to  nine  or  ten  per  cent.  We  are  rejoicing  at  emancipa- 
tion from  a  national  debt,  at  the  moment  that  we  have 
fallen  into  a  bank  debt,  far  gi'«ater  than  that  of  the  revo- 
lutionary war,  and  infinitely  more  devouring  upon  our 
resources,  from  its  mulliplicd  and  compound  exactions 
for  interest,  and  its  absorption  of  specie,  and  infinitely 
more  galling  to  our  spirits,  from  its  direct  bearing  upon 
the  property  and  persons  of  our  citizens.  It  is  said  that 
tlie  bank  must  begin  to  diminish  this  debt  if  it  has  not  an 
immediate  assurance  of  a  renewed  charter.  •  Good !  No- 
thing better  could  happen!  The  sooner  it  is  diminished, 
tlie  better  for  the  freedonn,  the  prosperity,  and  the  happi- 
ness of  tlie  country.  It  has  been  created  in  a  sudden  and 
extraordinary  manner.  An  immense  proportion  of  it  has 
g^wn  up  since  the  President's  demonstration  against  the 
bank  in  1829,  and  for  the  undeniable  purpose  of  creating 
an  interest  in  favor  of  a  renewal  by  multiplying  the  num- 
ber of  persons  interested  in  the  renewal.  In  the  mean 
time,  the  country  is  worse  off  than  for  many  years  past. 
The  cry  of  pecuniary  distress  resounds  from  all  quarters. 
The  pressure  upon  the  money  market  is  the  theme  of 
every  tongue.  The  bank  itself  is  crippled  and  disabled 
from  fulfilling  the  object  of  its  creation.  In  a  time  of 
profound  peace,  it  can  give  no  aid  to  the  merchants  who 
are  in  debt  to  the  treasury !  A  payment  of  six  millions  of 
public  debt  is  deferred  three  montlia,  because  the  revenue 
bonds  could  not  be  paid!  And  this  is  the  condition  of  a 
bank  which  is  to  aid  the  nation  in  time  of  war  and  peril ! 
Every  interest,  public  and  private,  requires  this  great 
debt  to  be  diminished.  The  president  of  the  bank,  in  a 
letter  printed  and  laid  upon  the  tables  of  the  Senators, 
says  there  are  no  standing  accommodations  at  bank;  then, 
surely,  indefinite  time  is  not  wanted  to  pay  them.  A  large 
part  of  the  Western  debt  is  in  domestic  bills  of  exchange. 
These  cannot  be  permanent  debts,  unless  they  are  dis- 
guised loans,  to  draw  interest  as  a  debt,  and  premium  as 
bills  of  exchange.  If  real  bills  of  exchange,  they  will  be 
paid  at  maturity,  or  be  returned  dishonored,  and  delivered 
up  to  the  pursuit  of  the  law;  if  not  real  bills  of  exchange, 
but  disguised  loans,  they  are  usurious  and  void,  a  violation 
of  the  charter,  an  oppression  upon  the  country,  and 
ought  to  be  detected  and  exposed.  ^  far  as  the  West 
is  concerned,  the  sooner  it  can  get  rid  of  its  thirty  mil- 
lions of  bank  debt,  the  better.  It  would  stop  tlie  ex- 
hausting drain  of  near  three  millions  of  bank  interest;  it 
would  relieve  its  flourishing  towns  from  the  grasp  of  a 
power  which  can  crush  them  at  any  moment. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  g^ven  reasons  enough  to  show  the 
inexpediency  of  final  action  upon  this  question  at  pre- 
sent; but  he  had  another  reason  to  gpve,  of  a  nature  en- 
tirely different  from  those  he  had  urged,  and  one  which 
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was  entitled  to  the  conridcration,  not  only  of  the  people's  ^ 
representatives  here,  but  of  the  people  themselves  at 
home.  It  was  a  reason  which  would  address  itself  to  that 
portion  of  the  people,  and  their  representatives,  who 
were  in  favor  of  nationsl  banking,  but  not  wedded  to  the 
present  British  monarcbial  bank,  miscalled  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  He  alluded  to  the  establishment  of  seve- 
ral American  banks,  with  moderate  capitals,  and  without 
exclusive  privileges,  to  be  located  in  the  different  sections 
of  this  Union,  and  to  supersede  and  succeed  the  present 
gigantic  institution.  This  was  the  plan  of  Mr.  Madison. 
He  suggested  it  in  his  speech  in  tlie  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, in  the  year  1791,  agikinst  the  establishment  of  the 
first  United  States'  Bank,  and  recommended  it  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  who  were  determined  to  embark  the 
United  States  in  tlie  banking  career,  he  himself  being  op- 
posed to  any  banks;  but  if  there  was  one,  he  insisted 
there  ought  to  be  several.  The  genius  of  our  republican 
Government,  the  equal  privileges  of  the  people,  tlie  ex- 
tent of  our  country,  the  diversity  of  our  pursuits,  and  our 
abhorrence  of  monopolies,  would  all  reqtiire  the  multi- 
plication and  diffusion  of  banks,  if  there  was  a  single  one. 
Hr.  Madison  complained  of  the  proneness  of  our  states- 
men to  copy  English  examples,  without  considering  the 
difference  between  the  genius  of  the  English  Government 
and  our  own.  Theirs  was  a  monarchy;  ours  a  republic: 
theirs  preferred  a  single  bank,  with  enormous  power  and 
extensive  privileges,  because  it  favored  the  concentration 
of  wealth  and  power  in  the  liands  of  a  few;  ours  (if  it 
admitted  of  any  bank)  would  require  several,  because  it 
abhorred  exclusive  privileges,  and  required  the  diffusion 
of  wealth  and  power,  and  the  equal  distribution  of  benefits, 
as  well  as  burdens,  to  all  Darts  of  the  Union.  The  sug- 
gestion of  Mr.  Madison  haa  appeared  to  him  [Mr.  B.]  to 
be  eminently  just  and  proper  from  the  time  that  he  first 
read  it;  and  he  had  been  entirely  confirmed  in  that  opi- 
nion, and  convinced  of  the  advantage  of  several  banks  over 
one,  (if  tl\ere  are  to  be  any,)  even  in  a  monarcliy,  by 
tracing  and  comparing  the  history  of  the  three  Scottish 
banks  with  the  single  British  bank.  In  reading  this  his- 
tory, he  had  seen  the  advantage  of  checking  powers  in 
banking  Governments  as  well  as  in  political  Governments. 
The  three  Scottish  banks  had  held  each  other  in  check, 
had  proceeded  moderately  in  all  their  operations,  conducted 
their  business  regulurly  and  prudently,  and  always  kept 
themselves  in  a  condition  to  &ce  their  creditors;  while 
the  single  English  bank,  having  no  check  from  rival  in- 
stil'itions,  ran  riot  in  the  wantonness  of  its  own  unbridled 
potv  er,  deluging  the  country,  when  it  pleased,  with  paper, 
and  filling  it  with  speculation  and  extravagance;  drawing 
in  again  when  it  pleased,  and  filling  it  with  bankruptcy 
and  pauperism;  often  transcending  its  limits,  and  twice 
stopping  payment,  and  once  fur  a  period  of  twenty  years. 
There  can  be  no  question  of  the  incomparable  superiority 
of  tlic  Scottish  banking  system  over  the  Englisli  banking 
system,  even  in  a  monarchy;  and  this  has  been  officially 
announced  to  tlie  Bank  of  England  by  the  British  minis- 
try, as  far  back  as  the  year  1826,  with  the  authentic  de- 
claration that  the  Englishsystemof  banking  must  be  assimi- 
lated to  the  Scottish  system,  and  that  her  exclusive  privi- 
lege could  never  be  renewed.  This  was  done  in  a 
correspondence  between  the  Earl  of  Liverpool,  firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Robinson,  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, on  one  side,  and  the  Governor  and  Deputy  Go- 
vernor of  the  Bank  of  England  on  the  otlier.  In  their 
letter  of  the  18th  January,  1826,  the  two  ministers,  ad- 
verting to  the  fact  of  the  stoppage  of  payment,  and  re- 
peated convulsions  of  the  Bank  of  England,  while  the 
Scottish  banks  had  been  wholly  free  from  such  calamities, 
declared  their  conviction  that  there  existed  an  unsound 
and  delusive  system  of  banking  in  England,  and  a  sound 
and  solid  system  in  ScotUnd!  And  they  gave  the  official 
assurance   of  the   British   Government,  that   neither  his 


Majesty's  ministers,  nor  Parliament,  would  ever  agree  to 
renew  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  England  with  their  ei- 
elusive  privileges!  Exclusive  privileges,  they  said,  »m 
out  of  fashion !  Nor  is  it  renewed  to  this  day,  thougli  the 
charter  is  within  nine  montlis  of  its  expiration! 

In  the  peculiar  excellence  of  the  Scottish  plan,  Ijai 
few  plain  and  obvious  principles,  closely  related  tortpub- 
lican  ideas.  First.  No  exclusive  privdeges.  Secondtf. 
Three  independent  banks  to  check  and  control  each  other, 
and  diffuse  their  benefits,  instead  of  one  to  do  as  it  pleu- 
ed,  and  monopolize  the  monejied  power.  Thinllj'.  Tlie 
liability  of  each  stockholder  for  the  amount  of  hit  stoel, 
on  the  failure  of  the  bank  to  redeem  its  notes  in  specie. 
Fourthly.  The  payment  of  a  moderate  interest  to  it- 
posites.  Upon  these  few  plain  principles,  all  of  then 
founded  in  republican  notions,  equal  riglits,  and  equal 
justice,  the  Scottish  banks  have  advanced  themselves  to 
the  first  rank  in  Europe,  have  eclipsed  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  caused  it  to  be  condemned  in  its  own  countn, 
and  have  made  themselves  the  model  of  all  future  bulk- 
ing institutions  in  Great  Britain.  And  now,  it  would  be 
a  curious  political  phenomenon,  and  miglit  give  rise  to 
some  interesting  speculations  on  the  advance  of  free  prin- 
ciples in  England,  and  their  decline  in  America,  if  the 
Scottish  republican  plan  of  banking  should  be  rejected 
here,  while  preferred  there,  and  the  British  nioiuircb'ial 
plan,  which  is  condemned  there,  should  be  perpetuited 
here!  and  this  double  incongruity  committed  without  ne- 
cessity, without  excuse,  without  giving  the  people  time 
to  consider,  and  to  communicate  their  sentiments  to  their 
constituents,  when  there  is  four,  if  not  six  years,  for  them 
to  consider  the  subject  before  final  decision  is  required! 

Following  out  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Madison,  and  Ut- 
ing  the  Scottish  plan  for  bis  basis,  Mr.  B.  tM  he  M 
sketched  a  skeleton  plan  for  three  moderate  republloa 
banks,  in  place  of  the  present  gigantic  monarcbial  one; 
and  would  submit  his  plan  for  the  consideration  and  im- 
provement of  tliose  who  advocated  the  establishment  oft 
national  bank,  without  being  wedded  to  the  one  which  vf 
copied  from  England,  and  the  original  of  which  is  no» 
condemned  in  England. 

Mr.  B.  tiien  read  his  plan  as  follows: 

Plan  for  three  Banks. 

1.  Locations:  One  north  of  the  Potomac;  one  soutli 
of  that  river;  one  at  New  Orleans;  all  with  leave  to  es- 
tablish branches,  subject  to  taxation,  where  the  Stiic 
mi^  permit. 

2.  Capital:  Not  to  exceed  five  or  six  millions  of  dolUrs 
each. 

3.  No  exclusive  privileges. 

4.  Each  stockholder  to  be  liable  to  tlie  amount  of  lii! 
stock  on  the  failure  of  the  bank  to  redeem  its  notes  in 
specie. 

5.  No  bonus  to  be  paid  to  the  United  States  fur  their 
charters.  In  lieu  of  bonus,  the  interest  which  the  bank 
may  take  on  its  loans  and  discounts,  to  be  reduced  to  fin 
per  centum. 

6.  United  States  to  own  no  stock. 
T.  Foreigners  to  own  none. 

8.  To  make  compensation  to  the  United  SUtcsfof  "* 
use  of  public  deposites. 

9.  To  allow  a  moderate  interest  to  other  depoates. 

10.  To  hold  no  real  esUte  except  for  their  nectetri 
accommodation-  . 

11.  No  member  of  Congress,  or  oflicer  of  tlie  Fedew 
Government,  to  be  a  stockholder  or  director. 

12.  No  person  to  be  a  stockholder  or  director  in  any 
two  of  these  banks  at  the  same  time. 

13.  To  issue  no  note  for  a  less  amount  than  P6;  m""" 
receive  or  pay  out  a  State  bank  note  of  less  amount- 

14.  Each  to  be  on  an  equal  footing  with  respec'  to  UK 
favors  of  tiie  Federal  Government. 
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Hr.  B.  did  not  present  this  sketch  as  a  perfect  plan- 
He  only  threw  it  out  for  consideration,  especially  for  the 
consideration  of  the  people  who  he  hoped  would  be  al- 
lowed time  to  consider  it.  A  suggestion  which  emanated 
from  Mr.  Madi«on — ^principles  which  had  the  approbation 
of  Europe — certainly  deserved  conaderation;  and  if  the 
pbiT  which  he  submitted  should  have  the  fortune  to  be 
perfected  and  recommended  by  a  committee  of  Congress, 
or  other  respectable  portions  of  the  community,  and  su- 
persede the  present  bank,  it  might  tend  to  lessen  the 
evils  and  to  diffuse  the  benefits  of  the  banking  system  in 
America.  The  details  of  the  plan  were  particularly  open 
to  improvement;  but  the  great  principles  on  which  it  was 
founded,  be  held  to  be  incontrovertibly  and  immeasura- 
blt  preferable  to  the  principles  on  which  the  present  Bank 
of  the  United  States  rested.  It  b  certainly  more  republi- 
oui,  for  it  avoids  monopoly  and  exclusive  privileges,  and 
diffuses  itself  over  the  great  sections  of  the  Union,  instead 
of  being  confined  to  a  single  city.  It  is  better  for  the 
people;  for  the  people  are  always  better  served  by  rival 
mstitutions  than  by  a  single  one.  It  is  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment: for  then  the  Government  will  not  lie  at  the 
mercy  of  any  one  bank;  nor  be  forced  to  trust  all  its  mo- 
ney to  the  keeping  of  one;  nor  be  confine<l  to  the  recep- 
tion of  notes  issued  by  one;  nor  be  compelled  to  suspend 
important  payments,  for  example,  a  public  debt,  because 
«ny  one  of  these  banks  may  have  become  so  crippled  and 
dinbled  as  not  to  be  able  to  help  the  merchants  to  pav 
their  revenue  bonds.  It  will  be  better  for  our  free  insti- 
tutions: for  if  there  is  but  one  bank,  it  must  quickly  fall 
into  the  hands  of  one  political  party,  to  be  used  for  the 
exaltation  of  themselves,  and  the  depression  of  their  ad- 
Tenaries;  but  if  there  are  several.  Bach  party  may  find  a 
refuge  in  some  one  from  the  persecutions  of  tlie'  other. 
The  moderate  capitals  which  are  proposed  would  prevent 
them  from  being  too  powerful;  and  the  tendency  of  our 
political  parties  to  degenerate  into  sectional  parties,  would 
leave  tlie  bank  of  each  section  in  the  hands  of  the  domi- 
njnt  party  of  that  section;  while  the  branches  of  the 
other  banks  would  present  a  resource  to  the  minorities. 
As  for  the  story  tlwt  the  present  Bank  of  the  United 
States  is  not  a  political  engfine,  it  is  a  story  for  nurses  to 
tell,  and  for  children  to  believe.  It  is  a  political  engine ! 
aid  I  tremendous  one,  too!  Its  power  is  terrific,  and  ir- 
resistible, having  the  secret,  ramified,  and  despotic  organi- 
ation  of  the  Jesuits,  with  the  revenues  of  an  empire. 
No  individual  can  stand  before  it.  But  one  man  in  Ame- 
rica can  now*  stand  before  it,  and  bim  it  now  defies  to  the 
encoimter!  If  victorious  now,  it  is  conqueror  forever. 
It  will  go  on  to  take  possession  of  all  power,  through  the 
medium  of  all  elections.  Senators,  Representatives,  Pre- 
sidents, Judges,  must  all  be  bank  men!  and  even  the 
State  Legislatures  must  be  bank  Legislatures,  in  order 
to  secure  the  election  of  bank  Senators!  Mr.  B.  w'lshed, 
in  the  first  place,  to  desti^>y  this  tremendous  power — to 
extirpate  it,  root  and  branch,  from  the  country.  If  that 
could  not  be  done,  he  was  for  weakening  tlie  monster 
vhich  he  could  not  kill;  he  was  for  republicanizing,  asiar 
as  it  could  be  done,  the  odious  and  dangerous  monarchial 
features  which  it  contained;  he  was  for  superseding  the 
mammoth  institution  by  smaller  ones,  which  would  be  less 
formidable  to  the  liberties  of  the  country,  and  more  man^ 
a  jeable  by  the  representatives  of  the  people. 

Next  to  the  political  advantages  which  would  result 
from  diffusing  the  banking  power,  would  be  the  pecuniary 
•dvantage  to  the  South  and  West,  in  emancipating  them 
from  subjection  to  a  remote  and  rival  section  of  the  Union, 
»nd  rendering  ihem  masters  of  their  own  moneyed  system. 
At  present,  the  moneyed  system  of  every  Southern  and 
Western  city  is  under,  the  domination  of  the  Northeast. 
The  consequence  of  this  domination  is  a  reversal  of  ever)- 
natural  relation  between  these  sections  of  the  Union,  and 
the  impoverishment  and  exhaustion  of  the  dependent  parts, 


Looking  at  their  respective  resources,  and  the  compara- 
tive exportations  of  domestic  productions,  and  the  South 
and  West  should  be  infinitely  richer  than  the  Northeast; 
and  so  they  undoubtedly  would  have  been,  had  it  not  been 
for  a  series  of  federal  legislative  acts,  of  which  the  esta- 
blishment of  the  United  States'  Bank  is  the  most  disastrous 
and  oppressive.  As  the  sources  of  national  wealth  in  the 
production  of  the  g^eat  staple  exports — cotton,  tobacco, 
rice,  provisions — they  should  abound  with  gold  and  silver; 
exchange  should  be  m  their  fiivor;  their  local  bank  paper 
should  be  in  demand  every  where;  they  should  be  the 
largest  importing  quarters  of  the  Union.  Hut  not  being 
masters  of  their  own  moneyeil  system,  tliey  retain  none  of 
these  advantages  which  nature  so  bountifully  bestowed 
upon  them.  Their  gold  and  silver  is  drained  off  to  the 
seat  of  the  moneyed  powers;  exchange  is  against  them, 
because  they  are  debtors,  instead  of  being  creditors,  to 
the  Northeastern  section  of  the  Union;  their  bank  notes 
are  at  a  discount  every  where,  because  it  is  the  interest 
of  the  moneyed  power  to  disparage  them;  imports  they 
hardly  possess  at  all,  because  it  requires  capital,  that  is  to 
say,  money,  to  establish  importing  bouses,  and  pay  the 
duties  on  imported  goods.  Without  money,  without  the 
control  of  their  own  moneyed  system,  the  Southern  and 
Western  cities  cannot  have  the  benefit  of  their  own  com- 
merce. Their  produce  is  bought  by  non-resident  mer- 
chants; the  imports  and  the  profits  go  to  distant  and  rival 
cities;  and  thus  it  is  that  New  Orleans,  with  an  exporta- 
tion of  thirteen  millions  of  domestic  produce,  imports  but 
seven  millions  of  foreign  goods;  Mobile,  with  as  large  a 
domestic  export  as  Philadelphia,  imports  but  150,000  dol- 
lars; Charleston,  with  an  exportation  of  seven  millions, 
imports  one  million;  Virginia,  with  an  exportation  of  five 
millions,  imports  but  haTC«  million;  while  Philadelphia, 
with  a  domestic  exportation  of  three  millions,  imports  nine 
millions;  New  York,  with  the  same  exportation  with  New 
Orleans,  imports  tliirty  to  forty  millions;  and  so  of  all  the 
other  cities  in  the  section  of  the  moneyed  power.  The 
unnatural  state  of  the  moneyed  system,  chiefly  induced  by 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is  the  principal  cause  >  i 
these  unnatural  results.  Abolish  that  bank;  let  each  sec- 
tion of  tlie  Union  become  the  master  of  its  own  money 
markets,  and  imports  and  exports  would  quickly  balance 
each  other.  New  Orleans  and  Charleston  wquM  take  new 
and  gigantic  starts.  Every  Southern  and  Westers  town 
would  immediately  feci  the  advantage  of  their  moneyed 
independence. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  saying  that  the  plan  which  he 
suggested  was  not  only  to  be  republican,  but  American; 
it  was  to  admit  of  no  stockholders  but  those  who  were 
citizens.  The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  full 
of  foreigners.  It  was  monarchial  in  its  organization,  and 
foreign  in  its  character.  The  former  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  justly  odious,  and  truly  condemned,  on  account 
of  its  foreign  composition;  and  the  present  bank  was  more 
largely  imbued  with  foreign  capital  than  the  former  one 
was.  Foreigners,  in  the  former  bank,  held  but  18,000 
shares  of  $4U0  each,  making  $7,300,000  of  stock;  in  the 
present  bank,  they  own  84,055  shares  of  $100  each,  mak- 
ing $8,405,500  of  stock.  It  is  to  no  purpose  to  say  the 
foreigners  have  no  votes:  those  who  have  the  money  will 
rule  in  all  moneyed  institutions.  They  had  no  votes  in  the 
former  bank;  but  the  republicans  of  1811  would  not  tole- 
rate an  institution  of  which  they  were  members.  The  best 
feature  in  the  Scottish  plan  of  banking — the  best  which 
he  proposed  in  the  plan  he  had  sketched — was  the  liabili- 
ty of  stockholders  for  the  amount  of  their  stock.  This, 
of  course,  would  require  American  stockholders;  as  a  pri- 
vilege to  sue  British  lords  and  ladies  in  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  would  be  a  nugatory  and  r'diculous  provision. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  made  a  few  remarks,  in  reply  to  his 
colleague,  [Mr.  BK!fTO!«.]  That  gentleman  had  opposed 
the  consideration  of  the  bank  question  at  the  present  time. 
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[Mat  26, 1832. 


and  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  him  was,  that,  by  a  post, 
ponemcnt  until  after  the  next  Presidential  election,  the 
President  would  be  relieved  from  a  cross  fire  from  the 
friends  and  opponents  of  the  bank,  with  reg^ard  to  his  ap 
proval  or  veto  of  the  bill. 

[Vtr.  BENTON  expluned  that  such  was  not  his  mean 
ing.  The  idea  intended  to  be  conveyed  by  him  was,  that 
the  bill,  if  acted  on  now,  would  necessarily  be  connected 
with  the  Presidential  election,  not  tliat  the  President  him. 
self  would  be  embarrassed  by  it.] 

Mr.  BUCKNBR  said  be  was  glad  to  hear  the  gentle, 
man's  disclaimer,  for  he  had  apprehended  differently  tlie 
tenor  of  the  gentleman's  remarks.  But,  lest  otliei-s  might 
entertain  similar  views,  he  would  say  a  word  or  two  on 
the  subject.  If  the  President  had  placed  himself,  or  his 
friends  had  placed  him,  in  such  a  position  as  to  be  em 
barmssed  by  the  decision  of  this  great  question,  it  was 
not  the  fault  of  the  friends  of  the  bank,  nor  was  it  their 
duty  to  relieve  him  from  the  cross  fire  that  might,  in  con 
sequence,  be  directed  against  him.  Who  was  it,  asked 
Mr.  B.,  that  first  brought  up  the  bank  question,  continual 
ly  teasing  both  Cong^ress  and  the  public  with  tlieir  oppo 
sition  to  the  institution.'  It  was  not  the  friends  of  tlie 
h<ank,  but  i-ather  those  who  now  thought  to  entrench 
themselves  behind  the  new  census.  A  postponement  on 
such  grounds  would  never  be  sanctioned  by  the  people  of 
tlie  United  States;  and  he  entertained  a  different  opiuion 
of  the  President,  to  whom  he  had  always  given  his  support, 
to  believe  that  any  action  on  the  question  could  place  him 
in  a  situation  of  embarrassment.  But  why  postpone  this 
question,  more  than  any  other,  until  the  Congress  under 
the  new  census.'  If  we  wait  until  then  before  we  act  on 
this  important  national  question,  that  a  decision  may  be 
made  on  it  by  a  fuller  representation  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  does  not  the  same  reason  apply  with  equal 
force  to  other  great  national  questions — to  the  tariff,  in 
which  all  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  interested; 
and  to  the  public  lands,  more  peculiarly  interesting  to  the 
people  of  the  West,  both  of  which  tlie  gentleman  is  so 
anxious  to  bring  forward  ?  Why  should  we  now  press  the 
land  question,  of  sucli  all-absorbing  interest  to  tlie  people 
of  the  West,  on  the  very  heels  of  a  Congress  in  wliich,  as 
the  gentleman  says,  their  representation  will  be  increased 
by  twenty-one  members.  I  ask,  why  should  we  postpone 
the  bank  question  for  the  consideration  of  a  Congress 
under  the  new  census,  rather  than  the  question  of  the  pub- 
lic lands?  Sir,  if  the  principle  of  the  gentleman  pre- 
vails, every  g^eat  national  question  must  be  laid  aside, 
for  the  Uke  reasons;  and  it  will,  in  future  times,  be 
looked  to  as  a  precedent,  and  the  last  Congress  under  an 
apportionment  will  postpone  every  important  national 
question  for  the  consideration  of  their  successors.  Mr.  B. 
would  have  been  willing  to  have  postponed  tile  bank  bill 
altogether  until  the  next  Congress,  had  not  the  subject 
been  forced  upon  their  attention  by  the  opponents  of  tiie 
bank,  and  compelled  its  friends  to  act.  As  it  was,  he  was 
ready  to  decide  on  it  now,  holding  himself,  as  he  did  on  all 
public  questions,  responsible  to  his  country  and  to  his 
constituents. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that,  as  the  amendment  was  of  great 
importance,  and  as  a  number  of  Senators  were  absent,  be 
would  move  an  adjournment — negfatived,  19  to  23. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  had  a  few  observations  to  make  in  an- 
swer to  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bekton,]  on 
the  postponement  of  the  bill  to  a  more  advanced  perio<l. 
He  had  suggested  that  party  feelings  would  be  engender- 
ed with  it,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  the  Presidential 
election,  it  would  become  a  party  question  with  the  peo- 
ple, and  therefore  ought  to  be  postponed.  He  would 
reply  to  the  gentleman,  tiiat  tiie  question  has  been  press- 
ed on  Congress  this  very  session  by  the  President  himself, 
and  their  acting  on  it  is  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
sentiments  he  has  e.xprtssed. 


[Mr.  Clattoh  here  read  the  paragraph  in  the  list 
message  in  reference  to  the  subject.] 

As  he  [Mr.  C]  understood  the  sentence,  the  Pteadent 
had  conceived  it  his  duty  to  press  the  early  deciaioD  of 
this  important  question  on  the  people,  nor  could  he  kc, 
nor  appreciate,  the  principle  laid  down  by  the  genUemn, 
[Mr.  B.,]  how  it  could  influence  the  election,  or  be  put 
aside  on  that  account,  when  they  were  told  it  hid  been 
brought  before  them  by  the  President  himself. 

But  again,  he  [Mr.  C]  would  inquire  of  the  Seattor 
from  Missouri,  if  his  argument  were  now  good,  as  to  iti 
postponement  till  the  time  of  the.expirationoftbechutcr, 
why  he  had  so  strenuously  pressed  a  decision  on  the  qon. 
tion  even  last  session.  If  Uie  gentleman's  memory  willonly 
serve  him,  or  if  he  will  turn  to  what  is  recorded  on  their 
journals,  he  will  find  that,  on  the  2<l  of  February,  1831, » 
resolution  was  introduced  by  himself,  that  "  the  eense  of 
Congress  should  be  expressed  against  renewingthe  char- 
ter." In  that  year  the  gentleman  bad  thought  it  right  for 
Congress  to  pass  on  its  constitutionality — why  not  now,  In 
1832 .'  He  [Mr.  C.  ]  could  not  see  the  force  of  the  gentl^ 
man's  reasoning  respecting  the  new  ratio.  The  Prraidiiit 
had  not  referred  to  it,  nor  was  it  probable  it  liad  ever  oc- 
curred to  him;  and  it  appeared  to  him  [Mr.  C.]  thitthe 
President  had  placed  it  before  the  present  Congress.  He 
trusted,  he  was  confident,  that,  in  deciding  the  questioii, 
party  feelings  would  have  no  place.  He  perfectly  agteed 
with  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  committee,  [Mr.  Dii- 
I.AS,  ]  that  it  should  be  solely  a  legislative  businea,  ind 
that  they  should  act  on  it  as  such,  and  not  suffer  tbeit 
selves  to  be  carried  away  by  any  bias  or  prejudice  vbtt- 
ever,  or  oUier  feelings.  It  was  a  measure  in  which  the 
interests  of  the  whole  American  people  were  involreii, 
and  if  aught  of  party  feelings  would  have  place,  they  vould 
not  be  introduced  by  himself,  or  the  friends  with  whom 
he  generally  coincided  in  sentiment.  There  wis  nooco- 
sion  for  him  to  dwell  on  tlie  general  features  of  the  met- 
sure,  after  the  eloquent  remarks  of  the  gentiemui  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wbbsteb]  yesterday;  he  would  mcK- 
ly  refer  to  the  plan  proposed  by  tiie  gentleman  from  Uis- 
sourl,  of  establishing  three  separate  banks — one  »t  Ne» 
Orleans,  one  at  Richmond  or  Charleston,  and  one  nottli 
of  the  Potomac. 

This  scheme  of  revolutionizing  the  banking  system  vu 
fraught  with  more  evil;  it  would  necessarily  create  a  rinl- 
ry  between  the  different  interests;  give  rise  to  more  sec- 
tional feelings;  would  tend  to  dissever  tiie  Union;  >nd 
there  would  be  an  end  to  all  uniformity  of  currency.  He 
considered  that  tiie  South  and  the  West  were  more  bene- 
fited by  a  United  States'  Bank  than  tiie  other  parts  of  ibe 
Union.  Its  benefits  were  a  sound  currency,  and  a  unifor- 
mity in  the  value  of  the  circulating  medium;  so  that,  in  iD 
places,  the  value  of  a  representative  by  paper  was  equal- 
ized and  ascertained. 

The  grt-at  evils  that  were  felt  on  the  refusal  to  lechar- 
ter  the  old  bank,  must  be  remembered.  They  arose  ftrai 
the  immense  quantity  of  paper  that  was  then  put  into  cir- 
culation throughout  all  parts  of  the  country.  This  pipef 
was  so  abundant,  that  any  man  could  obtain  what  he  vist- 
ed,  by  simply  putting  down  his  name.  Property,  in  con- 
sequence, rose  above  its  real  value;  and  the  effect  *Ui 
before  the  opening  of  the  neVr  bank  could  tadie  place,  ui 
the  depreciation  of  things  to  their  intrinsic  standard',  that, 
for  every  dollar  that  had  been  borrowed,  two  li»d  to  be 
paid.  But  he  had  not  intended  to  enter  on  the  general 
question;  his  object  had  merely  been,  in  riang,  to  reph 
to  the  proposition  for  postponing  the  measure;  and  he 
could  not  see  how  it  could  be  effected  by  the  new  repre- 
sentation. This  body,  next  year,  would  be  the  same,  with 
probably  a  single  exception  that  might  arise  in  consequence 
of  death  or  resignation;  and,  as  regarded  the  election,  it 
would  be  known  that  we  were  acting  in  conformity  w 
the  President's  wish,  to  go  on  with  it  in  the  present  scsaon. 
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In^Uan  Appnprialion*. 


[SXHATB. 


Mr.  DALLAS,  «bo,  made  tome  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr. 
BnT«>>  Old  in  fiivor  of  immediate  action  on  the  question . 

Mr.  BENTON  nid  that  the  President,  in  the  passage 
read  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  left  the  discussion  of 
tlM  question  to  the  representatiTes  of  the  people  and  to 
tke  people  themselres.  The  people  themselves  had  not 
Rt  bad  an  opportunity  to  discuss  the  question.  They  had 
'not  been  able  to  read,  much  less  to  consider,  any  thintf 
in  regard  to  the  question.  Congress  had  collected  infor- 
ntioa,  stated  facta,  and  drawn  up  reasonings  upon  the 
qncition,  ail  which  had  been  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
Attibution  among  the  people.  But  if  we  would  give  ef- 
fect to  the  order  to  print,  u  we  would  give  eifect  to  the 
Executive  recommendation,  we  must  let  the  people  have 
tiiM  to  read  what  we  may  submit  to  them.  The  effect 
aad  parpose  of  the  resolution  submitted  by  him  last  year 
wu  to  excito  discussion,  not  to  decide  this  question.  It 
it  by  diseusdon  here  that  the  people  abroad  are  informed. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  discussion  now,  only  for  the  rea- 
aoD  that  the  diacusnon  will  interfere  with  other  business, 
nd  detain  us  firom  our  homes. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  he  hoped  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
letls  would  put  his  proposition  in  blank,  that  we  may  in- 
creue  the  amount  of  the  bonus.  It  had  been  declared  by 
a  veiy  intelligent  fnend  of  the  bank,  that  the  renewal  of 
the  charter  would  increase  the  value  of  the  stock,  by  the 
amount  of  seventeen  giiUions  of  dollars.  It  was  proper, 
tberefore,  that  the  Government  should  have  a  suitable 
tqavalent  for  the  benefit  thus  to  be  conferred  on  the 
stockholders. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  WsssTsa'samend- 
gKnt,aiid it  waa  decided  m  the  affirmative — 'yeaa32,t)aysl0. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  yeas  and  nays  being 
deared  by  one-fifth  of  the  Senators  present,  those  who 
rated  are  as  fi^ows: 

VSAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
tso,  Dallas,  £Uia,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy, 
Hiyne,  Hendricks,  Johnston,  King,  Knight,  Miller, 
Mcore,  Naudain,  Poindexler,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Hobin- 
■>«,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wiggaman,  Webster,  White,  WUkin*. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Hill,  Mangam,  Marcy,  Smith,  Sprague,  Troup. 

Mr.  WKBSTER  then  submitted  two  amendments,  and 
moved  that  they  be  printed)  which  was  ordered. 

The  first  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasriry,  in 
addition  to  that  now  held  by  the  Umted  States,  to  purchase 
itock  in  the  bank  to  an  amount  not  exceeding  three  mil- 
liom  of  dollars;  and  the  second  provides  that  Congresi  majr 
bereafter  pasa  a  law  restraining  the  bank,  or  any  of  its 
biMches,  from  making  or  keeping  in  circulation,  after 
the  4th  of  March,  1836,  any  notes  or  biUs  of  less  amount 
Ui»n dollars. 

Mr.  UAYNE  rose  to  inquire  whether  the  gendeman 
proposed,  by  his  first  amendment,  that  the  United  States 
"boald  subscribe  for  the  additional  stock  at  its  par  value, 
<^  go  into  the  market  and  purchase  it  at  the  market  price. 
If  the  latter,  he  would  suggest  that  Congress  could,  at  any 
hme  beresifler,  if  thus  disposed  to  invest  its  surplus  reve- 
jWe,  pass  a  law  to  buy  stock  to  the  amount  that  it  might 
■x:  deemed  proper  at  the  time  to  hold.  There  was  no 
ntcemity  for  appending  such  a  provision  to  the  charter, 
snless  it  was  intended  to  give  the  United  States  an  advan- 
*>fe  over  other  purchasers  in  the  market 

Ob  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

MosBAT,  Mai  38. 
INDIAN  APPROPRIATIONS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  postponed  all 
u>e  preceding  orders,  and  took  up  the  bill  makutg  appro- 
pnations  for  the  Indian  Department  for  the  year  1833. 
"Hie  Senate  then  procedeedto  conader,  as  w  Comndttee 
Vo*.  Vra — 63 


of  the  Whole,  the  amendment  reported  by  die  Committee 
on  I  ndian  Affairs,  appropriating  5,000  dollars  to  be  expend- 
ed, under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  for  the 
reUef  of  the  Seminole  Indiana,  on  account  of  the  failure  of 
their  crops  last  year. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by  striking 
out  the  proviso  that  no  portion  of  the  money  appropn- 
ated  by  this  bill  shall  be  used  to  reward  agents  for  setthng 
disputes  among  themselves. 

Mr.  FREUNGHUTSEN,  regarding  this  as  the  best 
feature  in  the  bill,  objected  to  Its  being  stricken  out,  and 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  TIPTON  asked  if  it  would  not  be  better  to  permit 
a  few  blankets  to  be  given  to  divert  the  IntUans  from  theif 
customary  habit  of  having  blood  for  blood,  than  to  risk 
the  repetition  of  outrages  rimilar  to  those  which  had  been 
perpetrated  by  the  Sacs  or  the  Menomipees.  A  discre- 
tionary power  confided  to  the  agents  might  prevent  this 
effiuion  of  blood. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  replied  that  the  committee  of 
the  other  House  had  inserted  in  the  bill  the  clause  which  it 
was  now  proposed  to  strike  out;  and  he  considered  that, 
in  introducing  it,  the  committee  had  done  a  great  public 
service.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  a  continuance  of  this  ajs- 
tem  of  bribe^  but  would  prefer  that  a  moral  influence 
Aoukl  be  brought  to  bear  upon  these  people.  If  the 
agents  were  to  tell  them  that,  unless  they  abandoned  their 
sanguinuy  habits,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
would  withdraw  its  countenance  and  protection  from  them, 
it  would  have  more  influence  than  all  the  bribes  which 
could  be  given  them,  in  the  form  of  blankets  and  mm. 
He  was  desirous  to  prevent  agents  from  exercinng  this  dis- 
cretionary power)  and  hoped  the  vote  of  the  Senate  would 
sustain  the  course  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  WHITE  made  a  few  observations  similar  in  their 
import,  stating  that  the  gentleman  of  the  other  House  who 
had  introduced  the  clause,  and  in  whose  opinion  he  had 
much  confidence,  believed  that  cUsputes  were  sometimes 
got  up  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  rewards  held  out 
by  Government.  He  knew  of  no  such  practices  Um- 
self;  but,  if  they  existed,  they  ought  to  be  discouraged. 
He  thought  the  motion  calculated  to  embartass  theull, 
and  was  sorry  the  gentleman  from  Indiana  had  made  it. 
He  would  be  compelled  to  vote  ag»nst  it. 

The  c^uestion  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  amend; 
and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Dallas,  Forsyth,  Hendricks,  King, 
Smith,  Tipton,  Waggaman — 7. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Grundy,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tkze- 
well,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Webster,  White,  WUkin*.— 34. 

So  the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  repented  to  the  Senate  as  amended; 
and-the  amendments  being  concurred  in,  the  bill  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  CLAY  presented  a  petition  from  Geor^  Jc^nson 
and  others,  of  New  York,  manufacturers  of  hair  cloth,  &c. 
praying  that  the  reduction  of  duties  proposed  by  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Treasury  might  not  become  a  law. 

Mr.  C.,  in  presenting  this  petition,  avuled  himself  of  the 
opportunity  to  state  that,  from  this  petition,  and  from  a 
number  ofletters  which  had  been  addressed  to  him,  con- 
cerning the  state  of  our  manufactures,  and  the  prosperout 
condition  of  some  of  them,  he  had  become  convinced  that  it 
was  a  solemn  duty  wUch  Congress  owed  to  the  country  to 
proceed  in  the  work  of  regi^ting  the  duties  with  the 
greatest  caution.  They  ought  not  be  aware  that  they  were 
giving  a  fiital  stroke  to  some  branches  of  the  arts,  while 
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incautiously  legislating  on  tlie  subject,  which  more  full 
consideration  would  have  induced  them  to  avoid.     He  had 
thought  it  his  dutpr  to  make  this  remark,  and  be  would 
move  that  the  petition  be  laid  on  the  table  and  printed. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  again  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
to  modify  and  continue  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendments  proposed  by 
Mr.  WsBSTim,  being  in  substance —    . 

Ist.  That  the  Secretary  of  the.  Treasury  should,  at  any 
time  hereafter,  when  directed  by  the  President,  hare  the 
pswer  to  purchase  additional  stock  in  the  bank  to  an 
amount  not  exceeding  ttiree  millions;  and 

2d.  That  it  should  not  be  lawful  for  the  bank,  after  the 
4th  of  March,  1831,  to  issue  any  notes  of  aless  value  than 
dollars. 

Mr.  WEBST£r  acceded  to  the  suggestion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  South  Carolina,  that,  in  reference  to  his  first 
amendment.  Congress  could  act  hereafter,  whenever  such 
action  should  be  called  for  by  circumstances.  He  would 
not  therefore  press  that  amendment. 

T\m  amendment  was  then  withdrawn. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  a  few  words  in  defence  of  bis  se- 
cond amendment,  which  imposed  no  restriction  until  after 
tlie  expiration  of  the  present  cliartejr.  The  effect  of  his 
proposition  would  be  to  introduce  more  specie  into  cir- 
culation, and  to  banish  the  small  notes  with  which  the 
country  is  inundated.  He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
ten  dollars,  but  expressed  his  willingness  to  vote  for  a 
higher  restriction,  if  any  Senator  should  move  it. 

Mr.  BENTON  would  propose  to  substitute  twenty  dol- 
lars, and  would  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question. 
He  alluded  to  the  precedentin  England  of  fixing  on  a  high 
amount,  and  to  the  evils  that  had  occurred  from,  a  contj^- 
ry  system,  by  the  efforts  of  counterfeiters  being  confined 
to  note*  of  small  amount,  as  circulating  among  the  labor- 
ing and  poorer  classes,  who  were  less  able  to  detect  the 
forgery.  The  notes  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  also,  cir- 
culating to  the  greatest  distance,  where  counterfeits  were 
less  liable  to  be  detected,  if  of  a  low  amount,  and  thus 
circulating  among  the  marketirig  class,  might  induce  the 
same  evils. 

Mr.  FOOT  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment^  but  not  in 
the  extent  of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr..  Bshtow.] 
Ei([ht  vearsago,  he  [Mr.  F.]  had  made  an  attempt  to  pro- 
hibit the  circulation  of  notes  under  ^ve  dollars.  He  be- 
lieved, if  the  measure  could  be  made  general — if  th? 
power  extended  to  raise  the  amount  of  State  notes,  it 
would  have  the  effect  to  increase  the  circulation  of  specie. 
He  would  be  in  fitvor  of  making  it  ten  dollars;  but  not  tUl 
the  Sta!te  banks,  by  one  consent,  shall  limit  theirs  to  five 
dollars.  For,  if  the  notes  of  the  Bank  of  t(ie  United  States 
were  high,  no  benefit  from  it  would  accrue  to  tlve  coun- 
try; for  they  would  not  be  brought  in  circulation  through 
the  States.  He  was  willing  to  leave  a  discretionary  power 
in  Congress,  when  the  States  would  come  into  it. 

Mr.  SMITH  was  in  fikvor  of  the  limitation  of  ten  dollarsi 
but  would  be  opposed  to  a  higher,  restriction  than  five  dol- 
lars, unless  the  States  were  limited,  to  be  under  five  dol- 
lars. Of  all  the  evils  that  could  befall'ilie  country,  that  of 
a  sudden  return  to  a  specie  currency  would  be  the  worst 
If  it  were  to  be  brought  about,  it  must  be  gradually. 

Mr.  CLAY  mentioned  the  sUte  of  the  hanking  system 
in  Kentucky — the  failure  of  several  banks.  When  he  first 
heard  the  amendment,  ^^  was  qpposed  to  it.  ')'he  propo- 
sition to  pass  an  enactment  thus  i;estricting.thc  i^rnount  of 
the  notes,  would  seiiously  affect  the  resources  of  that 
State — they  had  no  bank  of  their  own,  and,  by  rai4ii\£the 
notes  of  the  bank  above  five  dollars,  they  would  have  to 
have  recourse  to  the  notes  of  their  neighboring  States  for 


their  circulating  medium,  to  transact  their  ordinary  but- 
ness  and  dealing.  Therefore,  he  was  opposed  to  aUgber 
sum  than  ten  dollars,  and  would  only  agree  to  this,  m  t 
discretionary  favor  resting  in  Cong^rss  whether  it  iniglit 
be  prudent  hereafter  to  fix  on  that  amount. 

After  a  few  remarks  from  Mr.  FOOT  and  Mr.  CHAM- 
BERS, the  question  was  taken  on  filling  the  blank  witb 
twenty  dollars,  when  it  was  agreed  to;  and  the  ameaii^ 
ment  thus  shaped  was  concurred  in. 

Mr.  UOORE  then  moved  his  amendment,  1st,  that  m 
branch  should  be  establisbed  in  any.  State,  without  the  m- 
sent  of  the  State;  and,  2d,  that  every  branch  ahall  ht  lit- 
ble  to  taxation  in  the  State  as  the  State  banks  are,  «r  is 
proportion  as  other  property  is  taxed. 

Mr.  HOLMES  asked  for  a  division  of  the  amendoKiL 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  a  modification  of  the  smeod- 
ment,  so  as  to  exclude  so  much  of  it  as  requites  the  tSKSt 
of  the  States  to  the  location  of  a  branch  within  their  limitt 
His  reason  was,  that,  as  some  of  the  States  eniertauiMd 
doubts  as  to  the  constitutionality  of  tlie  power  exercisedn 
the  establishment  of  these  branches,  at  did  not  dewe 
that  they  should  be  placed  in  a  situation  to  be  sufferenm 
account  of  their  conscientious  scruples.  If  there  vert 
local  as.  well  .as  general  benefits  resulting  ftom  Iheie  a- 
tablishnjents,  these  S.tates  ought  not  to  be  shut  out  fivrntke 
enjoyment  of  these  advantages  on  account  of  their  doubli. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  this  proposition,  in  wkidi 
Messrs.  SPQAGUE,  EWINQ,  FORSYTH,  KANE,  BEN- 
TON,BUCKNE(l,  MILLER,  Kl^G.  CHAMB£RS,CLiy, 
and  TAZEWELL  took  part. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  said  this  amendment  contained  two 
distinct  propositions,  which  ought  to  have  been  septntdjr 
presented  for  discussion.  The  two  propositions  teceiTtd 
the  conaderation  of  the  committee :  it  was  determined  Soil- 
ly  to  limit  the  extension  of  the  branches  to  the  number 
already  established,  unless  by  the  consent  of  the  State*, 
and  to  take  abonus,in  li.eu  of  allothertaxes,.either  aflbe 
Genjcral  Government  of  of  the  States.        ..... 

^t  is  now  proposed  to  reverse  both,  first,  by  nakiMftbe 
operation  pf  tlie  charter  depend  on  the  consent  of  the 
States  to  the  establishment  of  a  branch  within  their  Bmitt 
and  jurisdiction,  and  then  to  give  the  SUtea  the  fiirlber 
power  qf  taxing  them. 

Both  of  these,  if  adopted,  defeat  totally  the  end  oftbe 
charter,  ot  they  make  the  operation  of  an  act  of  Congrw 
depend  on  the  will  of  each  of  the  States.  These  propa- 
si^ons  are  founded  either  on  constitutional  objecUooito 
the  power  of  Congress  over  the  subject,  or  on  the  eipe- 
diepcy  ofthe  exercise  of  this  restraining  power  on  the  put 
of  die  several  States. 

With  regard  tlien,  1st,  to  the  constitutional  power.  Tbe 
passage  of  the  act  presupposes  the  powCTi/Sndbetida 
the  sanction  of  all  the  branches  of  the  Government,  vhicb 
it  must  receive,  it  has  already  been  twice  chartered,  ud 
sustained  by  the  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Thoie 
who  believe  there  is  no  power  to  grant  the  charter,  cannot 
save  their  consciences,  or  the  constitution  either,  by  this 
limitation. 

We  eitlier  have  the  power,  or  we  have  not  If  we  hsw 
it,  the  assent  uf  the  States  is  not  necessary  to  tnofer  or 
confirm  it.  If  we  have  not  the  power,  they  cannot  gire 
it  by  their  assent.  It  eitlier  derogates  from  the  power,* 
implies  a  doubt  of  the  authority  of  Congress,  or.it  .obtiiw 
for  them  the  authority  to  do  what  is  otherwise  sn.uocoo- 
stltutional  act,  by  unconstitutional  means.  Ifwehsretbe 
power,  it  is  plenary;  if  we  have  it  not,  it  cannot  be  con- 
ferred by  the  assent  or  sanction  of  one  or  all  the  Stsles- 
It  can  only  be  given  by  an  amendment  to  the  constitutios. 

Now,  2dly,  with  regard  to  the  .expediency.  K  i»  •» 
^ve  the  States  the  power  to  defeat,  and  one  of  tbelBl■»^ 
and  probably  will,  defeat  the  operation  of  the  Isv.  The 
bank  is  instituted  for  great  national  purposes,  not  for  tbe 
mere  pecuniary  benefit  of  the  States,  although  thstn  » 


Digitized  by 


Google 


981 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


982 


Mix  38,  1833.] 


BaJc  of  the  Ohited  Statet. 


[SlSATE. 


grot  object — ^not  for  the  benefit  of  stockholders — not  for 
the  mere  dbcountinj^  of  notes — but  to  receive  and  distri- 
batetbe  revenue — ^to  furnish  s  sound  currency,  s  general 
medium  of  arcutsUon  through  all  the  States — to  equalize 
exchange,  and  other  objects  of  a  public  nature. 

How  can  these  purposes  be  attained,  unless  the  branches 
sre  established  in  all  the  commercial  States?  Tvra-tliirds 
«f  the  revenue  is  received  in  the  single  eity  of  NewTfork. 
That  great  emporium  is  also  the  centre  of  a  great  part  of 
all  the  commerce  of  the  United  States;  and  perhaps  half 
of  aUthe  bills,  domestic  and' foreign,  either  pass  through 
or  terminate  there.  If  New  York  renises  to  adroit  a  branch, 
where  and  how  wiH  you  receive  the  revenue,  and  how 
distribute  it?  How  can  you  regulate  exchange,  or  furnish 
1  general  circulation?  Will  not  thatmngle  State,  then, 
cdanteract  the  design  of  Congress?  And  other  intermedi- 
ate States  would  do  the  same  thing.  Suppose  Louisiana 
should  refine,  must  the  benefit  of  this  charter  to  all  the 
Western  States  be  defeated  by  her  refusal  to  admit  a 
branch  into  her  city,  the  commercial  centre  of  at  least  ten 
States  in  the  Union?  If,  therefore,  the  bank  is  founded 
00  any  public  national  (Ejects,  and  it  can  be  justified  on 
no  uther,  is  it  wise  and  proper  to  make  its  utility  depend 
on  the  assent  of  each  of  the  States?  To  give  them  the 
power  by  anticipation  to  annul  our  own  laws,  and  defeat 
the  wisest  purposes? 

With  regard  to  the  power  of  taxation.  It  matters  little 
to  the  bank  whetlier  they  pay  a  bonus  to  the  Government, 
or  a  tax  to  the  States— but  both  would  be  unjust.  If  they 
pay  it  to  tis,  it  either  goes  to  the  treasury  for  Ae  use  and 
benefit  of  all,  or  it  may  be  applied,  in  our  discretion,  to 
any  public  object,  or  divided  among  the  States.     If  we 

g've  the  power  to  »he  States  to  tax,  it  will  operate  more 
vorably  upon  some  States.  Louisiana  would  receive  a 
much  Urger  share,  from  being  the  emporium  of  the  West, 
than  the  other  States.  Besides,  the  power  to  tax,  as  a 
franchise,  is  an  unlimited  power  over  the  subject,  and  may 
be  used  to  exclude  or  expel  the  bank  from  the  State.  If 
you  give  the  power  to  tax  like  other  banks,  some  States 
have  no  banks,  and  many  do  not  tax  their  banks;  some  do 
t«  them,  but  in  general  they  stipulate  a  bonus.  If  Uke 
other  property,  there  will  be  the  difliculty  of  ascertaining 
the  capital  and  regulating  the  rates;  collision  with  the 
States  hostile  to  the  bank  will  be  unavoidable. 

Besides,  why  confer  the  power?  If  they  have  the  pow- 
er, then  it  is  unnecessary;  if  they  have  not,  shall  Congress 
give  the  States  the  power  to  do  what  they  can  do  without, 
>nd  at  the  same  time  to  de.<itroy  a  great  national  institution? 
The  jurisdiction  over  the  subject  isexclusive.  Theassent 
of  the  States  is  no  more  necessary  or  proper  than  it  would 
be  to  ask  them  to  establish  a  custom-bouse,  or  to  carry  the 
mail  or  march  troops  within  their  limits. 

The  amount  of  the  bonus — how  we  shall  employ  it,  or 
divide  it,  is  a  distinct  question. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  trusted  the  Senate  would  not 
act  on  these  proposition*,  without  fully  understanding  their 
beuing  and  extent.  For  my  own  part,  said  he,  I  look 
upon  the  two  parts  of  the  amendment  as  substantially  of 
the  same  character.  Each,  in  my  opinion,  confers  a  power 
in  the  States  to  expel  the  bank  at  their  pleasure;  in 
other  words,  entirely  to  defeat  the  operations  and  destroy 
the  capacity  for  usefulness  of  the  whole  bank.  The  sim- 
ple Question  is,  shall  we,  by  our  own  act,  in  the  charter 
Itself,  give  the  States  permission  to  expel  the  bank  and  all 
it»  branches  from  their  limits,  at  their  own  pleasure  ?  The 
first  part  of  the  amendment  g^ves  this  permission  in  ex- 
Vf**>  terms;  and  the  latter  part  gives  it  in  effect,  by  au- 
tborizingthe  States  to  tax  the  loans  and  issues  of  the  bank, 
with  no  effectual  limitation.  It  appears  to  me  idle  to  say 
that  this  power  may  be  safely  given,  because  it  will  not  be 
exercised.  It  is  to  be  given,  I  presume,  on  the  suppoa- 
tion  that  probably  some  of  the  States  will  choose  to  exer- 
'■e  it;  else  why  is  it  given  at  all'    And  will  they  not  so 


choose?  We  have  already  heard,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  of  two  cases  in  which  States  attempted  to  exer- 
cise a  power  of  this  kind,  when  they  did  not  constitution- 
ally possess  it.  Two  States  have  taxed  the  branches,  for 
the  avowed  purpose  of  driving  them  out  of  their  limits, 
and  were  pi'evented  from  accomplishing  this  object  mere- 
ly by  force  of  judicial  decisions  against  their  right.  I^ 
tlieni  these  attempts  have  been  made  to  exercise  tlus  pow- 
er, when  it  was  not  legally  possessed,  and  against  the  will 
of  Congress,  Is  there  any  doubt  it  will  be  exercised  when 
its  exercise  shall  be  permitted,  and  invited  by  the  propos- 
ed amendment?  No  doubt,  in  my  mind,  the  power,  if 
granted,  will  be  exercised,  and  the  main  object  of  continu- 
ing the  bank  thus  defeated. 

I  have  already  said  that  the  second  branch  of  the  amend- 
ment is  as  objectionable  and  as  destructive  u  the  first.  I 
think  it  so.  It  appears  to  me  to  give  ample  power,  hv 
means  of  taxation,  to  expel  the  bank  from  any  State  which 
may  chodift  tb  expel  it.  It  gives  a  power  of  taxation, 
without  fixed'  limits,  or  any  reasonable  guards.  And  a 
power  of  taxation,  without  fixed  limits,  and  without  guards, 
IS  a  power  to  embarrass,  a  power  to  oppress,  a  power  to 
expel,  a  po\ver  to  destroy.  The  States  are  to  be  allowed 
to  tax  the  branches  according  to  tlie  amount  of  their  loans 
and  discounts,  in  like  manner  as  other  banks,  or  other 
property  in  the  State,  shall  be  liable  to  taxation. 

Now,  sir,  some  of  the  States  have  no  banks.  Of  course 
the/ lax  no  banks.  In  ottier  States,  tlie  banks  pay  the 
State  a  bonus,  on  their  creation,  and  are  not  otherwise 
taxed.  In  other  case^  the  State  in  effect  Itself  owns  the 
bank,  and  a  tax  on  it,  therefore,  would  be  merely  nominal. 
Besides,  no  £tate  is  to  be  bound  to  lay  this  tax,  as  it  taxes 
its  own  banks.  It  has  an  option  to  tax  it  in  that  manner, 
or  as  other  property  is  taxed.  What  other  property  ?  It 
may  be  as  lottery  tickets,  gaming  tables,  or  other  things 
which  may  be  deemed  fit  to  be  discouraged  or  suppressed, 
are  taxed.  The  bank  may  be  classed  with  other  nuisan- 
ces, and  driven  out  or  put  down  by  taxation.  All  tliis 
is  perfectly  within  the  scope  of  the  amendment  The 
license  is  broad  enough  to  authorize  any  thing  which  may 
be  designed  or  wished. 

Now,  sir,  in  the  first  place,  I  doubt  exceedingly  our 
power  to  adopt  this  amendment,  and  I  pray  the  delibe- 
rate conuderation  of  the  Senate,  in  regara  to  this  point. 
In  the  first  place,  let  me  ask,  what  is  the  constitutional 
ground  on  which  Congress  created  this  corporation,  and 
on  which  we  now  propose  to  continue  it?  There  is  no 
express  authority  to  create  a  bank,  or  any  other  corpo- 
ration, given  to  us  by  the  constitution.  The  power  b 
derived  by  implication.  It  has  been  exerdsed,  and  can 
be  exercised,  only  on  the  ground  of  a  just  necessi^.  It  is 
to  be  maintained,  if  at  all,  on  the  allegfation  that  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  national  bank  is  a  just  and  necessary  means 
of  carrying  on  the  Government,  and  of  executing  the 
powers  conferred  on  Congress  by  the  constitution.  On 
this  ground,  Congress  has  estabushed  this  bank,  and  on 
this  It  is  now  proposed  to  be  continued.  And  it  has 
already  been  judicially  decided  that  Congress  having 
established  a  bank  for  these  purposes,  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States  prohibits  the  States  from  taxing  it.  Ob- 
serve, sir,  it  is  the  constitution,  not  the  la^r,  which  lays 
this  prohibition  on  the  States.  The  charter  of  the  bank 
does  not  declare  that  the  States  shall  not  tax  it.  It  says 
not  one  word  on  that  subject.  The  restraint  is  imposed 
not  by  Congress,  but  by  a  higher  authority,  the  constitution. 
Now,  sir,  I  ask  how  we  can  relieve  the  States  from  this 
constitutional  prohibition.  It  is  true  that  this  prohibition 
is  not  imposed  in  express  terms;  but  it  results  fVom  the 
general  proviaons  of  the  constitution,  and  has  been  judi- 
cially decided  to  exist  in  fUll  force.  This  is  a  protection, 
then,  which  the  constitution  of  the  United  States,  by  its 
own  force,  holds  over  this  instrument,  which  Congress 
has  deemed  necetsary  to  be  created,  in  order  to  carry  on 
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the  Government,  so  goon  as  Contp'ess,  ezercisin;^  its  own 
judgment,  has  chosen  to  create  it.  Can  we  throw  off, 
from  this  Government,  this  constitutional  protection?  I 
think  it  clear  we  cannot.  We  cannot  repeal  the  constitu- 
tion. We  cannot  say  that  every  power,  every  branch, 
every  institution,  and  every  law  of  this  Government, 
shall  not  have  all  the  force,  all  the  sanction,  and  all 
the  protection,  which  the  constitution  gives  it.  By  the 
constitution,  every  law  of  Congress  is  finally  to  be  consi- 
dered, and  its  construction  ultimately  settled  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States.  These  very  acts, 
before  referred  to,  taxing  the  banks,  were  held  valid  by 
more  or  fewer  of  the  States'  judicatures,  but  were  finally 
pronounced  unconstitutional  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States;  and  this,  not  by  force  of  any  words  in  the 
charter,  but  by  force  of  the  constitution  itself.  I  ask 
whether  it  is  competent  for  us  to  reverse  this  provision  of 
the  constitution,  and  to  say  that  the  laws  of  Congress 
shall  receive  their  ultimate  construction  from  the  State 
courts.  Again :  the  constitution  gives  Congress  a  right 
to  lay  duties  of  imposts,  and  it  prohibits  the  exercise  of 
any  such  power  by  the  States.  Now,  it  so  happens  that 
the  national  treasury  is  full,  and  the  State  treasuries  are  far 
less  so.  It  might  be  thought  very  convenient  that  a  part 
of  the  receipts  at  the  custom-houses  should  be  received  by 
the  States.  But  will  any  man  say  that  Congress  could 
now  authorize  the  States  to  lay  and  collect  imposts  under 
any  restrictions  or  limitations  whatever?  No  one  will  pre- 
tend it.  That  would  be  to  make  a  new  partition  of  power 
between  this  Government  and  the  State  Governments. 
Mr.  Madison  has  very  correctly  observed,  that  the  assent 
of  the  States  cannot  confer  a  new  power  on  Congress,  ex- 
cept in  those  cases  espedally  provided  in  the  constitution. 
This  is  very  true;  and  it  is  equally  true  that  the  States  can- 
not obtain  a  new  power,  by  the  consent  of  Congress, 
against  the  prohibition  of  the  constitution,  except  in  those 
cases  which  are  expressly  so  provided  for  in  the  constitu- 
tion itself 

These  reasons,  sir,  lead  me  to  think  that  if,  for  pur- 
poses connected  with  the  beneficial  administration  of  the 
Government,  we  deem  it  necessary  to  continue  this  cor- 
poration, we  are  not  at  liberty  to  repeal  any  protection, 
or  any  immunity,  with  which  the  constitution  surrounds 
it.  We  cannot  give  to  a  law  of  the  United  States  less 
than  its  constitutional  effect.  The  constitution  say?  that 
every  such  law,  passed  in  pursuance  of  the .  constitution, 
shall  be  paramount  to  any  State  law.  We  cannot  enact 
that  it  shall  not  be  so:  for  that  would  be  to  repeal,  so  far, 
the  constitution. 

Allow  me  now,  Mr.  President,  to  inquire  on  what 
ground  it  is  that  the  States  claim  this  power  of  taxation. 
They  do  not  claim  it  as  a  power  to  tax  all  property  of 
their  own  citizens.  This  they  possess,  without  denial  or 
doubt.  Every  stockholder  in  the  bank  is  liable  to  be 
taxed  for  his  property  therein,  by  the  State  of  which  he 
is  a  citizen.  This  right  is  exercised,  I  believe,  by  all  the 
States  which  lay  taxes  on  money  at  interest,  income,  and 
other  subjects  of  that  kind.  It  is,  then,  not  that  they  may  be 
authorized  to  tax  the  property  of  their  own  citizens;  nor 
isit  because  any  State,  does  not  participate  in  the  advaiv 
tag^  of  the  premium  or  bonus  paid  by  the  bank  to 
Government  for  the  charter.  That  sum  goes  into  the 
treasury  for  the  general  gootl  of  all. 

Nor  can  the  claim  be  sustiuned,  nor  indeed  is  it  asserted, 
on  the  strength  of  the  mere  circumstance  that  a  branch 
or  an  office  is  established  in  a  State.  Such  office  or 
branch  is  but  an  agency.  It  is  no  body  poUtic  or  corpo- 
rate. It  has  no  legal  existence  of  Itself  It  is  but  an  agent 
of  the  general  corporation.  That  these  agents  have  their 
residence  or  place  of  business  in  a  particular  State,  is  not 
of  itself  the  foundation  of  any  claim.  But,  according  to 
the  language  of  the  amendment,  the  ground  of  tliis  claim 
to  tax  IS  evidently  the  loans  and  issues;  and  these  loans 


and  issues,  properly  speaking,  are  the  loans  and  discoonli 
of  the  bank.  The  office,  as  an  agent,  conducts  then- 
rangements,  it  is  true;  but  the  notes  which  are  issued ut 
notes  of  the  bank,  and  the  debts  created  are  debts  due  to 
the  bank.  The  circulation  is  the  circulation  of  the  bank. 
Now  the  truth  is,  what  the  States  claim,  or  what  tliii 
amendment  proposes  to  give  them,  is,  a  right  to  tu  the 
circulation  of  the  bank.  It  is  on  this  right  tliat  &e  trgu- 
ment  rests.  The  common  way  of  stating  it  is,  that,  soee 
State  banks  pay  a  tax  to  the  State,  these  branch  bvib, 
coming  among  them,  ought  to  pay  a  similar  tax.  But 
the  State  banks  pay  the  tax  to  the  State  for  the  pririkgeof 
circulation;  and  the  proposition  is,  therefore,  nutker 
more  nor  less  than  that  the  United  States'  Bank  shall  pt; 
the  States  for  the  same  privilege.  The  circulation  of  the 
bills  is  the  substance.  The  locality  of  the  office  is  but  tD 
incident.  An  office  is  created,  for  example,  on  Connecti- 
cut ri\  er,  either  in  Massachusetts,  Vermont,  Conneclioit, 
or  New  Hampshire.  The  notes  of  the  bank  are  loanedat 
tills  office,  and  put  into  circulation  in  all  these  States.  Nov 
no  one  will  say  that  the  State  where  the  office  happens  to 
be  placed,  should  have  a  right  to  lay  this  tax,  and  the 
other  States  have  no  such  right.  This  would  be  a  inerel]r 
arbitrary  distinction.  It  would  be  founded  on  no  real  or 
substantial  difference,  and  no  man  could  seriously  con- 
tend for  it,  as  it  seems  to  me.  Under  this  very  amend- 
ment, Pennsylvania  would  be  authorized  to  collect  a  Urge 
tax,  and  New  Jersey  no  tax  at  all,  although  the  State  at- 
culation  of  New  Jersey  is  as  much  infringed  and  diminithed 
as  that  of  Pennsylvania  by  the  circulation  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States.  The  States  which  have  the  benefit  of 
branches,  (if  it  be  a  benefit,)  are  to  have  the  further  id- 
vantage  of  taxation,  while  other  States  are  to  hare  neithet 
the  one  nor  the  other.  Founding  the  claim  on  the  Sute 
right  to  derive  benefit  from  the  paper  circulation  which 
exists  within  it,  the  advocates  of  the  claim  are  clearlynot 
consistent  with  themselves  when  they  maintain  a  meuurt 
which  professes  to  protect  that  right  in  some  States,  nd 
to  leave  it  unprotected  in  others. 

But  the  inequality  of  the  operation  of  this  amendmeol 
is  not  the  only,  nor  the  main,  objection  to  it.  It  proceeds 
on  a  principle  not  to  be  admitted.  It  asserts,  or  it  tstes 
for  granted,  tliat  the  power  of  authorizing  and  reguhtinf 
the  paper  currency  of  the  country  is  an  exclusive  State 
right.  The  ground  assumed  can  be  no  less  broad  thui 
this:  because  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  having  the 
grant  of  a  power  from  Congress  to  issue  notes  for  circuli- 
tion,  its  right  is  perfect,  if  Congress  could  make  such 
grant.  It  owes  nothing  to  the  Sutes,  if  Congress  couH 
give  what  it  lias  undertaken  to  give;  that  is  to  say,  if  Con- 
gress, of  its  own  authority,  may  confer  a  right  to  Issue 
paper  for  cii-culation.  Now,  ar,  whosoever  denies  tlus 
light  in  Congress,  denies,  of  course,  its  power  to  creste 
such  a  bank  ns  now  exists;  at  least,  so  it  strikes  me.  The 
Bank  of  the  United  States  is  quite  unconstitutional,  if  ll" 
whole  paper  circulation  belongs  to  the  States;  because 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  a  bank  of  circulation, 
and  was  so  intended  to  be  by  Congress,  which  eipres")' 
authorized  the  circulation  of  notes  and  bills.  The  power 
of  issuing  notes  for  circulation  is  not  an  indispensable  ingre- 
dient in  the  constitution  of  a  bank  nitrtly  as  «  hsiik. 
The  earlier  banks  did  not  possess  it,  and  many  good  one» 
have  existed  without  it.  A  bank  with  no  such  f*^ 
might  yet  very  well  collect  the  public  revenue,  (provkW 
there  was  a  proper  medium  in  which  it  could  be  paiU 
could  tolerably  well  remit  the  revenue  to  the  treiswyi 
and  could  deal  usefully,  to  some  extent,  in  the  buancssof 
exchange. 

On  wliat  ground  is  it,  then,  that  Congress  possessestw 
power  not  only  to  create  a  bank,  but  a  bank  of  circuU- 
tion?  Simply,  as  I  suppose,  because  Congress  posseisrt 
a  constitutional  control  over  the  currency  of  the  country, 
and  has  power  to  provide  a  safe  medium  of  circuJat»D,»» 
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D  for  other  purpoaet  ■•  for  the  c<dlectioii  oTit*  own 
ilimd  revemie.  The  bank,  titierefiwe,  tUxtaAy  pos- 
MUDOOnatitutional  power,  if  the  p«per  circubttion  be 
nbjcct,  exclnaively,  of  State  ri|fht  or  State  regubttkm. 
ktA,  it,  it  is  not  »  mtle  startlin|^  that  aucb  excluave 
U  ghould  DOW  be  averted.  I  obienred,  the  other  day, 
^  in  i^r  opinion,  it  was  very  difficult  to  maintain,  on 
bee  of  the  eowtitation  itself,  and  indepetident  of  long 
tfigued  practice,  the  doctrine  that  the  States  could  au- 
ow  the  circulatioa  of  bank  paper  at  all.  They  can- 
can moneyi  can  they  then  coin  that  which  becomes 
•ctoil  Mid  almost  the  universal  substitute  for  money? 
wt  the  ri^t  of  issuing  paper,  intended  tat  circulation, 
Ike  place  and  as  the  representative  of  metallic  cnr- 

S,  dcrired  merely  iirom  the  power  of  coining  and 
itiog  that  metallic  currency?  As  bringing  this  mat- 
to  a  just  test,  let  me  ask  whether  Congress,  if  it  had 
tiie  power  of  coining  money,  and  of  rM^lating  the 
le  of  foreign  ctRns,  could  create  a  bank,  with  the 
»tr  to  circulate  bills.  For  one,  I  think  it  would  be 
icoIttonuLke  that  out.  Where,  then,  do  the  SUtes, 
wilam  all  control  over  the  metallic  currency  is  aho- 
tcr  prohibited,  get  this  power?  It  is  true  that,  in 
arcountries,  private  bankers,  having  no  leg^  authority 
r  the  coin,  issue  notes  for  circulation.  But  this  they 
ilvan  with  the  consent  of  Government,  expressed  or 
ied|  and  Government  restrains  and  regulates  all  their 
ntions  at  its  pleasure.  It  would  be  a  startling  propo- 
B^  in  any  other  part  of  the  world,  that  the  prerogative 
Kiiiiog  money,  held  by  Government,  was  liable  to  be 
(ated,  counteracted,  or  impeded,  by  another  preroga- 
(heldin  other  hands^  of  authorizing  a  paper  circulation. 
:i>  further  to  be  observed,  that  the  States  cannot  issue 
I  of  credit)  not  that  they  cannot  make  them  a  legal 
ier,  but  that  they  cannot  issue  them  at  all.  Is  not  this 
<ar  indicatioa  of  the  intent  of  the  constitution  to  re- 
in the  States  as  well  irom  establishing  a  paper  circu- 
■lUfrom  interfering  with  the  metiJIic  circulation? 
lb  have  been  created  by  States  with  no  capital  what- 
t\  their  notes  being  put  into  drculation  simply  on  the 
St  of  the  State  or  the  State  law.  What  are  the  issues 
ach  banks  but  bills  of  credit  issued  by  the  State? 
conress,  Mr.  President,  that  the  more  I  reflect  on  this 
jfct,the  more  clearly  does  my  mind  approach  the  con- 
wn  that  the  creation  of  State  banks,  for  the  purpose, 
vith  the  power  of  circulating  paper,  is  qot  conustent 
>  tbegrantsand  prohibitions  of  the  constitution.  But, 
tbisis  not  now  the  question.  The  question  is  not 
^er  the  States  have  the  exclusive  power;  it  is, 
-■ther  they  alone  have  the  power.  Mw  they  ri{^tfully 
nde  the  United  States  from  all  interference  with  the 
<f  currency?  Are  we  interlopers,  when  we  create  a 
k  of  circulation '  Do  we  owe  them  a  seignorage  for 
McuUtion  of  bills,  by  a  corporation  created  by  Con- 
■■'  Up  to  the  present  time,  the  States  have  been 
test  with  a  concurrent  power.  They  have  indeed 
itwUed  vastly  the  ki^er  portion  of  the  circulation;  but 
/bsTenot  claimed  exclusive  authority  over  tiie  whole. 
eyhare  demanded  no  tax  or  tribute  from  a  bank  issuing 
'«  under  the  authority  of  Congress.  Nor  do  I  know 
t  any  State  or  States  now  insist  'upon  it.  It  may  be 
lindiridual  States  have  put  forth  such  claims,  in  their 
idatiTe  capaci^;  but,  ut  present,  I  recollect  no  instance. 
!  atnendment,  however,  which  is  now  proposed,  asserts 
cWm,  and  I  cannot  consent  to  yield  to  it.  We  seem 
t  miking  the  last  struggle  for  the  authority  of  Con- 
••  to  interfere  at  all  with  the  actual  currency  of .  the 
■"fy-  I  shall  never  agree  to  surrender  tliat  authority; 
wld  as  soon  yieM  the  coinage  power  itself;  nor  do  I 
« there  would  be  much  greater  danger,  nor  a  much 


Mr.  MOORE  said,  I  regret  extremely,  sir,  the  protracted 
discusnoa  to  which  this  proposition  has  given  rise;  and, 
sir,  I  regret  it  none  the  leas  on  account  of  tlie  seeming 
necessity  which  it  has  devolved  on  me  to  throw  m]rseu 
upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  whilst  I  attempt,  in  a 
brief  manner,  tosupp<n^it. 

As  iiar  as  this  amendment  has  received  <^po«itk>n  upon 
constitutional  principles,  I  may  be  permitted  to  congratu- 
late myself  that  it  has  fklten  to  the  lot  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Virginia,  [Mt.Tasiwxu,]  than  whom  none 
is  better  qualified  for  the  task,  of  placing  this  matter  upon 
its  true  ground,  and  of  removing  every  difficulty  and 
objeclioa  that  has  been  urged  on  this  score;  this  has  been 
dooe  most  ably  and  effectually,  and  I  think  I  may  add  to 
the  satisfitction  of  all. 

But,  sir,  I  think  1  ^ve  just  reason  to  complain  that 
great  injustice  has  been  done  me,  and  the  amendment  I 
have  had  the  honor  to  propose,  by  gentlemen  in  the  oppo- 
sition applying  arguments  and  objections  as  if  to  meet 
feature  and  principle  not  contained  in  the  amendment. 

Sir,  it  cannot  be  disguised  that  the  main  opposition  to 
this  propositioa  has  been  predicated  upon  the  auumed 
fact,  that,  if  successful,  it  would  recognise  the  right  in  the 
States  to  impose  taxation  "ad  tibtium,"  or  to  an  amount 
which  would  exclude  or  expel  these  institutions  from  the 
couBtrv.  This  is  not  my  object;  the  amendment  contains 
no  such  feature,  and  is  obnoxious  to  no  such  objections. 
it  expressly  provides  that  the  tax  shall  be  such  as  is  im- 
posed upon  other  banks  or  upon  other  property  owned  by 
citizens  of  tiie  State;  but  if  the  phraseology  be  objec- 
tionable, amend  it,  make  it  a  reasonable  tax,  or  establidi 
any  other  proper  rate  of  taxation  of  which  the  subject  is 
susceptible;  bat  let  not  gentlemen  intimate  that  the 
object  is,  or  that  the  effect  will  be,  to  produce  expulsion. 

I  cannot  believe,  Mr.  President,  the  cfiect  of  the  modi- 
fication would  be  to  prejudice  the  institution.  I  have 
been  actuated  by  no  such  views  in  bringing  it  fbrward; 
but  I  do  sincoely  believe  it  right  and  just,  and  that  with 
it  the  institution  will  be  more  popular,  and,  if  the  modifi- 
cation is  adopted,  that  the  citizens  will  invite  the  location 
of  its  branches  in  the  State  of  Alabama. 

Sir,  if  I  am  not  greatly  mistaken,  a  portion  of  them 
have  already  done  so;  for  as  well  as  my  memory  serves 
me,  in  the  memorial  which  I  had  the  honor  of  presenting 
from  the  citizens  of  Mobile,  asking  the  rechartering  of 
this  institution,  it  is  solicited  upon  these  terms.  But  the 
honorable  Senators  from  Massachusetts  and  Pennsylvania 
[Messrs.  Wibstxb  and  Dau,as]  ask  with  great  emphasis, 
wh^t  does  this  amendment  propose  to  tax?  whether  the 
banking  house,  the  ofiicc  of  discount  and  depoate,  &c. 

I  answer,  sir,  that  it  proposes  to  tax  the  very  subject- 
matter  in  relation  to  this  institution,  which  is  constitution- 
ally a  proper  subject  for  taxation. 

Gentlemen  may  call  it  a  franchise,  a  faculty,  an  immuni- 
ty, a  banking  privilege,  or  by  any  other  name  they  may 
be  pleased  to  give  it;  we  care  not;  but  they  object  to  this 
tax,  because  it  is  upon  the  loans  and  issues  of  the  bank. 
Let  them  point  out  a  better  mode  of  getting  at  the  object; 
it  is  well  known  that  these  branches  have  no  actual  capital; 
but  it  is  equally  well  known  that  they  are  authorized  to 
carry  on  banking  operations  upon  a  nominal  capital.  By 
the  State  bws,  other  bank  capital  is  taxed,  and  private 
moneyed  capital  of  an  individual  is  taxed  at  interest;  and, 
sir,  I  can  see  no  solid  objection  to  the  taxing  of  this  bank- 
ing operation,  and  In  this  way.  But  it  is  alleged  that  "it 
is  not  a  subject  of  taxation  by  the  laws  of  the  State, 
because  it  is  foreign  capital."  Now,  rir,  is  this  so;  is  this 
tenable? 


With  due  deference  to  the  opinion  of  other  gentlemen, 

„ „    ,  Imustbe  permitted  to  say  that  I  view  the  power  of  taxa- 

IfT  departure  from  constitutional  principle,  in  con-  tion  as  one  of  the  highest  attributes  of  State  sovei-eignty, 
ung  to  such  surrender,  than  in  acquiescing  in  what  is  jand  that  the  State  possesses  this  power  in  the  most  unli- 
'  proposed.  inuted  extent  over  all  objects  or  subjects  of  property 
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within  its  juriadiction.  Sir,  I  c»re  not  whether  the  pro- 
perty belonrs  to  a  foreirner  or  a  citizen,  provided  it  be 
within  the  jurindiction  of  the  State,  and  receives  protec- 
tion from  her  laws;  this  circumstance  constitutes  the  right 
of  taxation. 

The  State  of  Alabama  imposes  a  tax  upon  foreig^n 
merchandise,  their  own  bank  stock,  the  monej  of  their 
own  citizens  placed  at  interest;  race  turfs,  race  horses, 
pleasuiable  carriages,  &c. ,  these  are  conridered  as  the 
most  legitimate  objects  of  taxation,  because  the  tax  is 
either  paid  by  dte  wealthy,  who  are  most  able  ta  bear  it, 
or  it  is  pud  for  property,  which  is  most  profitable  to  the 
owners.  But  we  are  compelled  to  go  fiirther,  and  extend 
the  Uxto  other  objects,  real  estate,  slaves,  a  man's  saddle 
horse,  his  cattle,  his  fiimily  dock  in  his  bouse,  his  time- 
piece in  his  pocket;  nay,  nr,  a  poor  man  who  owns  not  one 
cent  of  property,  and  may  have  a  huge  iiunily  to  support, 
is  required  to  pay  a  poll  tax;  yes,  nr,  he  must  pay  lor  his 
scalp,  and  upon  the  principle  that  his  personal  rights  and 
privileges  are  protected  by  the  laws  of  the  State  which 
makes  this  demand  upon  him. 

I  have  said  that,  foreign  merchandise,  introduced  from 
New  York  or  elsewhere,  was  in  our  State  subject  to  taxa- 
tion; and  why  should  not  moneyed  capital,  brought  from 
Europe  or  elsewherej  be  also  subject  to  taxation!  Why 
should  the  individual  who  brings  this  capital  among  us 
enjoy  exemption  from  liability  to  taxation?  This  capital 
is  more  actively,  and  profitably  employed.  Bankers  drag 
thousands  of  dollars  from  the  pockets  of  our  fellow-citi- 
zens; their  rights  are  equally  protected;  the  laws  afford 
them  all  the  necessary  facilities  in  carrying  on  their  bank- 
ing operations,  in  the  collection  of  their  debts,  &c.  And 
what  IS  more,  if  their  rights  are  invaded,  the^.  will  be  de- 
fended by  the  citizens,  of  the  State,  and.  mainly  by  these 
very  poor  men,  too,  who  pay  a  poll  tax,  .many  of  whom 
have  no  property  to  protect  and  defend,  while  they,  with 
their  lives,  defend  and  protect  millions  tat  bankers.  For 
my  part,  I  cannot  conceive  of  a  more  legitimate  subject 
of  taxation  tfaa;i  bank  stock.  For  the  reasons  I  have  already 
intimated,  the  tax  is  paid  by  those  most  able  to  bear  it, 
and  upon  property  which  yields  immense  profits  to  the 
owners. 

But  the  propriety  of  this  tax  is  objected  to,  again,  on 
the  ground  that  the  corporation  has  already  given  to  the 
General  Government  a  sufficient  equivalent  for  all  the 
privileges,  immunities,  &c.  in  the  bonus  provided  for  in 
this  amended  charter;  and  to  permit  the  States  to  impose 
a  Airther  tax,  would  be  too  burdensome  and  improper,  &c. 
Now,  sir,  is  this  so?  Are  we  not  bound  to.  view  this  bonus 
as  in  connderation  for  the  franchise,  immunities,  and  the 
depontes  the  General  Government  afford  this  institution 
as  a  corporate  body,  unconnected  with'  the  privileges  it 
may  enjoy  by  the  location  of  its  branches  in  the  States, 
under  State  authority.'  Can  it  be  presumed  that  a  State 
would  yield  its  right  of  taxation,  as  regards  its  branches, 
for  the  inconsiderable  amount  of  interest  it  may  liave  in 
the  bonus?  Of  what  value  will  the  proportion  of  this  one 
and  a  half  million  of  dolUrs,  to  which  tlie  State  of  Alabama 
may  be  entitled,  be  to  that  State?  It  will  not  be  the 
means  of  reducing  the  high  taxes  and  heavy  burdens 
which  are  pressing  so  oppressively  upon  our  citizens.  No, 
sir,  this  bonus  will  be  taken  from  the  general  coffers,  and 
appropriated  to  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  the 
erection  of  breakwaters,  lighthouses,  canals,  subscrip- 
tion to  stock  in  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company, 
be;  for,  sir,  it  was  with  some  difficulty  that  an  attempt  to 
obtain  one  million  from  the  treasury  for  this  project  was 
successfully  resisted  the  other  day.  Sir,  experience  as- 
sures us  these  are  the  purposes  to  which  this  one  and  a 
half  million  of  dollan  will  be  appropriated,  unless,  indeed, 
the  amendment  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Maine 
[Mr.  Sphasci]  shall  succeed,  which  provides  that  the 
bonus  shall  be  divided  among  Uie  several  States  according 


to  their  respective  representation  in  Coagren.  Ad^i 
although  I  do  not  think  this  would  do  justice  to  the  il 
of  Alabama,  yet  I  believe,  as  a  <£stinct  sad  ibImW 
proposition,  I  would  supp<Ht  it  in  preference  to  the  d 
nal  plan;  but,  sir,  I  cannot  vote  for  it  as  a  aobititBte 
the  proposition  I  have  had  the  honor  to  sabmiL 

Whatever,  sir,  m«^  be  the  final  fate  of  this  tsxtiat 
whether .  it  ^all  receive  the  favorable  conndentioi  oil 
Senate  or  not,  I  shall  bare  the  consolation  to  bio*  lis 
in  proposing  it,  discharged  a  solemn  duty  to  mj  coat 
ents,  and  will  only  repeat  what  I  have  before  inlinl 
that  in  relation  to  it  I  have  not  been  influenced  hm\ 
view  to  embarrasi-the  institution,  but  thtt  I  tuTc  pnl 
ed.  it  would  finally  be  promotive  of  its  bestinternti 
prosperity,  at  the  same  time  it  goai^d  the  mjri 
constitutional  rights  of  the  sovereign  States. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

T1ISS0.4T,  M.4T  29.  ' 

BALTIMORE  AND  OHIO  RAILSOAO. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
consideration  of  the  bill  authorizing  a  subacription  l» 
stock  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  railroad. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  had  viewed  the  vote  bffi 
the  Senate  a  few  days  sgo  bad  refused  to  tikcnp  iIm' 
as  indicating  a  determination  not  to  go  any  (wAe 
these  expenditures  for  internal  improvements.  Ht 
asked  for  the  yeas  «nd  na^ s;  and  he  hoped  tbe  ki 
of  the  question  now  would  determine  whetiier  the  Se 
intended  to  take  up  the  bill  this  aesaon  or  nH  ' 
should  be  taken  up,  he  should  connder  it  u  t  lefiti 
of  the  charge  that  the  administration  were  dispod 
cut  down  wasteful  expenditures  for  internalimprortai 

Mr,  SMITH  reminded  the  Senate  that  this  tuki| 
of  money,  but  an  appropriation  for  a  profitable  in' 
of  stock. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to 
the  bill,  and  was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  DAi^' 
ing.  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Naudain,  Poindeiter,! 
bins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tiptffii,  Vi| 
man,  WUkins.— 18. 

NAYS.— Messra.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  TkM 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelingfaujscn,  G« 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Knight.  Manguro,  Uat.^  ■ 
Moore,  Robinson,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  TomEmon,"! 
—23. 

COMMISSIONER  OF  INDUN  AFFAIRS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consder  the  ^ 
pointing  a  commissioner  of  Indian  afTain,  ud  Ik  ■ 
purposes. 

Mr.  WHITE  made  a  brief  explanation  of  the  ca* 
of  the  Indian  office,  to  show  .the  necessity  whidi  n» 
for  the  appointment  of  this  officer.  He  sUied  ttsl 
amount  which  had  been  distributed  but  yetr  ^ 
office  was  not  less  than  a  million  of  dollsn;  tbit  tie 
dian  Department  consisted  of  a  superintendent,  tij 
agents,  and  thirty-six  subagents;  that  the  nmib^* 
dians  with  whom  the  Government  had  some  boa* 
transact,  was  313,120;  that  the  licenses  which  weitp 
ed  in  1828,  were  eighty-eight,  and  in  1830,  ninelj^ 
that  the  number  of  Indian  schools,  estabBihed  b;  « 
or  otherwise,  was  fifty-four,  and  that  the  number,** 
ing  to  the  last  statement,  of  treaties  containing  »PJ2 
tions,  was  fifty-two,  and  some  had  been  '>*P'*"~C 
To  all  these  different  branches  the  personal  sflniW^ 
the  Secretary  of  War  is  now  required.  I^'J^ 
therefore,  of  such  an  officer  a*  is  provided  by  the  W^ 
deemed  to  be  indispensably  necessuy.  The  »» S 
of  the  bill  provided  fiw  the  appointment  "  *f ''l, 
leaving  the  amount  of  his  sabryin  bhnk.   TH"'" 
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ion jncrented  the  introduction  of  ardent  spirits  among 
tadanst  and  there  was  another  section,  which  autho- 
id  Ae  ditmisaal  of  such  interpreters  and  mechanics  as 
w  no  lon^^  necessary,  and  the  discontinuance  of 
■bandsubag^nts. 

k  moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  first  section  with 
hrte  thousand  doUarsf"  and  the  motion  was  agreed  to— 
bl6,m]rill. 

Ae  bill  wsrithen  ordered  to  be  read  athird  time. 
BANK  OF  THt  UNITED  STATES. 

V  Senate  then  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
nie,  the  bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incor- 
tiletheiubscribersto  the  Bank-of  the  United  States. 
nie  question  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Fobsttb 
usend  the  amendment  offered  hj  Mr.  Mooks,  by 
king  out  so  much  as  requires  the  assent  of  the  States 
Ike  esublishment  of  branches  within  their  limits,  and 
itbgsuch  words  as  would  complete  the  sense  of  the 
line  of  the  amendment — 

Jterioaieobservationsfrom  Mr.  EWING,  Mr.  SMITH 
luded  a  dirision  of  the  amendment,  so  that  the  ques- 
migfat  be  first  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike  out. 
ilera  few  remarlts  from  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  BUCK- 
I,  uid  Mr.  DAIXAS,  the  yeas  and  nays  having  been 
wd,  on  the  call  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  question  was  put 
he  motion  to  strike  out,  and  decided  as  follows: 
BAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
Wlu,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  FreKng- 
wi,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain^  Poindexter, 
<!■,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Rug^es,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
fl^  Spngue,  Temlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 

A'S— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis 
1^,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane.  King,  Mangum, 
W,  MiUer,  Moore,  Tazewdl,  Tipton,  White.— 18. 
te  residue  of  Mr.  Forsith's  amendment,  being  the 
ition  of  three  or  four  words  to  render  the  sense  of  the 
odment  complete,  was  agreed  to. 
be  question  was  then  put  on  the  residue  of  the  aroend- 
U  which  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

I.  ^PRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
taking  out  the  provision  giving  the  authority  to  tax 
btsnchss,  and  substituting  a  provision  that  the  tonus 
w^  pud  by  the  bank  to  the  United  States  sbalt  be  di- 
Bsmong  the  several  States,  in  proportion  to  their  po- 
ihon.  ■ 

*•  WEBSTER  then  made  some  observations  at  length, 
W  to  the  argumento  of  Mr.  Taxiwul.     After  he 

concluded, 

tt.  TAZEWELL  inquired  if  he  had  understood  the 
•tor  from  Massachusetts  correctly,  as  entertaining 
9t»of  the  power  of  the  States  to  create  Sute  banks. 
It.  WEBSTER  replied  that  it  was  now  too  late  to  ques- 
»  power  which  liad  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  differ- 
branches  of  Uie  Federal  Government  for  these  forty 
"•  But  if  the  question  had  been  originally  put  to  him 
wwch  acquiescence,  he  should  have  expressed  great 
Ms  on  the  subject  He  then  referred  to  the  clauses 
MconsUtution  which  prohibit  the  States  from  coining 
*f,  and  reserve  to  the  United  States  the  excluave 
I*'  J  '*{>"'*''''?  ^^  curriency,  and  making  issues  of 
Iwd  sflver;  and  inferred,  that,  if  the  constitution  thus 
■^y  excluded  the  States  from  issuing  a  metallic  cur- 
7. 11  never  intended  that  they  should  authorize  the 
t  of  that  which  is  a  represenUtive  of  the  metallic  cur- 
7-  The  States  had  been  indulged  with  the'pewer  of 
ling  banks  for  forty  years,  and  now  they  demanded  to 
*  that  power  exclurive,  and  to  tax  the  brancbea  of  the 
l«a  States'  Bank  esUblislied  in  tlieir  limits,  for  the  pur 
e  or  establishing  a  uniform  currency. 

II.  FORSYTH  asked  if  he  had  understood  tiie  Senator 
«  M«3s«chu8etts  as  sUting  tiiat  the  SUtes  had  the  right 


to  tax  such  of  their  citizens  as  held  stock  in  the  United 
States'  Baink,  on  account  of  that  stock.  ' 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  if  that  was  the  case,  how 
was  it  contended  that  tlie  eight  and  a  half  ntillions  of  stock 
held  by  foreigners  were  to  oe  conndered  as  not  liable  to 
taxation? 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that,  by  the  comity  of  nations, 
the  property  of  foreigners  was  held  free  from  taxation. 
Why  did  we  not  tax  tM  loans  of  the  Barings  to  the  Ohio 
canal,  or  the  Holland  loan  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
canal,  or  the  Pennsylvania  loan?  It  is  the  anderatanding 
between  nations  not  to  tax  private  property  ifrpeace,  of 
to  confiscate  it  in  war.  We  may  hold  stock  in  the  iVinds 
of  Great  BritMi),  but  we  are  not  liable  to  taxation  for' that 
stock. 

After  a  few  words  firom  Mr.  SPRAGUE,  in  explan*- 
tion  of  his  views,       ■      • 

Adjourned. 

Wbditksdat,  Mat  30. 
The  Senate  disposed  of  sundip"  private  bills,  and^  then, 
spent  the  remainder  of  the  day  in  executive  business. 


TavasDAT,  Hat  31. 
RAILROAD  IRON. 

The  bill  to  exempt  from  duty  imported  iron  actually 
laid  on  railroads  or  inclined  planes,  beihg  under  consider-' 
ation, 

Mr.  SMITH  expluned  the  object  of  the  bill:  it  was  to 
exempt  from  the  present  duty  of  twenty-five  per  cent,  bar* 
of  iron  imported  for  the  use  ofrailroads  and  inclined  planes, 
made  by  any  State  or  incorporated  company.  He  sug-' 
(rested  the  advantages  which  the  country  was  likely  to  de- 
rive from  railroads;  and  that,  in  the  present  full  state  of 
the  treasury,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  extend 
to  them  every  possible  facility.  The  iron  for  the  carts 
and  carriages  was  manu&ctuMd  in  the  United  States;  and 
one  company  in  Baltimore  had,  last  year,  expended  one' 
hundred  thousand  dollars  in  the  purchase  of  iron.  He 
considered  this  iron  as  a  raw  material,  which  could  not' 
enter  into  competition  with  any  of  our  domestic  manufac- 
tures. 
■  Mr.  DALLAS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  by  ahy State  or  incorporated  company;"  and, 
also,  the  words  "on  Any  such  railroad  or  inclined  plane." 
It  was  his  purpose  to  extend  the  provision  to  any  indivi- 
duals who  may  have  imported,  or  may  import,  iron  for  the 
use  of  a  rulroad.  He  bad  presented  a  memorial  on  this 
subject,  presenting  a  case  of  that  kind,  'which  h*  desired 
to  embrace. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  objected  to  the  amendment.  If  the 
Senate  were  about  to  go  beyond  the  exemptions  allowed 
by  the  ex'isting  tariff  law,  he  hoped  the  priv'ilege  wtMid 
not  be  extended  beyond  the  iron  imported  bv  any  State' 
or  incorporated  company.  The  iron- referred  to  by  the 
Senator  from  Pennsylvania  was  imported  previous  to  1838,' 
before  tiie  duty  on  iron  was  imposed.  '  He  inquired  if  this 
iron'  was  gaged,  finished,  and  in  every  way  prepared  'for 
a  railroad.  The  law  ought  to  be  made  to  operate  on  fu- 
ture cases  alone,  and  limited  to  States  and  incorporated 
companies. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  an  amendment,  providing  that  the 
benefit  of  drawback  should  be  extended  to  any  importer 
of  railroad  iron,  on  his  giving  bond  that,  within  three 
years,  it  should  be  laid  down,  or  the  duties  should  be  paid 
m  fuU. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated  that  the  effect  of  this  amendment 
would  be  to  destroy  the  security  of  the  Government.  He ' 
was  of  opinion  that  cases  like  that  to  which  the  Senator 
fit>m  South  Carolina  looked,  in  h'ls  amendment,  would  be 
of  rare  occurrence.    Railroad  iron  -would  rarely  be  im- 
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ported  years  before  it  wu  required^  when,  in  >  few  months, 
a  supply  could  always  be  obtained  from  England.  But, 
as  the  tariif  question  would  soon  come  up  for  diacusaon 
before  the  Senate,  he  thoug^bt  the  best  method  would  be 
to  introduce  into  the  eeneral  bill  a  provision  to  exempt 
iron  of  this  character,  if  it  was  thoug^bt  right  to  exempt  it, 
from  the  full  duty.  He  therefore  moved  to  lay  the  biU 
and  amendment  on  the  table,  and  to  print  the  amendment 
The  motions  were  agreed  to. 

INDIAN  WAR. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  the  precedin|r  orders  were 
then  postponed,  and  the  bill  to  reappropnate  the  unex- 
pended balances  of  former  appropriations  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  twenty  thousand  dollars,  to  be  expend- 
ed for  the  relief  of  such  friendly  Indians  as  may  seek  pro- 
tection within  the  Indian  agencies  on  the  Northweatern 
frontier.  He  stated  that  this  amendment  bad  the  sanction 
of  the  War  Department,  being  regarded  by  the  Secretary 
as  a  necessary  appropriation. 

Mr.  TIPTON  said  a  few  words  in  a  low  tone  of  voice. 
Orders,  he  stated,  either  had  been,  or  would  immediately 
be,  issued,  to  invite  all  friendly  Indians  to  come  within  the 
agencies.  Such  as  did  not  accept  the  invitation,  and  were 
anerwards  found  in  tiie  woods  and  prunes,  would  be  treat- 
ed as  enemies,  since  it  would  be  impossible  to  discriminate 
between  friends  and  enemies,  unless  they  should  come 
within  the  protection  of  the  agencies. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  he  would  feel  obliged  to  the  Se- 
nator from  Indiana  to  state  what  wasth;  cause  of  the  pre- 
sent war. 

Mr.  TIPTON  replied  that  tlie  Indians  in  (hat  quarter  of 
the  country  had  been  for  a  long  time  dissatisfied.  He  had 
been  much  among  them,  and,  during  a  long  residence 
diere,  lud  repeatedly  hewi  their  complaints.  In  1839, 
about  twenty  of  them  came  to  him,  and  complained  that 
the  white  men  encroached  on  their  lands,  and  ploughed 
up  their  oornfielda,  and  committed  other  depredations 
upon  them)  and  these  complaints  were  repeated  last  year. 
He  attributed  the  present  difficulties' to  the  inadequate 
protection  which  had  been  given  to  them  by  tlve  Govern- 
ment against  these  intruders  who  interrupted  their  repose, 
and  interfered  with  their  exertions  to  raise  the  crops  ne- 
cessary for  their  subsistence.  The  Government  had  dis- 
regarded their  complaints,  suffered  them  to  be  imposed 
upon  and  injured,  and  bad  thus  produced  the  hostile  feel- 
ing which  now  exhibited  itself.  There  was  another  cause 
wbicb  had  led  to  the  present  state  of  thinga.  These  In- 
dians were  still  in  the  habit  of  receiving  British  presents. 
There  was  a  band  who  called  themselves  the  British  band 
of  Sacs  and  Foxes.  It  was  not  to  be  doubted  that  they 
were  influenced  by  a  Power  on  the  other  aide  of  the  wa- 
ter. Unless,  however,  the  Government  would  send  among 
these  Indiana  persons  unconnected  witli  trade,  and  who 
would  not  be  guilty  of  acts  of  fraud  and  impoMtion,  the 
state  of  things  which  lias  now  occurred,  will  occur  acain 
and  again.  Everr  evil  which  now  exhibited  itself  had 
grown  out  of  difficulties  between  the  Indian  agents,  the 
traders,  and  the  Indians;  and  from  the  circumstance  that 
the  Government  bad  permitted  the  white  people  to  en- 
croach on  their  ground*  and  break  up  their  cornfields. 

Mr.  KANE  read  a  letter  from  the  Secreury  of  War, 
stating  that  official  aecountahad  been  this  mormng  receiv- 
ed at  tb«  department  of  the  defeat  of  a  body  of  the  militia 
in  an  attack  made  by  the  Indians.  The  Governor  of  Illi- 
nois had  called  out  3,000  additional  troops;  and  it  was  re- 
ported that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in  procuring 
the  supplies.  These  Indians,  it  was  stated,  deceived  the 
commander  of  the  militia,  by  approaching  him  under  a  flag 
of  truce.  The  letter  sunrested  tlie  propriety  of  increas- 
ing the  appropriation  of  1  jO,000  dollars,  now  contained 
in  the  bill,  to  300,000. 


Mr.  BUCKNER  concurred  in  the  pnpnsly  cfi 
amendment  offered  by  the  Senator  firem  lamt)  | 
thought  the  amount  insufficient  He  coDceifcddttM 
bility  of  all  the  Indians  translated  to  the  weatotMll 
the  Hiasisnppi,  being  obliged  to  throw  tbeasebei^ 
the  protecUon  of  the  United  State*.  If  aU  tke  biei 
Indians  within  the  limits  of  the  United  Slates  wert  III 
received  under  the  protection  of  the  Govemmat,  kc^ 
gested  that  tliey  mig^t  be  employed  with  noRcEMi 
than  our  own  troops  against  the  hoatile  Indian.        | 

He  stated  that,  from  his  knowledge  of  aome  of  Ik) 
he  would  be  diapoaed  to  place  impli^  oonfideaoe  ii^ 
attachment,  fidelity,  and  coora^.  They  would  dia 
better  protection  to  the  frontier,  than  an  (^  mi 
of  white  troops;  and  if  they  were  *o  employed,  it  si 
be  necessary  to  supply  them  with  weapou^'iiid  to  | 
protection  to  their  wives  and  fiunilies.  He  thsogkl 
possible  to  determine  how  Isng  these  brutiEiiari 
last.  A*  *oon  a*  it  was  known  that  the  Indisna ladl 
successful  in  their  attack,  every  hoalile  ladisa  vooli 
ten  to  join  with  them.  He  moved  to  strike  out  30,0011^ 
insert  50,000  ddUrs. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  accepted  the  amendmntaiM 
ficstion  uf  his  aMvtion. 

Some  further  di*cu*aion  took  place  on  the  uaantl 
appropriated;  when 

Mr.  FREUNGHUY8EN,  in  oonsequeoce  of  u  a 
tion  that  the  Secretary  of  War  had  rccoamnidedll 
for  this  object,  moved  to  atrikc  eat  50^000,  ud  ii 
20,000  dollars. 

The  motion  waa  carried  in  the  affirmatiTC. 

The  amendment,  as  amended,  was  thea  sgmd  la 

Mr.  KANE  then  moved,  in  conformity  win  tlx  «! 
tion  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  tkstttwM 
$150,000  for  the  expenses  of  defending  the  frntia< 
stricken  out,  and  $300,000  inserted  in  ite  room. 

The  amendment  wa*  agreed  to. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  moved  to  amend  the  bffl  bjitt 
section  appropriating  #500  to  defray  the  adifitioMlq 
ses  of  one  of  the  commissioners  to  Green  Bay.  He< 
that  General  Rich  had  been  required,  ^ter  U  i^ 
from  Green  Bay,  to  come  on  to  Washingtoii,  sad  IW 
appropriation  was  to  cover  the  expense*  wUeh  ke  td 
curred  during  that  joomey.  He  had  come  tttM 
great  inclemency,  and  under  cireumstaoces  of  pa* 
inconvenience,  a^  while  in  a  slate  <rf  impaired  iaiiK^ 
had  performed  his  services  faithfully. 

Mr.  WHITE  said  that  the  aUowance  fbrtkit  j(rt 
had  been  15  cents  per  mile,  and  #3  a  day,  and  M 
Rich  clafaned  40  cents  a  mile,  and  #8  a  day. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  KING  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  insertiijx* 
providing  that  any  balance  which  might  remais  of  de 
propriation  for  recording  patents^  might  be  sppBedt*^ 
purpose  of  arranging  the  pap««  m  the  8t^  DcptM 
which  were  in  a  state  of  much  confuaon. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  aa  amended;  sad  Ae  9 
having  concurred  in  the  amoidments,  the  bill  *»<"< 
to  be  read  a  third  time. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed,  in  Committee  of  tkt* 
the  cooaideration  of  the  biU  to  modify  and  oontinutn 
to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  the  u 
States.  The  question  being  on  Mr.  8r«i»rrt* 
ment  to  the  amendment  submitted  by  Mr.  "••JVj 
effect  that  the  bonua  to  be  paid  by  the  ''■^L*v 
distributed  among  the  several  States  tceonSnf  » 
federal  numbers  of  their  population.  j^— <i 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  a  few  words  in  **«  "^T* 
ment  The  principle,  he  said,  bad  bees  "*<*??■ 
by  the  President  of  the  United  Stirtes,  in  oae  of  W  ■ 
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lagea,  lod  vu  not  liable  to  the  objections  that  had  been 
urged  against  a  distribution  of  surplus  revenue. 

Mr.  UAItCY  called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  so  as 
first  to  take  it  on  striking  out;  and  then  inquired  if,  in  case 
the  aoiepdinent  should  be  stricken  out,  it  would  be  in  or 
der  to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  fobstitnte. 

Tbe  CHAIK  havjog  stated  that  it  would,  a  division  of 
the  question  was  ordered. 

Ur.  UAYNE  then  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
question;  which  were  ordered. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  MOORE, 

Mr.  KANE  rose  to  express  his  views  with  regard  to  the 
ameadment,  as  briefly  as  he  eould,  for  he  was  sensible  that 
the  late  period  of  the  session  did  not  admit  of  much  argu- 
aent.  He  was  in  favor  of  preserving  the  amendment  of 
the  geotleman  from  AlabaoM,  as  it  then  stood,  in  its  pre- 
cise UDguage  throughout,  because  the  corporation  and  its 
meinben  possessed  privileges,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  rights 
of  the  rest  of  mankind.  He  was  for  taxing  the  bank  ana  its 
i>nacha  to  the  extent  of  its  loans  and  issues,  because  to 
that  extent  it  prevented  otliers  from  doing  a  similar  busi- 
ness. It  was  known  that  banking  was  an  original  right; 
every  man  had  the  right  to  bank  on  his  own  accoiint;  and 
in  ttuit  country  from  whence  banking  waa  derived,  it  was 
iMt  only  an  original,  but  a  common  law  right.  It  would 
be  unjust  in  States  to  deprive  their  citizens  of  rights  in 
frrorof  a  few,  without  an  equivalent;  and  therefore,  when 
States  did  gtre  exclusive  privileges,  they  made  those  to 
whom  they  were  granted  pay  for  them.  But  the  United 
States  claimed  the  right  to  grant  this  privilege.  If,  then, 
the  right  given  to  this  corporation  by  the  United  States 
be  an  exclusive  right,  it  was  not  only  a  deprivation  of  the 
iiightsof  individuids,  but  of  the  States,  to  grant  such  ex- 
ckuive  rights.  It  was  on  this  ground  tliat  be  was  in  favor 
«f  retaining  the  right  of  taxing  tlie  bank  and  its  branches 
to  the  extent  of  its  loans  and  issues.  But  it  is  said  this  has 
already  been  done.  The  bill  requires  a  bonus  of  |ll50,000 
aaaually  for  fifteen  years.  This  provision  was  arbitrary;  it 
could  not  be  ascertained  the  amount  of  benefit  that  would 
accrue  to  the  bank  for  the  renewal  of  the  charter,  and  there 
were  therefore  no  precise  data  by  which,  in  the  outset,  to 
mx  the  just  ainount  to  be  exacted.  A  bonus  for  exclu- 
sive privileges  was  the  offspring  of  necessity — the  expe- 
dient of  profligate  princes  of  arbitrary  Governinents, 
exacted  umply  because  wanting  a  Kttle  money,  and  there 
were  those  who  were  willing  to  give  it 

Ur.  8PRAGUE  made  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr. 
Kiaa,  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  UAYNE  observed  that,  when  the  amendment  of 
f>e  gentleman  from  Alabama  was  first  introduced,  there 
"u  some  embarrassment.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that  the 
States  possessed  the  power  of  taxing  the  branches  of  the 
bank  within  their  limits,  he  was  at  first  unwilling  to  con- 
cur in  aa  amendment  that  seemed  to  express  a  doubt  as  to 
that  power.  He  concurred  with  the  gentleman  that  no 
legislation  on  the  part  of  Congress  could  eithei;.  add  to, 
or  take  from,  the  rights  of  the  States.  He  regarded  the 
amendment  as  nothmg  more  or  leas  than  as  a  limitation 
in  the  charter,  which  will  prevent  any  difficulty  between 
tlie  bank  and  the  State.  By  inserting  the  provision,  the 
bink  would  be  left  no  pretext  for  resisting  the  right  of  the 
States  to  tax  its  branches.  It  had  been  sud  that  this  tax 
naght  be  made  ruinous,  and  drive  the  branches  from  the 
States;  but  this  objection  would  apply  as  well  to  any  other 
objects  of  taxation — to  mercantile,  and  all  the  species  of 
property  liable  to  taxation.  With  regard  to  the  substitute  of 
the  gentleman  from  Maine,  he  was  opposed  to  it  Mo  aei>. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  principle  which,  when  once  introduc- 
ed, would  never  cease  to  operate  as  a  curse  on  the  coun- 
fy.  It  had  before  this  been  introduced  in  other  forms, 
and  ittenaously  rensted;  it  would  again  be  attempted;  and 
i>e  would  undertake  to  sav  that,  if  this  amendment  pre- 
''^d,  it  would  be  only  the  coounencement. 

Vou  vin.— 63 


Mr.  H.  entered  into  various  arguments  against  the  pro- 
posed substitute.  If  adopted,  gentlemen  would  see  its 
effects  before  this  bill  passed;  it  would  then  become  the 
interest  of  those  in  favor  of  it  to  increase  the  bonus, 
which  would  probably  be  fixed  at  $500,000  ayear,  instead 
of  #150,000.  He  should  oppose  the  corrupting  influence 
of  this  system,  which  should  not  be  permitted  to  exist. 

Afler  some  remarks  fi-om  Messrs.  SPR\GUE  arid 
CLAYTON, 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  was  opposed  to  striking  out  the 
amendment,  as  well  because  oi  its  intrinsic  merits,  as  be- 
cause he  was  opposed  to  the  substitute  proposed  by  the 
gentleman  from  Maine.  He  regarded  this  proposition  as 
a  universal  trutli  that  there  was  no  species  of  property 
in  this  country  ttiat  was  not  liable  to  taxation,  both  by  the 
Federal  and  State  Governments.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment had  the  right  to  tax  tlie  State  banks;  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  States  had  a  right  to  tax  the  branches  of 
the  United  States'  Bank  within  their  respective  limits.  If 
it  be  contended  that  the  emanation  of  the  charter  firom 
the  Federal  Government  protected  the  corporation  from 
taxation,  the  same  exemption  might,  with  as  much  reason, 
be  claimed  for  a  corporation,  for  a  ferry,  for  mercantile  buu- 
ness,  or,  in  short,  for  any  property  owned  by  citizens  out 
of  the  State  imposing  the  tax.  With  regard  to  the  case 
of  McCulloh  and  the  State  of  Harylano,  referred  to  by 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  he  admitted  that  the  Supreme 
Court  had  decided  against  the  power  claimed  by  the  State. 
But  if  a  provision  of  tliis  kind  were  introduced  in  the  bill, 
the  Supreme  Court  would  never  decide  that  Congress  had 
not  the  right  to  introduce  it;  and  it  would  preclude  the 
court  from  deciding  against  the  power  of  the  States.  The 
gentleman  contended  that  Congress  did  not  possess  the 
right  to  insert  such  a  provision;  but  it  waa  obvious  that 
those  who  g^-anted  a  privilege,  had  the  right  to  prescribe 
the  conditions  on  which  it  should  be  exercised.  Mr.  M. 
urged  various  arguments  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  and 
against  the  substitute  proposed  by  Mr.  Spvabui. 

Af\er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  MABCY,  SMITH, 
and  MANGUM, 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  before  the  <}uestion  waa  taken,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  petition  of  Mesvs.  Thorn- 
dike  and  others,  merchants  of  Boston,  praying  for  a  char- 
ter of  a  national  bank.  Mr.  H.  read  the  extract,  by  which 
it  appeared  that  the  petitioners  offered  to  pay  a  bonus  of 
one  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  their  capital;  and,  also,  to 
pay  to  the  States  a  tax  not  exceeding  the  amount  imposed 
by  them  on  their  own  banks.  Tb;  oonus  provided  m  the 
present  bill,  said  Mr.  H.,  is  one-half  per  cent.  These 
gentlemen  offer  double  the  amount— one  per  cent;  and 
this  he  only  mentioned  to  show  that  mercantile  men,  of 
great  experience,  were  of  opinion  that  the  bank  could 
not  only  pay  a  bonus  of  |600,000  per  annum,  but  pay  a 
reasonable  tax  to  the  States. 

Adjourned. 

FaiDai,  JoxB  1. 
TOPOGRAPHICAL  ENGINEEB8. 

The  Senate  proceeded  toT  consider  the  lull  to  organize 
the  corps  of  topographical  enpneers. 

The  bill  having  been  read  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  his  hope  that  some  sufficient 
reason  for  this  organization  would  be  pven  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  tGlitary  Committee.  Where  was  the  necessity 
for  the  increase  of  officers  proposed  by  the  bill.'  We 
were  in  a  period  of  profound  peace;  and  there  was  an  en- 
gineer corps  in  the  service  oi  the  Government.  He  re- 
peated his  desire  for  some  explanation. 

Mr.  BENTON  replied  that  a  number  of  dtizens  were 
now  in  the  employment  of  the  Government  as  civil  engi- 
neers, and  they  were  employed  at  conMderable  expense, 
and  were  not  subject  to  martial  law.    The  bill  organizes 
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a  corpi  vhich  will  be  able  to  render  more  efficient  ser- 
vices to  the  country,  and  which  will  be  more  readily  con- 
trolled, as  it  will  be  under  military  government.  He  also 
suggested  that  the  bill  would  effect  a  considerable  redac- 
tion of  expense. 

Mr.  FOOT  asked  if  there  were  not  now  officers  of  the 
army  who  were  detailed  for  this  very  service.  The  Senate 
had  t>een  told  that  money  would  be  saved  by  this  creation  of 
new  officers.  During  the  whole  time  that  he  had  been  in 
the  public  service,  he  had  never  known  any  saving  pro- 
duced by  the  creation  of  new  officers. 

Mr.  SMITH,  in  reply,  stated  that  it  was  true  that  offi- 
cers were  detailed  for  Uiis  service,  but  it  was  a  cause  of 
much  complsint,  because  the  regular  duty  which  was  thus 
devolved  on  those  who  remuned  with  their  corps,  was 
double.  It  has  sometimes  happened  that  but  a  single  offi- 
cer has  been  led  to  an  artillery  company.  He  stated  that 
instances  had  occurred  of  officers  who,  after  being  in  the 
topograplucal  service,  had  imbibed  such  *  dislike  of  the 
regular  service,  that,  rather  than  return  to  it,  they  had 
resigned.  Being  once  detailed  on  that  service,  they  be- 
come unfit  for  military  duty,  and  thus  it  frequently  hap- 
pens that  the  best  officers  are  lost  to  the  country. 

Mr.  HATNE  briefly  expressed  the  objections  to  the  bill, 
which  had  presented  themselves  to  his  mind.  Ha  regard- 
ed the  new  organization  proposed  I^  the  bill  as  exception- 
able, because  it  left  several  able  and  fiuthfiil  officers  to  be 
dismissed.  He  referred  to  the  present  mode  of  employ- 
ing the  graduates  of  West  Point  m  the  topographical  duty. 
If  they  were  found  qualified,  they  might  be  still  kept  on 
that  Aatji  but  if  not  qualified,  and  any  one  should  feel 
discontent  in  being  ordered  back  to  military  duty,  he 
night  rerign.  There  would  be  found  plenty  of  brevets 
to  take  his  place.  If  it  was  denrable  to  get  rid  of  the 
otizcns  from  the  topographical  duty,  that  could  be  done^ 
b^  TtpeaSng  the  law  which  authoiizes  the  employment  of 
civil  engineers.  The  Secretary  of  War  has  found  it  more 
•dvMitagcoaa  to  employ  citizens  than  to  send  the  milttar}' 
on  this  service. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  had  heard  it  suggested  that  this  was 
bit  upon  as  a  convenient  mode  of  getting  rid  of  certain 
oAcers  in  the  army.  He  did  not  know  wnether  this  was 
the  fcct  or  DOt<  'but  he  thought,  under  all  the  eircum' 
stances,  it  would  be  beooming  in  the  Senate  to  act  oau- 
tioudy  «n  the  subject  He  would,  therefore,  more  to  lay 
the  bill  on  tiie  table. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to— yeas  37. 

EXTENSION  OF  PATENTS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  a  bill  iutborizmg 

letters  patent  to  be  issued  to  Thomas ,  -^—  - 

and  James  Lang;  the  two  former  being  residents  in  Great 
'  Britain,  and  the  last  a  resident  in  Sco&md. 

Mr.  MARCT,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  the  words  "  and 
to  Samuel  Hill,  of ,  in  the  county  of  Notting- 
ham, England,  for  an  improved  piston  and  valve  for  steam 
engines,"  &c. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  regarded  this  as  an  important  biU.  It 
granted  letters  patent  to  foreigners  who  did  not  reside 
here,  who  never  had  rcnded,  and  who  never  intended  to 
reside  here.  *If  it  was  right  to  do  this,  some  general  prin- 
ciple ought  to  be  adopted.  He  had  strong  objections  to 
legislation  in  special  and  individual  cases.  The  law  of  pa- 
■  teata  had  been  already  so  modified  as  to  ^ive  them  to  any 
foreigner  who  showed  a  dispontion  to  reside  here.  Some 
rears  ago,  a  man  named  Brovrn  obtained  a  patent,  by 
holding  out  the  idea  that  such  was  his  intention<  but  hav- 
ing obtained  it,  he  gave  it  to  be  understood  that  he  never 
intended  to  reside  here«  and  he  never  came  here  at  all. 
He  was  denrous  Congress  should  exercise  the  powers 
granted  to  it,  by  the  passage  of  a  general  Uw,  if  the  prin- 
ciple was  to  be  established  that  foreigners  ritoold  have 


|>atents.  He  did  not  know  that  lie  migfhtnot  givehis 
sent  to  such  law.  But  he  could  not  consent  to  take  ^ 
special  cases.  It  wu  not  possible  for  the  two  Hoaeal 
sit  in  juilgment  on  the  merits  of  any  invention  which  M 
to  be  submitted  to  them;  and,  if  they  could  not,  K  vos 
be  impossible  to  refuse  the  passage  of  any  biU  after  tti 

He  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  t 
Judiciary,  with  instructions  to  report  a  general  biD. 

Mr.  DtCKERSON  sud  he  was  opposed  to  this  btB.  | 
was  not  willinfj^  to  extend  these  privileges  to  ftatig— 
Congress  had,  in  his  opinion,  often  impeded  the  progN 
of  science  by  granting  patents.  Oliver  Evans's  nfflstliq 
an  impediment  in  the  way  of  improvement.  Be  li 
found  out  some  old  invention,  and,  by  givii^  it  a  M 
dress,  had  obtuned  a  pMent,  and  thus  injured  the  cM 
of  science,  A  foreigner  mi(^t  obtain  a  pstent  here, « 
mi^t  afterwards  leave  the  country,  and  take  steps  tosi 
vent  it  from  t}eing  of  any  advantage  to  us.  In  case  olfl 
national  rivalry,  uie  foreign  Government  eugfat  boy  op] 
patent,  in  order  to  preclude  us  freoi  any  participatiad 
its  benefits.  He  would  not,  therefore,  grant  patents,  at 
on  the  principle  of  reciprocity,  since  they  were  laeM 
given  for  the  Mnefit  of  individuals. 

Mr.  HOLMES  did  not  see  the  dangerous  eooseqaeM 
of  passing  this  bill,  in  such  an  alirming  point  of  view.  I 
could  not  find  in  the  constitution  any  discrinunation  ■• 
between  foreigners  and  American  citizens.  He  rcfiM 
to  the  recommendation  of  General  Wasbingtoa,  is  I 
first  message,  as  to  the  introduction  of  fbreign  impM 
ments.  Under  the  existing  hw,  foreigners  ni^  cat 
and  reside  here  two  years,  obtain  their  patents,  aad  ttl 
return  home,  and  dispose  of  their  inventions. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  was  one  of  the  conniiuttee  wiwl| 
reported  the  bill,  and  be  agreed  with  the  Setatnr  tt 
Massachusetts  that  it  was  a  subject  involTinf^  aasBC  M 
culty.  The  question  was,  should  we  ^rmnt  righto  rf  I 
ezclunve  character  to  foreigners;  and,  if  so,  on  whatfri 
ciples?  Was  it  better  to  act,  for  the  present,  in  puM 
lar  cases,  or  to  adopt  a  general  principle  *  The  coad 
tee  had  thought  it  best  to  act  on  a  fr  w  special  caaes  It 
in  order  to  see  how  the  thing  worked,  before  a  geoa 
principle  was  adopted.  In  this  case,  the  genUenu  I 
hiimelf  appeared  before  tiie  committee,  and  had  mt  «d 
establishea  his  own  respectability,  but  had  aalitfeJ  I 
committee  that  he  was  associated  with  gentlencB  'mi 
country,  of  large  capital,  whose  object  it  was  to  ~ 
it  into  use  among  us. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  made  one  or  two  additioMd 
He  suggested  that  foreigners  would  have  Qtc  pevff< 
withholding  their  improvements  from  us  fi>r  feurtoi 
years.  He  insisted,  however,  that  we  had  httle  to  (M 
since  we  were  already  ahead  of  our  fore^n  bicthnal 
the  progress  of  useful  inventieD.  If  his  motion  to  recM 
rait  should  fiul,  he  hoped  the  chairman  of  the  luisaiHI 
would  give  satisfrkctory  explanations  of  the  nature  «fd 
improvement.  He  fiuther  suggested  that,  in  esse  Ct 
great  should  afterwards  denre  to  revoke  a  patent  gmti 
to 'a  foreigner,  it  could  not  well  be  done,  as  the  iwcigM 
would  be  out  of  our  reach. 

Tlie  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motiea  ta  msl 
mit,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  36. 

BANK  OF  THE  CNrTED  STATES. 

The  Senate  ntting  as  in  Comorittee  of  the  Whoie.  4i 
consideration  of  the  bank  bill  was  resumed — the  qoetfiN 
still  pending  on  Mr.  MooBs's  amendment,  giving  lliiMl 
ral  States  the  power  of  taxing  the  issues  and  laaastf  ti* 
bank)  and  on  Mr.  Sfbascs's  motion  to  strike  oat  ss  msA 
of  the  sune,  and  to  substitute  a  clause  to  distriboft  Ae 
bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  among  the  States,  acca4' 
ing  to  their  fodeial  numbers. 

Mr.  BIBB  rose.  The  amendments  proposed  eakaoei 
he  said,  two  disthictqaestioos.     The  first  qustiaB  related 
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0  the  propriety  of  recognising  the  power  of  taxation  in 
ke  seTCKU  States  within  their  own  jurisdiction;  and  the 
mendaient  to  this  went  to  abrogate  such  power,  and  to  sub- 
litnte  a  correUtive  propoation  in  its  place,  enacting  that 
he  bonus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  for  its  exclusire  privi- 
cjKtnd  franchise  should  be  distributed  among  the  States, 
(ov,  for  his  part,  he  could  not  agree  to  such  substitute; 
br  he  could  not  yield  up  the  question  of  the  power  of 
intion  in  the  States.  Such  a  substitute  would  seem  an 
ittemptto  change  the  nature  of  the  original  federal  corn- 
act— to  enlarge  it — to  make  the  power  of  the  Federal 
SoTemment  more  transcendent  thaji  at  the  adoption  of  the 
Ueral  constitution.  As  regarded  the  first  question,  re- 
i6n  to  the  power  of  taxing  residing  in  the  States,  it  had 
leen  argued  in  two  ways  that  it  did  not  exist;  that  this 
mU  be  proved  b^  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court; 
sad  again,  that,  if  it  did  not  exist  under  the  old  charter 
if  the  bank.  Congress  could  not  give  it  now.  It  was 
rith  the  greatest  reluctance  that  be  would  impogn  any 
lecision  of  the  Suprente  Court;  for,  than  himself,  no  man 
lid  a  higher  opinion  of  its  merits,  or  held  it  in  higher 
npect  But,  nevertheless,  he  would  not  blindly  surren- 
kr  his  judgment  to  any  tribunal,  however  exalted,  when 
tvas  evident  its  judgment  was  erroneous.  And  when 
be  Supreme  Court  erred,  he  would  not  hesitate  to  ex- 
rets  lus  dissent.  And,  in  the  case  of  McCuUoch  against 
K  bank,  it  was  his  opinion  that  the  court  had  so  erred, 
bit  its  decision  amounted  to  felo  de  at.  The  principles 
nd  the  premises  there  assumed  were  erroneous — of  con- 
fluence, so  was  the  conclusion.  It  was  also  argued  that, 
f  the  power  of  taxation  were  g^nted,  it  included  the 
lower  to  destroy.  He  [Mr.  B.]  denied  the  proposition, 
ind  Tould  contend  that  the  power  of  taxation  mcluded 
be  power  to  protect.  The  argument  was  only  accordant 
lith  tyrannical  principles,  not  with  republican  doctrines. 
Itvas  one  which  could  not  be  exercised  in  a  republic. 
Vhere,  again,  tlie  power  of  taxation  is  granted,  he  would 
Bert  that  the  party  exercising  this  right  is  bound  to  pro- 
«ct  those  taxed  in  lieu  thereolT,  the  same  as  other  institu- 
iom.  If  the  argument  were  conceded,  it  would  dlow  of 
k  distinction  of  the  property  of  the  bank,  and  the  indi- 
ndual  property  of  the  stockholders.  And  what  would 
itcome  of  the  property  of  foreigners?  Every  day's  ex- 
|eiienee  showed  the  result  of  taxation  within  our  jurisdic- 
100;  if  foreign  merchants  introduced  goods,  they  were 
ued  at  the  very  threshold,  no  matter  where  the  owners 
lete  domiciled,  and  the  protection  of  their  rights  of  pro- 
lerty  followed.  It  was  a  universal  principle,  that  our 
Nwerto  tax  foreign  goods,  on  their  introduction,  involved 
>rotection,  not  confiscation.  The  latter  power  would  be 
hit  of  a  demon,  not  that  of  a  civilized  Government.  If 
til  estate  is  purchased  by  this  corporation,  as  such,  it  is 
lot,  it  b  true,  the  property  of  A  or  B,  but  of  the  stock- 
nldert  at  large.  It  is  united  property,  and  as  a  whole, 
ike  other  property,  is  a  fair  subject  of  taxation.  Again: 
lid  he  hold  his  property  in  the  bank,  he  thought  that  it 
l>ouM  not,  for  that  reason,  be  exempt  from  taxation. 
^  why  should  not  corporations  be  tax|A|  Faculties 
'ere  taxed.  Look  at  our  early  laws  for  inflHkl  improve' 
nents.  Lawyers  were  taxed  for  tlie  right  of  exercising 
heir  profession;  and  even  oUr  administration — tlie  pro- 
>erty  m  their  hands,  under  executory  deeds,  was  a  sub- 
set of  taxation.  He  would  ask  why,  if  a  person  chose 
0  invest  bis  property  or  his  money  in  this  manner,  in  a 
»rporation,  it  should  not  be  liable  to  taxation.  Has  it 
lot  more  profit,  when  thus  invested,  than  in  any  other 
node,  and  not  subject  to  as  much  labor  or  attention  on 
^e  part  of  the  individual.'  It  was  known  that,  after  the 
Myroent  ^f  all  expenses,  it  left  a£lear  dividend,  equal,  if 
lot  more  than  property  otherwise  invested.  It  should 
I"  Uied,  in  his  opinion,  above  all  other  property,  because 
Hillowetl  tlie  stockholders,  without  any  trouble  on  their 
I*'*!  to  exercise  tlieir  difTerent  avocations  and  professions ; 


and  that  it  waa  the  fairest  subject  of  taxation  in  the  world, 
because  it  allowed  its  owner  other  disposal  of  his  time. 

As  this  tax  formed  a  portion  of  the  revenue  of  the  coun- 
tiy,  it  must  be  manifest  that  the  power  to  impose  it  existed 
in  die  General  Government  from  the  adoption  of  the  Fede- 
ral Union.  When  the  constitution  was  formed,  the  light 
was  never  doubted.  But  this  power  (taking  it  for  grant- 
ed) in  the  United  States  was  possessed  as  concurrent  by 
the  several  States,  unless  where,  by  their  own  consent 
it  was  expressly  denied  them  by  the  constitution.  Within 
their  own  jurisdiction  they  possessed  as  full  and  concur- 
rent  power  of  taxation  as  tiie  General  Government.  To 
prove  this,  he  would  refer  to  the  early  exposition  of  tbU 
part  of  our  constitution,  at  the  time  of  its  adoption,  when 
it  was  necessarily  best  understood.  It  would  be  found  in 
the  "FederalisV'page  32,  written  by  Alexander  Hanil- 
ton.     [Mr.  B.  here  read  the  extract  from  the  Federalist.] 

Now,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  let  us  examine  what  is  this  cor- 
poration. It  was  contended  that  (he  power  rested  in  the 
Government  to  create  it,  but  he  should  not  now  broach 
the  important  question  which  the  right  involved.  But  let 
it  be  supposed  that  the  Government  has  the  power,  have 
the  States  the  rig^ht  of  taxing  it  within  thor  jurisdiction? 
What  is  this  corporation?  Is  it  not  merely  the  right  of 
separate  individuals  to  put  their  money,  their  stock,  to- 
gether, for  their  better  interest?  And  with  the  exception 
of  some  seven  millions  of  stock  owned  by  the  Govern- 
ment, it  is  the  property  of  individuals.  Government  baa 
no  control  over  it  beyond  that  of  o&er  stockholders,  who 
hold  the  same  amount  And  whence  the  privilege  of  these 
individuals,  by  the  mere  act  of  putting  their  aggregate 
property  under  the  management  of  a  directory,  to  tbiu 
exempt  it  from  the  liability  it  would  otherwise  be  subject 
to?  The  Government  holding  but  a  small  pcalion  of  this 
property,  he  would  say  that  the  bank  was  under  the  sway 
of  those  individuals,  who  managed  its  concerns,  as  any 
other  propeKy  would  be  mani^^ed,  to  redound  most  to 
their  interest,  and  that  it  was  not  a  Government  machine; 
and,  under  such  circumstances,  he  would  ask  if  any  cor- 
poration, exercising  the  objects  and  pursuits  of  individuals, 
could  claim  the  immunities  and  privileges  of  a  sovereign 
power.  He  would  never  consent  that  a  corporation^  of 
individuals  should  wield  its  sovereignty — that  their  capital 
should  be  above  the  power  or  reach  of  thoae  ver^  State* 
in  which  they  exercised  their  franchise — in  which  they 
might  be  said  "  to  live,  move,  and  have  their  being." 

Let  us  suppose,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  the  branch  of  the  bank 
in  Kentucky,  or  in  Ohio,  for  example,  is  robbed.  _  Who 
punishes  the  felon?  Is  it  the  Government?  No,  sir.  If 
one  of  its  officers  or  managfers  be  assaulted,  is  it  the  Go- 
vernment punishes  for  the  violence  done?  No,  sir;  it  is 
the  State  in  which  those  acts  are  committed  tluit  punishes, 
and  the  State  alone  has  the  power.  Further,  so  far  as  the 
Government  holds  property  in  this  corporation,  it  is  a 
surrender  in  so  much  of  its  sovereign  power;  for,  when  a 
sovereignty  mixes  with  mere  individuals,  commingles  with 
them,  it  cannot  elevate  the  individuals  to  its  station,  but 
it  sinks  to  their  level. 

He  had  already  endeavored  to  show,  by  the  opinions  of 
Hamilton,  and  his  exposition  of  the  constitution,  that  the 
several  States  possessed  a  concurrent  power  of  taxation 
with  the  Government  itself,  unless  when  defined  to  the 
contrary;  and  these  were  limited  to  two  subjects,  viz.  im- 
ports and  exports,  the  taxing  of  which  is  placed  in  the 
Government  alone.  The  income  on  the  pubUc  lands, 
which  had  ance  been  created,  might  be  also  adduced;  but 
where  the  United  States  had  laid  a  tax  on  them,  did  it  pre- 
vent the  State  Government  from  taxing  the  same?  Both 
had  done  so.  If  the  United  States  laid  its  band  on  some 
particular  objects  for  taxation,  whether  slaves^  land  tax, 
or  other  things,  it  did  not  place  an  exclusive  right  in  the 
Government;  because,  exercised  in  those  particulars,  the 
State  was  deprived  of  the  like  power,  but  badiikewiae  » 
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correbtire,  »  coneurrent  power.  Nor  does  it  follow 
that,  if  this  corporation  be  invested  with  certain  immuni- 
ties, thejr  shall  operate  as  a  bar  aj^inst  the  ri?bt  inherent 
in  the  States.  Such  privileges,  if  invested  in  those  in- 
dividuals in  their  corporate  capacity,  would  resemble  the 
old  noblesse  in  France,  whose  estates  were  exempt  from 
ail  taxation,  throwing  the  burden  on  the  people,  and 
create  in  this  country  a  great jnoneyed  aristocracy,  a  privi- 
leged class.  He  would  never  consent  to  such  privileges. 
Out  of  a  capital  of  thirty-six  millions,  only  seven  were  owned 
by  the  Government,  thus  leaving  twenty-nine  millions  of 
exempted  property.  Then,  as  regarded  the  property 
owned  by  non-rendents,  which,  it  would  appear,  amount- 
ed to  one-fourth  of  the  whole.  By  the  decision  of  the  Su- 
premeCourt,  that  we  could  not  tax  the  subjects  of  aforeign 
Government,  this  property  was  exempt;  and  if  this  argu- 
ment and  decinon  were  correct,  the  whole  stock  of  the 
bank  might  be  transferred,  and  thus  a  general  exemption 
take  place.  Could  this  be  allowed?  And  were  the  States 
to  be  called  on  by  their  authority,  to  give  their  protection 
to  the  officers  of  this  corporation  resident  within  them, 
and  yet  be  restricted  from  taxing  the  property  and  the  in- 
^vidfuals  thus  protected  N  He  would  ask,  what  boon  wai 
given  to  the  States  in  lieu' 

Mr.  B.  referred  to  the  laws  that  had  already  been  passed 
for  taxing  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  In  the  third  vo- 
lume of  the  Laws  of  the  United  States,  would  be  found  an 
imposition  of  a  direct  tax,  and,  among  otiier  things,  the  law 
imposes  a  stamp  tax  on  the  notes  of  all  the  banks;  and  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  then,  existing  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  United  States,  had  a  tax  imposed  on  it,  and  did 
make  the  composition  of  one  per  cent,  provided  for  by  that 
law.  The  other  law  was  that  of  1813,  which  law  im- 
posed a  tax  on  banks,  and  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
was  not  then  exempted.  If  the  Government,  then,  pos- 
sesses the  power  of  taxing  the  United  States'  Bank,  how 
is  it  that  the  States  are  to  be  divested  of  that  power?  It 
has  been  said  that,  if  this  power  be  conceded  to  the  States, 
,  they  wilt  act  widely  and  inconsiderately,  and  tax  the  bank 
to  its  ruin.  But,  because  a  power  may  be  abused,  does  It 
argue  that  this  power  does  not  exist  ?  If  this  be  conceded, 
it  would  prohibit  the  exercise  of  all  lawful  power,  both 
by  the  Federal  and  State  Governments.  He  meant  no 
disrespect  to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  when  he 
asked  if  there  had  never  been  an  abuse,  or  in<fiscreet  ex- 
ercise of  power,  on  their  part.  Where  was  the  remedy, 
when  there  was  such  an  indiscreet  exercise  of  power? 
There  was  none,  other  than  in  the  returning  g^od  sense 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  exercised  through 
their  representatives.  He  admitted  that  the  State  of  Ohio 
had  acted  indiscreetly  in  taxing  the  bank  so  extravagantly 
as  she  did.  But  let  us  review  the  circumstances  under 
which  she  acted.  At  the  close  of  the  war,  there  was  no 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  but  the  currency  of  the  coun- 
try was  confined  to  notes  of  the  State  banks.  The  Go- 
vernment applied  to  these  banks,  and  urged  them  to  take 
its  loans.  He  was  in  Congress  at  the  time  that  the  cashiers 
attended,  and  exposed  the  situation  of  the  bank.  IVe 
have  no  money,  said  they;  but  we  have  stock  on  which 
we  make  our  discounts;  we  consider  this  cash,  which  could 
be  realized  in  time  of  peace,  but  now  not  available.  Every 
bank  appliedto,  thus  exposed  their  situation,  and  declared 
their  inability  to  lend;  that  when  war  came,  their  situa- 
tion would  be  perilous,  for  the  stock  on  which  they  relied, 
and  which  yielded  them  ax  per  cent.,  could  not  be  turned 
into  money,  in  case  of  a  pressure  on  their  banks.  The 
reply  of  the  Secretary  was  that  of  a  statesman.  Tlie  Go- 
vernment, said  he,  must  have  money;  and  the  consequence 
was,  specie  payments  by  the  banks  ceased;  the  Govern- 
ment continued  to  sell  treasury  notes  to  them,  and  they 
<;ontinued  to  make  loans  to  the  Government.  The  notes 
of  these  banks  not  paying  specie,  were  taken  to  an  im- 
mense amount,  and  circulated  throughout  the  country, 


for  the  payment  of  the  troops,  and  for  the  purchsacofall 
the  supplies  needed  to  carry  on  the  war;  for,  unforUinte- 
ly,  the  banks  that  did  pay  spege,  refused  to  lend  monty 
to  support  an  "  unnatural  and  unjust  war."  When  ptat 
came,  no  time  was  allowed  to  these  banks,  who  \ai  put 
into  circulation  such  a  vast  amount  of  notes  in  ordtr  to 
serve  the  Government,  to  call  in  their  circulation;  but,  for- 
getful of  the  benefits  received  from  them,  the  Gofcn- 
ment  immediately  created  another  bank,  to  compel  tloie 
banks  to  find  specie  for  the  amount  they  bad  out  Whit 
was  the  consequence?  The  Bank  of  the  United Stitn 
went  into  operation  with  not  three  millions,  and,  in  kjn 
than  eighteen  months,  issued  notes  to  the  amount  of  (igd- 
teen  mJlions,  which  was  afterwards  reduced  to  nine  mil- 
lions. The  State  banks  were  drained  of  their  specie  to 
supplythe  Bank  of  the  United  States,  (upwards  of  seTenlT- 
two  millions  were  drawn  from  Kentucky  and  Ohio  tlone,) 
until  they  found  themselves  in  a  mtuation  of  great  depiti- 
sion  and  embarrassment,  and  many  of  them  were  niio- 
ed.  Now,  it  was  not  astonishing  that,  in  tlus  itate  of 
things,  when  such  a  besom  of  destruction  wu  Jweepinj; 
away  the  State  institutions,  and  the  fortunes  of  indiridiali 
connected  with  them,  that  there  should  hare  been  such 
an  excitement  as  caused  the  legrislation  of  the  Stale  of 
Ohio,  before  referred  to.  At  that  veiy  lime,  the  SUte  of 
Kentucky  was  employing,  through  the  medium  of  her 
State  bank,  a  capital  of  seven  hundred  and  fifty  tbounnil 
dollars,  acquired  by  the  sale  of  her  Green  riyer  lindi. 
This  was  the  case,  also,  with  the  State  of  Ohio,  who  nude 
a  similar  investment  of  her  capital.  The  bank  interfewi, 
and  these  State  Institutions  were  ruined.  Here  wis  the 
cause  of  the  extraordinary  excitement  which  prodiicei 
that  extraordinary  taxation  of  a  bank  that  had  pradiKtd 
so  much  injury.  He  was  not  now  arguing  the  quedion 
whether  the  bank  should  be  rechartered  or  not;  he  »is 
only  contending  that,  if  it  should  be  rechartered,  it  *ould 
not  be  in  such  a  way  as  to  have  the  power  of  breatiig 
down  the  State  institutions. 

Mr.  B.  here  entered,  at  length,  into  the  argfiiment  tslo 
the  right  of  the  States  to  tax  the  branches  within  their 
limits,  and  the  propriety  and  expediency  of  the  Nitioml 
Legislature  affirming  the  right,  by  introducing  auch a  pro- 
vision in  the  charter. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  by  arguing  that  the  right  of  tanliw 
belonged  to  the  States  in  their  sovereign  capacity-tjm 
such  rights  were  not  specially  adverted  to  in  the  comtJtu- 
tion;  tiie  Congress  had  not  the  power  to  delegfate  or  to 
compromit.  That  he  was  one  of  those  who  denied  the 
power  of  the  General  Government  to  raise  money  forili-'- 
tribution — a  proposition  which  the  substitute  of  the  pn- 
tleman  from  Maine,  [Mr.  Srsaoca,]  so  to  applythebomu, 
would  carry  into  operation.  He  would  opp<»e  it  on  con- 
stitutional grounds — he  would  oppose  it  as  ineipedieil; 
and,  further,  he  would  vote  against  the  substitute  as  «• 
guarded  the  striking  out  of  the  amendment  of  thegtnUf 
man  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Moors,]  as  denying  the  po^ff 
of  taxation  in  tlie  several  States.  , 

Mr.  DUBMIY  said  that,  jecognising  the  right  of  Iw 
several  States"  to  give  instructions  to  their  Senatcw  »M 
ought  to  consider  themselves  bound  to  obey  tliem,  n«  '*' 
no  difficulty  in  yielding  a  ready  obedience  'o.*'."!!^ 
tions  contained  in  the  resolutions  he  then  held  in  he  tan* 


These  resolutions  were  adopted  at  the  late  season 


of  the 


Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  York,  and  had  """-^ 
been  presented  to  the  Senate.  The  subject  '™'*  '  ,/ 
time  been  under  discussion,  and  that  resolution  •'•J.^^^ 
received  the  concurrence  of  a  majority  of  two-tbir* 
the  Legislature.  He  believed,  therefore,  that  they  ^« 
the  language  of  a  majority  of  the  State.  He  «'<«"?"■ 
cordingly  vote  against  the  bill,  in  whatever  shape  orio™ 
it  might  be  modified.  He  took  tUs  opportunity  » 
expressing  his  disapprobation  to  granting  a  gr"'  """"fj  - 
■'^      ■      of  a  bonus.    He  concurred » 


it  might 

pressir„ 
monopoly  in  consideration 
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the  principleg  of  the  atfendroent  ofTered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Alabama,  affirming  the  rights  of  the  States  to  tax 
the  branches  of  the  bank  to  the  extent  that  they  tax  their 
own  institations,  and  should  give  to  the  amendment  his 
support.  In  the  State  of  New  York,  which  had  a  banking 
capital  of  twenty-four  millions,  all  paid  in,  and  many  insu- 
rance and  other  incorporated  companies,  all  such  institu- 
tions were  taxed,  not  by  the  State,  for  there  was  no  State 
tax,  so  called,  but  taxed  under  the  authoritr  of  the  State 
for  local  purposes.  The  taxes  raised  from  forty  to  eighty 
cents,  averaging  about  fifty  cents  on  the  one  hundred 
dollars.  He  felt  that  he  idiould  neglect  the  interests  of 
the  State  he  represented  here,  if  he  aid  not  urge  the  intro- 
duction of  a  clause  in  the  bill,  reserving  to  the  States  the 
light  to  tax  the  branches  of  the  bank  equally  with  their 
institations.  He  asked  the  reading  of  the  resolutions  and 
that  they  might  be  laid  on  the  table.  Hr.  D.  then  handed 
in  and  the  Secretary  read  the  resolutions  adopted  by  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York,  instnicting 
their  Senators  and  requesting  their  Representatives  in 
Congress  to  oppose  the  rechartering  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  SUtes. 

Mr.  B  ENTON  rose  to  say  that  this  motion  presented  the 
most  direct  attack  upon  the  rights,  the  interests,  the  inde- 
pendence, and  the  sovereignty  of  the  States,  which  he  had 
ever  personally  witnessed.  The  amendment  offered  by  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Hr.  Moo  as]  was  declaratory  of 
Uie  rirhts  of  the  States,  both  to  refuse  admismon  of  these 
branch  banks  into  their  limits,  and  to  tax  them  like  other 
property,  if  admitted;  if  this  amendment  was  struck  out. 
It  was  tantamount  to  a  legislative  declaration  that  no 
such  rights  existed,  and  would  operate  as  a  confirmation 
of  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  that  effect.  It 
is  to  no  purpose  to  say  that  the  rejection  of  the  amend- 
ment will  leave  the  charter  silent  upon  the  subject;  and 
the  rights  of  the  States,  whatsoever  they  may  be,  will  re- 
main in  full  force.  That  is  the  state  of  the  existing  charter. 
It  is  silent  upon  the  subject  of  State  taxation;  and  in  that 
silence  the  Supreme  Court  has  spoken,  and  nullified  the 
rights  of  the  States.  That  court  has  decided  that  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  is  independent  of  State  legisla- 
tion! consemiently,  that  she  may  send  branches  into  the 
States  in  defiance  of  their  laws,  and  keep  them  there  with- 
out the  payment  of  tax.  This  is  the  deciaon;  and  the  de- 
cision of  the  court  is  the  law  of  nhe  land;  so  that,  if  no 
declaratory  clause  is  put  into  the  charter,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  new  charter  will  be  silent,  as  the  old  one  was. 
The  voice  of  the  Supreme  Court  is  now  heard  in  that 
silence,  proclaiming  the  supremacy  of  the  bank,  and  the 
deg^radation  of  the  States;  and,  unless  we  interpose  now 
to  countervail  that  voice  by  a  legisUtive  declaration,  it 
wiO  be  impossible  for  the  States  to  resist  it,  except  by 
measures  which  no  one  wishes  to  contemplate. 

Mr.  B.  regretted  that  be  had  not  seen  in  the  papers  any 
report  of  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Tazbwxu.]  in  vindication  of  the  right  of  the  States  to  tax 
these  branches.  It  was  an  argument  brief,  powerful,  and 
conclusive — lucid  as  a  sunbeam,  direct  as  an  arrow,  and 
mortal  as  the  stroke  of  fate  to  the  adversary  speakers. 
Since  the  delivery  of  that  argument,  they  had  sat  in  dumb 
show,  silent  as  the  grave,  mute  as  the  dead,  and  present- 
ing;'to  our  imaginations  the  realization  of  the  Abbe  Sieyes's 
bmous  conception  of  a  dumb  legislature.  Before  the 
States  surrenaered  a  portion  of  their  sovereignty  to  crC' 
ate  this  Federal  Government,  they  possessed  the  unlimited 
power  of  taxation;  in  the  act  of  the  surrender,  which  is 
the  constitution,  they  abridged  this  unlimited  right  but  in 
two  particulars — exports  and  imports — which  they  agreed 
no  longer  to  tax,  and  therefore  retjuned  the  taxing  power 
entire  over  all  other  subjects.  This  was  the  substance  of 
the  argument  which  dumb-founded  the  adversary:  and 
the  distinction  which  was  attempted  to  be  setup  between 
tangible  and  intangible,  risible  and  invisible,  objects  of 


taxation;  between  franchises  and  pririleges  on  one  side, 
and  material  substances  on  the  other,  was  so  completely 
blasted  and  annihilated  by  one  additional  stroke  of  light- 
ning,  that  the  &thers  of  the  distinction  really  believed 
that  they  had  never  made  it!  and  sung  their  palinodes  in 
the  fiice  of  the  House. 

The  argi^ment  that  these  branches  are  necessary  to 
enable  the  Federal  Government  to  carry  on  its  fiscal  ope- 
rations, and,  therefore,  ought  to  be  independent  of  State 
legislation,  is  answered  and  expunged  by  a  matter  of  fact, 
namely,  that  Congress  itself  has  determined  otherwise, 
and  ttiat  in  the  very  charter  of  the  bank.  The  charter 
limits  the  right  of  the  Federal  Government  to  the  establish- 
ment  of  a  single  branch,  and  that  one  in  the  District  of 
Columbia!  The  branch  at  this  place,  and  the  parent 
bank  at  Philadelphia,  are  all  that  the  Federal  Government 
has  stipulated  for.  All  beyond  that  is  lefl  to  the  bank 
itself  to  establish  branches  in  the  States  or  not,  as  it  suited 
its  own  interest,  or  to  employ  State  banks,  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  do  the 
business  of  the  branches  for  the  United  States.  Congress 
is  contented  with  State  banks  to  do  the  business  of  the 
branches  in  the  States;  and,  therefore,  authorizes  the  very 
case  which  gentlemen  apprehend  and  so  loudly  deprecate, 
that  New  York  may  refuse  her  assent  to  the  continuance 
of  the  branches  within  her  limits,  and  send  the  public  de- 
posites  to  the  State  banks.  This  is  what  the  charter  con. 
templates.  Look  at  the  charter;  see  the  fourteenth  arti- 
cle of  the  constitution  of  the  bank;  it  makes  it  optionary 
with  the  directors  of  the  bank  to  establish  branches  in 
such  States  as  they  shall  think  fit,  with  tlie  alternative  of 
using  State  banks  as  their  substitutes  in  States  in  which 
they  do  not  choose  to  establish  branches.  This  brings 
the  establishment  of  branches  to  a  private  aSair,  a  mere 
question  of  profit  and  loss  to  the  bank  itself;  and  cuts  up 
by  the  roots  the  whole  arg^ument  of  the  necessity  of  these 
branches  to  the  fiscal  operations  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment The  establishment  of  branches  in  the  States  is, 
then,  a  private  concern,  and  presents  this  question:  shall 
non-residents  and  aliens — even  alien  enemies,  for  siich 
they  may  be — ^have  a  right  to  carry  on  the  trade  of  bank- 
ing within  the  limits  of  tlie  States,  without  their  consent, 
without  liability  to  taxation,  and  without  amenability  to 
State  legislation?  "tbt  sugn^estion  that  the  United  States 
owns  an  interest  in  this  bank,  is  of  no  avail.  If  she  owned 
it  all,  it  would  still  be  subject  to  taxation,  like  all  other 
property  is  which  she  holds  in  the  States.  The  lands 
which  she  had  obtained  from  individuals  in  satisfaction  of 
debts,  v^ere  all  subject  to  taxation;  the  public  lands  which 
she  held  by  grants  from  the  States,  or  purchases  from 
foreign  Powers,  were  only  exempted  from  taxation  by 
virtue  of  compacts,  and  the  payment  of  five  per  centum 
on  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  for  that  exemption. 

The  right  of  the  States  to  tax  banking  institutions  of 
every  kind.  State  or  federal,  is  just  as  clear,  and  rests 
upon  the  same  foundation,  as  her  right  to  t.ix  land  and 
houses,  merchants  and  jewellers,  ferries  and  taverns. 
The  right  clearly  exists  with  respect  to  the  branches  of 
the  United  States'  Bank;  and  ought  Congress  to  destroy 
that  right,  by  refusing  to  insert  a  declaratory  clause  to  pro- 
tect it  against  the  decision  of  tlie  Supreme  Court?  Of  all 
the  subjects  of  taxation,  the  moneyed  power  is  the  most 
suitable  and  proper.  Jews  were  taxed,  and  enormously 
taxed,  all  over  Europe,  because  they  dealt  in  money. 
They  were  made  to  bear  the  chief  burden  of  taxation, 
because,  having  most  money,  they  were  most  able  to  bear 
it.  These  branch  banks  ought  to  be  taxed,  at  least  as 
much  as  the  citizens  of  the  State,  upon  the  same  princi- 
ple. These  foreigners  and  non-readents,  carrying  on  the 
trade  of  banking  within  a  State,  and  making  immense 
sums  out  of  the  people  of  the  State,  to  be  carried  off  and 
expended  elsewhere,  and  contributing  nothing  to  the 
military  defence  of  the  State,  ought  certainly  to  contri- 
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bute  in  money  to  the  support  of  the  Government  from 
which  they  derive  all  tl\e  benefits  of  wealtli  and  protec- 
tion. The  landa  of  non-residents,  and  of  aliens,  are  not 
exempted  from  taxation;  why  should  their  banks  be 
exempted?  Great  is  the  profit  which  they  derive  from 
the  banking  business;  g^eat  is  the  power  which  it  gives 
them  over  we  persons  and  the  property  of  our  citizens. 
The  bank  debt  is  now  about  seventy  millions  of  dollars, 
which  cannot  be  a  less  annual  tax  upon  tlie  people  of  this 
Union  than  five  or  six  millions  of  dollars.  In  tlie  West 
alone  tlie  debt  is  near  thirty  millions,  and  the  annual  inte- 
rest, with  exchange  and  other  charges,  near  tliree  millions. 
The  abduction  of  specie  from  the  South  and  West,  by 
the  operation  of  these  branches,  is  now  ascertained  to 
exceed  twenty-three  millions  of  dollars!  Of  this  immense 
sum,  Louisville  has  furnished  one  million  one  hundred 
and  seven  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-three  dollars; 
Cincinnati,  six  hundred  and  twenty-seven  thousand  dol- 
lars; Pittsburg,  about  nine  hundred  thousand;  St.  Louis, 
three  hundred  thousand,  (within  the  last  two  years;)  New 
Orleans,  about  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  besides  near  a 
million  more  shipped  direct  to  Europe,  without  passing 
through  the  mother  bank.  When  carried  to  Philadel- 
phia, much  of  this  specie  is  sent  abroad,  to  be  sold  at  a 
premium  in  Europe.  About  five  millions  of  dollars  have 
thus  been  exported  and  sold  by  the  bank  within  a  few 
years  at  a  premium  of  ninety-seven  thousand  one  hundred 
and  forty  dollars;  and,  in  lieu  of  specie  thus  abducted 
from  the  South  and  West,  these  sections  are  deluged  with 
a  imall  paper  currency,  as  illegal  as  it  is  unsound  and 
vicious,  and  practically  unconvertible  into  specie,  because 
it  is  made  payable  five  hundred  or  a  thousand  miles  off. 
AU  tlie  flourishing  cities  of  the  West  are  mortgaged  to 
this  moneyed  power.  They  may  be  devoured  by  it  at  any 
moment.  They  are  in  the  jaws  of  the  monster!  Alump 
of  butter  m  the  mouth  of  a  dog!  one  gulp,  one  swallow, 
and  all  is  gone! 

The  story  of  foreign  capital  brought  into  the  Slates  is 
an  illusion,  contradicted  by  tlie  bank  itself.  The  branches 
at  Mobile,  Natchez,  St.  Louis,  Buffalo,  Utica,  and  Port- 
land, are  shown  in  the  monthly  statements  to  have  no 
capital.  The  other  branches  are  shown  by  the  Presi- 
dent's letter,  in  answer  to  a  call  of  the  Senate,  to  have 
nothing  but  a  nominal  capital,  without  any  EoUd  or  real 
foundation.  The  investigating  committee  have  ascer- 
tained from  the  bank  itself  tliat  the  whole  amount  of  spe- 
cie ever  furnished  by  the  parent  bank  to  the  whole  batch 
of  her  Southern  and  Westein  branches,  only  amounts  to 
tlic  precise  sum  of  eight  hundred  and  ninety-six  thousand 
four  hundred  and  seventy-two  dollai-s!  And  this  is  the 
capital  for  which  the  West  and  Soutli  are  to  be  grateful! 
This  is  tlie  capital  on  which  a  debt  of  about  forty  millions 
in  these  two  sections  of  the  country  has  been  created! 
This  is  the  capital  for  which  foreigners  and  non-residents  are 
to  become  the  lords  and  masters  of  the  land,  and  for  which 
the  States  are  to  be  so  thankful  and  so  humble  as  not  to 
reciuire  them  to  pay  any  tax  upon  tlieir  loans  and  issues! 

The  justice  of  taxing  these  branches  is  just  as  clear  as 
the  right  to  do  so,  and  it  belongs  to  the  State  itself  to  ex- 
ercise the  right  of  taxation,  or  to  compound  it  for  a  bonus. 
The  substituted  amendment  proposed  by  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  [Mr.  Spbaoui!,]  besides  being  a  direct  attack 
upon  the  rights  of  the  States,  is  radically  wrong  in  as- 
suming to  accept  a  sum  for  the  States  without  their  con- 
sent. Congrera  cannot  bargain  for  tlie  States.  She 
cannot  agree  with  the  bank  for  a  certain  sum,  and  then 
assign  it  to  the  States,  as  to  so  many  dependent  provinces 
of  a  paramount  empire.  It  is  for  the  States  themselves 
to  say  whether  this  bonus  is  sufficient,  or  whether  they 
choose  to  sell  their  birthright  for  any  bonus  at  all;  and  if 
this  amendment  shall  be  adopted,  a  proviso  will  certainly 
be  offered,  to  refer  the  acceptance  of  the  bonus  to  the 
will  of  the  States:  and  thus  a  veto  wUITjc  placed  at  once 


in  the  hands  of  four  and  twenty  Sta^  upon  the  approvil 
of  the  charter.  This  is  a  consequence  which  the  friends 
of  the  bank  would  not  relish;  yet,  if  tlie  scheme  of  pij. 
ing  the  bonus  to  the  States  individually,  instead  of  paying 
it  to  the  Federal  Government,  a  reference  of  the  charter 
to  the  States,  for  their  acceptance  or  rejection  of  the  bo- 
nus offered,  becomes  indispensable,  unless  they  are  to  be 
treated  as  miserable  dependents  of  tlie  bank,  without 
even  the  right  of  giving  an  opinion  upon  the  sufficiency 
of  what  is  offered.  Whether  referred  to  them  or  not, 
the  States  will  have  tlie  power  of  refusing  to  accept  the 
bonus:  some  States  may  refuse;  some  are  certainly  bound 
to  refuse.  What  then'  Docs  the  charter  go  into  effect, 
without  regard  to  the  refusal  of  the  State  to  receive  the 
bonus?  The  bank,  assuming  the  lofty  superiority  of  throw. 
ing  her  so  much,  (and,  if  she  did  not  pick  it  up,  slie  might 
do  without  it,)  the  imperial  bank,  would  disregard  bet 
pouting,  and  go  on  as  siie  pleased.  The  substitute  of  the 
Senator  from  Maine  is  certainly  ingeniously  worded;  It 
suits  some  State  right  men,  and  some  anti-State  riglit  men. 
He  [Mr.  B.]  was  opposed  to  every  thing  in  legislation 
which  suited  persons  irreconcilably  opposed  on  funda- 
mental principles.  The  substitute  seemed  to  blink  the 
question.  Yesterday,  when  first  offered,  it  had  a  phrase 
in  it  which  is  now  taken  out.  The  States  were  then  to 
have  this  bonus  "  in  consideration"  of  not  taxing  the 
branches;  but  this  clause,  which  implies  a  right,  and  the 
sale  of  a  right,  is  now  taken  out,  and  the  substituted 
amendment  Dad  lost  its  first  distinguishing  feature- 

The  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  propose! 
to  grant  an  annuity  to  the  States  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  they 
would  have  a  right  to  receive,  thus  placing  the  States  In 
the  same  elevated  relation  with  respect  to  the  bank,  which 
the  Indian  tribes  now  occupy  with  respect  to  the  Federal 
Government.  The  annuity  now  in  tlie  bill  is  $150,000, 
which,  being  fairly  distributed  per  capite,  according  to  the 
Indian  rule,  would  furnish  about  eight  mills,  or  three- 
fourths  of  a  cent,  to  each  inhabitant  of  tlie  States.  This 
is  a  fine  sum  to  be  given  for  the  sovereignty  of  a  Slste; 
and  must  have  some  relation  or  reference  to  the  value  of 
the  mess  of  pottage  which  a  foolish  boy  once  received  fa 
his  birthright.  If  Congress  must  sell  tlie  rights  of  the 
States,  let  them  at  least  take  the  best  price  which  is  offer- 
ed; and  a  fitr  better  one  than  that  in  the  bill  has  been  of- 
fered. The  memorial  for  a  new  bank,  to  be  owned 
wholly  by  American  citizens,  offers  $700,000  a  year  du- 
ring the  continuance  for  the  charter;  why  not  take  tlul, 
which  is  nearly  five  times  tlie  amount  of  the  bonus  in  the 
bill?  The  citizens  who  offer  it  are  acknowledged  to  be 
able  to  take  the  stock  of  the  bank,  to  pay  the  boaUJ,  and 
to  manage  its  affairs.  Why  not  sell  to  tliem  in  preference 
to  tills  old  company,  wliich  offers  but  the  fifth  part,  «na 
has  already  had  tlieir  privilege  for  twenty  years,  and  is 
besides  so  largely  made  up  of  foreigners,  and  now  known 
to  be  in  the  hands  of  tlie  political  party  which  the  people 
of  the  United  States  have  discarded  from  office? 

Mr.  B.  expressed  his  earnest  wishes  that  this  deadly 
blow  at  the  rights  of  the  States  might  be  averted;  that 
the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from  .Alabama  [Ur. 
Moose]  might  be  adopted;  and  the  sovereignty  of  the 
States  be  vi^idlcated  from  the  authority  of  the  Supreme 
Court;  and  thai  the  great  moneyed  power  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  might  be  forced  to  contribute,  with  the 
citizens  of  the  States,  to  the  support  of  the  Govenimenl 
whose  protection  they  received. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  replied  to  Mr.  Bkstok.  It  »«»' 
general  custom,  he  said,  for  those  who  were  unable  to  r^ 
ply  to  a  proposition,  to  assail  it  with  invective,  and  to  lao 
it  Willi  abusive  epithets.  When,  therefore,  it  is  saio  tW 
the  amendment  he  proposed  was  a  contrivance  unworthy 
of  legislation,  he  could  deign  no  other  reply  than  that  toe 
assertion  itself  was  unworthy.  He  denied  tliatbe  hso,  "> 
any  way,  attempted  to  blink  or  evade  the  question.    He 
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stated,  in  distinct  terms,  liis  opinion  tbtt  the  States  hsd 
no  rig'ht  to  tax  the  branches  of  the  United  States'  Bank. 
He  agreed  perfectly  with  the  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Coart;  and  had  unhesitatingly  avowed  that,  unless  a  pro- 
Tision  to  that  effect  be  inserted  in  the  charter,  the  States 
will  hare  no  right  to  tax  the  bank.  If  you  come  to  the 
expediency,  said  he,  I  deny  that  also.  As  to  any  degra- 
dation in  the  States  receiving  such  trifling  annuities,  like 
tbe  Indian  tribes,  as  spoken  of  by  the  genueman  from  Uis- 
■ouri,  he  could  not,  for  himself,  perceive  it.  The  amend- 
ment did  not  make  the  annuity;  it  was  already  in  the  bill 
prorided  that  the  United  States  should  receive  It.  Now, 
if  it  was  degrading  for  the  States  to  receive  annuities, 
which,  divided  among  the  people,  would  only  amount  to 
seven  or  eight  mills  each,  would  tbe  proportion  be  much 
greater  if  paid  to  the  United  States?  And  such,  said  Mr. 
S.,  are  the  materials  of  which  arguments  are  made,  to  be 
addressed  to  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Tbe  gen- 
tleman from  Missouri  tells  me,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  I  ought  to 
make  a  motion  to  increase  the  bonus.  I  cannot  do  so, 
said  he,  at  this  stage  of  the  business,  but  will  unquestiona- 
bly make  the  motion  at  a  proper  time. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  striking  out  Mr. 
Mooms's  amendment,  and  decided  in  the  affinnatire,  by 
the  following  vote : 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingfauynen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  ,Tobn- 
ston.  Knight,  Nandain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragtie,  llpton, 
Tonuinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NATS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  HiU,  Kane,  King,  Man- 
gum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  White. 
—18. 

The  question  wasthen  taken  on  inserting  Mr.  Spbasce's 
amendment,  and  it  was  also  decided  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  25,  nays  19,  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins, 
Bugi^les,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spraguc,  Tipton,  Tom- 
Imson,  Waggaman,  WiDdns. — 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Grandy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Webster, 
White.— 19. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  moved  further  to  amend  tbe  bill,  by 
adding  an  additional  section  pronding  that  die  cashier 
of  the  bank  shall  annually  report  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  the  names  of  all  the  stockholders  of  the  bank 
who  are  not  reridents  of  the  United  States;  and,  on  appli- 
cation from  the  Executives  of  the  several  State*,  furnish 
them  tbe  names  of  the  stockholders  who  reside  in  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  F.  said  the  object  of  this  amendment  was  to  enable 
the  States  to  tax  the  stockholders  of  the  bank  who  reside 
within  their  limits.  In  Connecticut,  said  Mr.  F.,  we  tax 
the  stockholders  of  our  own  banks,  and  would  also  tax 
those  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  who  reside  in  the 
State;  but,  on  application  being  made  to  the  cashier  of  tite 
bank  for  their  names,  they  were  refused. 

This  amendment  was  adopted  without  a  diviadon. 

Mr.  BIBB  then  offered  three  sections  as  amendments: 

The  first  prescribing  that  the  parent  bank  shall  be  man- 
aged by  a  president  and  twenty-four  directors,  and  of  the 
branches  by  a  president  and  twelve  directors  each?  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate, -to  appoint  all  the  presidents, 
and  one-half  of  the  directors,  and  that  it  shall  not  be  ne- 
cessary that  they  shall  be  stockholders  of  the  bank; 

The  second  amendment  providing  that  the  bank  shall 
not  take  more  than  five  per  cent,  per  annum,  in  the  shape 
of  interest  and  discounts;  and 


The  third  providing  that  no  person  shall  vote  at  any 
election  more  than  thirty  shares,  including  those  he  shall 
vote  in  his  own  right,  as  stockliolder,  and  as  attorney, 
agent,  or  proxy. 

AfVer  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  BIBB,  DALLAS, 
SMITH,  and  GRUNDY,  took  part, 

Mr.  BUCKNER  called  for  a  division  of  the  question, 
which  was  ordered,  and  it  was  first  taken  on  the  first 
amendment;  which  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote — 
yeas  2,  nays  43. 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb.— 2. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tomfmson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins.— 43. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  amendment 
to  reduce  the  interest  taken  by  the  bank  to  five  per  cent., 
and  decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dick- 
erson, Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricki,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins^ 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 25. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  third  amendment, 
and  it  was  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hill,  Kane,  Marcy, -Moore,  White. — 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Kniglit,  Mangum, 
Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Bobi  - 
son,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragtie,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 35. 

Mr.  EWING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 
out  the  fifUi  section,  which  provides  that  it  shall  not  be 
lawful  for  the  bank,  two  years  after  the  3d  of  March  nex^ 
to  hold  any  real  estate,  except  on  mortgage,  or  for  the 
transaction  of  its  business,  directing  a  sale  after  that  time, 
and  imposing  a  penalty  of  ten  thousand  dollars  for  the  in- 
fraction of  this  clause. 

This  motion  was  rejected — yeas  22,  nays  23,  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Cla^,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Knight,  Nau- 
dain, Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 22. 

NAYS Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dick- 
erson, Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Johnston, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Ruggles, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 23. 

Mr.  WEBSTEp  then  proposed  to  amend  the  fiftli  sec 
tion  by  striking  out  two  years  and  inserting  five  years,  so 
as  to  allow  the  bank  five  years  instead  of  two  to  sell  its 
real  estate.  , 

lliis  motion  was  carried  without  a  division. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  proposed  an  amendment,  striking 
out  that  part  of  the  bill  providing  that  the  bank  and  its 
branches  shall  receive  in  payment  of  debts  due  by  State 
banks  the  notes  of  any  of  the  branches. 

Afteradebate.in which  Messrs.  WEBSTER,  KNIGHT, 
and  TAZEWELL  took  part,  the  amendment  having  been 
opposed  by  tbe  two  last  named  gentlemen, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  withdrew  the  amendment,  steting  that 
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some  modification  of  this  section  could  be  made  after  the 
bill  should  be  reported  to  the  Senate- 
Mr.  BIBB  then  moved  to  amend  the  fourth  section,  by 
striking^  out  the  words  "from  any  other  incorporated 
bank,"  so  as  to  make  it  incumbent  on  the  bank  and  its 
branches  to  receive  the  notes  of  any  and  all  6f  their 
branches  in  payment  of  debts  due  from  individual*  as 
well  as  from  State  banks. 

This  amendment  was  opposed  by  Mr.  WEBSTER,  and 
supported  by  Messrs.  BIBB,  HAYNE,  KNIGHT,  and 
GRUNDY,  and  finally  adopted— yeas  25,  nays  19,  as 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
EUis,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Kin^,  Knigh^ 
Mangum,  Harcy,  ,Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  White, 
Wilkins.— 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Dallas,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Joho- 
ston,  Naudain,  Kobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Webster.— 19. 

Mr.  EWING  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  fiflh  section 
of  the  bill,  prohibiting  the  bank  from  issuing  and  circulat- 
ing notes  of  a  less  denomination  than  fiffy  dollars,  not 
payable  at  the  bank  or  branch  whence  issued,  or  circu- 
lated, unless  at  the  special  instance  and  request  of  the 
person  to  whom  the  same  is  payable  or  issued. 

Mr.  SMITH  here  moved  an  adjournment:  negatived — 
yeas  20,  nays  23. 

A  debate  then  ensued,  in  which  the  motion  was  advo- 
cated by  Mesurs.  EWING,  WEBSTER,  JOHNSTON, 
and  SILSBEE,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  BIBB,  KING, 
HAYNE,  MARCY,  and  TAZEWELL;  when 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  a  division  of  the  question,  so 
as  to  take  it  first  on  striking  out  the  last  words  of  the  sec- 
tion, which  he  s^d  rendered  the  whole  nugatory,  viz. 
"unless  at  the  request  of  the  person  to  whom  the  same 
(i.  e.  the  notes)  shall  be  issued,  paid  out,  or  put  in  circu- 
lation." 

The  division  having  been  ordered,  the  question  was  ta- 
ken on  striking  out  the  latter  part  of  the  section  as  above, 
and  lost — yeas  17,  nays  not  counted. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Ewmo's  motion 
to  strike  out  the  whole  section,  and  it  was  decided  in  the 
affirmative — ^yeas  24,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Ewing,  Frelinghuyse!^,  Grund;',  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudun,  Poiiidezter,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson, Webster,  Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs^  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  EUis,  Foot, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Hangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Ro- 
binson, Tazewell,  Troup,  White. — 15. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  an  adjournment;  rejected — yeas 
18,  nays  21. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  helud  several  amendments  to  offer; 
and  first  proposed  one  repealing  so  much  of  the  original 
charter  of  Uie  bank  as  restricts  Congress  from  g^nting 
a  charter  to  another  bank,  and  grants  an  exclusive  privi- 
lege to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn.  It  was  im- 
possible, he  said,  for  gentlemen  to  expect  to  get  through 
with  the  amendments  that  evening;  it  was  six  o'clock, 
and  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  had  several  other  amend- 
ments to  propose,  which' would  probably  occasion  debate. 
On  the  motion  to  adjourn,  he  asked  fur  the  yeas  and  nays, 
which  were  ordered;  and  on  their  being  called,  the  Senate 
refused  to  adjourn,  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Miller,  Moore,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup,  White.— 18. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ew- 
ing, Foot,  Frelinghuysen,   Holmes,  Jolmston,    Knight, 


Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Sik- 
bee,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 20. 

Mr.  KING  then  demanded  that  the  hour  should  bt  it- 
corded  on  the  journal  at  which  the  Senate  refilled  It 
adjourn.     This,  he  said,  be  had  a  right  to  ask. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said  he  was  glad  to  see  an  evideoct  o( 
a  determination  to  do  business;  but  be  thought  gentlunea 
were  going  too  tu — they  were  not  going  to  make  tkr 
bank  Uiat  night,  he  would  assure  them.  He  ■woM  sug. 
gest  that  the  Senator  from  Missouri  should  give  is  ill  bis 
amendments  at  once,  and  that  the  Senate  should  then  ad- 
journ, and  conuder  on  them,  in  order  to  act  prompUjio 
the  morning. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  handed  to  the  Secretary  tustmeni. 
ments;  and,  without  reading,  they  were,  oo  ma&m  of 
Mr.  GRUNDY,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Adjourned. 

SlTVBDAT,  Jcxi  3. 
BANK  OF  THE  XJNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  again,  sitting  asa  Committee  of  the  Wholt, 
resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bank  bill. 

The  series  of  amendments  submitted  by  Mr-  Bum 
came  up  in  order. 

The  first  was  in  the  following  words: 

"  That  so  much  of  the  original  charter  as  restricU  injr 
future  Congress  from  granting  charters  of  incorporatioi 
to  other  banking  companies,  and  gprants  an  excluHve  pri- 
vilege to  the  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  j 
States,  shall  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  repealed  &oo 
and  after  the  third  day  of  March,  in  the  year  one  thin- 
sand  eight  hundred  and  thirty-six." 

Mr-  BENTON  pointed  out  the  clauses  in  the  clarter 
which  granted  the  exclunve  privilege,  and  imposed  the 
restriction,  which  it  was  the  object  of  his  motion  to  «l* 
lish;  and  read  a  part  of  the  2l8t  section,  wtuch  enacted  thit 
no  other  bank  should  be  established  by  any  future  k*  of 
the  United  States,  during  the  continuance  of  that  charter, 
and  which  pledged  the  fsuth  of  the  United  SUtes  to  the 
observance  of  the  monopoly  thereby  created-  He  said 
the  privilege  of  banking,  here  gpimted,  was  an  eiclusire 
privilege,  a  monopoly,  and  an  invauon  of  the  rights  of  ill 
future  Congresses,  as  well' as  of  the  rights  of  «D  cHiiem 
of  the  Umon,  for  the  term  the  charter  bad  to  rut, 
and  which  might  be  considered  perpetual;  as  this  wis  the 
last  time  that  the  people  could  ever  make  bead  aguut 
the  new  political  power  which  raised  itself  in  the  form  of 
the  bank  to  overbalance  every  other  power  in  the  Goveni- 
ment.  This  exclusive  privilegte^is  contrary  to  the  genio 
of  our  Government,  which  is  a  Government  of  equal  righli 
and  not  of  exclusive  privileges;  and  it  is  clearly  unautho- 
rized by  the  constitution,  which  only  admits  of  excloaw 
privileges  in  two  solitary,  specified  cases,  and  e»ch  of 
these  founded  upon  a  natural  right,  the  case  of  authors 
and  inventors;  to  whom  Congress  i;  authorized  to  grvA, 
for  a  limited  time,  the  exclusive  privilege  of  selling  thtit 
own  writingfs  and  discoveries.  But  in  the  case  oftto 
charter  there  is  no  natural  right,  and  it  may  be  wcB  sib 
there  is  no  limited  time;  and  the  monopoly  is  *■'?'*' 
glaring  and  indefensible  now  than  when  first  granted;  fof 
then  the  charter  was  not  granted  to  any  partieulsr  «' " 
individuals,  but  lay  open  to  all  to  subscribe  to  it;  '>J|'?°'' 
it  is  to  be  continued  to  a  particular  set,  and  many  of  them 
foreigners,  and  all  of  whom,  or  their  asngnees,  had  iW- 
dy  enjoyed  the  privilege  for  twenty  years.  If  thu  co^ 
pany  succeeds  now  in  getting  their  monopoly  eontino» 
for  fifteen  years,  they  will  so  entrench  themselvesin  woUUi 
and  power,  that  they  will  be  enabled  to  perpetuate  their 
charter,  and  transmit  it  as  a  private  inheritance  to  their  pos- 
terity. Our  Government  delights  in  rotation  of  <™"'~ 
ofiicers,from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  are  amenabletoWt 
principle ;  no  one  'is  suffered  to  remain  in  power  tlifrty-Bre 
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7C*'*;  >^nd  why  should  one  company  have  the  command  of 
the  moneyed  power  of  America  for  that  lon^  period?  Can 
it  be  the  wish  of  any  person  to  establish  an  oligapchy  with 
iiBbaunded  wealth  and  perpetual  existence,  to  lay  the 
foundation  for  a  nobility  and  monarchy  in  this  America! 

The  restriction  upon  future  Congresses  is  at  war  with 
erery  principle  of  constitutional    rijflit    and    legislative 
eqauitjr.   If  the  constitution  has  given  to  one  Congress  the 
ri^t  to  charter  banks,  it  has  given  it  to  every  one.    If 
tfa«  Congress  has  a  right  to  establish  a  bank,  every  other 
Congress  has.  The  power  to  tie  the  hands  of  our  successors 
n  nowhere  given  to  us;  what  we  can  do,  our  successors 
can;  &  legislative  body  is  always  equal  to  itself.    To  make, 
and  to  amend;  to  do,  and  to  undo;  is  tlie  prerogative  of 
each.      But  here  the  attempt  is  to  do  what  we  ourselves 
cannot  amend — what  our  successors  cannot  amend — and 
what  our  successors  are  furb  idden  to  imitate,  or  to  do  in  any 
fonn.  This  shows  the  danger  of  assuming  implied  powers. 
If  the  power  to  establidi  a  national  bank  had  been  ex- 
pressly granted,  then  the  exercise  of  that  power,  being 
once  exerted,  would  be  exhausted,  and  no  further  legisla- 
tion would  remain  to  be  done;  but  tliis  power  is  now  as- 
aomed  upon  construction,  after  having  been  twice  rejected 
in  the  convention  which  framed  the  constitution,  and  is, 
therefore,  without  limitation  as  to  number  or  character. 
Mr.  Madison  was  express  in  liis  opinions  in  the  year  1791, 
that,  if  there  was  one  bank  chartered,  there  ought  to  be 
sereral!      The  genius  of  the  British  monarchy,  he  said, 
favored    the  concentration  of   wealth  and  power!       In 
America,  the  genius  of  the  Government  required  the  dif- 
fiision  of  wealth  and  power.  The  establishment  of  branches 
did  not  satisfy  the  principle  of  diffusion.     Seveial  inde- 
pendent banks  alone  could  do  it.     The  branches,  instead 
of  lessening  the  wealth  and  power  of  the  single  institu- 
tion, greatly  increased  both,  by  giving  to  the  great  central 
parent  bank  an  organization  and  ramification  which  per- 
vaded the  whole  Union,  drawing  wealth  from  every  part, 
and  subjecting  every  part  to  the  operations,  political  and 
pecuniary,  of  the  central  institution.     But  this  restriction 
ties  up  the  hands  of  Congress  from  granting  other  char- 
ters.    Behave  as  it  may — plunge  into  all  elections — con- 
vulse the  country  with  expansions  and  contractions  of 
paper  currency — fiiil  in  its  ability  to  help  the  merchants  to 
pay  their  bonds — stop  payment,  and  leave  the  Government 
no  option  but  to  receive  its  dishonored  notes  in  revenue 
payments— and  still  it  would  be  secure  of  its  monopoly; 
the  hands  of  all  future  Congresses  would  be  tied  up;  and 
no  rival  or  additional  banks  could  be  established,  to  nold  it 
in  check,  or  to  supply  its  place. 

Is  this  the  Congress  to  do  these  things.'  Is  this  the 
Cong^reas  to  impose  restrictions  upon  the  power  of  their 
snccessors?  Is  this  the  Congress  to  tie  the  hands  of  all 
Con{>Tesses  till  the  year  1851?  In  nine  months  this  Con- 
gress is  defiinct!  A  new  and  full  representation  of  the 
people  will  come  into  power.  Thirty  additional  members 
will  be  in  the  House  of  Representatives;  two  millions  of 
additional  people  will  be  represented.  The  renewed 
charter  is  not  to  take  effect  till  tliree  years  afler  this  full 
representation  is  in  power!  And  are  we  to  forestall  and 
anticipate  them?  Take  their  proper  business  out  of  their 
han<l» — snatch  the  sceptre  of  legislation  from  them — doan 
act  which  we  cannot  amend — which  they  cannot  amend — 
which  is  irrevocable  and  intangible;  and,  to  crown  this  act 
of  usurpation,  deliberately  set  about  tieing  the  bands, 
and  imposing  a  restriction  upon  a  Congress  equal  to  us 
in  constitutional  power,  superior  to  us  in  representative 
numbers,  and  better  entitled  to  act  upon  the  subject,  be- 
cause the  present  charter  is  not  to  expire,  nor  the  new 
one  to  take  effect,  until  three  years  afler  the  new  Congress 
shall  be  in  power!  It  is  in  vain  to  say  that  this  reasoning 
would  apply  to  other  legislative  measures,  and  require  the 
postponement  of  the  land  bill  and  the  tariff  bill .  Both  these 
Dills  require  immediate  decision,  and  therein  differ  from  the 

Vol.  vni.— 64 


bank  bUI,which  requires  no  decision  for  three  yean  to  come 
But  the  difference  is  greater  still;  for  the  land  bill  and  tariff 
bill  are  ordinary  acts  of  legislation,  open  to  amendment, 
or  repeal,  by  ourselves  ana  successors;  but  the  charter  is 
to  be  irrevocable,  unamendable,  binding  upon  all  Con- 
gresses till  the  year  18Jl.  This  is  rank  usurpation;  and 
if  perpetrated  by  Congress,  and  afWrwards  arrested  by 
an  Executive  veto,  the  President  will  become  the  true  rer 
presentative  of  the  people,  the  &ithful  defender  of  their 
rights,  and  the  defender  of  the  rights  of  the  new  Congrea 
which  which  will  assemble  under  the  new  census. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  his  remarks  Avith  showing  the  origin, 
and  also  the  extinction,  of  this  doctrine  in  England.  A 
tory  Parliament  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anns  had  first 
granted  an  exclusive  privilege  to  the  Bank  of  England, 
and  imposed  a  restriction  upon  the  right  of  future  Parlia- 
ments to  establish  another  bank;  and  Uie  ministry  of  1836 
had  condemned  this  doctrine,  and  proscribed  its  continu- 
ance in  England.  The  charter  Ranted  to  the  old  Bank 
of  the  United  States  and  to  the  existing  bank  had  copied 
those  obnoxious  clauses;  but  now  that  they  were  condemn- 
ed in  England  as  too  unjust  and  odious  for  that  monarchi- 
al  country,  they  ought  certainly  to  be  discarded  in  this 
republic,  where  equal  rij^ts  was  the  vital  principle  and 
ruling  feature  of  all  our  uistitutions. 

There  was  now  a  call  for  the  question;  and,  on  divinon, 
the  amendment  was  rejected,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  MUer,  Moore,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  White 16. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clav,  Clayton,  DaUai, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbinst 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smitl^  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 26. 

Mr.  Button's  second  amendment  was  as  follows: 

"That,  from  and  afler  the  1st  day  of  April,  1836,  no 
member  of  Congress,  or  officer  of  the  Federtil  Govern- 
ment, or  alien,  sliall  hold  any  stock  in  said  bank." 

This  provision,  said  Mr.  B.,  is  copied  from  the  charter 
of  the  ramous  Scottish  banks,  which  are  now  conadered 
as  the  models  of  all  good  banks;  and  the  good  effects  it 
has  produced  in  those  institutions  should  encourage  aO 
others  to  assume  it.  The  provision  is  founded  in  the  juit 
medium  between  the  common  law  principle  of  partner- 
ships, which  makes  each  partner  liable  for  the  whole 
debts  of  the  concern,  and  the  corporation  principle,  which 
absolves  each  partner  from  all  liabili^.  Eacn  oif  these 
extremes  was  equally  unjust  in  a  banking  institution.  The 
liability  of  each  stockholder  (or  the  whole  debts  of  the 
corpoi-ation,  would  always  be  unjust  with  respect  to  him- 
self and  nugatory  with  respect  to  the  public;  the  total 
exemption  from  all  liability  was  unjust  to  the  public,  a* 
stockholders  miglit  continue  to  live  in  affluence,  while 
those  who  held  their  notes  might  be  reduced  to  beggary. 
Liability  to  the  amount  of  the  stock  was  the  true  principle, 
and,  besides  being  just  in  itself,  was  a  principl*  of  easy 
application;  as  the  holders  of  the  notes,  on  the  fiulure  of 
the  bank,  could  immediately  bring  their  actions  against 
any  stockholder,  and  continue  to  recover  from  him  until 
be  had  paid  up  the  amount  of  his  stock. 

But  the  fact  was,  that,  where  this  principle  prevuled, 
there  was  no  occasion  to  enforce  it.  It  was  the  true  check 
and  control  over  banks;  the  effectual  restraint  upon  over- 
issues. The  Scottish  banks,  which  contained  it,  had  never 
stopped  payment;  the  Bank  of  England,  which  did  not 
contain  it,  had  twice  stopped.  It  was  the  true  securi^, 
and  the  only  one,  against  sudden  expansions  and  contrac- 
tions of  the  currency — ^those  ebbs  and  flows,  in  which 
there  is  a  deluge  of  paper  to-day,  and  every  body  runs 
in  debt,  and  a  dearth  of  paper  to-morrow,  and  all  debtors 
are  ruined.  The  presence  of  such  a  provision  prevents 
the  bank  from  running  the  risk  of  these  expansions  an4 
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contractions,  and  keeps  h  to  the  same  steady  Une  of  bum- 
ness  which  prudent  merchants  and  traders  follow.  It  wa* 
the  beat  of  remedies  for  the  evils  to  wUch  banks  were 
most  subject;  it  was  the  remedj  of  prevention!  for  wher- 
ever it  existed,  it  had  prevented  over-issues,  and  suspen- 
Hons  of  specie  payment.  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  a  common 
opinion  now  in  the  remote  parts  of  the  Union,  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  was  responnble  for  the 
payment  of  ti>e  notes  issued  by  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  Many  people  were  deceived  by  the  name,  and 
gave  a  credit  to  the  bank  to  which  it  was  not  entitled. 
The  United  States  were  not  responsible  for  one  dollar  of 
these  bank  notes.  If  the  bank  stopped  payment  to- 
morrow, not  a  dollar  would  this  Government  be  liable  to 
pay;  neither  would  the  stockholders  be  liable.  -  It  was 
hia  wish  to  realize,  in  some  degree,  the  belief  of  those 
persons,  by  making  all  stockholders  liable  to  the  amount 
of  their  stock,  of  course,  the  Government  with  others,  to 
the  amount  of  the  stock  held  by  it.  Foreif^ers-  alone 
could  not  be  reached  by  the  provimon,  as  their  residence 
in  foreign  conntries  would  protect  them  against  suits;  and 
this  formed  an  additional  argument  against  the  admission 
of  aliens  into  this  corporation. 

The  question  beinr  taken  on  this  amendment,  it  was 
also  rejected  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Miller,  Robin- 
son, White.— 6. 

NATS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Naudaui,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster.— 34. 

Mr.  Bektox's  third  amendment  was  then  read: 

"That  the  stockholders  in  said  corporation  shall  be  lia- 
ble in  their  individual  and  private  capacities  to  the  amoiml 
of  their  stock,  if  the  said  corporation  should,  at  any  time, 
fkil  or  refiue  to  pay  its  notes,  bills,  bonds,  obligations, 
drafts,  or  other  securities,  in  gold  or  nlver  com;  and 
the  holders  thereof  may  sue  said  stockholders  before  any 
tribunal  havingjurisdiction  thereof." 

Mr.  BENTON  said,  it  was  from  no  illiberal  prejudice 
against  foreigners  that  he  proposed  to  exclude  them  from 
an  interest  in  this  national  mstitution.  If  foreigners  came 
to  the  United  States  to  live,  and  to  plant  their  posterity 
among  us,  he  was  for  receiving  them  with  kincuiess  and 
respect,  and  extending  to  tiiem  all  the  advantages  of  our 
laws  and  Government;  but  while  these  foreigners  remained 
in  their  own  countries,  subject  to  a  foreign  prince,  and 
bound  by  their  allegiance  to  him  to  prefer  his  interest  to 
ours,  whenever  they  came  in  conflict,  he  was  wholly  op- 
posed to  conferring  upon  them  powers  and  privileges 
wluch  would  enable  them  to  exerdse  an  influence  over 
our  prosperity,  and  to  engross  advantages  which  our  citizens 
would  rejoice  to  possess.  This  bank  is  called  a  national 
institution;  it  even  bears  the  name  of  the  United  States, 
as  if  it  actually  belonged  to  the  Federal  Government:  yet 
at  this  very  moment  foreigners  hold  eight  and  a  half  mil- 
lions of  the  stock,  are  rapidly  increasing  their  investments 
in  it,  and  may,  if  they  please,  become  its  sole  owners! 
How  contradictory  and  absurd  that  a  national  institution 
should  belong  to  aliens !  That  a  bank  bearing  the  name  of 
the  United  States,  should,  in  fact,  be  the  private  property 
of  the  nobility  and  gentry  of  Great  Britain ! 

Money  is  called  the  mnews  of  war:  what  then  must  be 
the  condition  of  the  United  States,  if,  involved  in  anoUier 
war  with  Great  Britain,  all  these  sinews  should  be  in  the 
possession  of  the  enemy?  But,  without  extending  our 
speculations  to  a  state  of  war,  which  may  be  remote,  and 
which  wc  would  wish  to  be  improbable,  it  is  sufficient  to 
contemplate  the  dangers  of  a  foreign  moneyed  influence 
among  us  in  time  of  peace.  What  has  been  the  bane  of 
all  confederacies,  ancient  and  modem?    Was  it  not  fo- 


reign influence,  and  that  influence  procured  by  mmn? 
Look  at  the  intrigues  of  Philip  in  Greece;loak«tt)Kn. 
trigues  of  the  neighboring  Powers  in  the  aflUrsof  dn 
Dutch,  the  Swiss,  and  the  Germanic  confederades;  im^ 
was  at  the  root  of  all  these  intrigues;  and  the  arrinl  i 
armies  was  always  preceded  by  the  eormption  of  sntcn 
and  writers.  Suppose  the  Bank  of  the  United  Sttteilo 
continue  to  glide  uto  the  hands  of  fbreignei*  unfil  it  a 
swallowed  up,  .or  neariy  swallowed  up,  by  the  hertdilii; 
nobility,  the  prime  ministers,  and  tiie  miEtary  sad  jam 
officen,  of  European  aoverrigns;  will  not  this  hrnfn 
aristocracy  then  have  the  control  of  the  moneyed  paver  of 
our  America?  And  will  they  not  use  that  power  to  iweif 
an  American  aristocracy,  and  to  depress  the  Aoeiica 
democracy  ?  Assuredly  they  will ;  and,  as  the  dnitn  iwi 
stands,  they  may  not  only  use  their  own  money,  but  Ae 
credit  and  revenues  of  the  United  States,  to  comipttbe 
press  and  the  Legislature,  to  govern  elections,  to  tunpo 
with  individuals,  to  enrich  and  to  impoverish  whom  tbcr 
please,  and  t»  put  up  and  pull  down  public  mm  tccon- 
ing  to  their  own  views. 

There  is  no  excuse  for  incurring  tlus  danger.  Forap 
capital  is  not  needed  in  the  United  States.  Our  on 
citizenshave  more  than  they  can  employ ;  and,  besidn,  thi 
Bank  of  the  United  States  needs  less  private  eapils]  tkn 
any  other  bank  in  the  world.  The  credit  and  levemwiof 
the  United  States,  and  the  recehrability  of  its  notetiiiptf- 
ment  of  pablic  dues,  are  its  real  capital,  and  dinnli 
the  want  of  private  capital  througliout  the  iiuKitiition, 
and  totally  dispense  with  it  in  one-third  of  the  bnnciNi 
This  is  known  to  every  body.  Then,  why  go  sbrssd  6r 
foreign  capital?  Our  own  citizens  are  appmn|[  ibrOiii 
charter ;  they  are  offering  five  times  as  much  for  it  u  tkoe 
foreigners  imer;  then,  why  continue  the  monopoly  to  lb- 
reignert?  If  the  capital  of  the  bank  was  three  tioM 
what  it  it,  every  dollar  of  the  stock  would  be  taken  ly 
our  own  citizens.  If  the  present  bank  was  broken  up  isb 
three  independent  moderate  institutions,  the  dtiiem  of 
the  South  and  West  would  quickly  subscribe  fat  onebiak 
each.  Besides,  the  dangers  of  foreign  infloence,  indtbe 
injury  to  our  own  citizens,  from  permitting  Ibrc^pxttto 
continue  to  hold  stock  in  tiiis  bank.  Mr.  B.  dveheoi- 
siderably  on  the  injury  which  wasdone  tothecouBtiyfron 
the  annual  transfer  of  numey  from  the  Uuted  Statei  ts 
Europe,  to  pay  the  dividends  to  the  foreign  stocklioidai. 
The  amount  now  annually  drawn  was  great;  it  to  on  Ac 
increase,  for  aliens  were  continually  engrossing  stock;  it 
mi(^t  amount  to  the  whole  annual  profits  of  the  b>nk,ftr 
aliens  might  succeed  in  acquiring  the  whole  stock;  iid 
then  the  American  citizens  might  pay  a  larger  rerouietg 
their  bank  lords  in  Europe  than  to  their  own  GovermKst 
in  the  United  States.  The  annual  profits  of  the  bid 
now  were  between  four  and  five  millions  of  doUan;  thy 
might  be  carried  up  to  double  that  sum,  and  doubtles 
would  be  onder  the  new  and  extended  charter;  and  llm 
the  people  of  America  would  find  then-  resources  is  tk 
hands  of  absentees,  to  be  expended  abroad  for  thecnridi- 
ment  of  foreign  States. 

The  exclusion  of  members  of  Congress,  and  officen  of 
Government,  fVom  participation  in  the  bank,  wsi  ntcei- 
sary,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr.  B.,  to  the  purity  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  the  better  administration  of  the  afiiin  <> 
the  bank.  One  of  the  most  balefial  opcratioiis  in  ><■- 
tional  bank  was  the  bunness,  or  trick,  of  stockjobbing.  K 
was  k  species  of  gambin^,  in  which  public  mes«ire»»ei« 
made  to  operate  upon  private  fortunes;  a  system  of  pat- 
ting up  and  pullmg  down,  in  which  a  motion  in  ConjTW 
or  piece  of^news  from  a  department,  would  bsre  IK 
effect  of  raising  or  depretnng  stocks^  and  tbroviag  ta^ 
gains  and  specuhitions  in  the  hands  of  the  initisted,>tt>K 
expense  of  iona/tfe  holders.  Public  men  shouU  taw* 
temptation  to  engage  in  such  practices,  and,  theitfir«r 
should  have  no  interest  in  the  bank.    Again:  thpbsak* 
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D  be  under  the  supervision  of  Confess;  it  has  »  rij^ht  to 
svesitigmte  its  proceexlin^  to  condemn  its  conduct,  and 
D  order  a  leirefaeiai  aj^nst  it  for  violations  of  its  charter. 
s  it  to  be  supposed  tluit  this  supervisory  power  will  ever 
le  exerted  if  Congress  is  filled  with  the  stockholders 
if  the  bank.'  The  evils  of  this  connexion  between  the 
ifficera  of  the  Government  and  the  bank,  have  been  fully 
xperienced  in  Great  Britain,  where  members  of  ParUa- 
lent  had,  by  a  clause  in  the  Bank  of  England  charter, 
'  ri^lit  to  own  its  stock,  and  where  they  had  always  voted 
>n  the  aade  of  the  bank  aj^ainst  the  people  in  every  ques- 
ion  between  them.  In  1797,  they  had  absolved  the  bank 
rom  liability  to  redeem  its  notes  in  specie,  and  afterwards 
nade  the  notes  of  this  insolvent  bank,  that  is  to  say,  their 
)wn  notea,  a  le^  tender  in  discharge  of  all  debts,  and 
«ntinued  that  iiuquitous  law  for  twenty-five  years.  To 
[uard  against  such  daneers  in  America,  we  should  avoid 
be  cause  which  led  to  them  in  England,  and  exclude  our 
tublic  functionaries  from  all  interest  in  our  bank. 

Mr.  GBUNDY  said,  if  the  effect  of  the  amendment 
rould  be  that  the  in^vidual  stockholders  would  be  lia- 
ilefor  all  the  debts  of  the  body  at  large,  he  should  vote 
gainst  it;  but  if  it  were  merely  intended  that  each  stock- 
lolder  should  be  liable  for  the  amount  of  the  stock  held 
ly  himself  it  would  be  an  improvement  in  the  language 
ftbe  clause,  and  would  put  its  meaning  beyond  doiuit,  to 
nsert  the  word  "respectively"  after  "stock,"  to  read 
'  to  the  amount  of  their  stock  respectively." 

Mr.  BENTON  adopted  this  suggestion. 

The  vote  «ras  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  when  it 
na  rejected,  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,  Grundv,  Hill,  Kane, 
Linj;,  Miller,  ^oore,  Robinson,  Troup,  White. — 11. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Browi^  Buckner,  CU^,  Clayton, 
>a]la%  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen, 
[ayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Taudun,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Sey- 
aour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tom- 
nson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 33. 

ICr.  BisToa's  fourth  amendment  was  as  follows: 

*<  That  the  said  corporation  shall  not  issue  any  currencnr 
rhich  shall  not  be  payable,  on  demand,  at  the  branch  bank 
rbere  first  issued^  and  subject  to  the  penalties  for  non- 
layment,  or  delay  of  payment,  mentioned  in  the  seven- 
eenth  section  of  the  charter." 

Mr.  BENTON  remarked  that  he  had  proposed  this 
joendment  to  test  whether  it  was  intended  to  make  the 
lank  a  spede-p^ing  bank,  or  the  contrary.  He  would 
sk  the  yeaa  and  nays. 

The  amendment  was  lost,  by  the  following  vote: 

Y£AS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grun- 
\j,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Harcy,  Miller, 
Coore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  DalUs,  Dicker- 
on,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling4iuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
ohnston.  Knight,  Naudjun,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
lobinsoD,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
ripton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  MARCY  rose  to  move  an  amendment,  that  nothing 
n  the  act  contained  should  be  construed  to  prevent  Con- 
gress from  modifying,  altering,  or  changing  the  same  afUr 
he  lOthof  April!  1836. 

Mr.  M.  observed,  that,  in  chartering  State  banks,  the 
States  were  in  the  habit  of  reserving  this  power  to  them- 
elves.  He  thought  that  Congress  should  have  the  same 
■eservation. 

Mr.  MARCY  and  Mr.  HILL  both  rose  together,  to  ask 
or  the  yeas  and  nays.  They  were  orderea  accordingly. 
rhe  vote  was  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Dudley,  EUia,  Gtumfy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  Kng,  Marcy,  s  Moore,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 15. 
NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 


Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frefinghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Man^m,  Miller,  Naudun,  Poindezter,  Pren> 
tiis.  Bobbins,  Robmson,  Ruggles,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins.— 29. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  moved  to  amend  the  clause 
(relative  to  the  term  of  the  duration  of  the  charter)  bv 
striking  out  fifteen  and  inserting  ten.  His  reasons,  he  sai^ 
for  wishing  to  substitute  ten  years,  in  lieu  of  fifteen,  arose 
from  the  attempted  provision  to  give  Congress  a  control 
over  the  charter  of  Uie  bank  havmg  been  rejected.  By 
this  and  other  decisions,  the  Senate  had  voted  that  this 
{^reat  moneyed  institution  should  come  into  the  hands  of 
they  knew  not  whom,  and  the  currency  be  regulated  at 
their  discretion.  Now,  mnce  the  Senate  thought  ttiat 
Congriibs  should  not  have  power,  by  such  restrictions,  over 
the  currency,  he  hoped,  at  leas^  that  there  would  be  a  re- 
striction on  the  length  of  time  that  this  power  was  to  be 
wielded  by  the  bank.  Those  who  had  sent  them  (the 
Senate)  there,  did  not,  probably,  calculate  that  the  power 
vested  in  them  they  should  delegate  away  to  others.  If 
they  had  supposed  that  Congress  would  thus  have  dele- 
gated away  such  rights,  he  [Mr.  T.]  apprehended  they 
would  have  said  to  them,  in  such  case,  if  it  must  be  so, 
make  the  term  of  the  delegated  power  as  short  as  possi- 
ble. And  ten  years,  he  was  confident,  would  be  round 
long  enough  to  vest  such  power  in  this  corporation;  and 
he  ahould,  therefore,  urge  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DAlLAS  said  that  the  fixing  of  any  particular  time 
for  the  duration  of  the  charter  was,  altogether,  an  arbi- 
trary measure.  The  time  fixed  by  the  committee  was 
predicated  on  what  had  been  the  practice,  heretofore,  in 
granting  former  charters.  Yet,  the  Ust  charter,  still  in 
force,  was  for  a  longer  period — that  of  twenty  years.  But 
the  committee  were  induced  to  shorten  the  present  term, 
from  the  reflection  that  the  bank  differs  now  from  what  it 
did  formerly;  being,  at  present,  in  full  operation.  Be- 
sides, the  early  application  for  the  new  charter,  some 
three  or  four  years  in  antidpation,  would  operate  widi 
the  fifteen  years  proposed  as  equivalent  to  eighteen.  To 
this  view  of  the  committee  he  had  acceded,  in  every  way 
possible.  Mr.  D.  would  remark  that  the  charge  of  their 
giving  to  the  bank  unrestricted  power  over  the  currency, 
beyond  the  control  of  the  Government,  was  too  broad;  it 
went  too  far.  The  charter  contained  every  restriction 
that  was  necessary.  The  bank,  in  its  means  of  doing 
good,  and  every  thing  that  waib  beneficial  to  the  country, 
was  uncontrolled— to  effect  any  mischief,  8tron|rly  re- 
stricted. It  had  not,  heretofore,  done  any  mischief,  nor 
could  it  now;  for,  where  they  have  seemingly  gone  be- 
yond the  charter.  Congress  has  interfered,  and  would 
interfere  again;  and,  in  the  event  of  their  going  an  iota 
beyond,  would  abrogate  it  altogether.  Then,  looking  at 
the  restrictions  which  the  present  charter  contuned,  assur-  ' 
edly  the  accusation  that  nad  been  made  was  too  broad. 
But  there  was  one  great  objection — one  strong  reason 
against  shortening  the  charter;  and  that  was,  the  mquent 
recurrence  of  the  warm  excitement  which  Uie  discusnon 
of  the  subject  always  caused — an  exdtement  which  be- 
came general  throughout  the  country,  and  which,  in  the 
present  instance,  has  been  both  felt  and  seen.  Be^et^ 
the  stockholders  had  made  too  early  an  application  for  the 
renewal  of  their  charter.  The  measure  had  been  forced 
on  Congress  by  the  interest  created.  The  same  feeling 
mi(^t  be  expected  to  recur  prior  to  every  renewal;  and 
thus  it  would  be  impolitic  to  bring  on  the  same,  at  such 
short  intervals. 

If  you  bring  the  measure  up  again  within  ten  years,  and 
that  again  its  diacusaon  is  commenced  four  or  five  years 
antecedent  to  the  limitation  c^its  charter,  the  whole  time 
of  Congress  would  be  occupied,  to  the  neglect  of  every 
thing  beside.  If  for  no  other  reason,  then,  but  that  of 
self-defence,  he  [Mr.  D.]  thought  the  period  diould  not 
be  shortened.    He  would  add,  a*  regarded  his  individoal 
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opinion,  if  it  lay  with  him,  he  would  take  from  those  who 
bad  a  stake  in  the  bank  all  interest  in  makings  applica- 
tions for  a  recharter — even  from  calling  for  legislative  de- 
liberation on  the  subject.  The  interest  thus  had  in  ob- 
taining a  recharter  was  productive  of  mischief;  and  the 
mischief  was  liable  to  be  increased,  if  the  interest  so  felt 
should  beget  electioneering  policy  to  aid  the  cause.  But 
to  politiciu  excitement  in  the  public  mind  be  was  far 
from  being  adverse.  He  rather  rejoiced  in  it,  and  looked 
on  it  as  generally  salutary  in  its  results. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  replied.  If  he  required  any  addi- 
tional argument  in  support  of  his  motion,  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Diius]  had  furnished  it  in  his  answer. 
What  has  now  been  avowed.'  The  charter  musti>e  pro- 
longed to  prevent  those  having  an  interest  in  its  rechar- 
ter from  interfering  in  and  influencing  the  elections.  Is 
this  the  reason  given  to  us  to  prove  the  necessity  for  its 
prolongation,  in  order  that  we  may  prevent  such  inter- 
ference, and  guard  against  the  influence  of  this  money 
corporation'  He  [Mr.  T.]  had  proposed  to  substitute  ten 
years  as  the  termj  but  if,  after  this  avowal,  any  gentleman 
would  propose  to  make  it  for  one  year,  he  would  vote  for 
such  proposition  with  more  pleasure  than  for  his  own. 
When  he  had  proposed  bis  substitute,  he  had  stated  but  a 
single  motive  for  the  necessity  of  the  amendment,  and 
that  was  the  intangibility  of  the  bank  by  Congress;  for  he 
thought  that  intangibility  should  not  be  granted  for  long 
duration.  To  this  restriction  against  Congress  changing 
the  charter  during  its  continuance,  after  its  policy  had 
been  once  fixed,  he  had  no  objection  to  subscribe.  Let 
it  have  settled  interests,  and  so  long  to  abide.  For  this 
reason  he  would  wish  to  leave  it  free;  and,  if  the  public 
good  required  it,  let  Congress  be  bound — be  restrained 
from  after  intermeddling  with  it  for  a  certain  period.  But 
if  such  was  to  be  the  case,  let  that  period  be  as  short  as 
possible.  We  were  now  about  to  recharter,  in  1832,  say 
ten  years  more  from  tlie  expiration  of  the  charter,  in 
1836,  and  this  would  make  a  term  of  fourteen  years, 
which  was  certainly  long  enough.  Longer  than  this,  we 
should  not  bind  ourselves.  If  good,  in  ten  years  its  be- 
nefits would  be  seen  and  acknowledged.  I^  on  the  con- 
trary, it  shall  prove  a  curse,  shall  we  bind  ourselves  for 
so  long  a  period  from  efiecting  a  remedy?  It  would  ap- 
pear, if  the  arguments  of  its  friends  were  goo<l,  that  we 
should  even  further  prolong  its  duration.  If  this  were  a 
salutary  measure,  in  place  of  being  an  evil;  if  it  were  a 
public  benefit,  let  us,  in  God's  name,  make  the  term  at 
once  fifty  years;  ay,  or  five  hundred.  But  he  appre- 
hended the  necessity  for  occasional  recurrence  to  first 
principles  would  be  felt;  and  certainly  every  ten  years 
was  too  seldom,  in  his  opinion,  to  recur  to  them.  For  his 
part,  he  wished  they  would  recur  to  them  more  frequently 
than  for  some  time  had  been  the  habit. 

The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dallas]  had  said 
that  the  charter  was  guarded  by  many  salutary  restric- 
tions. When  have  mere  words  been  bindingon  interested 
parties,  or  of  aught  effect?  Look  at  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States — a  document  sacred — of  teoibld  more 
weight  than  any  act  whatsoever;  and  what  respect  has 
been  paid  to  its  wording,  or  the  tenor  of  its  language? 
Are  we  not  in  the  daily  habit  of  frittering  it  away — of  in- 
terpreting it— of  putting  constructions  on  it  which  its  fra- 
mers  denied  it  could  contain?  And  have  we  not  had  evi- 
dence of  the  faith  tliat  may  be  placed  in  this  corporation 
when  interest  shall  dictate'  What  bad  been  said  by  a  Se- 
nator from  Georgia,  when  speaking  of  tlie  former  charter? 
That,  had  he  thought,  by  that  enactment,  that  the  States 
were  excluded  from  tlie  riglit  of  taxation  within  their  own 
jurisdiction,  he  would  never  have  voted  for  it.  And  this 
Senator  was  one  of  Itsfraniers,  conversant  with  the  import 
and  meaning  intended;  and  yet  this  very  right  we  have 
just  seen  taken  away  by  a  vote  of  this  Senate.  And  if  we 
•re  to  make  this  exclusion,  am  T,  said  Mr.  T.,  to  tie  my 


State  for  so  long  a  period?  If  we  are  to  grant  this  aenp. 
lion  for  a  time,  let  us  recur  to  our  own  power  u  fe. 
quently  as  possible.  Mr.  T.,  in  conclusion,  alluded  to  tix 
practice  of  issuing  branch  bank  orders  made  payable,  he 
said,  probably  five  hundred  or  one  thousand  miles  off-t 
practice,  in  his  opinion,  illegal.  Besides,  from  the  dcci' 
aon  which  had  just  been  made,  as  regarded  one  of  llie 
amendments  proposed  by  the  Senator  from  Uissouii, 
[Mr.  Bestoit,]  the  bank  would  not,  in  reality,  be  i  tftot- 
paying  bank;  for  it  could  be  so  arranged,  by  giving dnfts 
on  St.  Louis  in  Portland — in  Portland  on  St.  Louis,  kc., 
that  the  supposed  power  of  obtaining  specie  wis  cnlj' 
nominaL 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  he  might,  very  poanbly,  intheet- 
pression  of  bis  opinions  with  regard  to  the  motion  oader 
consideration,  have  &iled  to  communicate  the  ideahclal 
in  his  mind,  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  seemed  to 
have  misunderstood  him.  He  did  not,  in  taking  put  b 
this  discussion,  consider  himself  for  one  moment  u  ike 
advocate  of  the  bank.  He  was  here  in  the  discharge  of 
a  public  duty,  and  he  should  endeavor  to  discharjeit 
faithfully;  and,  if  ever  he  overstepped  the  line  of  duty, 
and  became  the  public  or  private  advocate,  be  shoaldw- 
fer,  as  he  would  deserve,  in  the  estimation  of  the  Stnte 
and  of  the  public  at  large.  He  did  not  mean,  nor  did  he 
say,  that  he  deprecated  a  popular  examination  intotbmei 
that  this  corporation  might  commit — not  that  he  wouU 
avoid  popular  excitement;  that  was  not  the  scope  of  to 
remarks.  These  popular  excitements  are,  on  nany  oc- 
casions, in  the  highest  degree,  salutary;  and  during  the 
course  of  his  public  life,  be  had,  on  more  than  one  oca- 
aion,  endeavored  to  provoke  them  as  tending  to  puri^ 
the  public  atmosphere.  The  idea  he  intended  to  connf 
was,  that,  looking  at  the  practical  operations  and  relttioM 
of  the  bank,  it  was  necessary  to  deprive  it  of  the  moti'M 
for  mixing  in  political  movements.  Do  we  not  see,  from 
day  to  day,  tliat  the  great  interest  which  the  stockhoWen 
have  in  the  institution  gives  them  an  inducement  toes, 
gage  in  political  operations;  and,  if  that  inducement  doei 
exist,  the  less  you  can  make  it  consistent  with  a  ressM- 
able  time  for  the  Government  again  to  have  the  control 
of  the  institution,  the  less  frequent  will  be  the  pojwW 
excitement  connected  with  it> 

It  was  true  that  many  things  have  taken  place  in  the 
corporation  that  may  not  have  been  anticipated  by  thoie 
who  framed  its  charter.  It  was  impossible,  howeirer,  for 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  to  speak  for  others.  Tlie 
judicial  decision  referred  to  may  have  been  foreseen  uid 
expected  by  other*  gentlemen  who  voted  on  the  bank  chw 
ter,  though  not  by  the  gentleman  from  Georgis;  andtke 
decision  against  the  right  of  the  States  to  tax,  »nd  the 
orders  of  the  branch  banks,  may  have  received  thnr  en- 
tire acquiescence.  One  or  two  gentlemen,  whatevcrmy 
be  their  own  sentiments,  cannot  pretend  to  answer  fortbe 
rest.  A  variety  of  tilings  might  happen  to  change  pubuc 
opinion  in  the  course  of  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  yttn,  iw 
great  and  leading  .results  of  which  might  be  »nticip»l«» 
and  provided  for  by  a  legislator  so  intelligent  ss  the  Sens- 
tor  from  Virginia;  but  all  the  minor  results  can  before- 
seen  by  no  human  eye.  In  determining  the  expediency 
or  inexpediency  of  abbreviating  the  charter  of  the  bjnti 
the  Senate  must  be  governed  by  other  considerstions  i«m 
those  connected  with  the  corporation;  it  must  dept™ 
alone  on  public  consideration,  whether  the  chartertftow 
prolonged  or  abbreviated.  It  was  often  difficult  to  df^f^ 
mine  the  precise  period  to  which  legislation  shouW"- 
tend.  That  we  often  do  legisl-ate  for  an  indefinite  pei™. 
and  deprive  subsequent  Legislatures  from  review"?  ""' 
acts,  is  beyond  all  question.  Congress  had  formed  ne» 
States,  anS  agreed  with  them  on  the  terms  and  coodtwu 
upon  which  they  should  enter  Into  the  Union,  to  Wu 
long  as  the  Union  itself.  Every  day's  practice  in  legi"- 
tion  presented  contracts  entered  mto  to  endure  form 
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iiMlefintte  period.  There  is  «  proposition  before  Cong^rew 
for  such  B  contrkct,  that  will,  if  adopted,  operate  to  the 
esKcItuion  of  future  legislation.  We  have  had  a  proposi- 
tion  for  a  gradual  reduction  of  the  tariflT;  and  he  believed 
tlaat  one  o?  the  tarilTs  was  not  to  take  effect  until  the  next 
tZoagresa.  The  committee,  in  framing  thi*  charter,  had 
not  been  particularly  attached  to  any  particular  number 
o*"  yean  for  iti  duration.  They  found  that  all  the  former 
bautka  of  the  United  States  had  been  chartered  for  a  longer 
period  than  they  proposed  to  charter  this  one.  All  the 
experience  they  had,  went  to  show  that  twenty  years  had 
Ifceretofore  been  considered  a  reasonable  time.  Hake  the 
charter  as  short  as  you  please,  and  it  will  be  abused  if 
tlioae  who  have  the  goremment  of  the  institution  are  dis- 
posed to  do  SO;  and  make  it  as  long  as  you  please,  and  it 
ncTer  will  be  abused  if  they  are  governed  by  correct 
principles.  Let  the  bank  ever  come  in  conflict  with  the 
legidators  of  the  nation,  and  the  charter  will  be  found  to 
be  ••  weak  as  any  gentleman  on  that  floor  could  desire  it 
to  be.  In  his  apprehension,  nothing  was  so  weak,  so  con- 
temptibly weak,  as  a  moneyed  corporation.  It  is  looked 
at  w^ith  much  jealousy  by  the  people  of  the  United  States; 
and  though  other  powers  may  be  overlooked,  the  money 
power  is  liable  to  strict  and  unceasing  scrutiny.  That 
Dinitation  of  the  charter  to  fifteen  years  had  been  scanned 
over  and  over  again  in  the  committee  who  had  been  satis- 
fied ao  to  report  it;  and  really  the  difference  between 
ten  years  and  fifteen  was  so  slight  as  not  to  be  worthy  of  dis- 
pute. If  he  thought,  with  the  gentlemen,  that  the  power 
of  the  bank  was  unlimited,  and  not  within  the  control  of 
Congress,  he  would  prefer  its  being  renewed  from  year 
to  yeakT;  but,  being  of  a  different  opinion,  having  no  ap- 
prchenaiona  on  that  account,  he  should  vote  against  the 
amendnnent. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  the  motion  of  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tazswkli)  was  tl>e  simple  proposi- 
tion to  limit  the  duration  of  the  charter  to  ten  years  in 
glace  of  fifteen.  If  it  could  be  shown  that  the  period  of 
fteen  years  was  preferable,  why,  so  far,  good;  but  the 
Senator  from  PennsylvaniR  [Mr.  Dalias]  had  gone  fiirther; 
he  tells  us  that  this  prolongation  of  the  time  is  not  only 
wise,  but  it  is  necessary  to  prevent,  at  too  frequent  re- 
currence, the  interference  of  those  interested  in  the  bank 
in  our  elections,  its  political  operation  and  influence  on 
public  a£fkirs,  and  to  deprive  it  of  the  motives  for  such 
interference.  Such  was  the  avowal  of  the  gentleman  who 
stood  as  its  organ  on  this  floor,  and  who  had  the  framing 
of  the  present  charter.  If  this  be  true,  that,  for  such  rea- 
son, it  is  necessary  to  guard  against  such  influence,  in 
plsu;e  of  resjtriction,  we  are,  it  appears,  to  legislate  by  ex- 
tending its  time,  by  loosening  the  hands  of  Congress  so 
much  longer  from  the  power  of  control.  He  [Mr.  H.] 
wma  of  opinion  that  more  guards  and  restrictions  were  ne- 
eesaary,  and  in  this  he  differed  from  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  The  gentleman  had  admitted  that  abuses 
mi^fht  occur;  it  was  also  argued  in  defence  that  there  was 
no  dsuig^r  of  such  abuse;  that  the  bank  was  too  weak  to 
make  such  attempt.  This  great  moneyed  corporation  too 
weak!  Wliat,  sir,  this  bank  weak,  to  which,  by  the  en- 
actments that  have  been  carried,  the  power  of  regulating 
the  whole  currency  of  the  country,  from  Maine  to  west 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  has  been  given?  But  they  are 
bound  by  the  words  of  a  restrictive  character;  in  the 
charter  it  is  said — what,  sir,  does  a  moneyed  corporation 
care  for  such  verbal  restrictions?  They  have  power,  at 
discretion,  to  change  the  currency  at  their  pleasure;  they 
can  depreciate  the  value  of  property,  by  simply  drawing 
in  their  discounts,  and  thus  acquire  it  on  their  own  terms. 
It  is  absurd,  then,  to  say  that  the  bank  is  weak;  it  is  made 
stronger  than  the  Government  itself.  Look  at  the  deci- 
non  which  the  Senate  had  made,  preventing,  in  effect, 
specie  payments.  Such  provision  had  been  thought  ne- 
to  make  specie  payments  obligatory  by  ttie  com- 


mittee who  bad  deliberated  on  the  measure,  and  reported 
the  bill;  but  the  friends  of  the  bank  did  not  think  fit  to 
retain  tUs  section,  and  they  had  now  stricken  out  what  their 
own  committee  thought  advisable.  Mr.  H.  then  alluded 
to  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  that  had  grown  np  from  what 
he  denounced  as  the  issue  of  base  paper;  the  branch  bank 
drafts  put  into  circulation;  to  the  difficulty,  the  impossi- 
bility, of  causing  the  bank  to  make  specie  payments;  from 
their  notes  not  being  payable,  but  (probably)  at  a  distant 
branch  where  issued,  that  thus  the  call  for  specie  must  ba 
answered  by  the  State  banks,  who  could  not  refiise,_and 
that  under  such  system  no  State  bank  could  exist  but  at  the 
mere  will  and  pleasure  of  this  great  moneyed  institution. 
Mr.  CLAY  said  the  proposition  before  the  Senate  to 
limit  the  charter  of  the  bank  to  ten  instead  of  fifteen 
years,  was  one  which  might  have  been  discussed  with  re- 
gard  to  its  reasonableness,  and  with  reference  to  its  expe- 
diency; but,  instead  of  that,  they  had  been  drawn  into  the 
discussion  of  collateral  matters,  and  arguments  had  been 
used,  which  it  became  the  friends  of  the  bank  to  take 
notice  of.  Who,  he  asked,  has  said  that  the  bank  will 
take  part  in  political  movements,  unless  the  charter -is  so 
prolonged  as  to  take  away  the  temptation  to  do  so. >  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dau^b]  has  said 
something  which  the  gentleman  from  Vii^ginia  caught  at 
with  great  avidity,  from  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  deduc- 
tion could  not  be  made  that  the  bank  would,  in  any  event, 
take  part  in  political  contentions.  Tliere  was  lUl  the  dif- 
ference in  the  world  between  the  practical  effect  of  poli- 
tical movements,  and  such  an  organization  of  the  bank  as 
may  create  motives  for  them.  So  far  from  tlie  bank's 
ever  taking  part  in  any  political  questions,  he  unhesitat- 
ingly said,  in  his  place,  there  was  not  the  slightest  color 
for  such  a  chai^.  It  bad  been  said  that  the  agitation  of 
the  question  of  the  renewal  of  the  bank  charter,  at  this 
time,  was  premature;  but  who,  he  asked,  first  provoked 
it?  Did  the  bank?  No,  sir;  you  roust  look  to  the  news- 
papers of  the  country;  you  must  look  to  the  demagogues 
of  the  country,  for  any  premature  excitement  that 
has  been  created  on  this  question.  But  to  come  back  to 
the  qiiestion  before  the  Senate,  the  amendment  limiting 
the  charter  to  a  period  of  ten  years  from  its  commence- 
ment, I  say  again,  rir,  that  this  is  a  question  to  be  decided 
conformably  to  the  fitness  of  things — by  the  lights  of  ex- 
perience emanating  from  the  general  practice  of  the 
country.  If  you  look  to  former  banks  chartered  by  the 
United  States,  you  will'  find  that  twenty  years  is  always 
considered  a  reasonable  duration  of  their  charter;  and  if  you 
look  to  the  numberless  banks  in  the'  States,  you  will  see 
that  almost  all  of  them  have  been  chartered  for  that  length 
of  time.  The  operations  of  this  bank  will  extend  over  a 
vast  continent;  and  why  not  give  a  charter  of  twenty 
years  to  this  as  well  as  to  banks  whose  business  is  confined 
to  a  angle  State?  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Tazxwsll]  spoke  of  the  weakness  of  paper  restrictions, 
and  said  that  he  had  seen  violations  of  the  constitution 
agun  and  again.  Gentlemen  ought  not  lightly  to  make 
such  assertions.  What  are  these  violations  of  the  consti- 
tution that  the  gentleman  alludes  to?  There  are  a  variety 
of  opinions  entertained  with  respect  to  a  proper  construc- 
tion of  the  constitotion.  On  the  constitutionality  of  the 
tariff,  a  vast  roajori^  of  the  people  of  .the  United  States 
entertain  opinions  opposite  to  those  entertained  by  the 
gentleman  and  his  friends;  and  has  the  ^ntleman  a  r!|ffat 
to  attribute  to  this  majority  opinions  hostile  to  the  constitu- 
tion, any  more  than  they  have  to  charge  him  with  a  dispo- 
sition to  violate  that  instrument  ?  Such  assertions,  calculated 
to  weaken  the  confidence  of  the  people  in  the  Govem- 
ment,  ought  not  to  be  made  without  being  supported  by 
some  specific  allegations,  other  than  those  differences  of 
opinion  which  belong^  to  human  nature,  and  were  in- 
separable fVom  our  free  institutions.  Mr.  C.  here  entered 
into  ao  argument  at  length  in  support  of  the  legality  of 
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the  oorrency  of  Uta  bank  in  the  shape  of  orden,  and  con- 
ehided  by  contending  that  the  striking  out  the  prorision 
Bmiting  the  iisues  of  notes  to  the  branches  where  payable 
was  a  necessary  consequence  of  the  vote  of  the  Senate 
compelling  the  bank  to  receire  in  payment  at  all  of  the 
branches  the  notes  of  any  of  them. 

Mr.  TAZEWEIX  observed,  that  though  the  discuS' 
sion  on  the  amendment  submitted  by  liim  bad  been  pro- 
ttacted,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  do  him  the  justice 
to  see  tiiat  he  was  not  the  author  of  it  He  bad  made  a 
reiy  nrople  proposition  to  limit  the  charter  of  the  bank 
to  ten  years,  instead  of  fifteen,  and,  in  support  of  it,  said 
that,  inasauich  as  it  would  be  intangible  by  legislation 
during  tii«  period  of  its  legal  existence,  and  as  they  were 
•bout  to  strip  themselves  of  all  future  power  over  one  of 
the  moet  important  subjects  of  legislation,  that  regulating 
tile  currency  of  the  country,  and  about  also  to  strip  the 
States  of  the  power  of  taxation,  it  would  be  prudent  to 
lii^t  the  existence  of  the  institution  to  a  shorter  period 
Hiaa  that  named  in  the  bill,  inasmuch  as  they  could  not 
foresee  all  the  results  of  their  present  legislation.  He 
Hiade  a  rimple  propontion  to  abbreviate  the  term  of  the 
existence  or  the  bank,  and  assigned  his  mnple  reasons  in 
support  of  it.  And  what  was  the  answer?  The  gentle- 
aaan  from  Pennsylvania  agreed  that  the  motion  ou^t  not 
to  prevail,  because,  if  it  did,  ^ou  would  fumidi  motives 
for  this  bank  to  intermingle  m  the  political  concern*  of 
tlie  country. 

'  Having  to  mention  my  oripna]  propontiontiius  answer 
ed,  what  did  I  say  agunst  the  answer?  That  it  had  been 
•fiirmed,  for  the  first  time  here,  that  this  bank  might  in- 
tenninrle  in  the  political  concerns  of  the  country.  Then 
oaate  ue  anawer  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania.  He 
<Ud  not  Wf  that  the  bank  would  interroinrle  in  the  politi- 
es! eoneema  of  the  country,  but  he  referred  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  gentleman  frcim  Pennsylvania,  and  did  say, 
that,  if  this  was  the  argument,  let  us  make  the  charter 
indeftiUtei  if  excitement  was  an  evil,  the  longer  it  was 
put  off  the  better.  What  was  next?  The  Senator  fi«m 
Pennsylvania  had  eontended  that  the  restrictions  in  the 
charter  were  abundant.  To  this,  he  answered,  by  asking 
the  question,  when  did  paper  restrictions  have  any  force? 
Kven  the  constitution  of  the  United  States  had  been  vio- 
lated again  and  agun.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky [Mr.  Clat]  then  took  him  to  task,  and  said  that  such 
assertions  ought  not  to  be  madei  that  they  weakened  the 
confidence  of  the  people  in  tlie  Government;  denied  that 
the  constitution  had  ever  been  violated,  and  spoke  of  the 
constitutional  opinions  on  the  tariff  held  by  so  large  a 
BMJority  of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  if  I 
eould  find  the  book,  I  would  refer  to  the  language  once 
held  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  himself  in  relation  to 
tbe  constitutionality  of  this  charter.  I  am  sure  that  even 
DOW  the  honorable  Senator  will  agree  with  me  that  the 
alien  and  sedition  laws  were  violations  of  the  constitution. 

To  ref«-  to  otiicr  gentiemen,  show  me,  said  Mr.  T.,  the 
man  who  will  not  say  that,  in  some  instances,  the  constitu- 
tion has  been  violated.  Is  it  not  the  common  topic  everv 
day '  I  need  not  go  beyond  this  session,  or  acts  of  this  ad- 
ministralion,  to  find  chuges  of  violation  of  the  constitution. 

May  I  not  say  to  everv  p^ntleman,  you  have  said  this,  and 
you  have  said  that,  and  m  all  I  agree  with  you.  Sir,  I 
never  heard  any  grave  man  say  senously  that  the  constitu- 
tion bad  been  vxilated,  that  I  did  not  periectiy  agree 
with  him.  But  with  respect  to  his  argument  referred  to. 
Bemember  he  was  speaking  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of 
Ae  United  Statesi  and  his  argument  was  an  illustration 
aaerely.  He  said  not  one  word  about  the  tariff,  or  the  opi- 
nions entertained  as  to  its  eonstitntionalitv.  Perhaps  he 
waAt  properly  have  gone  filrther,  and  referred  to  higher 
•uthorrhr  than  even  the  constitution  of  the  United  States, 
and  said  that  written  instruments  had,  at  all  times,  been 
perverted  by  the  hand  of  power. 


But  be  was  to  specify,  and  he  did  specify;  he  bsdiul 
that,  under  the  charter,  as  then  aoiended,  titere  vould  not 
be  a  ^cie-paying  bank.  He  knew  that  gentiemeii  did 
not  beheve  that  such  would  be  the  effect  of  the  uneiii. 
raents;  but  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  fiiDy 
demonstrated  it.  Af^er  some  furtiier  remarks  in  hytn  of 
limiting  the  charter,  and  in  reply  to  Mr.  Cut,  Mi.  T. 
went  on  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  argument  of  Mr.  Du- 
LAS,  and  the  various  opinions  entertained,  that  some  no- 
tiemen  hpnestiy,  and  perhaps  wisely,  were  in  fitvorof  es- 
larging  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Govemmeot,  ui 
thought  they  were  taking  the  wisest  course  to  promote  the 
(general  welfiue,  by  legislating  to  that  end;  and  one  ad  of 
gentiemen  dreaded  popular  excitement  as  the  greateit  of 
evils,  while  others  thought  that  excitement  wssaeceou;, 
and  entertained  much  greater  apprehensions  of  the  cook- 
quences  of  a  state  of  apathy  and  indifference  to  pubfie 
questions,  on  the  part  of  the  people.  We  are  miking  the 
experiment,  said  Mr.  T.,  of^a  republican  GoTeromciit, 
such  as  was  never  befbre  made  in  the  world.  It  may  be 
an  evil  for  the  people  to  be  excited;  but  it  is  a  sore  ud 
inevitable  desiruction  to  our  republican  institutioni,  for 
them  to  sink  into  a  state  of  apathy  and  indifference. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied.  He  bad  supposed  thittlM 
Government  heretofore,  in  fixing  the  duration  of  the  chw- 
ter,  had  not  done  so  without  due  consideration.  He  thooflit 
the  mere  matter  of  time  of  littie  consequence,  proTided 
the  clause  was  properly  guarded;  and  in  the  present dbir. 
ter  there  was  every  safety.  The  gentieroan  fromVo- 
ginia  [Mr.  TAaEwiu]  had  expressed  his  pleasure  it 
being  afforded  an  opportunity  to  vote  for  a  term  of  oae 
year;  but  he  [Mr.  W.]  had  not  a  doubt  but  tbe  honor 
able  Senator  would  rather  even  limit  it  to  one  day.  A 
fear  had  been  expressed  for  the  State-banks;  but  tbe  Stilt 
banks,  who  must  know  their  own  interesu  best,  had  bees 
the  most  numerous  in  giving  their  opinion  in  fiiror  of  >«• 
chartering.  Past  experience  had  shown  that  the  fean  el; 
pressed  were  visionary;  Ue  denied  the  argument!  made 
use  of  to  prove  that  specie  payments,  on  the  part  of  tbe 
banks,  would  be  prevented  by  the  operation  of  tbe  cbu. 
ter,  and  giving  in  to  idle  fears.  He  should  vote  againrt 
the  amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  SMITH  and  Mr.  BEKTON  having  also  madewnt 
further  remarks,  the  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Tau- 
will's  amendment,  when  it  was  negatived,  37  to  30,  by 
the  following  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickeim^ 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kanc^ 
King,  Mangum,  Harcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Tiouf, 
Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freiing^uysen,  Holmes,  Jobs- 
ston.  Knight,  Naudain,  Poiodexter,  Prentiss,  Robbing 
Robinson,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  SpngiKi 
Tipton,  Tomlmson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 27. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  snMDded. 

MOXOAT,  Jcxi  4. 
BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  nwdi^ 
and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribeis  totbt 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes. 

The  question  being  to  concur  in  the  amendmeDls  lude 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and  the  first  amendnea^ 
striking  out  tbe  third  section  of  the  bill,  being  under  ca- 
si  deration, 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  the  speoal  conunittee  by  vlio* 
the  bill  was  introduced  bad  thought  it  advisable  to  putt 
check  on  the  practice  which  had  grown  up  of  circobtisl 
bank  orders  as  currency;  and  also  to  restrict  the  isniiV" 
notes  not  payable  at  the  office  where  issued.  The  biU,  >| 
now  reported,  would  not  effect  these  objects.    Tbe  tbaa 
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Kctiaa,  which  it  was  propoaed  toatiike  oat,  enwited  that  H 
dxmid  not  be  lawful  for  the  bank  to  lasue  or  put  into  cir- 
eulation  notes  of  a  let*  amount  than  fSO,  wiuca  would  not 
be  payable  at  the  office  where  iaaoed,  '*  except  the  aane 
be  done  at  the  inatance  and  request  of  the  peraoat  to,  or  for 
wbom  the  notes  ahall  be  isMied."  He  thought  that  this 
Mctioa  was  absolutely  necessary,  with  the  exception  of 
the  last  clause,  which  had  a  nugatory  effect.  He  wouU, 
therefore,  more  that  the  Senate  only  concur  in  striking 
out  the  hot  clause,  retaining  the  first  part  of  the  section. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  said  that  he  was  one  of  those  who  had 
Ttited  for  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentuc- 
tf,  [Mr.  Bibb,]  to  erase  from  the  fourth  section  the  words 
"ftoffl  any  other  incorporated  bank."  The  effect  of 
wbich  was  to  make  the  bills  of  the  bank,  although  on  their 
&ces  payable  at  one  place  only,  receivable  at  the  bank  and 
■0  its  branches^  if  tendered  in  liquidatimi  of  any  balance 
i»  the  bank,  or  an^  branch  of  it,  whether  that  balance 
be  doe  from  any  indiTidual  or  any  incorporated  bank.  He 
*u  willing>  now  to  sobstitiite  for  this  testriction  on  the 
bank,  another,  decburing  it  unlawfitl  to  issue  any  note  of 
» leas  denainifiation  than  fifty  dollars^  which  ahaU  not  on 
iti  &ce  be  payable  at  the  bank  or  eSce  of  discount  and 
depoiite  whence  it  shall  be  issaed.  He  woukl  thereibre 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Ca- 
roEns,  with  an  explicit  understandmg,  howerer,  at  the 
lime,  that  the  fourth  section  Aould  be  restored,  as  it  was 
repc«ted  by  the  committee. 

His  only  object  in  supporting  the  amendment  to  the 
iiwrdt  section,  in  opposition  to  the  eeneral  sentiment  of 
tbote  with  whom  he  nsually  acted,  bad  been  to  yield  some- 
tfainr  to  the  riews  of  those  rentlemen  who  so  strenuoushr 
bad  tmisted  that  without  additional  restrictions  the  bank 
voold  cease  to  be  a  spede-paying  institationi  and,  by  do- 
ing si^  to  increase  public  confidence  in  the  issues  of  the 
bank  and  its  branches.  He  did  not  belieTe  that  the  bank, 
without  either  the  third  or  fourth  sections,  had  been,  waa^ 
or  wouM  be  a  bank  refiuing  to  pay  specie.  Neitlier  of 
tbeie  proriBons  was  to  be  found  in  the  original  charter, 
•od  yet  the  bank  was,  to  all  intents  and  purposes^  a  spe- 
cie-pqring  bank.  Without  the  fourth  section,  the  bank 
bad  nerer  refused,  in  any  instance,  to  reeerre  itsnotes,  no 
■utter  where  issued,  in  payment  of  its  debtS)  and  if  any 
gentleman  here  would  now  stand  up  in  his  place  and  state 
tn  inatance  in  which  it  had  refused  to  do  so,  or  show  any 
Kuonable  gttound  to  apprehend  dtat  it  ever  would  refuse 
to  do  it,  be  should  pause  before  he  agreed  to  restrict  the 
benefitsof  this  section  to  incorporated  banks.  Beliering 
tbtt  no  such  case  ever  had  occurred  or  erer  would  occur, 
be  cared  not  to  retain  the  provision  while  the  third  sec- 
ticm  could  be  substituted  for  it,  and  while  it  was  probable 
tbat  iu  beneficial  proinslons  might  be  perverted  to  answer 
the  ends  of  the  enemies  of  the  institution,  or  the  purposes 
of  brokers,  who  might,  in  consequence  of  it,  speculate 
more  advantageously  in  the  notes  of  the  bank.  He  pro- 
ceeded then  to  show  how  the  fourth  section,  as  amended 
>D  committee,  might  require  the  bank  to  keep  a  burden- 
•one  and  veiy  unnecessary  quantity  of  qieciem  the  vaults 
of  the  branches,  without  any  benefit  to  the  country,  which 
*M  not  equally  well  securad  by  the  third  section.  Uis 
object  was  to  secure  as  for  as  possible,  by  the  meet  smple 
r^nnties,  a  sound  and  uniform  currency  to  the  whole 
OHinttyi  the  want  of  which  before  the  estabKsbment  of 
<bis  institution  had  been  most  severely  felt  in  all  its  parts, 
utd  in  none  more  injuriously  than  in  that  section  of  it 
*l>ose  representative  he  was.  But  he  would  not  know- 
■>Vly  step  an  inch  beyond  the  true  and  le^mate  objects 
oT its  creation,  to  harden  or  oppress  an  institiition,  from 
vbose  ikilfol  maoagement,  ana  liberal  accommodatiaiis, 
the  public  had  derived  so  many  blessing*^  ss  has  been 
*'>ui>dantl]r  testified  by  the  very  numerous  memorials  from 
*^[o'y  psrtion  of  this  widely  extended  republic,  praying 
«w  »  renewal  of  the  cliarter. 


He  eoiicluded  by  some  remarks  on  the  probable  effects 
of  the  bill  on  the  currency  of  the  counta^  as  compared 
with  those  of  tbe  original  charter. 

After  some  discussion,  in  which  Mr.  EWING,  Mr. 
SMITH,  Mr.  WEBSTER,  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  and  Mr. 
BOCKMBR  took  part. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Hatbb  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendment  to  the  fourth  section,  striking  out  th«  . 
words  ••  fnwi  any  other  hicorpoMted  bank,"  at  the  end 
of  the  same,  was  agreed  to,  making  the  section  to  read, 
that  notes  or  bilb  of  the  corporation,  although  on  the  foe* 
thereof  made  payatile  atone  ph«e  only,  shaU  be  received 
by  the  bank  in  liquidation  or  payment  o^  any  baUnees  due 
to  the  bank  or  its  branches. 

The  amendment  to  the  fifth  section  was  also  concorrad 
in,  striking  out  "  two,"  and  making  "  five"  years  the  pe- 
riod limited  for  the  bank  to  retain  real  estate  afUr  the  date 
of  •cquiringthe  same,  except  by  way  of  mortgage  or  judg- 
ment lien  in  security  of  debts. 

The  amendment  to  the  sixth  section  was  concurred  ini 
striking;  out  the  dause  which  restricted  the  bank  fi-om  es* 
tabfishing  more  tl;^  one  branch  in  those  States  wher» 
none  at  present  existed.  The  section  now  allows  of  tw«^ 
and  no  more,  hi  any  State. 

The  amendment  to  the  seventh  section  was  then  taken 
up  lor  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate.  It  changes  the  bo. 
nus  to  be  paid  by  the  bank  from  three  yearly  iostalmeats 
of  tSOO,OUO  eMb,  to  the  payment  of  the  yearly  sum  or 
annuity  of  #150,0(X)  in  each  and  every  year  durif^  the 
term  m  the  charter. 

Mr.  BIBB  rose  to  submit  a  motion.  He  proposed  that 
the  first  part  of  the  original  section  should  stand,  and  to 
amend  it  b^  enacting  that  the  bank,  in  lieu  of  a  bonu% 
should,  during  the  oontinoance  of  the  charter,  make  loans 
and  discounts  at  a  rate  of  interest  not  exceeding  five  per 
cent  per  annum.  ■  In  advooating  the  policy  of  the  msa- 
■ure,  Mr.  B.  expressed  himself  against  the  payment  of  a 
bonus  by  the  bank.  He  would  dispense  with  it  altogether, 
for  two  reasons.  He  was  disposed  against  the  United  Stats* 
selling  out  piivdeges:  if  the  bank  was  necessary  for  the 
operations  of  G«vcmment — the  creation  of  such  an  inst^ 
tution  requiAe— the  United  States  should  take  no  moner 
from  an  i^nt  thus  indispensable.  And  again,  be  was  ad* 
verse  to  putting  more  money  into  the  treasury  than  exi- 
gencies  called  far«  and  he  was  sorry  to  say  there  was 
every  fear  of  our  revenue  being  too  abundant. 

But,  inasmuch  as  benefits  will  arise  to  the  institutioa 
thus  created,  from  the  exclusive  privileges  and  franchise 
with  which  it  will  be  invested,  the  benehts  thus  resulting 
will  juAify  the  corporation  being  called  on  to  give  corre- 
spondiag  benefits  to  the  country  {and  in  no  way  could  the 
country  at  large  be  more  benefited  than  in  a  reduction  of 
the  interest  on  money.  It  would  fi»ilitate  trade,  and  iak- 
prove  and  increase  the  productive  labor  throughout  the 
Union.  And,  considering  the  high  advantages  which  the 
stockholders  gained  from  their  property  being  thus 
invested,  affording  tiiem  profit  and  value  without  ex- 
pense or  trouble  on  their  part,  exceeding  tbat  of  private 
individuals  in  any  other  business  or  trade,  he  thought 
that  a  redaction  of  one  per  ccnC  woidd  be  but  a  maH 
equi^ent 

Mr.  EWINO  opposed  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Bibb.]  It  would  not  have  the  ef- 
fect which  was  contemplate<(  of  lowering  the  interest  ot 
money  througliout  the  country.  This  must  be  left  to  ita 
own  operatiooi  the  value  of  money  would  rise  or  fidl  ac- 
cording to  its  productions;  it  must  be  left  to  find  its  own 
level.  In  tiieSUte  of  New  York,  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  was  limited,  as  elsewhere,  to  six  per  cent,  interest, 
and  yet  the  State  banks  were  charging  seven  per  cent.  It 
could  not  effect  the  benefit  that  was  promised  to  the  whole 
country,  because,  let  the  hank  lower  its  interest  to  five 
per  cent.,  its  capital  is  not  large  for  the  whole  circabtioB 
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of  the  country.  He  would  rote  agkiiut  the  gentlenun's 
proposition. 

Mr.  CLAY  nid  that,  if  he  thought  this  reduction  of  in- 
terest would  have  the  effect  of  producing  s  general  reduc- 
tion of  interest  throughout  the  Union,  he  D)i|^t  perhaps 
be  induced  to  vote  for  it;  but  still  he  diould  hesitate  to  re- 
duce it  so  much  as  one  per  cent.,  a  reduction  which  would 
greatly  exceed  the  bonus  required  from  the  bank.  A  re- 
duction from  six  per  cent,  to  five  per  cent,  on  thirty-five 
millions  of  capital,  would  only  be  a  reduction  on  about 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  banking  capital  of  the  country.  It 
was  a  benefit  which  would  only  result  to  borrowers  from 
the  bank,  and  not  to  the  people  generally;  and  this  con- 
•tituted  his  greatest  objection  to  the  amendment  of  his 
colleague. 

Mr.  WHITE  would  give  it  his  partial  consent,  as  better 
than  exacting  a  bonus,  on  the  sellmg  of  privileges;  and  he 
thou{^t  that  the  bank  would  now  have  more  emolument 
at  five  per  cent,  than  under  the  last  charter  limiting  them 
to  six  percent,  when  all  the  expenses,  risk,  &c.  of  bring- 
ing the  bank  into  operation  had  to  be  incurred. 

Mr.  MANGUM  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  bonus 
was  too  low;  he  thought  ^300,000  a  year  would  be  little 
enough. 

Mr.  FRELTNGHUYSEN  said  that,  if  the  proposition 
contained  in  the  amendment  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  [Mr.  Bibb]  was  the  result  of  a  general  re- 
view of  our  fiscal  and  commercial  condition  and  relations, 
•nd  if  the  ascertained  state  of  our  money  market  called  for 
or  justified  the  proposed  reduction  of  interest,  the  ques- 
tion would  present  itself  under  more  fiivorable  circum' 
stances  than  we  are  now  to  coniider  it.  For,  sir,  said  Mr, 
F.,  in  the  place  of  its  growing  out  of  the  adtual  state  of 
business  in  the  country,  we  are,  in  this  collateral  manner, 
and  aside  from  most  of  those  considerations  that  should 
prompt  to  a  measure  so  important,  called  upon  to  interfere 
with  a  delicate  question  in  economy,  as  a  ready  way  of  re- 
ceiving a  bonus  from  this  bank  for  the  extension  of  its 
privileges.  Now  it  seems,  m  my  judgment,  to  be  objec- 
tionable, under  any  view  of  it.  If  it  couW  accomplish  a 
^neral  reduction  of  Ae  rate  of  interest  in  the  States,  as 
Its  sanguine  friends  promise  for  it,  why,  then,_sir,  I  re- 
gard it  as  of  very  questionable  expediency:  for  it  wiU  be 
indirectly,  and,  1  fear,  oflTensively,  interfering  with  a  point 
«f  State  policy,  and  where  the  State  Legfislatures  are  much 
the  best  judges  of  the  value  of  money  amongst  their  citi- 
aens.  Why  should  Congress,  without  any  necessary  or 
urgent  inducement,  move  in  this  delicate  matter,  and  pro- 
bably lead  to  unhappy  collisions  in  feeling,  at  least,  be- 
tween general  and  State  jurisdiction? 

But,  m  tiie  next  place,  the  proposed  measure  would  fail 
to  produce  this  predicted  result.  The  capital  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  forms,  to  the  whole  banking  capital 
employed  in  this  country,  a  proportion  of  less  than  one- 
third.  It  stood,  at  the  close  of  1829,  as  135,000,000  to 
#110,193,268;  and  when  we  take  into  the  account  the 
amount  of  capital  loaned  by  individuals  on  landed  and  other 
securities,  we  most  perceive  that  the  power  of  regtilating 
the  value  of  money  and  rate  of  loans  is  attributed  to  this 
bank,  under  great  misapprehennons  of  its  ability.  This 
amendment  would  only  augment  the  privileges  of  the 
wealthy.  The  bank,  compelled  to  discount  at  five  per 
cent.,  would  h«ve  the  choice  of  paper.  Those  dealers  of 
best  standing  and  soundest  capital,  and  who  least  needed 
the  helping  band  of  the  institution,  would  of  course  be  pre- 
ferred; and  thus  distinctions  of  an  o<Uous  character  would 
be  cherished. 

So  that,  under  whatever  aspect  the  amendment  pre- 
sents itself,  it  is  liable  to  just  exceptions.  If  it  could  pro- 
duce a  universal  abatement  of  mterest,  we  should  not 
le^slate  for  such  an  object,  but  leave  it  with  the  States: 
if  It  cannot  achieve  such  a  reduction,  as  I  believe  it  cannot, 
why,  then,  it  will  died  its  benefits  only  or  chiefly  upon  those 


who  are  in  the  least  want  of  them;  and  I,  tbetefim,  kpe 
that  the  amendment  will  not  prevail. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  also  opposed  the  measure;  tod  tk 
question  was  not  decided,  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


T0BSD.1T,  JORB  5. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said,  after  what  occurred  the  odier 
day,  I  think  it  my  duty,  Mr.  President,  to  movetliattke 
Senate  now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  execudre 
business. 

The  motion  was  decided  in  the  negative— yes*  18,iiqt 


20. 


BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 


The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  nr 
dify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  sobsnibailD 
the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  to  strike  mt 
the  clause  twoviding  for  the  bonus,  and  to  insert  a  prim. 
sion  that  the  interest  on  loans  and  discounts  tnade  hj  in 
bank  should  not  exceed  five  per  cent., 

Mr.  CLAYTON  ^re  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 
vote  against  the  provision  to  amend.  His  own  opinion  m, 
that,  if  the  amendment  prevailed,  it  would  prove  inju- 
rious to  the  bank,  to  the  State  banks,  and  to  the  people  of 
the  country.  Some  gentlemen  seemed  to  think  thst  tiw 
reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest  would  be  highly  bndi- 
cial  to  the  bank,  b^  increasing  its  profits.  The  buk  M 
always  had  the  ability  to  discount  at  five  per  ceoti  lod, 
always  having  the  abiUty,  if  it  was  so  advantagceui,  wbf 
had  not  the  directors  resorted  to  the  practice  of  niUif 
loans  and  discounts  at  five  per  cent.  >  The  astuteneuw 
those  who  administered  the  afi'airs  oi  the  bank  bid  nercr 
discovered  what  seemed  to  have  been  so  suddenly  found 
out  here.  He  thought  that  those  whose  duty  it  wu  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  stockholders,  had  taken  thii 
subject  into  consideration  before  now,  and  had  gntn  to 
it  a  proper  examination.  He  was  not  disposed  to  kp^t 
on  tnis  bill,  merely  for  the  benefit  of  the  bank,  but  be 
still  thought  that  the  institution  was  entitled  to  some  con- 
sideration, because  it  was  the  instrument  of  the  Goren- 
ment  for  great  national  objects,  which  would  be  definleil 
if  its  interests  were  entirely  overlooked.  If  the  Scute, 
however,  looked  to  the  interests  of  the  bank  alone,  the 
present  motion  could  not  be  sustained.  It  would  go  to 
change  the  whole  system  of  the  banking  operatioDi,  ml 
such  change  was  not  required  by  public  opinion.  In  not 
one  of  all  the  numerotu  memorials  which  bad  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate,  was  there  any  request  to  reduce  the 
rate  of  interest.  Neither  in  any  of  the  raemoriab  from 
the  State  banks,  nor  in  those  from  the  people,  bad  the 
subject  been  touched.  There  had  not  been  a<ingleio£- 
cation  of  pubhc  opinion  that  such  a  change  was  deara); 
and  no  one  but  the  mover  of  the  proposition  attached  the 
slightest  importance  to  the  idea.  Most  of  the  Stale  btnk^ 
and  especially  those  which  stood  on  the  most  solid  btie% 
bad  presented  themselves  to  the  Senate  in  favor  of  the 
bank.  Let  this  amendment  prevail,  and  twenty  d>p 
would  not  elapse  before  the  same  banks  would  leod  ox 
memorials  against  the  passage  of  the  bilL  The  opentioi 
of  the  measure  must,  in  some  measure,  be  to  reduce  their 
profits,  and  compel  them  to  curtail  their  businen.  Tie 
hostility  of  all  these  institutions  would  be  enlisted  ipi"* 
the  bank,  and  that  hostility , would  be  felt  on  some  nitutt 
occaoon.  The  banks  wotUd  still  continue  to  lend  mose; 
at  an  interest  of  nx  per  cent,  and  favorite  bonoven 
would  obtain  loans  at  five  per  cent.,  and  lend  then'  «■' 
again  at  six  or  seven  per  cent  There  could  not  be  • 
worse  proposition  than  to  fix  the  interest  at  fire  p^ 
cent,  since  it  would  array  all  the  State  banks  »gmt  Ik 
institution. 
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In  reference  to  the  Govemnent,  wlwt  would  be  the 
efTect'  It  would  cripple  the  institution,  and  ditable  the 
i^eot  of  the  Government  from  collecting  the  public  re- 
Tcoue,  and  performing'  its  other  obligations  to  the  peo^e. 
Would  this  be  wise?  Would  it  be  politic >  The  bank 
vouM  thus  be  compelled  either  to  create  new  notes,  in 
order  to  sustain  itself,  and  yield  a  proper  dividend  to  the 
ftockholders,  <»■  it  roust  change  the  course  of  its  business,- 
ind  make  profits  in  its  exchange.  One  of  the  objects  of 
the  institution  was  to  equalize  the  exchange,  and  there  is 
nov  no  perceptible  burden  on  exchanges.  There  is  no 
countfy  where  so  many  &cilities  are  given  to  exchange; 
and  all  these  fiicilhies  owe  their  existence  to  the  bank.  To 
ntstain  the  stockholders,  the  bank  would  be  compelled  to 
go  to  the  exclianges,  and  to  burden  them  for  the  purpose 
of  making  its  dividends.  The  effect  of  the  amendment 
wovkl  be  tu  destroy  all  the  advantages  which  now  result 
fioa  the  bank,  and  to  make  the  institution  less  worthy  of 
tlie  public  con&dence.  Much  more  advantage,  however, 
Itfd  resulted  from  the  bank  than  the  mere  facility  of  ex- 
cbange;  since,  by  means  of  this  institution,  there  has  been 
established  a  standard  of  value  for  money,  the  same  at  all 
pbces,  and  almost  at  all  times.  In  this  respect,  the 
greatest  advantages  bad  resulted  from  the  bank.  Svbat 
Tould  be  the  ettect  of  the  proposition  in  regard  to  this? 
The  bank  would  be  constrained  to  increase  its  issues  be- 
yond what  it  h«d  previously  done,  in  order  to  make  up 
the  defidency  in  its  profits.  The  State  banks  would  also 
be  obliged  to  add  to  their  issues^  and  thus  an  immense 
•ccumuktion  of  paper  would  be  thrown  into  circulation, 
and  a  depreciation  in  its  value  would  necessarily  follow. 

Relying  on  the  ability  and  patriotism  of  the  administra- 
tion  of  the  bank,  some  might  reply  that  they  would  not 
throw  an  excessive  issue  of  paper  into  the  market.  It 
might  be  so.  But  bow  long  would  this  reliance  continue? 
A  new  president,  new  £rectors,  would  come  ini  and 
these,  to  gain  the  object  of  lai^e dividends,  would  increase 
the  issues.  The  standard  of  money,  which  b  now  nearly 
uniform,  would  then  be  no  longer  so,  and  all  the  advan- 
tages of  a  national  bank  would  be  lost 

On  the  people,  the  effect  would  be  to  establish  an  ex- 
tensiTe  system  of  brokerage.  The  people  would  only  be 
able  to  borrow  at  six  or  seven  per  cent.  The  favorites 
would  obtain  loans  at  the  national  bank  at  the  reduced 
rate  of  five  per  cent.,  and  would  immediately  loan  out 
the  money  at  six  or  seven  per  cent.  The  advantages 
would  thus  be  confined  to  a  few,  who  would  be  able  to 
obt^n  loans  at  the  national  bank,  but  could  not  be  felt 
by  individuals  who,  possessing  less  fiuriUty  of  raising 
money,  would  be  obliged  to  resort  to  State  banks,  or  to 
the  brokers. 

These  are  tlie  considerations  which  bad  brought  him  to 
the  concluaon  that  the  amendment  of  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  would  be  productive  of  the  most  disastrous 
consequences  to  the  bank  itself,  to  the  State  banks,  and 
to  the  country. 

Ur.  TYLER  said  tlie  more  be  had  reflected  on  the  pro- 
position now  before  the  Senate,  tlie  more  he  had  been 
impressed  with  its  importance  and  magnitude.  He  would 
go  so  far  as  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  second  to 
but  one  which  had  engaged  the  attention  of  Congress 
during  the  present  session.  Ue  beUeved  that  while  the 
sdoption  of  the  proposed  amendment  would  inflict  no 
injury  upon  the  bank,  it  would  confer  the  greatest  benefit 
upon  society.  Would  it  impose  an  unjust  limitation  on 
the  bank?  If  it  would,  he  would  abandon  it  altogether; 
for  while  he  could  not  vote  for  rechartering  the  itutitu- 
tion,  he  would  not  infuse  a  secret  poison  into  its  vitals, 
which  would  affect  its  capacity  to  do  good.  It  asked  a 
prolongation  of  its  existence,  and  Congress  should  take 
care  to  engraA  upon  its  charter  such  provisions  as  would 
benefit  the  community. 

The  first  reflection  which  occurs,  is,  that  the  bank  does 
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not  loan  money.  It  merely  exchanges  credit.  It  gives 
its  notes  of  hand  for  the  notes  of  hand  of  individuals,  and, 
paying  no  premium  in  the  form  of  interest  itself,  requires 
a  premium  of  the  individuals  with  whom  it  deals.  Its 
credit  is  founded  on  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  its 
capacity,  which  confidence  is  the  result  of  the  govern- 
mental action  in  its  creation.  This  remark  applies  to  all 
incorporated  banks;  but  another  circumstance  exists  in 
regard  to  this  bank,  which  extends  its  control  throughout 
the  mercantile  world — ^the  fact  of  its  notes  being  made 
receivable  every  where  in  payment  of  the  Government 
dues.  However  solvent  an  individual  may  be,  his  notes 
will  not  pass  currently  beyond  a  small  neighborhood 
circle.  He  is,  therefore,  under  frequent  necessity  of 
adopting  the  bank  credit  or  notes  for  his  own  credit  or 
notes,  and  of  giving  a  premium  in  the  form  of  interest, 
when,  in  fact,  his  solvency  is  as  perfect,  his  responsibility  is 
as  entire,  to  the  extent  of  his  undertaking,  as  that  of  the 
bank,  to  the  extent  of  its  engagements.  IVue,  the  bank 
is  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  redeem  its  notes  duly;  but 
the  fact  that  its  issues  exceed  its  capital  twice  or  thrice, 
fhows  that  that  responsibility  is  remote  and  inconsiderable. 
Is  then  five  per  cent,  enough  to  compensate  the  bank  for 
this  exchange  of  its  credit  for  the  credit  of  individuals? 
Can  any  one  doubt  it?  Take  a  beggar  in  the  streets,  and 
let  the  Government  announce  its  determination  to  receive 
his  notes  in  the  payment  of  its  dues,  amounting  as  they 
do  to  from  35  to  1130,000,000  annually,  and  who  doubts 
but  that  the  credit  of  the  beggar  would  be  sought  after 
with  avidity,  and  that  he  would  speedily  be  enriched  if 
he  was  permitted  to  receive  a  premium  greatly  below  five 
per  cent.  Who  can  doubt  but  that  five  per  cent,  is  an 
ample  allowance?  The  stock  is  at  this  moment,  when 
there  hangs  over  the  institution  some  doubt  as  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  its  existence,  twenty-five  per  cent,  above  par; 
and  the  very  day  after  its  new  charter  shall  have  passed, 
the  calculation  is  that  the  stock  will  run  to  from  $150  to 
$200  per  share.  What  is  more  conclusive  than  this,  to 
show  the  immensity  of  its  profits?  And  this,  too,  although 
it  has  to  sustain  out  of  its  profits  countless  numbers  of 
officers  and  dependents.  This  regulation,  then,  cannot  be 
considered  unjust  to  the  bank. 

Its  effects  on  the  community  would  be  decidedly  benefi- 
cial, as  1  shall  attempt  presently  to  show,  and  would, 
therefore,  tend  greatly  to  increase  the  popularity  of  the 
institution;  an  effect  of  die  highest  importance  to  the  in- 
stitution. A  suggestion  has  been  made,  that  it  would 
concentre  its  loans  in  the  hands  of  the  few.  All  that  I 
can  say  in  reply  is,  that,  if  it  did  so,  it  would  act  injudi- 
ciously. In  my  opinion,  it  should  diffuse  its  loans  as  much 
as  pos^ble,  con»stently  with  a  just  regard  to  its  interests. 
Extravagant  loans  to  a  few  would  weaken  it  in  the  estima- 
tion of  the  public,  and  abridge  its  usefulness. 

What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  measure  on  the  com- 
munity? This  is  the  important  inquiry,  since  the  institu- 
tion should  be  created  for  the  public  interest,  and  not  the 
good  of  a  few,  exclusively.  The  first  effect  would  be  to 
lead  the  State  banks  to  adopt  a  similar  regulation;  in  no 
other  way  could  they  move  on  harmoniously  with  this 
bank.  The  argument  ventured  in  this  debate,  that  this 
regulation  would  place  this  bank  at  the  mercy  of  the 
State  banks,  is  ideal.  The  State  banks,  on  the  contrary, 
hold  their  existence  but  at  the  pleasure  of  this;  and  who 
can  doubt  but  that  an  arrangement  would  readily  be  forc- 
ed upon  those  banks  to  receive,  in  the  settlement  of 
balances  with  this  bank,  the  same  interest  which  it  would 
receive  of  them? 

The  next  effect  would  be  to  induce  the  Legislatures  of 
the  different  States  to  reduce  the  rate  of  legal  interest  to 
five  per  cent. ;  of  this  1  have  no  doubt.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  trace  out  the  causes  of  the  change  in  the  rate  of 
interest  which  occurred  in  Vir^ia,  but  I  incline  to  be- 
lieve that  it  was  consequent  upon  the  chartering  of  the 
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first  United  States'  Bank.  Before  that,  it  was  at  five  per 
cent.,  it  was  changed  to  six  per  cent.,  and  the  first  bank 
was  autliorized  to  receive  that  amount)  and  now  we  come 
to  the  important  influence  which  a  reduction  in  the  rate 
of  interest  would  have  upon  the  great  interests  of  the 
community. 

It  is  this  view  wlucli  imparts  to  this  subject  its  greatest 
interest;  and  it  rests  upon  plain  |>rinciple8  of  political 
economy.  Where  money  converted  into  public  stocks  or 
individual  loans  yields  a  higher  profit  than  the  same  money 
invested  in  lands,  ships,  or  machinery,  agriculture,  com- 
merce, and  manufactures  necessarily  become  neglected. 
If  money  put  at  usance  breeds  higher  profits  than  the 
loom,  the  ship,  or  the  land,  then  capital  is  withdrawn  from 
these  less  profitable  employments,  and  seeks  investments 
in  the  public  stocks  or  individual  loans.  This  can  admit 
of  no  doubt.  In  this,  tlien,  consists  the  true  secret  of  giv- 
ing activity  to  the  industry  of  a  community.  If  t!)e  profits 
from  agriculture,  commerce,  and  manu&ctures,  be  equal 
to  the  profits  on  loans,  then  do  tliese  employments  invite 
the  attention  of  mankind,  and  each  in  its  turn  puts  forth 
all  its  energies.  Commerce  takes  new  wings,  agriculture 
develops  all  her  beneficent  faculties,  ana  the  arts  are 
made  to  flourish.  Hence  the  vital  importance  of  laws  re- 
gulating the  rate  of  interest;  without  them  a  nation  soon 
becomes  a  nation  of  money  lenders;  and  that  which  was 
designed  as  a  mere  medium  through  whicli  agriculture, 
commerce,  and  manufactures  sliould  carry  on  their  ex- 
changes, is  converted  into  the  instrument  of  their  greatest 
oppression. 

The  great  lawgiver  of  the  Jews  understood  this  most 
perfectly.  The  Israelites  had* just  entered  upon  the 
possession  of  the  promised  land.  It  was  every  way  de- 
sirable that  the  land  should  be  i-eclaimed,  and  its  faculties 
developed,  and  hence  the  regulation  that  no  Israelite 
should  take  usance  of  an  Israelite.  Capital  could  thereby 
be  profitably  invested,  both  in  the  culture  of  the  earth 
and  in  commerce,  and  the  land  of  Galilee  rep:ud  most 
abundantly  the  laborer.  But  when  these  influences  liad 
ceased  to  operate,  and  the  tribes  were  scattered  over  the 
face  of  the  earth,  the  Mosaic  regulation  which  permitted 
usance  to  be  taken  of  strangers,  aided  by  the  oppresbioiis 
under  which  they  labored,  converted  the  Jews  into  a  na- 
tion of  money  lenders.  1  mention  not  tliis  to  tlieir  dis- 
credit. They  arc  like  all  the  rest  of  the  human  family, 
no  better  and  no  worse — devoting  themselves  to  the  ac- 
quisition of  money,  and  seeking  for  tlteir  money  such 
inveslraenl  as  yields  the  greatest  return.  Into  the  same 
condition  may  the  people  of  any  country  be  changed. 
Only  make  the  profits  on  loans  high  enough;  if  six  per 
cent,  would  not  do,  take  ten;  and  if  ten  will  not  do,  take 
twenty;  in  other  words,  make  it  more  profitable  to  the 
capitalists  to  loan  ont  their  money,  than  to  invest  it  in 
lands,  ships,  or  machinery,  and  the  work  is  accomplished. 
Government  will  have  converted  the  community  into  a 
nation  of  money  lenders. 

These  considerations  led  liim  to  oppose  his  vote  to  all 
moneyed  corporations;  but  while  he  felt  himself  con- 
strained to  vote  against  the  rechartering  of  this  bank,  if  it 
is  to  pass,  he  wished  to  protect  the  other  interests  of  the 
coinmun«ly  against  evil.  The  per  centage  proposed  to 
be  allowed  is  greater  than  that  derived  from  agriculture, 
but  the  contemplated  reduction  will  relieve  it  in  some 
small  degree  of  its  burdens,  and  should  therefore  have 
his  support;  and  its  reasonableness  is  fully  evidenced  by 
the  fact  thai  the  capitalists  of  other  countries  send  their 
funds  here  to  be  invested  in  stocks  yielding  no  gfreater  in- 
terest than  five  per  cent. 

Mr.  SPUAGOe  said  the  object  of  the  proposition  was, 
he  presumed,  to  make  the  reduction  of  interest  through- 
out the  country  geneial,  but  he  would  ask  if  the  price  of 
Uie  commodity  did  not  depend  upon  the  supply  and  the 
demand.    Tltrn,  how  could  this  object  be  attained  by 


restricting  an  individtui  corporation }  Tou  propose  to  nikc 

one  body  subject  to  this  reduction,  but  you  do  not  bt  iH 
shall  do  so,  because  you  cannot  control  the  State  bttia, 
and  they  can  charge  according  to  their  own  reguiitiorj. 
Let  the  interest  be  lowered  by  this  individual  compuiy, 
and  it  will  not  alter  the  price  with  others.  A  clnnge  cu 
only  be  produced  by  a  change  in  tlte  supply;  and  vill  tin 
restriction  on  the  bank  increase  the  money  in  themarktt' 
No;  it  must  grow  out  of  other  cause*.  The  gentlcmu 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Ttlib]  bad  alluded  to  the  reguhiiai 
of  Moses  regarding  usury,  and  he  had  reprobated  the 
making  of  this  a  nation  of  usurers.  But  he  [Hr.  S.] 
thought  there  was  a  wrong  application  of  the  argument  at 
the  part  of  the  gentleman.  The  Jews,  under  the  mtric- 
tion  of  Moses,  had  become  usurers — here,  in  tlie  absence 
of  restriction,  we  are  to  become  usurers. 

[Mr.  TYLER  expUined.  The  Jewish  law  said,  "  tlm 
shalt  not  take  ^sury  of  thy  brother,"  but  it  &d  not  restrict 
them  from  charging  what  they  would  of  strangers;  the  io- 
tercourse  with  other  nations  was  then  but  small,  vhick 
probably  was  the  cause  of  the  inhibition  not  having  ex- 
tended to  themselves.} 

Mr.  SvRaecB  still  was  of  opinion  that  the  applicatios 
went  against  the  gentleman's  own  argument  At  all  tvenii 
he  did  not  tliink  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
would  prove  conclusive  tothe  benefit  of  the  country,  ud 
it  was  for  the  community  we  should  legislate;  the  indi- 
vidual interests  of  tlie  stockholders  had  no  claim  on  la 

Mr.  FOBSYTU  called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  n 
as  to  take  the  question  first  on  striking  out.  He  wiiixd 
to  move  an  amendment,  and  be  should  therefore  nite 
against  striking  out.  He  thouglit  five  per  cent,  would  bt 
an  ample. compensation  to  the  bank,  because  it  wucqiul 
to  six  per  cent,  in  1816,  when  the  bank  was  recliartered; 
so  that  it  would  be  giving  as  much.  Another  reason  ra, 
the  bank  stock  is  now  at  120  to  130,  so  that  itwsscoougli 
above  par  to  justify  the  reduction  of  interest  Apropos- 
tion  from  Boston  was  before  Congress,  offering  to  gite 
more  favorable  terms  for  a  bank;  they  offer  to  reduce 
their  interest  to  five  per  cent,  and  he  saw  no  reason  to 
allow  the  present  institution  six  per  cent. 

The  mind  of  Hamilton  fluctuated  between  five  and  at 
per  cent;  and  he  read  extracts  from  his  report,  toibor 
that  the  only  fear  of  Hamilton  was,  that  a  limitation  of 
the  interest  to  five  per  cent,  would  prevent  cspjtiliih 
from  embarking  their  capital  in  the  bank.  He  bad  nose 
of  the  fears  which  now  affect  Senators  who  oppose  tk 
reduction.  It  was  apprehended  that  the  change  vould 
be  injurious  to  tlie  Slate  banks  and  the  community.  He 
referred  to  the  history  of  the  banks  of  Georgia,  to  diov 
that  this  was  not  likely  to  be  the  result  The  amount  of 
the  bank  capital  being  so  large,  the  effect  of  the  reduction 
of  interest  on  that  capital  would  be  felt  throughout  the 
country.  He  denied  tlie  applicability  of  the  stateinentsl 
the  Senator  from  Delaware  tliat  the  State  banks  »onld 
be  compelled  to  increase  the  amount  of  their  issues.  He 
stated  that  the  interest  on  loans  by  State  banks  was,  in  nunf 
cases,  now  higher  than  that  on  loans  by  the  United  Stttes* 
Bank.  The  United  States'  Bank  has  now  the  power  to 
reduce  the  interest  to  favor  any  particular  institutions  or 
individuals,  and  had  reduced  it  in  some  instances.  He 
would  vote  against  the  striking  out,  and  would  sflerwii* 
move  to  add  a  provision  reducing  the  rate  of  interest  to 
five  per  cent. 

Mr.  HOLMES  staled  that,  if  the  object  be  a  general  ^^ 
duction  of  the  rate  of  the  interest,  the  two  questions  whtch 
presented  themselves  were,  "  AVillyou,  if  von  can?"  uw 
the  second,  •'  Can  you,  if  you  will>"  He  stated  tliil  i« 
one  State  there  was  no  legal  regulation  of  interest  It 
was  left  to  regelate  itself.  Money  is  a  medium  of  eiclunl!' 
of  capital,  and  paper  a  representation  of  money-  He 
quoted  from  an  ingenious  author  on  the  considerations 
which  ought  to  enter  into  view  when  a  reduction  of  ">"" 
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rest  was  proposed.  When  there  are  more  borrowers  than 
lenders,  the  rate  of  interest  will  be  hit^h;  when  lenders 
oatnamber  borrowers,  it  will  be  low.  He  referred  to 
die  history  of  other  coiiotries  on  the  subject  of  the  rates 
of  interest,  at  different  periods.  In  reference  to  the  Jews, 
he  stated  that  there  were  many  of  their  practices  which 
we  should  be  reluctant  to  adopt  as  a  rule  of  action.  They 
would  not  eat  the  animals  which  died  of  themselves,  but 
they  miriit  sell  them  to  strangers:  so  they  would  not  take 
usury  of  each  other,  but  they  would  of  strangers.  It  was 
their  policy  to  take  care  of  themselves.  If  such  a  bank  as 
ours  had  been  proposed  to  Moses,  he  would  have  put  his 
TCto  OB  it,  as  unfit  for  the  Jewish  population.  He  wished 
to  know  if  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  intended  that  we 
should  follow  out  the  Jewish  feeling'  and  policy.  If  the 
«Bect  9f  a  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest  would  be  to 
reduce  it  every  where,  the  banks  which  had  memorializ- 
ed Congress  for  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  United 
States'  Bank  hare  prayed  fur  a  diminution  of  their  own 
proBts.  He  stated  that,  by  a  regulation  of  loans  of  pro- 
perty under  the  ordinary  rate,  lenders  would  have  so 
many  borrowers,  and  there  would  be  such  an  overtrading 
in  consequence  of  the  increase  of  money  that  evil  effects 
flight  be  expected.  • 

Bat  he  denied  that  Congress  could,  if  they  would,  by 
T«ducing  the  rate  of  interest  on  United  States'  Bank  loans 
and  discounts,  compel  the  State  banks  to  reduce  their  rate 
of  interest.  He  reiterated  the  statement  that  the  banks 
and  other  favorites  of  the  United  States'  Bank  could,  in 
the  event  of  the  reduction  of  interest,  reinvest  it  at  six  or 
seven  per  cent.,  and  thus  the  bank  might  be  made  a  politi- 
cal enffine.  He  believed  the  proposition  to  be  one  of  the 
worst  features  which  could  be  introduced  into  the  bill. 
As  to  the  Boston  offer,  he  conndered  it  extravagant;  and 
as  the  present  bank  had  been  tried  for  twenty  years,  and 
bad  always  paid  its  bills,  and  fulfilled  all  the  great  objects  of 
its  constitution,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  politic  to 
compel  it  to  g^ive  way  to  any  substitute.  He  laid  it  down 
that  while  we  had  a  bank  which  could  issue  and  keep  in 
circulation  twice  tlie  amount  of  its  gold  and  silver,  of 
sound  currency,  we  had  all  the  benefits  which  could  be 
deared. 

Mr.  IXAIXAS  then  stated  that  he  bad  been  much  im- 
pressed by  some  views  which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the 
Senator  En>m  North  Carolina  on  a  preceding  day,  but  he 
bad  not  been  able  to  bring  himself  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  c:hange  now  proposed  would  be  beneficial.  He  re- 
plied to  Uie  various  objections  which  had  been  taken  to 
the  present  rate  of  interest,  and  deprecated  any  interfer- 
ence with  the  riite  at  which  money  might  be  loaned,  the 
effect  of  which  interference  would  be  to  produce  over- 
trading, which  would  tend  to  public  injury.  The  princi- 
ple thus  introduced  would  be  one  which  ought  to  be 
discouraged.  An  injurious  effect  might  also  be  produced 
on  the  State  banks.  If  they  would  come  down  to  five 
per  cent,  there  would  be  an  inducement  to  overtrade. 
The  United  States'  Bank  is  not  the  only  source  from  which 
borrowers  obtain  loans;  it  is  surrounded  by  other  institU' 
tions  of  a  similar  character,  and  the  same  consequences 
were  to  be  expected  in  the  latter  as  would  exhibit  them- 
selves in  the  former.  But  suppose  the  United  States' 
Bank  would  not  overtrade  to  make  up  the  difference  be- 
tween six  and  five  per  cent,  interest,  it  would  be  compel- 
led to  resort  to  another  mode  of  increasing  its  profits,  and 
inaking  up  for  the  deficiency  of  interest,  and  that  mode 
would  be  by  operating  on  the  exchange. 

He  did  not  believe  that  this  reduction  of  interest  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  community.  Not  one  tenth,  one  bun- 
dredth  part  of  the  people  would  be  benefited  by  the 
change  ra  the  rate  of  interest.  He  attached  weight  to 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  that,  if 
this  is  to  act  on  all  the  people  of  the  United  States,  it 
ought  not  to  be  an  act  of  Congress,  but  should  be  regu- 


lated by  the  State  Legislatures.  He  argued  that  this  was 
an  important  question — so  important  that  he  could  not 
venture  to  change  what  had  been  the  experience  of  the 
countrj'  for  the  last  forty  years.  Again,  he  insisted  that 
after  the  bank,  on  its  part,  had  fulfilled  every  purpose 
which  it  had  contracted  to  fulfil,  had  regulated  exchange, 
and  purified  the  currency,  collected  and  distributed  the 
public  revenue,  it  should  then  be  coerced  to  lend  its  mo- 
ney at  Jess  than  its  real  value.  The  bank,  left  to  itself^ 
would  be  carried  on  upon  its  own  responsibility.  If  con- 
ducted skilfully,  it  would  come  out  well;  if  unskilfully,  it 
would  come  out  ill.  The  reduction  of  the  interest  does 
not  enable  a  borrower  more  easily  to  obtiun  his  loan.  If 
he  cannot  get  his  loan  of  the  United  States'  Bank  at  five 
per  cent.,  he  is  obliged  to  cross  to  the  opposite  bank,  and 
borrow  at  six  per  cent. ;  and  as  he  is  lender  as  well  as 
borrower,  he  makes  the  borrower  of  bim  pay  the  addi- 
tional interest  which  he  has  himself  paid.  He  stated  that 
he  did  with  reluctance  oppose  the  motion. 

Mr.  MANGUM  stated  that  he  had  probably  overrated 
the  beneficial  consequences  which  he  expected  to  resiUt 
from  the  adoption  of  the  amendment.  But  he  could  not 
but  express  his  gratification  that  the  sentiments  of  Hr. 
Hamilton  had  received  such  respect  from  the  Senate.  He 
stated  that  every  State  in  the  Union,  except  Mississippi, 
bad  regulated  tlie  rate  of  interest,  and  therefore  all  which 
had  been  said  on  tlie  inexpediency  of  any  interference  with 
the  subject  was  inapplicable.  His  reflections,  he  said, 
had  led  him  to  the  conviction  that  every  bank  would  be' 
coerced,  by  the  example  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  to  a 
reduction  of  interest,  or  they  would  lose  the  confidence 
of  the  people.  He  bad  no  apprehension  that  the  State 
banks  could  keep  up  this  discrimination  in  the  rate  of  in- 
terest. If  they  did  so,  all  the  best  business  would  go  into 
the  United  States'  Bank.  He  was  not  alarmed  by  the  fear 
of  any  over-issues  of  the  United  States'  Bank.  Any  excess 
of  circulation  would  merely  fill  up  the  deficiencies  in  the 
State  currency.  While  he  expressed  his  determination 
to  go  as  far  as  any  in  checking  any  excesses  of  feeling  in 
reference  to  the  dissolution  of  the  Union,  he  still  thought 
that  something  ought  to  be  done  to  soothe  dissatisfaction 
and  discontent  where  they  were  found  to  exist.  And  he 
argued  that  the  reduction  of  tlie  rate  of  interest  would  have 
a  beneficial  eflbct.  If  it  should  fiul  to  produce  the  benefits 
which  he  expected,  it  would  be  easy  to  apply  a  correct- 
ive. Public  opinion  would  apply  such  a  corrective. 
He  invited  a  review  of  the  subject,  and  suggested  that  a 
provision  should  be  inserted,  retaining  tlie  power  to  re- 
store the  present  rate  of  interest  whenever  the  reduced 
rate  should  be  found  to  fail  in  producing  any  benefit.  He 
would  view  the  adoption  of  the  amendment  as  a  concession 
to  allay  public  excitement  in  the  South,  of  more  power 
than  any  which  had  been  exhibited  during  twenty  years. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  made  some  observations  in  titror  of 
the  reduction  of  interest,  and  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania.  That  Senator  had  asked  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  compel  the  bank  to  lend  money  for  less  than 
its  value.  If  the  chartering  of  the  bank  was  advantageotis 
to  the  Government,  it  was  advantageous  to  the  stockhold- 
ers. Like  the  Senator  from  Maine,  he  knew  of  no  obli- 
gation which  the  Government  owed  to  the  stockholders. 
At  the  same  time,  however,  that  he  did  not  desire  to  let 
them  have  this  charter  at  any  thing  less  than  it  was  worth, 
he  had  no  disposition  to  extort  one  cent  mure.  The  legal 
rate  of  interest  would  always  be  more  than  the  actual  value 
of  money.  It  had  been  fixed  at  six  per  cent,  by  the  law 
of  1791,  because  such  was  the  average  rate  of  interest  in 
most  of  the  States  of  the  Union.  It  varied  from  seven  to 
five,  and  six  per  cent,  was  taken  as  the  mean  rate  of  hi- 
terest.  Since  1791,  there  has  been  some  change  in  the 
value  of  money.  If  money  was  wortti  six  per  cent,  then, 
it  must  be  worth  mure  or  less  now.  He  contended  that 
it  would  not  require  an  argument  to  prove  that  the  vakie 
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of  money  is  much  less  now  than  it  was  in  1791.  He  in- 
stanced the  terms  on  which  the  United  States'  Bank  toulc 
the  loans  of  \he  United  States  at  an  interest  below  six  per 
cent.,  and  even  paid  a  premium  to  obtain  them.  The  four 
and  a  half  per  cent,  stock  at  this  moment,  when  about  to 
expire,  is  selling  at  more  than  par.  The  bank  took  the 
loans  on  these  terms,  and  then  carried  them  into  the  mar- 
ket, and  made  a  profit  upon  them.  The  bank  bad  divided 
about  seven  per  cent  after  appropriating  a  considerable 
sum  as  a  surplus  fund  to  cover  the  effects  of  former  mis- 
management, and  paying  all  its  expenses.  Consequently, 
the  stockholders  were  doing  a  profitable  business  at  the 
present  rate  of  interest.  The  practice  of  paying  interest 
at  the  moment  of  making  the  loan,  brouglit  it  to  the  cha- 
racter of  discount,  and  not  interest,  interest  being  demanda- 
ble  at  the  end  of  the  term  of  the  loan,  instead  of  at  the  com- 
mencement, and  here  the  bank  enjoyed  an  advantage. 
There  was  also  an  advantage  arising  from  the  practice  of 
counting  both  the  day  on  which  a  note  was  dated,  and  the 
day  on  which  it  was  due.  Suppose  tlie  interest  was  re- 
duced to  five  per  cent,  with  all  the  advantages  of  the  pre- 
vious payment  of  the  interest,  and  the  practice  of  counting 
8izty-U)ur  days  for  sixty-three,  the  interest  would  be 
brought  up  nearly  to  six  per  cent,  as  it  now  is  to  seven 
per  cent  He  put  the  question  how  it  has  happened  that 
the  four  and  a  half  per  cent,  stock  was  above  par,  and 
the  stock  of  the  bank  so  g^reatly  above  par.  The  stock 
of  the  bank  was  high,  on  account  of  the  amount  of  profit- 
able discounts  made  by  the  bank  on  its  own  notes.  He 
was  against  allowing  the  bank  to  take  more  than  an  indivi- 
dual was  permitted  to  take.  But  it  was  said  that,  if  the 
interest  were  reduced,  the  bank  would  over-issue.  The 
bank  may  now  do  soj  but  the  bank  will  not  extend  its 
issues  beyond  the  line  of  security,  and  as  far  as  tliat,  for 
the  sake  of  tiie  profits,  it  doubtless  extends  them  now.  It 
is  said  the  States  will  make  over-issues.  The  same  argU' 
ment  applies.  There  is  no  danger  while  one  institution  is 
watching  another  as  jealously  as  they  do  now.  Every  bank 
will  go  as  far  as  they  safely  can,  at  whatever  rate  the  in- 
terest may  be  fixed. 

He  did  not  exactly  understand  the  distinction  between 
oidinary  discounts  and  the  buying  of  domestic  bills  of  ex- 
chan(re.  When  gentlemen  said  that  tlie  bank  would  be 
c^liged  to  enlarge  their  profits  on  exchange,  he  did  not 
exactly  understand  their  meaning;  and  as  to  foreign  bills  of 
exchange,  he  had  no  fear  that  the  bank  would  ever  deal 
in  these  for  the  sake  of  profit,  or  from  any  cause  but  ne- 
cessity, or  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Government. 
He  considered  that  the  bank  ought  not  to  be  placed  in  a 
better  situation  than  an  individual. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  differed  entirely  from  the  Se- 
nator from  Virginia  as  to  that  which  forms  the  basis  of  his 
argument.  This  is  still  matter  of  opinion.  The  basis  was, 
that,  as  six  per  cent,  was  the  rate  of  interest  paid  in  1791, 
it  ought  to  be  less  now,  because  the  value  of  money  was 
less  now  than  in  1T91.  He  denied  that  the  value  of  money 
was  less  now  than  in  1791.  The  money  of  the  country 
bad  not  outstripped  the  enterprise  of  the  country.  He 
would  compare  the  value  of  the  money  with  what  was 
proposed.  He  knew  no  place  where  the  value  of  com- 
mercial notes  was  not  six  per  cent.  He  believed  the  rate 
of  interest  had  been  raised  in  Virginia  since  1791;  and 
throughout  the  United  States  there  was  no  State  where 
the  interest  was  less  than  six  per  cent.;  consequently,  if 
the  lowest  rate  be  six  per  cent,  six  per  cent  caimot  be 
taken  as  tlie  average.  It  was  also  argued  that  the  Go- 
vernment stock  was  above  par.  He  asked  the  Senator 
if  Government  bonds,  and  bonds  and  mortgage  on  good 
estate,  did  not  always  bring  a  lower  interest  tlian  any  com- 
merdal  responsibility.  This  ia  because  of  the  uncertainty 
of  all  commercial  security.  The  Senator,  if  executor  of 
an  estate,  would  not  invest  money  in  commercial  security, 
on  account  of  its  uncertainty.     As  to  the  exacting  of  tlie 


discount  of  a  note  beforehand,  and  the  charge  of  iatefot , 
for  sixty-four  days  instead  of  sixty-tliree,  he  also  dVemL 
Any  individual  could  discount  on  the  same  terms;  tk 
privilege  was  not  exclusive  to  a  bank.  Every  l»ak; 
stands  on  the  footing  of  a  public  banker,  or  of  an  ia£n>: 
dual  who  discounts  a  note.  They  stand  on  the  same  laal- 
iiig.  The  gentleman  asked  why  stocks  about  to  a^i 
commanded  a  price  above  par.  It  was  because  of  tke  ■•: 
perior  credit  and  security  of  tlie  Government  ,  As  to  tbti 
matter  of  the  four  days,  he  did  not  knew  that  banks  mi 
entitled  to  charge  interest  for  the  fourth  day.  IT  Ih^. 
violated  the  law,  they  were  liable  to  the  penaltiesof  oaa^! 
If  they  were  loans  at  four  or  five  per  cent,  there  wa»; 
often  loans  at  nine,  ten,  and  up  to  tvraoty  per  cent  H»| 
stated  that  tlic  bank  bad  never  made  any  large  dividaid,i 
nor  could  it,  unless  it  was  more  fortunate  than  it  had  bot-i 
The  old  bank  bad  never  paid  more  than  one  bundral  |icii 
cent.  _  I 

The  Senator  from  Virginia  bad  said  that  where  SUM 
banks  had  discounted  at  oufferent  rates  of  interest,  noeiS 
had  occurred.  He  did' not  know  of  any  case  where  tliea 
banks  had  come  into  colUsion.  Money  was  always  ckcapcr 
in  cities  than  any  where  else;  and  there  was  forte  is 
the  observation  of  the  Senator  from  Uclaware,  that  ttm- 
mercial  men  will  have  the  benefits  of  the  reduced iatera^ 
and  no  others.  He  could  not  agree  that  the  value  of  oi- 
ney  was  less  now  than  in  1791. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  the  Government  could  not,  in  l(91>i 
borrow  money  for  less  than  six  per  cent  Now,  GonT»{ 
ment  could  bori-ow  at  four  and  a  half  per  cent  Ob  bat 
stock  now,  money  couM  be  borrowed  at  five  per  ctilLt 
while  on  other  security  it  could  not  be  got  for  ks  te 
six  per  cent. 

Mr.  BIBB  made  some  observations  to  aoalain  hb  nw 
position  to  amend,  and  in  repty  to  the  objectiaMwMl 
liad  been  urged  against  it.  He  contended  that  Coafn* 
was  necessarily  called  on  now  to  regulate  the  nte  a  m 
tereat.  He  viewed  the  question  in  two  lights,  ss  to  lU 
effect  of  the  reduction  on  the  community,  and  vbete 
it  would  so  cripple  the  bank  itself  as  to  prevent  sa  » 
ceptance  of  the  charter.  He  cited  Adam  Snulh  sad  Ak» 
ander  Hamilton,  and  all  the  intermediate  writers,  to  af- 
port  hia  poaition,  that  the  commuDity  would  be  bcncftd 
by  the  reduction  of  the  rate  of  interest.  The  bcsdl 
would  be  fel(  first  by  the  borrowers,  and  thence  m^ 
extend  itself  to  all  claaaea  of  tltc  people.  He  ocriM 
the  alleged  profits  of  the  bank  to  a  variety  af 'csa« 
among  which  was  the  undrawn  depoaite  which  the  Gora» 
ment  always  had  in  the  bank,  varying  from  one  millino 
three  millions.  He  insisted  that  the  bank  would  be  viDif 
to  take  the  charter  with  the  reduced  interest 

On  the  call  of  Mr.  BIBB,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  » 
dered. 

The  question  waa  tlien  taken  on  the  motioa  to  tfib 
out,  ana  decided  as  follows: 

TEAS.— Messrs.  Benton.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  IM, 
Grundy,  Uayne,  Hill,  King,  Maogum,  Marcy,  Miller,  la 
binson.  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

NAYS.— Meaars.  BeU,  Buckner,  Cliambers,Cky,C^- 
ton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  FreKngboysea,  V»- 
dricks.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Moore,  Naadain,  P*- 
dexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  8pn^ 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

So  the  motion  to  strike  out  was  negatived. 

The  question  then  being  on  concurrence  witb  '^ 
amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  pw*'? 
for  a  bonus  of  150,000  dollars  per  annum  dotiog  tkt>- 
teen  years  for  which  the  charter  b  contiaued  by  tke  H 

Mr.  SPRAGUEroseto  move  the  sobslitutionsfabipr 
sum  for  the  bonus.  He  was  of  the  opinioB  that,  Vif 
bonus  at  all  was  to  be  given,  it  ought  to  be  liufutf  * 
the  benefit  received  by  the  bank,  in  proportion  to  the  pi»- 
fito  of  the  BtocklioWers.    If  the  stock  was  to  reeo«  » 
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;re»t  addition  to  its  vakie  by  the  continuance  of  the  char- 
er,  tiae  question  was — What  could  the  stockholders  afford 
a  pay  i<x-  this  continuance?  It  was  at  the  option  of  Con- 
gress either  to  continue  this  bank,  or  to  establish  a  new 
Hie.  If  they  should  be  of  the  opinion  that  a  new  one 
■rould  be  more  beneficial  to  the  public  than  the  present 
baak,  and  if  they  determined  to  establish  a  new  bank,  it 
could  not  be  regarded  as  an  act  of  injustice  to  the  stock- 
botder*  in  the  present  institution,  as  the  GoTcmment  would 
bare  fulfilled  kU  their  contract  with  this  bank.  It  had 
l>een  stated  that  the  bank  could  divide  among  the  stock- 
boldefs  seren  per  cent ;  and,  as  an  offer  bad  been  made  by 
a  company,  at  the  head  of  which  was  Mr.  Thomdike,  of 
Boston,  whose  pecuniary  ability  was  well  known,  as  well 
as  odter  gentlemen  of  known  respectability,  and  they  bad 
offiered  two  per  cent,  for  the  privilege,  he  thought  that  it 
would  not  be  unreasonable  to  make  this  bonus  one  and  a 
half.  He  then  moved  te  strike  out ' '  150,000,"  and  to  in- 
sert "525,000." 

Mr.  UAYNE  wishing  for  some  time  to  think  of  the  pro- 
position, and  Mr.WEBSTEBhaving  the  same  disposition. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Wbohuoii,  Jvke  6. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Tbe  Senate  resumed  the  conaideratum  of  the  bill  to 
modify  and  continue  tbe  act  to  incorporate  the  subscrib- 
ers  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Tbe  question  pending  being  the  motion  of  Mr.  Spbasci 
to  strike  out  the  sum  of  ■*  150,000"  as  tbe  aimual  amount 
of  tbe  bonus  required  of  the  bank, 

Itr.  HAYNE  said  he  should  act  on  the  presumption  that 
tbe  ninth  section  was  to  be  stricken  out,  and  that  the 
amotiBt  of  the  bonus  was  to  go  into  the  public  treasury. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  tax  the  bank  unreasonably.  Ue 
agreed  that  tbe  Government  owed  no  obligation  to  the 
bank.  He  was  also  against  imposing  too  heavy  a  burden 
on  tbe  bank,  as  he  wished  to  leave  room  for  tlie  States  to 
impose  a  tax  on  the  bank.  He  was  willing  to  vote  for 
300,000  dolUrs,  but  nothing  beyond  that.  , 

Mr.  GBUNDY  said  he  was  not  disposed  to  ask  more  than 
the  bank  could  reasonably  pay.     He  would  have  proposed 
a  reduction  of  interest  He  asked  adivision  of  the  question. 
Mr.-MABCY  said  he  regretted  to  hear  honorable  Sena- 
tors speak  of  so  small  a  sum  for  a  bonus  as  one  hundred 
and  fifty  or  two  hundred  thousand  dollars.     He  was  fully 
peraUkded  that  tbe  stockholders  of  the  present  bank  could 
afford  to  ^ve  a  much  larger  sum.     It  seemed  to  be  agreed 
(Ht  all  sides  that  these  stockholders  are  not  entitled  to 
any  preference.     They  have  no  right  to  askany  ftvor,  and 
we  are  under  no  obligation  to  grant  any.     He  was  not  dis- 
posed to  drive  a  bad  bargain  with  tliero,  nor  would  be  con- 
sent that  they  should  make  an  unconscionable  one  with  the 
Government     The  question  then  presents  itself,  what  is 
a   renewal  of  the  charter  worth  to  the  applicants.'     Ue 
would  not  repeat  what  was  said  on  this  subject  yesterday  j 
but  tbe  Senate  will  recollect  that  they  had  a  proposition 
before  them  from  tiie  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  which  will 
yield  a  much  larger  sum  than  that  now  generally  spoken 
of.      The  respectability  of  those  from  whom  the  proposi- 
tion came,  had  not  been,  and  cannot   be,  questioned. 
Tbose  memorialists  are,  beyond  all  doubt,  of  sufficient 
ability  to  set  in  operation,  by  tbe  time  the  present  charter 
will  have  expired,  an  institution  that  will  answer  all  the 
useful  purposes  of  tlie  one  now  in  existence.     They  offer 
to   pay  to  tbe  Government  one  per  cent,  on  the  capital, 
and  to  become  subject  to  taxation  by  the  States  to  any 
som  not  exceeding  one  per  cent.     It  is  not  to  be  doubted 
that  tbe  States  would  tax  nearly  up  to  the  limit     The  of- 
fer from  the  citizens  of  Massachusetts  would  therefore 
amount,  cm  the  capital  mentioned  in  the  bill,  to  seven  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars.     Though  this  offer  may  not  be  con- 


clusive evidence  of  the  precise  sum  which  ought  to  be  paid 
for  the  extennon  of  the  charter,  it  b  entitled  to  much  con- 
sideration in  fixing  that  sum. 

The  present  price  of  the  stocks  is  also  an  evidence  of 
tbe  worth  of  the  privilege  about  to  be  granted.  If  it  were 
certain  that  no  extension  of  the  charter  would  be  (granted, 
tbe  price  of  the  stock  would  soon  decline^  and,  on  the 
other  hand,  if  a  charter  were  actually  secured  to  the  com- 
pany, it  is  an  opinion  which  no  one  controverts,  that  there 
would  be  a  sudden  rise  in  the  stocks.  This  event  would 
probably  bring  it  to  fifty  per  cent  premium. 

Such  is  the  estimate  of  the  most  enlightened  friends  of 
the  present  bank — of  those  who  best  know  the  situation 
of  its  affairs,  and  are  therefore  best  qualified  to  form  an 
accurate  judgment  on  the  subject. 

To  show  that  there  is  no  error  on  this  subject,  he  [Mr. 
M.]  said  bt  would  take  the  liberty  to  refer  to  tbe  opinion 
of  an  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cijit,]  as 
expressed  in  a  speech  delivered  some  time  since,  in  this 
body,  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff.  In  animadverting  on 
that  part  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
wherein  the  Secretary  proposed  to  sell  the  seven  millions 
of  stock  now  owned  by  the  United  States  for  eight  mil- 
lions, it  will  be  recollected  that  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Kentucky  observed  that  it  would  be  unfur  to  make  a 
sale  at  that  advance,  if  the  bank  was  not  to  be  rechartered; 
for,  said  he,  the  stock  would  not  be  worth  but  about  par 
without  a  renewal  of  the  bank;  but  be  contended  that,  if 
the  bank  was  to  be  recbartered,  the  sale  of  the  seven  mil- 
lions of  stock  owned  by  the  United  States  for  eight  mil- 
lions would  be  a  most  improvident  contract  on  the  part 
of  the  Government;  for,  in  case  the  bank  should  be  rechar- 
tered, tiie  price  of  stock,  he  observed,  would  advance  to 
fifty  per  cent,  above  its  par  value.  Here  we  have,  said  Mr. 
H.,  an  opinion  of  a  friend  of  the  bank,  well  acquainted  with 
its  affurs,  and  every  way  competent  to  form  an  accurate 
opinion  of  the  effect  to  be  produced  by  the  measure  now 
under  consideration,  that,  without  a  renewal  of  the  char- 
ter, tbe  stock  of  the  bank  will  setUe  down  to  par;  with  a 
renewal,  it  will  command  a  premium  of  fifVy  per  cent.  By 
this  act,  then,  said  Mr.  M.,  we  are  abotit  to  enrich  the 
present  stockholders,  according  to  this  opinion,  seventeen 
million  dollars.  What  is  it  proposed  we  shall  ask  for  this 
fiivor?  Only  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  or  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  per  annum.  This  is  a  remuneration 
wholly  inadequate  -to  the  advantage  we  are  about  to  be- 
stow. The  smallest  sum  we  ought  to  think  of  inserting  in 
the  section,  should  be  that  named  yesterday  by  the  Senator 
from  Maine,  ($525,000. )  Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not  go  for  so  large 
a  sum  as  that  offered  by  the  memorialists  from  Massachu- 
setts, because  a  part  of  that  sum  was  to  be  levied  by  the 
States  as  taxes;  and  he  would  not  give  any  vote  from  which 
it  might  be  inferred  that  the  right  of  the  State  to  tax  the 
bank  and  its  branches  was  intended  to  be  surrendered  or 
compromised;  for  in  bisopinion  the  States  have  that  right, 
and  Congress  should  not  if  they  could,  and  probably  could 
not  if  they  would,  take  it  away. 

Mr.  BENTON  referred  to  the  documents  on  the  table, 
to  prtrve  tliat  the  profits  of  the  bank  were  so  large  as  to 
admit  of  the  payment  of  a  large  bonus.  Tbe  nett  profits, 
he  contended,  were  more  tlian  nine  per  cent  at  this  time. 
The  bank  bad  now  debts  to  double  the  amount  of  its  capi- 
tal, independently  of  its  real  estate.  There  was  a  compa- 
ny which  offered  700,000  dollars  per  annum  for  a  bank; 
and  it  was  remarkable  that  this  was  a  fraction  under  the 


undivided  surplus  of  the  present  bank,  after  paying  seven 
per  cent  dividend.  Gentlemen,  therefore,  should  not  be 
alarmed  at  the  idea  that  they  were  making  a  hard  bar- 
gain for  the  bank.  He  maintained  that,  if  there  were  in 
some  States  remdent  stockholders,  who  might  be  compel- 
led to  contribute  to  the  Government^  there  were  in  some 
States  no  stockholders.  He  said  lie  should  move  to  fill 
the  blank  with  700,000  dollars. 
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Mr.  CLAYTON  referred  to  what  had  been  said  a«  to 
the  offer  of  Mr.  Tborndike  and  others,  ami  the  amount  of 
the  bonus  tliey  had  named.  They  desired  a  charter  for 
twenty  years.  The  term  proposed  for  the  present  bank 
is  fifteen  years.  He  then  referred  to  the  difference  in  the 
capitals.  The  Boston  proposition  was  for  a  bank  with 
fifly  millions,  while  the  capital  of  the  existing  bank  was 
but  thirty-five  millions.  The  sum  of  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  now  proposed,  he  considered  ai  about  equal, 
considering  the  aifference  in  the  offers  with  the  Boston 
offer  of  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars.  But  he 
was  not  disposed  to  give  his  vote  in  favor  of  any  bill  oon- 
taining  the  principles  suggested  in  tlie  Boston  proposal. 
He  referred  to  a  statement  of  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, that  if  the  bank  were  now  to  divide  nine  per  cent,  to 
the  end  of  its  charter,  it  would  not  have  divided  an  ave- 
rage of  six  per  <:ent.  among  the  stockholders.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  vote  for  the  propo«tion  of  the  Senator 
from  Missouri,  as  he  thougtit  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 
a  sufficient  bonus.  He  admitted  the  right  of  the  States  to 
tax  their  own  banks,  but  not  to  tax  the  United  States'  Bank 
or  its  branches. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  it  did  not  appear  from  the  original  char- 
ter that  the  bank  was  established  on  the  application  of  any 
company,  but  that  it  was  a  suggestion  of  the  Government 
to  establish  such  a  bank  for  toe  purposes  of  the  public, 
and  now  that  it  was  proposed  to  renew  it,  it  was  not  for 
the  benefit  of  the  individual  stockholders,  but  of  the  Go- 
vernment He  would  not  look  to  the  stockholders,  but  to 
the  necessity  of  a  bank  at  all,  and  then  to  the  propriety  of 
taxing  this  bank.  If  the  bonus  be  made  too  large,  so  as  to 
trammel  the  bank,  the  stockholders  will  be  driven  to  re- 
gard their  own  interest  in  preference  to  that  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  insisted  that  a  bank  in  Boston  or  in  New 
York  could  afford  to  pay  a  larger  bonus  than  the  present 
bank,  but  denied  that  the  average  price  of  bank  stock 
throughout  the  country  was  not  above  par. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  question  of  the  amount  of  bonus 
would  not  ailmit  of  any  precise  ascertainment.  It  must 
rest  on  opinion.  But  it  was  to  be  recollected  that  the  bo- 
nus was  not  tlie  only  benefit  which  tlie  Government  would 
derive  from  the  bank.  And  as  to  the  advantages  which 
the  bank  would  receive  from  the  Government,  so  far  as 
regards  the  public  deposites,  they  will  <Uminish  with  the 
diminution  of  the  revenue.  The  bonus  ought  to  be  de- 
termined with  a  view  to  tlie  average  dividends  from  the 
commencement  of  the  institution,  and  these  would  be 
found  not  to  exceed  five  per  cent.  Another  rule  might 
be  found  by  referringto  tlie  tax  imposed  by  the  States  on 
their  banks,  which  was  not  more  than  a  half  per  cent, 
and  no  bonus  was  exacted.  He  had  no  objection  to  go 
up  to  200,000  dolUrs.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  his  for- 
mer -opinions  had  been  quoted  with  approbation  by  an 
honorable  Senator,  and  he  hoped  that  when  another  ques- 
tion should  come  before  the  Senate,  that  his  opinions  on 
that  subject  miglit  be  referred  to  with  equal  approbation. 
In  addition  to  the  considerations  he  had  named,  the  value 
of  money  ought  to  be  regarded;  and  he  differed  from  the 
view  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Virginia  as  to  the  rela- 
tive value  of  money.  He  adverted  to  the  rates  at  which 
money  was  loaned  on  discount  at  New  Orleans,  which 
were  ten  per  cent.;  and  through  the  United  States,  he 
supposed,  the  rate  of  interest  varied  from  eight  to  ten  per 
cent.  Taking  the  rate  of  interest,  the  tax  on  State  banks, 
and  the  bonus  given  by  the  old  bank,  he  thought  that  tlie 
bonus  now  should  not  exceed  a  half  per  cent.  He  would 
not  tjike  Ilia  data  from  Wall  street,  but  would  regard  tbe 
bank  as  an  old  and  faithful  agent;  and  while  be  would  not 
make  a  bargain  disadvantageous  to  the  Government,  he 
would  not  make  one  hard  upon  the  institution. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  had  listened  for  some  refuta- 
tion of  the  arguments  by  which  he  had  sustained  his  pro- 
position; but  nad  listened  in  vain.  He  was  of  tbe  opinion, 


with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  it  would  be 
to  continue  an  old  and  fiuthful  servant,  than  to  vindif  d 
concerns  of  the  present  bank,  and  commence  & 
But  he  contended  that  no  one  had  shown  that  die  bol 
would  not  divide  seven  per  cent,  hereafter;  and  if  tU 
was  admitted,  why  should  not  one  and  a  half  per  ceat  |( 
deducted  as  a  bonus?  Was  it  to  be  beiiered  that  the  kM 
during  the  next  fifteen  yeara  will  be  equal  to  those  ia  4 
former  history  of  the  bank.'  No  one  denied  that  tbe  «ai 
would  be  greatly  enhanced  in  value  by  the  continauiee^ 
the  charter.  He  stated  the  tax  on  the  banks  of 
setts  and  Maine  was  one  per  cent.,  and  no  bank  was  bem 
conducted  than  the  bank  of  Massachusetts.  Exdmivel 
this  tax,  the  stockholders  are  subjected  to  a  tax  on  tfail 
stock.  I'he  stock  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  being  n^ 
ketable  over  the  world,  was,  at  five  per  cent.,  e<)ualtelkl 
of  the  State  b^nks  at  six  per  cent.  He  predicted  thKl 
the  charter  be  extended,  even  at  the  bonus  he  proposl^ 
the  bank  would  receive  a  benefit  of  millions.  He  widM 
that  gentlemen  who  proposed  300,0(X)  dollars  wwM  ikw 
the  reasons  on  which  that  motion  was  founded. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  was  then  taken  hj  yeai  ad 
nays,  and  decided  as  follows:  i 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  (Am 
bers.  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Of 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Bxy^ 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King',  Knight,  Mm 
gum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Pre^ 
tiss.  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Siiutii,Spngg| 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Wi^ 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins,  White. — iS. 

NAYS — none. 

Mr.  FOOT  then  moved  to  insert  •■  200,000"  doBai 
.Vir.  F.  said  it  appeared  to  bim  that  this  subject  had  iet 
discussed  upon  grounds  not  very  liberal.  Instead  of  a| 
posing  the  stockholders,  we  should  look  to  tbe  • 
which  the  country  has  in  the  institution:  he  ttMugkt  d 
proper  questions  for  discusnon  were — does  tbe  inte 
of  the  country  require  the  rechartering-  of  this,  er 
creation  of  some  other  bank?  This  seems  to  be 
on  all  sides  of  the  House.  What  further  checks  are 
cessary  to  secure  the  great  objects  for  which  the  p^ 
interest  requires  a  bank  ?  No  Senator  baa  proposed 
further  checks  than  have  been  already  adopted  in  tbe  bi 
from  this  it  is  fair  to  infer  that  even  those  opposed  to  ' 
bank  do  not  ask  any  further  security  for  the  Cbtbfid 
ministration  of  its  uiairs:  nothing,  then,  remains  bottl 
fix  the  amount  of  tax  which  this  msfitution  ought  tvpf 
for  its  privileges.  On  this  subject  there  is  a  great  dmw 
sity  of  opinion,  and  it  cannot  be  ascertained  with  any  pis- 
cision  what  the  exact  amount  should  be.  Mr.  F.'  aiL 
from  his  own  experience  on  this  subject,  during  tbe  penMl 
in  which  he  had  been  engaged  in  commercial  p<inai% 
and  familiar  witli  banking  operations,  he  had  fixed,  in  w 
own  mind,  the  amount  at  two  hundred  thousand  dofiau 
per  annum. 

It  ought  to  be  recollected  that  the  bank  was  origioi^ 
chartered  by  the  Government,  without  any  appltcaiiM. 
from  tlie  stockholders,  or  others;  that  a  bonus  at  oat  a^ 
lion  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  was  required,  and  tkatlt 
was  difficult  to  procure  the  necessary  subscriptioa  fe  ti 
stock;  that  several  milhons  were  subscribed  on  specakr 
tion;  that  the  price  of  the  stock  was  soon  raised  to  oat 
hundred  and  sixty-six;  that,  in  putting  the  bank  isc^ 
ration,  great  expenses  were  incurred,  great  bazardi  <•■ 
countered,  and  great  losses  were  sustained,  from  aass 
cause;  whether  from  ignorance  of  the  managers,  orot^ 
causes,  was  of  Uttle  importance  now  to  inquire:  bitf  the 
fact  was  notorious,  that  the  stock  fell  in  consequence  csa- 
sidcrablv  below  par.     The  Senator  from  PenngshwBa 
[Mr.  Dallas]  had  stated,  and  he  [Mr.  P.]  believed  co^ 
rectly,  that,  without  a  profit  of  nine  per  cent,  fiir  tbe  tf 
teen  years'  proposed  extension  of  the  charter,  the  rtock- 
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Uen  would  not  receive  six  per  cent  for  their  inTest- 
aits!  They  have  incurred  all  the  risks,  and  suffered 
e  knses;  aided  the  GoTemment  in  the  collection  and 
tersement  of  the  revenue,  without  compensation;  and 
]  Government  was  annually  receiving  (as  Mr.  F.  be- 
nd) a  benefit  from  the  bank  of  at  least  tliree  hundred 
lusjid  dollars,  to  which  he  would  add  an  annual  tax  of 
tbundred  thousand  dollars;  which  would  be  equal  to 
iiuiusl  tax  of  half  a  million  of  dollars:  this  he  believed 
be  19  much  as  the  bank  could  well  bear,  for  the  privi- 
*eti)d  the  use  of  Government  deposites.  He  had  no 
•bt  they  would  accept  the  charter,  even  if  a  heavier 
lihould  be  imposed;  but,  if  the  bank  was  unreasonably 
idened,  an  inducement  was  held  out  to  them  to  consult 
ar  own  interest,  rather  than  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
'.  All  experience  proves  that,  unless  men  are  com- 
wted  for  public  services,  they  will  compensate  them- 
rn!  If  the  Government  deals  liberally  and  honorably 
i  its  agents,  it  furnishes  the  best  security  for  fair  and 
■onble  dealing  on  their  part:  if  the  bank  places  confi- 
Kt  in  tlie  Government,  they  may  reasonably  expect 
jproul  confidence  and  gfood  faith  m  the  officers  of  the 
■k.  Mr.  F.  believed  the  average  value  of  bank  stock 
I  been  estimated  too  high.  With  respect  to  a  tax  of 
iptr  cent  on  the  stock,  as  paid  by  the  Boston  banks, 
erttinly  must  be  admitted  that,  in  lar^  commercial 
n,  binks  can  bear  a  heavier  tax  than  in  the  interior; 
I,  if  the  United  States'  Bank  couM  limit  its  branches 
the  six  large  Atlantic  cities,  it  could  better  bear  a 

of  four  hundred  thousand  dollars,  than  with  its 
aches  in  the  interior  States,  for  the  accommodation  of 

purchasers  of  the  public  land",  and  the  facilities  and 
urily  of  the  revenue  of  the  Government,  they  can  af- 
i  to  pay  the  proposed  tax  of  two  hundred  thousand  dol- 
i,  for  it  should  be  recollected,  all  their  losses  were  incur- 
.in  the  Western  States.  The  bank  is  now  in  successful 
ntion;  the  Government  receiv.es  the  full  benefits  ex- 
ited by  its  most  sanguine  friends.  The  president  and 
(dof  directors  have  discharged  their  duties  faithfully, 
I  acquired  useful  knowledge  by  long  experience.  The 
ire  public  confidence  in  the  bank,  with  the  restrictions 
xxed  by  tliis  bill,  will  secure  a  sound  and  equal  cur- 
«y  tlirough  the  whole  country.  The  amount  of  tax 
nsbuttsmall  part  of  the  interest  which  the  country 
io  this  institution,  or  in  the  benefits  which  will  result 
B  its  faithful  administration.  He  believed  that  a  tax 
liree  millions  of  dollars,  to  be  paid  in  annual  payments 
;»o  hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  fifteen  years,  was  as 
ch  as  the  bank  could  well  pay,  and  with  which  the 
fcrnment  ought  to  be  satisfied. 

«r.  JOHNSTON  said  that  on;e  of  the  g^rounds  on  which 
•  present  motion  was  made,  was  the  amount  which  the 
>*»  taxed  their  banks.  He  suggested  that  if  the  exam- 
tofSouthCarolinain  taxing  the  bank  shares  was  fol- 
td<  and  be  saw  no  objection  to  it,  the  State  tax,  added 
the  bonus,  would  bring  up  the  amount  to  one  per 
It  The  fluctuations  in  the  price  of  stock  lie  regarded 
Bere  matters  between  the  buyers  and  sellers,  accord- 
'  to  the  speculative  spirit  which  prevailed.  He  rc- 
Ided  the  Senate  that  these  were  times  of  extraordi- 
y  prosperity,  that  we  have  had  an  unusual  importa- 
I)  and  that  capital  was  hunting  about  for  a  market. 
tit  would  not  be  fair  to  take  these  times  as  a  criterion 
tlie  future;  and  he  did  not  believe  that,  taking  <he 
n  of  the  charter  throughout,  the  rate  of  dividend 
aid  exceed  five  per  cent.  The  gradual  disappearance 
lU  other  public  stocks,  of  a  safe  cliaracter,  would  leave 
bank  as  the  only  secure  depository.  Yet,  a  great 
t  of  the  stock  was  the  property  of  females;  and  no 
at  proportion  was  the  stock  of  great  capitalists.  He 
ed  that  the  fact  that  the  discounts  of  the  bank  at  nx 
'  cent,  amounting  to  sixty  millions,  was  to  be  received 
^ence  that  there  was  still  a  great  demand  for  money. 


The  value  of  money,  he  stated,  changes  every  day,  and 
in  the  same  place,  as  it  is  controlled  by  circumstances. 
One  per  cent,  he  looked  upon  as  being  as  much  as  the 
mstitution  could  bear;  and  two  hundred  thousand  dollars 
would  leave  room  for  the  States  to  tax,  so  far  as  to  make 
the  amount  of  the  contribution  of  the  bank  equal  to  that. 

The  whole  amount  of  public  deposites  in  the  bank  hul 
never  exceeded  two  million  six  hundred  thousand  dollars; 
and  it  was  not  likely  that  in  future  these  deposites  would 
much  exceed  the  sum  due  to  the  institution  for  its  agency 
in  the  public  bunness. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  the  Senators  who  are  deadrous  to  exact 
an  unreasonable  bonus  from  the  bank,  have  frequently 
quoted  the  ofler  nuide  by  certain  speculators.  [Here  Mr. 
SILSBEE  rose,  and  repelled  the  epithet  "  speculators," 
and  said  the  Boston  petitioners  were  highly  respectable 
gentlemen.]  I  mean  not,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  arraign  their 
respectability;  they  are  known  to  be  very  respectable; 
but  if  we  call  a  rose  by  another  name,  it  stiU  retains  its 
odor.  The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Silsbix] 
will  permit  me  to  say  tluit  the  proposition  was  a  grand 
speculation — insidious,  and  well  calculated  to  deceive 
those  who  are  not  practically  acquainted  with  banking 
operations.  What  is  the  proposition  ?  That  the  petitioners 
ag^e  to  pay  one  per  cent  on  the  capital  anntuilly,  as  a 
bonus  to  the  Government,  and  submit  to  the  taxation  of  the 
States  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  the  amount  of  that  imposed 
on  their  own  State  banks,  respectively,  for  which  they 
ask  a  charter  for  twenty  years,  and  a  capitid  of  fifty  mil- 
Uons  of  dollars  at  par.  I  consider  it  highly  honorable  to 
the  Senate  that  there  could  not  be  found  one  member 
of  the  whole  body,  who  would  lend  himself  to  a  propor- 
tion to  sell  a  charter  to  men  who,  having  bought,  would 
claim  the  rig^t  to  sell;  over  whom  there  would  have  been 
little  control;  and  who  would  have  used  the  power  under 
their  charter  for  their  own  emolument,  without  any  regfard 
to  the  interest  or  accommodation  of  the  Government — 
men  who  might  have  used  their  power  for  party  purposes, 
and  who  would  soon  have  sold  out  the  stock  to  an  im- 
mense profit,  and  cared  little  for  the  trifling  bonus  they 
had  offered,  or  the  illusory  submission  to  the  taxation  of 
the  States.  What  would  have  been  the  profits  of  these 
memorialists,  bad  their  application  to  Congress  been  suc- 
cessfiil  >  Suppose  they  had  sold  the  stock  of  fifly  millions 
at  what  it  is  presumed  to  have  cost  the  stockholders  of  the 
present  bank,  on  the  average,  say  twenty-five  per  cent., 
a  sale,  at  this  rate,  would  result  in  a  nett  profit  of  twelve 
million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  for  which  they, 
(in  their  great  liberality)  oflered  a  bonus  of  one  per  cent, 
annually  on  the  capital.  It  may  be  asked,  do  we  not,  by 
a  renewal  of  the  charter,  give  a  like  profit  to  the  present 
stockholders?  I  answer,  no.  Few  of  the  original  sub- 
scribers now  hold  the  stock;  and  even  to  those  few  the 
stock  cost  them  at  least  $115  for  every  share  of  their 
stock.  They  g^ve  from  ten  to  twenty  per  cent,  forthe 
specie  paid  in,  and  lost  the  difference  between  the  value  of 
their  stock,  which  they  had  paid  in,  and  the  value  at  which 
it  was  subscribed.  Thirteen  mllhons  of  three  per  cent, 
were  paid  in  (which  the  holders  had  refiiscd  to  part  with 
to  the  Government)  at  sixty-five  per  cent.,  now  worth 
ninety-eight  per  cent.,  which  was  a  clear  gain  to  the  Go- 
vernment, on  that  stock  alone,  of  #4,290,000,  and  an 
equal  loss  to  the  payers  to  that  amount.  Many  of  the 
present  stockholders  paid  for  their  stock  one  hundred  and 
forty  per  cent,  and  some  as  hijfh  as  one  hundred  and  fifty 
per  cent. ;  but  let  us  suppose  the  average  of  all  the  stock 
to  have  cost  one  hundred  and  twenty-five  per  cent.,  can 
the  stockholders,  in  a  common  sense  view  of  the  subject, 
be  compared  with  the  petitioners  for  a  new  bank?  They 
have  already  paid  for  their  stock  at  one  hundred  and 
twenty-five  per  cent.,  and  the  proposers  ask  the  charter 
at  par.  The  comparison  is  idle,  and  not  worth  a  moment's 
consideration. 
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But  we  are  told,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  we  are  about  to  grant 
to  certain  individuals  the  renewal  of  a  charter,  that  will 
be  immensely  advantagfeous,  and  make  their  fortunes; 
that  the  stock  will  rise  to  one  hundred  and  forty,  or  even 
one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.  I  grant  that  the  stock 
may  be  so  advanced,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  brokers 
will  run  it  up  for  speculation,  and  consequently  there  will 
be  a  momentary  rise  in  the  price  of  the  stock)  but  it  will, 
like  all  other  -stocks,  fall  to  its  proper  level,  that  is,  to  a 
rate  which  will  give  to  the  holders  five  per  cent  annual 
interest.  The  nse  of  the  stock  will  not  increase  the  divi- 
dends, and  the  value  of  the  bank  shares  must  be  regufaited 
by  the  dividends.  Few  of  the  present  holders  of  the 
'  stock  wish  to  sell.  If  they  get  only  five  per  cent  it  is 
better  to  them  than  six  per  cent,  in  any_  other  way,  be- 
cause the  dividends  are  certMn  and  semi-annual.  They 
are  certain  of  their  receipts,  and  shape  their  expenses  ac- 
cordingly. And  what  is  this  immense  interest  which 
Senators  say  that  the  present  stockholders  will  receive, 
if  a  renewal  of  the  charter  shall  take  placed  Not  more 
than  $5  60  per  cent  per  annum.  The  bank  dividend, 
for  the  last  two  years,  has  been  seven  per  cent,  on  the 
par  value,  but  the  holder  will  get  only  seven  dollars  per 
annum  on  what  cost  him  $125,  in  fact,  only  $5  60  per 
cent  for  the  use  of  his  money,  when,  on  mortgages, 
be  could  realize  six  per  cent  i  and  this  is  the  immense 
gain  which  will  be  secured  to  the  holders  by  the  renewal 
of  the  charter.  The  non-renewal  of  the  charter  will  de- 
prive them  of  one-fiflh  of  their  capital,  to  the  great  injury 
of  the  widow,  the  orphan,  the  mechanic,  the  professional 
man,  the  ftrmer,  and  the  merchant,  retired  from  trade. 
But  the  foreign  stockholder  is  to  obtain  an  immense  ad- 
vantage. What,  in  sober  truth,  will  this  advantage  be? 
His  agent  in  this  country  will  receive  $5  60  on  the  cost 
of  each  share  to  h'un;  from  which  deduct  ten  per  cent. 
loas  of  exchange  in  remitting  to  the  foreign  stockholder 
in  England,  and  his  nett  interest,  or  advantage,  will  be 
#5  04  per  cent.,  and  the  agent's  commission  will  reduce  it 
tolessthanfive  percent  'Will  anyone  say  that  this  interest 
is  too  much?  Foreigners  will  gun  but  little  by  the  rise  of 
the  value  of  the  stock  in  the  market.  They  want  a  ceN 
tain  income,  a  safe  investment  of  their  capital,  and  they 
will  prefer  holding  their  stock  to  selling  it,  should  specu' 
lators  even  force  it  up  to  one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.; 
for,  at  that  price,  it  would  give  them  a  better  interest  than 
they  could  get  at  home. 

It  has  been  said,  Mr.  President,  that  the  nett  profit  of 
the  bank  has  been  nine  per  cent,  for  the  year  1831 
have  not  examined)  I  hope  it  may  be  so.  It  will  afford 
some  compensation  to  the  stockholders  for  their  not  hav- 
ing divided  more  than  five  per  cent,  on  the  par  value  of 
their  stock  for  the  fourteen  preceding  years.  One  swal- 
low does  not  make  a  summer;  nor  ought  one  good  year 
for  the  bank  to  be  considered  as  a  criterion  to  judge  by, 
or  on  which  to  estimate  fur  the  future.  The  year  1831 
was  a  year  of  great  pressure  on  the  money  market.  The 
State  banks  were  compelled,  by  the  demand  for  specie, 
to  lessen  their  discounts,  which  was  dangerously  felt  by  the 
merchants  whose  bonds  at  the  custom-bouse  were  becom- 
ing due.  The  bank  (to  its  credit)  lent  its  great  aid  in  the 
hour  of  difficulty,  by  extending  its  discounts  beyond  its 
usual  practice,  not  for  gain,  but  to  prevent  the  impending 
ruin  to  commercial  men,  and  thus  its  profit  may  have  been 
increased. 

I  have  given  this  view,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  correct  false  im- 
pressions. My  object  is,  as  it  ought  to  be  with  every 
Senator,  the  interest  of  the  nation,  and  not  that  of  the 
stockholders,  whom  I  consider  as  mere  agents,  to  carry 
into  operation  the  great  objects  for  which  this  bank  was 
originally  instituted.  But  for  this  consideration,  the  bank 
would,  in  my  opinion,  be  unconstitutional,  and  would  re- 
ceive my  negauve.  The  Government  cannot,  in  my  opi- 
nion, carry  on  its  fiscal  operations  in  safety,  <rithout  such 


an  institution.  This  has  been  shown  by  several 
from  the  Committee  on  Finance,  which  bave  not  yet 
controverted,  and  to  which  I  ask  leave  to  refer  for  i 
detail  of  facts  and  statements.  They  will  showtlie 
facilities  and  advantages  which  the  GorermneBt 
from  this  institution.  Other  advantages  might  be 
such  as  the  surrender  of  United  States'  stock  in 
1817,  to  the  amount  of  thirteen  millions,  fte 
which  ceased  on  the  30th  June,  and,"'^np)wh  the 
sury  did  not  pay  the  bank  until  the  81  T7'7  "  "  '' 
mitiions  were  repMd,  and  the  reroaininp«^ 
on  the  6th  of  August,  and  then  without  interest- 
the  1st  of  January,  1818,  the  bank  advanced  $1,1!^ 
to  enable  the  treasury  to  pay  the  stocks  then 
The  President,  in  his  messages,  bears  testimony  ts 
friendly  and  accommodating  temper  of  the  bank 
the  Government,  on  all  occasions.  I  beg  to  be  pi 
to  refer  to  one  of  the  repwrts  of  the  Committee  « 
nance,  to  show  the  difference  between  the  oU  iid 
present  bank  and  the  Bank  of  England.  The  ch>i 
the  old  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  was  predicated  oa< 
of  the  Bank  of  England.  Not  so  with  the  present  I 
of  the  United  States.  It  differs  in  many  essentid  psil 
lars,  and  may  afford  a  lesson  for  the  politicians  of  Eagt 
when  the  question  of  renewal  of  the  Bank  of  Enghi 
agitated  in  Parliament  The  Bank  of  Enghnd  n 
and  ever  was,  a  great  political  engine;  and  the  old ' 
of  the  United  States  intermeddled  with  the  pod 
affairs  of  our  country,  by  which  conduct  it  lost  i\%i 
ter,  or,  what  amounts  to  the  same  result,  a  renewal  of 
charter  was  refused  by  Congress.  I  voted  agvnsi  ~ 
newal,  on  the  ground  of  its  interference  in  tiie  elect 
and  because  it  would  not  consent  to  an  increase  of  its  i 
tal,  so  that  the  democracy  of  the  country  might  pit 
pate  in  the  direction  of  its  affairs,  and  thereby  cbed 
mterference  in  the  political  matters  of  the  day;  and 
can  be  proved  that  the  present  bank  has,  at  asjti 
made  use  of  its  power  to  influence  elections,  I  rf 
against  the  renewal  of  its  charter.  The  old  bank 
bound  to  give  any  aid  to  the  Government  by  its 
nor  does  the  Bank  of  England  afibrd  any  aid  to  tbe 
tish  Government.  1  proceed  to  examine  more  p0 
larly  into  the  charters  of  the  old  Bank  of  the  Ca 
States,  and  its  prototype,  the  Bank  of  England,  asd  i*l 
to  contrast  them,  in  some  respects,  «4th  the  baakcM 
now  before  the  Senate. 

Much  has  been  said  about  the  exclusve  priv3en|M 
ed  by  the  charter,  as  if  no  equivalent  had  been  rnpfl 
on  the  bank.  In  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  FM 
in  1828,  now  before  me,  it  is  asked.  What  fiiciGtietA 
the  bank  give  to  the  treasury  for  the  exdnsive  privkl 
Answer.  It  collects  all  tlie  custom-house  bonds;  't\ 
ceives,  and  keeps  safe,  the  receipts  for  public  ha 
wherever  it  has  a  branch,  and  makes  itself  luyiii 
for  the  same.  The  old  bank  was  under  no  sncfa  sU|| 
tions  to  the  Government,  nor  is  the  Bank  of  Esjfcl 
obliged  to  render  such  service  to  the  Briti^  GoremaM 
The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  transfers  the* 
ney  of  the  nation  from  any  one  part  of  the  Duan  ted 
other  part  where  it  may  be  required.  It  nnkes  iM 
transfers  without  any  charge  whatever,  not  even  fat  A 
ference  of  exchange,  which  charge  would  oonidb.tal 
inconsiderable  amount  if  charged  upon  the  treasuiy.  DM 
the  Bank  of  England  perform  this  important  senri 
Certainly  not  Did  the  old  Bank  of  the  United  SM> 
perform  this  service?  No.  It  absolutely  refitsed  *A 
so,  and  the  Government  were  compelled  to  obl»s  *• 
aid  of  the  State  banks  to  perform  this  service.  Tkcf^ 
sent  Bank  of  the  United  States  pays  the  pubfic  debt,  k} 
which  it  is  subjected  to  large  drains  of  specie,  wfcci  u 
highly  injurious  to  its  other  operations,  inaanach  « 
compels  the  bank  to  lessen  its  dacounts.  ForeigiKn  o1 
about  one-third  of  the  stocks  of  the  United  Statei,  vkid 
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when  paid  to  their  agents  in  this  country,  causes  a  rise  in 
*he  rate  of  exchan^  above  the  peal  par  value,  and  induces 
an  export  of  specie.  Did  the  old  Bank  of  the  United 
States  pay  the  public  debt?  No.  Commissioners  did 
this  service,  and  received  nearly  $30,000  per  annum  from 
the  treasury.  Dies  the  Bank  of  England  pay  the  debt 
«f  *e  nation?  It  is  under  no  obligation  to  do  so,  and 
therefory|^K|d  and  paid  for  the  management  of  the 
<i  W^^^BP-  objects,  the  sum  of  £263,736  sterling, 
oi.  ilXHM^mrrency,  ?1, 170,987  annually,  for  such  ser- 
vice. The  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  pays  all 
the  pensioners,  where_  it  has  a  branch.  The  old  bank 
paid  none.  The  commissioners  received  two  percent,  for 
paying  them.  If  the  bank  charter  should  not  be  renewed, 
a  coniaiissioner  must  be  appointed  in  each  State  of  the 
Union,  say  twenty-four  commissioners,  who  will  be  paid 
two  per  cent,  on  the  amount  disbursed  by  them.  My 
friend  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Foot]  will  agree  that  the 
amount  payable  annually  to  the  pensioners  cannot  be  less 
than  one  million  and  a  half  per  annum,  tlie  commission 
on  vhich  wiH  be  an  annual  charge  of  $30,000  on  the 
tre*«iry,  which  payments  are  now  made  by  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  free  of  charge  to  the  Government.  In 
addition  to  the  loss  which  may  arise  from  bad  agents,  the 
bank,  with  its  eagle  eye,  lost  $20,000  by  an  agfent  to 
whom  that  amount  had  been  sent  to  pay  the  pensioners 
in  one  State.  In  addition  to  all  the  aids  and  advantages 
which  I  have  enumerated,  the  bank  is  a  safe  deposite  for 
the  public  money.  Losses  to  an  amount  of  more  than  a 
million  of  dollars  had  taken  place  in  consequence  of  the 
fiuiure  of  State  banks  in  which  the  public  funds  had  been 
depoated.  If  the  present  Bank  or  the  United  States  be 
not  rechartered,  then  there  must  be  a  State  bank  in  each 
State  in  the  Union  to  receive  the  pubfic  funds,  over  which 
the  Government  can  have  no  control,  and  with  all  which 
the  Treasury  Department  will  be  obliged  to  keep  accounts 
and  open  a  correspondence.  The  public  will  be  exposed 
to  great  risk,  and  no  little  inconvenience,  by  such  an  ar- 
ran^ment,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  be 
exposed  to  censure  when  any  loss  shall  arise?  and  that 
losses  win  happen  under  this  system  of  deposite,  appeart 
to  me  very  certain. 

I  have  proved,  Mr.  President,  to  my  own  satisfaction, 
that  the  bank  has  fully  compensated  for  the  exclusive 
privilege,  and  will  now  proceed  to  consider  the  bonus. 

The  bonus  proposed  by  tl>e  friends  of  the  bank  is  by 
them  considered  an  equivalent  for  the  advantage  de- 
rired  from  the  public  deposites.  They  offer  $200,000 
per  annum,  being  $25,000  more  than  one-half  per  cent. 
on  the  capital  stock,  amounting  to  three  millions  for  the 
fifteen  years;  being  exactly  double  that  which  was  origi- 
nally gfiven  for  twenty  years.  The  bank,  being  now  in 
fUll  operation,  can  better  afford  to  give  that  sum,  than  it 
could  afford  to  give  a  million  and  a  half  on  its  being  first 
incorporated.  Indeed,  Mr.  President,  it  was  doubted  at 
the  tin»e  whether  the  amount  of  the  whole  stock  could 
be  taken  up;  in  fact,  it  was  not  taken  up.  Tlie  subscrip- 
tions amounted  to  only  twenty-eight  or  thirty  millions;  the 
halance  was  taken  by  speculators,  and  from  thence  arose 
all  the  misfortunes  of  the  bank.  The  public  deposites  of 
the  United  States  amounted,  on  the  average  of  the  pre- 
ceding years,  prior  to  the  year  1829,  to  the  sum  of 
^,633,594.  At  a  more  recent  date,  the  public  deposites 
have  amounted  to  eight  millions  and  a  half;  but,  as  the 
duties  must  be  reduced  ten  millions,  we  ought  not  to  esti- 
mate the  deposite  at  more  than  four  millions  of  doHws  in 
Aiture.  On  that  amount  I  will  endeavor  to  diow  the  re- 
sult. It  has  been  proposed  to  tax  the  bank  with  an  inte- 
rest of  three  per  cent,  for  the  deposites;  and  this  would 
be  just,  if  no  bonus  were  payable.  The  bonus  is  proposed 
to  be  $200,000  per  annum.  An  interest  of  three  per 
cent,  on  $4,000,000  would  amount  only  to  $120,000, 
the  bonus  actually  given  for  the  use  of  the  deposites  of 

Vofc  vni.— 66 


I  $4,000,000 — five  per  cent,  per  annum  being  nearly  as 
I  much  as  the  stockholders  will  receive  for  the  use  of  their 
I  money.  Surely  this  ought  to  be  considered  as  amply 
'  sufficient;  a  larger  bonus  would  be  unjust  and  unreason- 
able. 

Mr.  President,  I  entreat  Senators  to  pause  and  reflect; 
to  avoid  any  trammels  on  the  bank,  that  may,  in  the  slight- 
est degree,  tend  to  endanger  its  safety  or  aecurity.  It  Is 
a  national  institution,  of  great  public  utility;  on  its  punc- 
tuality and  integritv  depend  the  general  credit  and  confi- 
dence in  the  circulating  medium  of  the  country.  If  its 
credit  or  solidity  be  doubted,  confidence  will  be  withdrawn. 
We  should  be  careful  to  impose  on  the  instihition  no  obli- 
gation that,  in  its  consequences,  may  tend  to  the  remotest 
danger.  I  think  that  the  fourth  section  is  of  that  cha- 
racter; it  may  endanger  some  of  the  weaker  and  distant 
branches.  Should  any  of  them  be  overloaded  vritii  the 
notes  of  other  and  distant  branches,  it  may  disable  such 
branch  from  paying  specie  on  demand.  If  so,  the  alarm 
may  cause  ruin  all  around,  and  be  fatal  to  the  general 
credit  and  confidence  now  entertained  by  all  in  the  safe^ 
of  the  United  States'  Bank  notes.  Confidence  once  lost 
in  any  bank  is  not  easily  regfained. 

Hr.  KNIGHT  thought  it  would  be  difficult  to  ascertain 
what  should  be  the  precise  amount  of  bonus.  The  Sena- 
tor from  Maine  was  too  high,  and  the  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut too  low.  He  thought  the  rule  should  be  to  take 
one-seventh,  and  make  the  bonus  350,000  dollars. 

He  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  350,000  dollars.  i 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  was  much  obliged  to  the  vene- 
rable Senator  from  Maryland  for  the  light  he  had  shed  on 
the  subject.  He  bad  said  that  it  would  be  an  immense 
speculation  to  take  this  stock  at  par.  I^  then,  the  Go- 
vernment is  not  bound  by.  any  oDligation  to  the  stock- 
holders, why  should  they  be  expected  to  give  at  par  a 
stock  worth  150  dollars?  He  maintained  that  a  permanent 
stock  at  4}  per  cent,  was  worth  par.  He  was  willing  that 
the  question  should  be  first  taken  on  the  motion  of  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  before  be  made  his  motion. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  then  withdrew  his  proportion,  to  allow 
the  vote  to  be  Uken  on  200,000. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senator 
from  Maine  would  move  his  amendment  now. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  fill  the  bUnk  with  535,000. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  then  renewed  his  motion  for  350,000. 

Mr.  BROWN  said  he  should  vote  against  the  largest 
sum,  because  he  did  not  see  any  advantage  which  would 
result  from  it  to  the  country.  In  proportion  as  the  bank 
was  burdened,  would  the  bank  burden  the  people  by  ex- 
cessive issues.  He  would  not  incorporate  such  a  princi- 
ple in  the  charter. 

Mr.  MOORE  sud  he  should  vote  against  the  lirg^ 
sum.  He  should  do  this,  because  he  beUeved  the  States 
had  the  right  to  impose  a  tax,  and  would  exercise  it,  as 
soon  as  the  branches  were  established.  He  would  there- 
fore vote  for  the  smallest  sum. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  largest  sum,  and 
decided  in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Hill,  King> 
Marcy,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  White. — 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghujrsen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hemtticks,  Holiness 
Johnston,  Kane,  Knigh^  Mangum,  MiHer,  Moore,  Nao- 
dain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggie^ 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troop, 
Waggaman,  Webster. — 36. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Ksisar  to  fill  the  bUnk  with  350,000,  and  also  deoded 
in  the  negative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bentoa,  Dickerson,  EHSs,  For- 
aytt^  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  Cng,  Knight,  Mangum,  Vhrcf, 
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Prentisi,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson,  Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Hoore, 
Naiidain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Rubles,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Troiip,  Wag^man,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  SEYMOUR  moved  SOO.OOOj  and  the  veas  and  nays 
being  ordered,  the  question  was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  For- 
qrth,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Prentiss,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
linson,  Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Riiggles,  Silsbee,  Smitli, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins — 27. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  then  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
350,000;  and  the  question  being  taken  thereon,  was  de- 
cided as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Prentiss,  Rolnnson,  Seymour,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Toni' 
linson,  Tyler,  White.— 20. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dalla^  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Miller,  Moore, 
thudain,  Poindexter,  Robbiiis,  Ruggles,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Wl^;gaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

The  qiiestion  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Foot  to  iiU  the  blank  with  200,000,  and  was  decided  in 
the  affirmatiTe,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dalbu,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Forsyth,  Frelingluiysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Muore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Bug- 
gies, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins.— 43. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Dudley,  Knight,  Marcy,  Troup. — 4. 

Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  a 
proviso  that  nothing  herein  contained  should  be  construed 
to  take  away  the  right  of  any  State  to  impose  any  tax  on 
tiie  branches,  be 

The  question  being  put  thereon,  it  was  decided  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Sllis,  Porsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
Kinb  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore.  Robinson,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White — 22. 

NAYS.— Measra.  Bel^  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Jolui- 
Ston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Suggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

Tm  amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  as 
•mended,  was  then  concurred  in. 

The  next  amendment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
restricting  the  bank  from  issuing  notes  below  the  value  of 
twenty  dollars,  was  then  taken  up. 

Mr.  KING  moved  so  to  amend  tlie  amendment  as  to 
make  the  minimum  ten  dollar  notes. 

The  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  by  striking  out  "  or 
drafts,"  soas  to  confine  tlie  restriction  to  notes  or  bills. 

The  amendment  was  then  concurred  in. 

Th«  ncart  amendment  was  the  ninth  section,  inserted  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  providing  for  the  distribution  of 
the  bonus  among  the  States. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  hoped  the  Senate  would  disagree  to 
this  amendment.    He  had  voted  against  it  in  committee. 


He  thought  it  desirable  to  avoid  any  constitutional  ilh. 
sion;  and  this  section  opens  a  field  for  constitutioDal  con. 
troversy.  He  thought  also  tliat  there  was  some  pirilfcl 
between  this  section  and  the  sect'on  which  Mr.  Madison 
objected  to.  They  were  not  exactly  alike.  The  fonncr 
bill  provided  for  the  disbursement  of  the  bonus  for  inter, 
nal  improvement.  He  wished,  if  this  principle  was  to  bt 
introduced,  it  wmdd  be  done  in  a  separate  bill. 

Mr.  DALLAS  s.iid  that  he  had  made  calculations  which 
showed  that  the  inequality  would  be  monstrous  if  this  divi- 
sion was  to  take  place. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  he  should  not  more  a  separate  biB, 
because  l>e  was  opposed  to  a  division  of  the  surplus  rfve- 
nue.  He  had  no  solicitude  as  to  tlie  fate  of  the  airend- 
ment.  He  thought  the  inequality  of  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  this  money  m  the  treasury  would  be  about  the  aaiuc 
as  the  inequality  of  the  distribution.  He  had  no  viiJi  l« 
embarrass  the  bill  by  his  amendment. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  said  he  hoped  the  amendment  vwild 
be  stricken  out.  He  would  oppose  the  proposition  e itbtr 
now  or  in  a  separate  bill.  If  he  ever  voted  for  sueh  a  pro- 
position, it  would  be  on  the  principle  of  an  eqiial  dotii- 
butinn,  and  not  on  the  ground  of  federal  numbers.  At 
equal  distribution  would  benefit  the  States  which  had  most 
need  of  the  aid.  This  mode  of  distribution  would  be  de- 
structive to  the  new  States.  The  West  was  so  satisfied  of 
the  injustice  dune  to  that  part  of  tlie  country  by  this  mode 
of  distribution,  that  they  could  not,  would  not,  dared  nM, 
vote  for  it.  He  wished  the  questions  of  the  bunk  and  tlie 
tarilF  to  be  kept  disentangled  from  any  questions  whlck 
could  bring  the  West  into  opposition  to  them:  and  th^ 
must  be  the'  case  if  injustice  were  to  be  shown  towards 
tliem  in  tlie  arranRemeiit. 

Mr.  FOBSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  section  by  striUnr 
out  the  words  "  accordhig  to  the  federal  numbers,"  »m 
inserting  "  to  the  amount  of  capital  annually  emplojfcd 
by  the  said  bank  in  said  State." 
'  Mr.  MILLEB  said,  in  a  constitutional  poirft  of  vievlhe 
amendment  was  liable  to  all  the  objections  of  the  origisd 
amemlment. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  shoukl  vote  against  the  smeod- 
ment,  as  he  was  opposed  to  the  introduction  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  raising  revenue  fur  the  purpose  of  distribution- 
Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  the  establishment  of  a  bnncfa 
bank  in  a  State  was  regarded  as  an  advantage,  aiid  this 
proposition  seemed  to  gt>  on  the  ground  that  these  Ststts 
should  have  the  additional  benefit  of  this  division. 

Mr.  FOBSYTH  disclaimed  any  desire  to  have  a  divi- 
sion of  the  bonus  among  the  States.  But  av  the  Supreme 
Court  had  adjudged  that  the  States  had  not  the  poverto 
tax,  he  wished  to  give  the  States  an  equivalent  for  wtot 
tliey  had  lost  by  that  erroneous  decision.  He  was  oppose* 
to  raising  revenue  for  the  purpose  of  distributing  araonj 
the  States.  He  would  not  sanction  any  such  pitDCiplc. 
He  could  not  vote  for  the  section  as  it  is. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  again  spoke  against  the  amendinent 

The  motion  to  amend  was  then  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  concurring  with  the 
Committee  of  tlie  Whole  in  their  amendment,  and  decid- 
ed as  follows — yeas  16,  nays  31. 

So  the  amendment  was  disagreed  to. 

Mr.  WEBSI'ER  moved  an  amendment  to  the  aecnsd 
section,  by  adding  a  provision  preventing  the  bank  fro* 
issuing  orders  as  currency. 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  if  it  were  intended  to  prereat  tke 
bank  from  giving  a  check  payable  to  the  order  of »«  ^ 
dividual,  and  endorsed  by  him,  to  another. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  no  such  operation  was  in'«»** 
The  words  "  put  into  circulation"  seem  to  be  plain.  The 
transfer  of  a  draft  or  endorsed  note  could  not  be  tow- 
dered  as  putting  in  circulation.  A  bill  of  exchange  ii  ■i* 
put  in  circulation,  it  is  not  currency.  , 

Some  difficulty  occurred  in  seUhng  the  phnseologT" 
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the  amendment  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Senate,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  prohibition  of  the  circulation  of  branch  or- 
ders. The  amendment  of  Mr.  Webstxb  was  withdrawn, 
lo  make  room  for  one,  to  attain  the  same  object,  moved 
by  Mr.   Tazswell. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
section,  providing  that  the  bank  shall  not  take  more  than 
five  per  c<-nt.  on  its  loans  or  discounts. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  made  a  few  remarks  in  opposition  to 
the  motion,  and  read  the  opinions  of  some  experieneed 
cashiers  against  the  reduction  of  interest. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  hegatired 
a3  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickeraon,  Dudley, 
BlIiB,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Haiigum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

MAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckiwr,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frrlinghiiysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Kob- 
bins,  Riiggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlin- 
•on,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  mored  an  amendment  providing  that 
the  president  and  directors  shall,  oh  or  before  the  first 
d»y  of  the  next  session  of  Congress,  signify  their  accept- 
ance of  the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  act. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  this  proposition  would  tie  up  the 
liftnda  of  the  next  Congress,  and  prevent  them  from  amend- 
ing the  bill.  He  called  for  the  yeas  and  naysj  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to,  as  fulluws. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  D.allas,  Dictcei-son,  Dudley.  Ellis, 
Ewiiig,  Foot,  Frelingliuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Robinson, 
Kiigglcs,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spnigue,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Webster, 
W>lkiiM.~41. 

NAYs — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Marcy, 
White.— 6. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  providing  that 
whenever  the  average  amount  of  the  public  deposites 
shull  exceed  a  million  of  dollars,  an  interest  of  three  per 
cent,  slull  be  allowed. 

'I'his  motion  was  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Seymour,  Sprague,  I'ase- 
wcll,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Troup,  Waggaman,  White. — 23. 

NAYS. — Metars.  Bell,  Ruckuer,  Chambers,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Poindexter, 
Bobbins,  Robinson,  Kuggles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tomlinson, 
Webster,  Wilkins 24. 

Mr.  BENTUN  said  tlie  time  had  now  arrived  for  making 
a  motion  which  he  had  previously  announced,  namely, 
the  reference  of  this  bill  to  the  head  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, for  his  consideration  and  report.  The  bill  bad 
now  received  all  the  amendments  which  its  friends  would 
admit;  it  was  perfect,  according  to  their  conception;  it 
was,  therefore,  in  a  proper  state  to  undergo  tlie  revision 
of  the  oflicer  with  whose  department  it  was  so  intimately 
connected.  Hcsaid  that  this  was  a  motion  of  legislative 
propriety,  of  oiBcial  courtesy,  and  public  advantage;  a 
motion  which  could  not  be  refused  without  a  seeming  dis- 
respect to  tlie  oBiccr  at  the  head  of  the  treasury — an  ap- 
parent disregard  to  the  Executive  administration — and  a 
possible  detriment  to  the  public  service.  Every  bank 
charter  ever  yet  granted,  or  proposed  to  be  granted,  had 
its  origin   in  the  Treasury  Department      Eveiy  bank 


bill  had  been  drawn  or  revised  there;  and  that  upon 
the  plainest  principle  of  propriety,  that  the  bank  being 
intended  to  aid  the  treasury,  it  was  for  the  Secretary  M 
the  Treasury  to  give  his  opinion  upon  the  fitness  and  suf- 
ficiency of  the  aid  to  be  given  him.  How,  then,  can  thA 
present  Secretary  be  overlooked  >  How  can  he  be  passed 
by?  Why  should  he  receive  a  slight  which  has  been  put 
upon  none  of  his  predecessors'  His  individual  sentiment! 
are  known  to  be  favorable  to  a  national  bank;  bis  public 
station  gives  him  a  right  to  be  heard  on  the  proviuons  of 
this  one;  the  public  service,  we  have  a  right  to  presume, 
woiilrl  be  promoted  by  the  communication  of  his  opinions. 
Who  can  assume  to  say  that  he  can  impart  no  useful  in> 
formation?  Even  if  gentlemen  thought  so,  it  would  be  • 
breach  of  decorum  to  express,  or  imply,  the  sentiment. 
Yet  a  refiisal  to  make  this  reference  must  imply  it. 

The  circumstances  of  the  country  are  wholly  changed 
from  what  they  were  sixteen  years  ago.  It  does  not  fol- 
low that  the  same  bank  would  be  approved  now,  which 
was  approved  then.  The  public  debt,  then  great,  is  now 
nothing;  the  annual  revenue,  then  immense,  must  now  be 
reduced  more  than  one-half.  The  necessi^  and  the  use* 
for  the  bank  are  greatly  diminished,  if  not  entirely  re- 
moved. Even  upon  the  admission  that  the  Secretary  was 
in  favor  of  a  bank,  and  of  this  bank,  it  does  not  ft>llow  that 
he  would  be  in  favor  of  all  its  present  features.  He  might 
not  say  that  the  necessities'of  the  treasury  required  the 
present  capital,  and  tlie  present  organization.  He  might 
think  that  the  altered  circumstances  of  tlie  country  r^ 
quired  an  alteration  in  the  constitution  of  the  bank.  Whe- 
ther be  would  so  think,  or  not,  he  [Mr.  B.]  would  neither 
say  nor  insinuate;  but  he  would  say  that  no  one  had  a 
right  to  say  or  insinuate  the  contrary;  that  the  Secretary 
had  a  right  to  speak  for  himsclF;  and  that  it  would  be  a  vio- 
lation of  all  precedent — a  departure  from  all  that  was  due 
to  that  gentleman,  as  the  head  of  the  treasury,  and  froiii  aR 
that  was  due  to  the  country,  whose  officer  he  was — ^to  push 
this  bill  through  without  a  reference  to  him.  The  course 
of  the  two  Houses  and  of  their  committees  is  uniform; 
all  bills  of  a  public  nature  are  communicated  to  the  head* 
of  departments  whose  administration  they  concern.  The 
benefit  of  their  opinions,  and  the  information  to  be  derived 
from  their  counsel  and  experience,  is  always  sought  for. 
At  this  very  session,  tlie  identical  Secretai7  in  qkiestion, 
the  self-same  Mr.  McLane,  who  has  not  been  called  upon 
for  a  single  opinion  about  the  bank — a  subject  which  be- 
longs to  his  department — has  been  called  upon  for  an  en- 
tire bill  and  full  report  upon  the  tariff:— a  subject  not  be- 
longing to  his  department;  and  now,  if  this  reference  n 
refiised,  how  can  such  discrepance  of  action  be  accounted 
for.'  The  tariff"  was  a  delicate  subject;  and,  frame  his  biit 
as  he  might,  the  Secretary  migiit  see  a  storm  excited 
against  him,  and,  through  him,  against  the  President:  the 
bank  charter  has  some  odious  features  in  it,  and  the  Secre- 
tary might  gain  applause  by  recommending  the  abscission 
of  these  features,  or  recommending  a  postponement  of  the 
whole  subject  until  the  people  were  niUy  represented  un- 
der the  new  census.  If  he  is  thus  to  be  made  responsible 
for  a  tariff"  bill,  why  not  for  the  bank  bill?  If  we  needed 
his  advice  in  one  case,  why  not  call  for  it  in  the  other? 

If  there  is  any  one  measure,  in  the  whole  circle  of  legis- 
lation, which,  above  all  others,  deserves  to  be  referred  *» 
an  administration,  it  is  the  measure  of  creating,  or  continu- 
ing, a  national  bank.  The  whole  argument  for  such  an 
institution — its  entire  constitutional  vindication — rest* 
upon  the  assumption  that  it  is  necessary  to  the  financial 
operations  of  the  Government.  Now,  of  this  necessity, 
the  persons  chosen  by  the  people  to  administer  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  admitted  to  be,  in  some  degree,  judge*. 
Some  may  deem  it  unnecessary,  as  did  Mr.  Jefferson  all 
his  life,  and  as  did  Mr.  Madison  before  the  capitol  w«* 
burnt.  Some  may  think  one  kind  of  bank  necessary,  and 
some  another.  Then  why  not  consult  the  persons  to  whom 
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this  institution  is  assumed  to  be  necessary  ?  Why  not  con- 
sult the  present  Government  ?  The  people  have  put  them 
m  powers  they  are  responsible  to  the  people  for  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Government;  then  why  not  allow  them  a  voice 
in  the  selection  of  their  means?  Instead  of  that,  we  have 
seen  this  measure  taken  up  by  the  adversaries  of  the  ad- 
ministration, conducted  along  without  any  reference  to  the 
administration,  and  now  proposed  to  be  put  upon  its  third 
reading  without  even  their  knowledge!  It  is  easy  to  con- 
ceive that  the  bank  may  be  an  impediment  to  some  ad- 
ministrations; it  may  join  their  adversaries,  lend  them  the 
benefit  of  its  vast  moneyed  power,  and  exert  its  machinerj- 
in  all  the  States  in  promoting  the  election  of  opposition  can- 
didates. Tliis  very  bank  may  be  an  enemy  to  the  present 
administration,  and,  uniting  with  all  the  elements  of  oppo- 
sition in  Congress,  may  now  be  eierting  its  tremendous 
influence  to  keep  up  a  system  of  double  taxation  and  enor- 
mous expenditure,  to  supply  itself  with  immense  deposites 
of  public  money.  It  may  be  the  most  formidable  enemy 
to  the  present  administration,  and,  instead  of  aiding,  may 
be  paralyzing  all  their  measures,  even  the  payment  of  the 
public  debt,  m  order  to  keep  the  public  money  for  its  own 
use.  It  may  be  in  favor  of  a  new  administration  which 
would  keep  up  taxes,  multiply  expenditures,  and  gorge 
it  with  public  money.  These  things  may,  or  may  not,  be 
so;  but  why  not  let  the  administration  speak  fen-  itself? 
Why  force  this  aid  upon  them  ?  Why  compel  them  to 
receive  help  of  the  bank?  Certainly  it  is  a  long  time  that 
the  world  has  been  admonished  to  beware  of  favors  ofTer- 
ed  by  the  "enemy!  This  bank  is  the  only  favor  offered  to 
this  administration  by  its  opponents;  and  this  favor  they 
require  it  to  take  without  examination,  and  without  in- 
spection. They  avow  their  determination  to  pull  down 
this  administration;  and  tliey  propose  to  give  them  this 
bank  as  a  friendly  present!  Since  tlic  days  of  the  wooden 
horse,  has  any  present  ever  come  forward  in  a  more  ques- 
tionable shape?  And  this  kind  aid  comes  on  the  eve  of  a 
life  and  death  contest  between  the  giver  and  receiver! 
Some  have  said  this  push  for  a  new  charter  is  not  a  party 
measure,  but  thus  fiu-  it  has  been  characterized  by  every  cir- 
cumstance tltat  defines  a  party  measure;  and  this  determi- 
nation to  carry  it  through,  without  a  reference  to  the  admi- 
nistration, seems  to  complete  the  evidence  of  that  character. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  in  high  party  times,  when  a  motion 
was  nuule  to  refer  from  Cungress  to  the  Secretaries,  the 
democratic  party  resisted  it,  and  he  had  never  heard  of  a 
similar  motion  since. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  B.'s  motion,  and 
decided  as  follows: 

TEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dudley,  Elfis,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hill,  Kaae,  Troup,  White.—lO. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King,  Knight, 
llangiuD,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tyler, 
WaggMnan,  Webster,  Wilkins — ST. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill 
for  a  third  reading, 

Mr.  WHITE  rose  to  give  his  views  in  opposition  to  the 
bill{  when 

Mr.  GRUNDY  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn; 
•nd  it  being  understood  that  no  further  amendments  were 
to  be  offered. 

The  Senate,  at  20  minutes  before  6  o'clock, 

Adjourned.  

Thcrsdat,  Jusb  7. 
COLONIAL  TRADE. 
Mr.  FORSYTH  inquired  of  Mr.  Sfiiaocx  if  he  proposed 
to  call  up  die  resolutions  he  bad  offered  on  the  subject  of 
the  eolonial  trade. 


Mr.  SPRAGUE,  in  reply,  referred  to  the  ansver  hr 
had  given  a  few  days  since  to  Mr.  Smith,  that  he  lad 
himself  occupied  as  much  time  on  the  subject  ss  be  bid  a 
right  to  ask,  but  that,  if  any  other  gentleman  desredu 
a£lress  the  Senate,  he  was  very  willing  to  give  lum  tbeo]>- 
portunity,  and  would  call  up  his  resolutions. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  stated  that  he  had  not  been  in  tiie  Seute 
when  that  conversation  took  place.  He  expressed  bis  satis- 
faction with  the  reply. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Tlie  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  modify  and  eos- 
tinue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Buii 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Tennessee,  rose,  and  addresKd  thr 
Senate  at  great  length.  He  expressed  himself  aa  nMdi 
pleased  with  the  manner  in  which  this  important  topic  hib 
been  discussed  throughout  the  period  it  had  been  befon 
the  Senate — in  a  manner  that  showed  that  no  party  had 
struggled  for  victory,  but  each  and  all  for  the  public  gwd. 
It  was  bis  object  to  speak  his  sentiments  on  the  wbiect; 
the  trust  he  filled  required  it  at  his  hands.  He  wovldla; 
before  the  Senate  what  his  opinions  were,  and,  ui  doing  to, 
he  hoped  he  would  not  interrupt  the  feeUng  which  had 
so  far  prevailed.  His  opinion  was  adverse  to  the  bill  on 
the  table.  In  the  view  that  he  had  taken  of  the  wtject, 
he  thougfht  that,  of  all  people  who  could  be  presumed 
capable  of  carrying  on  banking  bumness,  sod  would  ad- 
vance their  claims  for  the  franchise,  the  present  at- 
poration  ought  to  be  among  the  last  whose-  cUums  toiH 
be  received.  He  held  that  Government,  neverttieka, 
were  strictly  bound  to  fulfil  eveiy  engagement  with  them 
to  the  letter,  according  to  the  original  charter;  but,  domj 
this,  they  would  owe  the  bank  no  obligation  whate»CT, 
no  gratitude  or  debt.  When  the  original  proposition  «J 
made  by  Gorermnent  to  create  a  bank,  they  had  no  indi- 
vidual interests  to  look  to :  it  was  open  to  aH  the  country  wt» 
chose  to  subscribe;  and  such  portion  of  the  public  as  fA 
ed  to  do  so,  the  fault  rested  with  themselves;  they  had  ne 
cause  so  far  for  complaint;  they  could  not  chsj^  an; 
violation  of  their  rights.  But  let  us  suppose  we  are  no* 
about  to  create  a  substitute  for  the  bank  of  1816.  Do  vc 
give  the  public  the  same  right,  or  are  we  not  excluding 
them  by  the  present  measure?  If  we  were  called  on  to 
designate  what  portion  of  the  public  should  not  be  audio- 
rized  to  subscribe,  if  any  were  to  be  excluded,  it  shooW 
be  those  individuals  alone  that  should  be  excepted,  vIk^ 
for  twenty  years,  had  the  monopoly  from  which  the  rt< 
of  the  public  were  shut  out.  Such  should  be  the  case  » 
regarded  even  those  who  are  our  own  citizens;  hoir  nrael 
more  strongly,  then,  should  it  apply  to  fijreignen,  »b« 
held  no  less  than  eight  millions  of  tnat  stock  ?  And  it  v» 
the  opinion  of  many  that  more  tluin  this  was  held  by  then, 
probably  in  others'  names.  He  would  not  say  that,  if  « 
were  to  organize  a  new  bank,  they  should  be  excluded; 
but  he  could  not  see  why  foreigners  now  coneetned 
in  the  bank  should  have  the  preference  over  ourowndn- 
zens.  Would  it  be  Asserted  that  those  foreign  opitaB* 
invested  their  money  for  the  benefit  of  the  conntry'  N« 
such  thing.  They  had  done  so  because  they  knew  it  »as 
a  safe  investment,  and  it  served  their  own  interests.  Lei 
us  then,  sir,  discharge  faithfully  all  the  rights  bekxig;!*; 
to  them,  but  get  rid  of  thetn,  and  give  the  preference  » 
otu-  own  citizens.  Perhaps  it  would  be  said  that  wenww 
not  find  a  sufficient  mimber  of  capitalists  within  ouraebw- 
Surely,  surely,  said  Mr.  W.,  it  would  be  found  we  W 
enough,  and  to  spare,  to  come  forward  and  take  the 
stock.  It  was  his  opinion  we  had  numbers  of  ataemtai^ 
ing  capital  they  knew  not  how  to  invest;  and  it  would  be 
recollected  the  different  channels  in  which  "'"''*?''*!*!* 
employed,*  from  the  commencement  of  the  Ustwsr— **■• 
in  various  commerce,  till  the  restoration  of  peace,  sad  tltt 
period  which  succeeded.     AfVer  the  peace  itcooU  BOt««  | 
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be  employed;  it  was  necessary  to  seek  another  channel, 
in  vhich  it  might  prove  equally  productive.  It  was  in- 
rested  in  manufacturing  establiahroents,  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, out  of  this  bad  grown  up  the  tariiT.  With  capitalists 
■who  had  thus  invested  tlieir  money,  the  cry,  consequently, 
w-as,  "  our  capital  is  invested  in  manufactures;  if  you  do  not 
g^-re  us  protrction,  we  lose  our  all,  we  are  ruined,  the  na- 
tion will  be  ruined."  And  tlie  same  process  of  investment 
was  daily  going  on;  and  does  this  show  any  want  of  capital' 
He  was  confident  there  was  abundance  of  capital,  which 
would  be  invested  in  banking  business  if  the  opportunity 
ofifered,  and  if  it  could  be  so  done  at  six  or  seven  percent. 

Mr.  W.  expressed  himself  as  radically  opposed  to  the 
United  States  holding  any  stock  as  stockholders  in  the 
bank.  He  would  prefer  that  Government  should  not 
poasess  a  single  dollar  in  it;  that  it  should  be  left  to  the 
operation  of  private  individuals  alone.  The  United  States 
heldbutasmiall  portion  of  the  capital — but  seven  millions 
out  of  the  thirty-five;  and  for  the  Governnient  to  be  in 
partneTship  with  its  own  citizens,  he  considered  to  be  a 
violation  of  the  fimdamental  principles  of  tlie  constitution; 
for  thus  GovernmeHt  was  giving  its  aid, through  its  partner- 
^up,  to  the  private  individuals  thus  associated  with  them — 
operating  as  a  monopoly  in  favor  of  one  part  of  its  citizens 
against  another.  In  this  respect,  he  held  that  tlie  old 
charter  was  radically  wrong. 

What  was  the  reason  given  by  the  friends  of  the  mea- 
sure for  the  recliarter?  Tnat  the  bank  had  extensive  busi- 
ness in  operation;  that  many  years  would  be  required  to 
wind  it  up;  and  that  it  was  necessary,  for  the  public  inte- 
rest, to  recbarter  the  same  corporation.  Now,  he  held 
that^  if  the  present  charter  were  allowed  to"  expire,  the 
affairs  of  the  country  would  suffer  nothing,  but  go  on  as 
veil  at  the  moment  of  its  expiration.  Again:  tliat,  being 
ao  long  in  operation,  having  brought  its  dealings  to  a  re- 
gular system,  it  would  be  unfiur  now  to  do  away  with  it. 
But  if  this  ar^ment  be  good  for  any  thing,  at  tlie  end  of 
fifteen  years  it  will  be  so  much  stronger;  it  will  then  have 
a  thirty-five  years'  claim;  now  it  hu  but  twenty.  The 
argument,  with  him,  [Mr.  W.]  had  no  weight.  It  only 
showed  tliey  had  acted  wrong  at  the  beginning,  in  grant- 
ing so  long  a  charter. 

It  was  contended  that  they  bad  chums  for  the  benefiu 
they  conferred  on  the  Government  and  the  country  by 
tlieir  agency.  But  the  very  name  of  having  tlie  Govern- 
ment as  partners  was  more  than  tantamount  to  all  the  acts 
they  conferred.  From  this,  alone,  they  had  the  best  of 
the  bargain;  andtliey  only  did  what  any  other  banking  es- 
tablishment would  be  gUd  to  be  allowed  to  do.  They 
had  the  use  of  the  Government  money,  deposited  with 
them  as  it  was  collected,  till  ag<iin  called  on  to  pay  it  out. 
They  were  able  to  calculate  the  average  of  their  depo- 
sites  monthly;  thence  to  make  use  of  it,  as  so  much  of 
their  own  capital,  as  the  medium  of  exchanges — to  draw 
and  redraw  on  this  amount.  Their  paying  all  tlie  pen- 
sions was  mentioned  as  an  important  service  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Skitb.]  But  they  only  paid  out 
the  money  deposited  with  them;  and  any  other  bank 
would  do  the  8;ime  thing  on  the  same  terms.  They  had 
now,  since  1816,  the  use  of  all  these  current  deposites. 
It  could  not  well  be  calculated  their  average  amount;  but, 
for  a  few  years,  they  might  be  assumed  as  equal  to  eight 
millions  yearly.  On  this,  knowing  how  much  they  could 
rely  on  as  generally  in  tlieir  possession,  they  were  able  to 
issue  notes  far  beyond  their  capital.  They  were  able  to 
calculate  on  it,  with  certainty,  as  equal  to  their  own  stock, 
and  to  do  business  to  double  their  capital;  for,  if  even  they 
exceeded  their  limits,  they  knew  that  so  many  notes  would 
not  return  on  them  at  the  same  time  as  to  inconvenience 
them.  And  for  this  were  their  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment an  equivalent?  If  they  were  to  make  s  return  to  tlie 
United  States  of  one-half  of  the  interest  thus  made  on  its 
own  money,  it  would  be  but  a  moderate  compensation. 


That  such  an  enactment  was  not  in  the  original  charter, 
he  thought,  was  a  £iult.  It  was  also  a  fault  in  the  present 
one;  for  it  was  his  opinion,  when  the  sum  in  their  hands 
equalled  a  million,  the  United  States  were  entitled  to  an 
equivalent;  and  this  deficiency  in  tlie  bill  under  considera- 
tion was  with  him  a  solid  objection  to  it. 

This  company  had  now  been  doing  business  for  sixteen 
years.  It  extended  o%'er  the  Union.  Its  ramifications 
were  every  where  spread;  and  it  was  now  necessary  to 
take  some  steps  to  ascertain  whether  that  business  was  or 
was  not  safe.  All  the  world  knew  what  the  difference 
was  between  giving  out  and  receiving  back.  Who  could 
telj  what  the  operations  of  tlie  bank  were — its  discounts, 
or  its  debts?  It  was  necessary,  for  itself,  that  a  final  day 
of  settlement  should  come:  till  then,  it  could  nut  be  ascer- 
tained whether  its  debts  were  bad  or  good.  The  bank 
ought  to  desire  it,  in  order  to  know  the  state  of  their 
aff»irs.  He  would  appeal  to  the  man  of  business,  if  he,  at 
certain  periods,  did  not  find  it  necessary  to  bring  his  books 
to  a  close,  to  know  the  true  state  of  his  affiiirs.  Many 
prudent  men  thought  it  wise  to  even  change  the  name  of 
their  firms — to  open  new  accounts,  (dealing  honorably 
with  the  old,)  in  order  to  reject,  in  the  new  firm,  what 
they  knew,  by  past  experience,  were  unsafe.  If  it  were 
necessary  for  pnvate  individuals  thus  to  act,  how  much 
more  was  it  incumbent  on  those  who  transacted  business 
with  the  whole  country.  No  one,  no  matter  how  honest 
soever  the  managers  or  those  concerned  in  the  bank 
might  be,  could  tell,  till  its  affairs  were  finally  wound  up, 
how  safe  the  United  States  were  in  entrusting  it  with 
their  business. 

The  bank  had,  say,  several  millions  in  specie  in  its  vaults; 
the  engagements  of  otbe^  banks,  and  the  paper  on  dis- 
count of  individuals,  enough  probably,  as  honest  men,  to 
pay  all  their  own  engagements:  but  could  the  Govern- 
ment, as  stockholders,  say  how  much  of  this  paper  was 
good,  till  finally  paid?  This,  with  him,  [Mr.  W.]  would 
be  a  strong  reason  against  renewing  the  charter  at  the 
present  time.  Even  if  Congress  were  disposed  to  act  af- 
terwards in  its  favor,  they  should  allow  its  operations  to 
be  suspended  fur  a  time.  But  to  renew  it  at  the  present 
period,  when  it  had  four  years  to  run,  and  it  miglit  be 
said  two  years  more  to  wind  up  its  affairs,  was  particu- 
larly objectionable.  Was  it  des'urable  to  do  so  now?  Who 
could  tell  what  the  state  of  its  affairs  would  be  at  the  ex- 
piration of  three  years,  or  the  course  of  dealing  between 
It  and  the  United  States?  In  this  period  much  additional 
light  might  be  acquired;  and  were  we  to  deprive  ourselves 
of  this  by  rechartering  so  longin  anticipation?  If  the  bank 
were  not  thus  assured  of  a  new  charter,  the  wi«diiig  up 
of  their  affiiirs  would  commence,  and  the  public  would  see 
their  way. 

He  had  always  understood  that  the  purpose  of  the  bank 
was  to  do  real  business,  on  bona  Jide  paper,  and  not  on 
paper  of  mere  accommodation.  The  only  reason  given, 
as  far  as  he  had  heard,  for  this  early  decision  on  a  rechar- 
ter,  was  tliat  of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dii- 
lAs,]  tliat  it  was  necessary  to  have  so  long  to  wind  up  the 
affairs  of  the  bank.  But  if  the  engagements  due  to  the 
bank  were  real  business  transactions,  every  man  who  had 
a  bill  coming  due,  knew  the  precise  time  when  it  would 
occur,  and  would  be  prepared  to  pay  it  on  the  day.  If 
such  were  the  business  transactions  of  the  bank,  he  saw 
not  why  they  should  feel  difficulty  in  winding  up  their  ac- 
counts at  any  time,  nor  why  they  should  ask  for  years  to 
do  so.  Mr.  W.  proceeded  to  argue  that,  if  the  bank 
were  doing  accommodation  business,  it  was  only  an  Injury 
to  the  nation,  and  we  would  be  better  without  it.  Ac- 
commodation, inducing  a  man  to  engage  in  business  beyond 
his  means,  in  the  end,  was  always  a  real  loss,  both  to  him- 
self and  to  the  public.  It  would  be  seen,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  charter,  if  not  thus  prevented  by  the  renewal, 
whether  the  bank  was  doing  a  real  business  or  not;  and 
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this,  with  him,  was  also  a  great  objection  to  the  present 
renewal.  The'.r  difficulty  in  winding  up,  it  was  to  be 
feared,  was  owing  to  the  extent  of  their  accommodation 
paper;  notes  were  not  paid  when  due,  and  were  lifted 
and  continued  by  substituting  other  paper. 

We  had  some  specifications  of  the  bank  transactions  in 
the  reports  of  the  other  House.  They  might  be  called 
common  business  transactions.  He  would  not  say  there 
was  any  breach  of  moral  rule;  yet,  to  him  it  appears  ex 
traordinary,  their  lending  money  to  be  paid  in  instui 
ments;  some  of  those  instalments  not  falling  due  for  six 
months  ai\er  the  expiration  of  their  charter;  in  one  in 
■tance,  to  the  amount  of  twenty.five  thousand  dolliirs  to 
one  individuat.  It  could  not  be  known  how  many  of  such 
transactions  they  were  engaged  in;  every  day  would  give 
more  time  to  throw  more  light  on  it. 

Domestic  bills  of  exchange  were  atiother  subject  of  im 
portance.  It  would  appear,  from  their  own  statements, 
that  their  transactions  in  this  species  of  business  were  ex- 
tensive.  In  April,  1831,  tlu-y  were  upwards  of  fourteen 
million  seven  hundred  thousand  dollars;  in  April,  1833, 
more  than  fourteen  million  eight  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. It  was  strange  to  him  if  all  th's  could  be  real  busi 
ness  paper.  Much  of  it,  it  was  to  be  found,  was  accom- 
modation paper,  of  little  value,  under  the  form  of  bills  of 
exchange.  Ifso,  in  the  end  it  would  prove  ruinous  to  the 
people,  and  to  the  bank  itself.  How  stood  the  case  in 
respect  to  accommmlation?  He  knew  its  operation  in  his 
own  State;  probably  similar  elsewhere.  A  man  has  no 
capital;  he  does  not  choose  to  apply  himself  to  industrious 
habits — ^to  work;  he  can  get  accommodation  at  the  bank 
to  enter  into  business,  provided  he  can  obtain  endorsers. 
He  gets  endorsers;  and  to  them,  for  thus  guarantying  him, 
he  gives  two  per  cent.;  he  pays  the  bank  for  its  discount 
*ix  per  cent.  At  the  end  of  six  months  he  has  to  do  the 
tame.  He  still  wants  money  to  pay  off  this;  he  must  have 
recourse  to  the  medium  of  some  respectable  house  in  New 
Orleans  to  accept  his  drafts;  this  commission  house  must 
be  paid;  so  must  the  endorsers;  so  must  the  bank.  He 
agun  goes  through  the  same  process.  The  commission 
bouse  is  to  be  taken  care  of — he  wishes  to  keep  his  cre- 
dit— goes  into  the  country  to  purchase  produce  for  the 
New  Orleans  market — it  is  shipped— he  <lraws  oti  New 
Orleans.  These  are  drafts  in  return;  and  as  the  bank  will 
not  act  for  nothing,  it  charges  six  per  cent,  exchange 
both  ways.  With  these  and  other  charges  heaped  upon 
it,  it  would  be  a  miracle  if  the  produce  thus  exported 
left  any  thing  for  the  dealer.  In  the  end,  he  is  unable  to 
go  on  longer.  He  brings  ruin  on  himself,  and  injures 
those  with  whom  he  has  originally  traded.  Much  of  this 
exchange  business,  to  which  he  had  alluded,  he  [Mr.  W.] 
feared,  was  of  this  stamp.  The  same  applied  to  those  en- 
gaged in  agriculliirul  pursuits.  If  tlie  farmer  made  use 
of  the  facilities  thus  held  out  to  him,  in  anticipation  of  the 
sale  of  his  crop,  his  crop  pn.b  ibly,  as  was  frequently  the 
case,  turned  out  a  failure — he  was  tims  involved  in  debt. 
He  had,  to  be  sure,  the  honor  of  dealing  with  the  bank, 
and,  in  the  end,  to  seek  for  himself  a  new  shelter  and 
another  home.  Of  all  modes  to  render  men  useless  to 
their  country,  who  might  otherwise  remain  solvent  and 
valuable  citizens,  this  of  putting  the  debtor  to  new  sacri- 
fices, which  followed  accommodations  as  a  matter  of 
course,  was  the  readiest  of  all. 

It  was  a  delicate  affair,  Mr.  W.  admitted,  to  interfere 
with  the  charter  when  granted;  but  who  on  that  floor, 
he  asked,  if  di.sclosures  in  the  interim  should  be  made, 
that  would  not  regret  his  vote  for  a  recharter  thus  in  ad- 
vance? If  disclosures  should  hereafter  be  made  of  its 
injurious  tendency,  where  was  the  remedy  *  Or,  would 
any  one  say,  in  such  a  case,  that  it  was  not  repealable  like 
any  other  act  of  Coiig^i'ess?  While  he  agreed  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dallas,]  that 
the  maladministration   of  individuals  in  any  office    was 


not  the  faidt  of  the  office  or  institution  itself,  he  denifd 
the  analogy;  for,  where  there  was  mala<lmiiiistr»tioii,  it 
was  a  duty,  at  least,  to  remove  the  persons  wim  abused 
the  trust,  to  substitute  another  body  in  their  place.  Vu 
it  wise  or  just  to  give  up  all  control  over  this  corporatioa 
so  long  in  advance.'  If  we  now  renew  the  charter,  »e 
put  them  beyond  our  power  for  nineteen  years.  W»s  not 
this  too  long?  It  was  a  settled  principle,  sacred  in  allour 
institutions,  the  judiciary,  fi-omits  particular  nature,  tlonc 
excepted,  to  have  frequent  recurrence  to  the  will  of  the 
people,  to  defiver  up  to  them  the  trusts  delegated;  here 
we  give  assurance  to  the  bank  that  it  shall  be  exempt; 
and,  than  this  abandonment  of  principle  in  its  fivor, 
what  can  be  worse'  Tlie  conduct  of  this  cnrpontion 
bad  been  spoken  of,  he  thought,  too  highly;  gentlcTOB 
were  too  liberal  in  their  praises,  if  its  former  tmiiwct'ionj 
were  to  be  referred  to.  Than  of  this  corporation,  the 
affairs  of  none  other  had  been  so  badly  conducted  it  itj 
commencement.  Nothing  could  be  worse  until  Congrta 
was  forced  to  institute  an  inquiry,  to  change  and  botttr 
their  mo<le  of  proceeding.  Their  chairmen,  committeti, 
directors,  and  all,  had  been  bankrupt,  and  were  onl;lhiii 
saved,  as  well  by  the  after  man.igement  of  Mr.  Cheie^ 
whose  ability,  high  and  honorable  character,  and  dir«- 
tion  saved  the  credit  of  the  country,  and  preiented  the 
bank  from  utter  destruction.  He  might  grant  that  for 
the  last  fifteen  years  it  had  been  well  conducted;  but  srtijt 
security  had  we  that  it  should  continue  so?  For  the  di- 
rection might  be  changed  at  any  time;  though  the  present 
managers  might  be  discreet  and  honest,  their  siicceason 
might  not;  it  was  alwayssafest  to  leave  nothing  to  contingen- 
cies, and  it  behooved  us,  in  doing  justice  to  the  corponn:(in, 
to  lakecare  also  that  the  community  shouldiiot  be  sufTcrcrs. 

Mr.  W.  then   alluded  to  the   system  of  branch  dmfti 
which  had  got  into  practice.    In  chartering  the  bank,  tlie 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  preserve  a  certain  stini 
ard  and  uniformity  in  the  currency.     By  means  of  bnnch 
.drafts,   this  object  was  defeated,  the   charter  evado), 
and  notes  put  into  circulation  without  the  s'gnature  of  the 
president.   Before  this  bank  was  incorporated,  twodifficul- 
ties  were  of  frequent  occurrence;  the  public  could  neter 
be  certain  what  notes  of  that  day  were  genuine,  or  whit 
were  spurious.     To  remedy  this,  local  issues  without  the 
president's  signature,  under  a  certain  amount,  were  pro- 
hibited; but,  in  lieu  of  notes  under  fifty  dollars,  they  had 
put  into  circulation  those  branch  orders  of  sniail  amount 
It  was  contended  that  this  practice  was  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  multiplication  of  branches,  in  order  to  meet 
the  demand;  but  when  called  on  for  any  sum  nnderfiftf 
dollars,  they  had  it  in  their  power,  had  it'bcen  theirobject, 
to  give  the  person  applying  specie;  and  specie  les.  tliu 
fifty  dollars  would  have  been  no  g^eat  inctimbrance  to  jn; 
one,  it  was  to  be  supposed.    The  fact  of  their  having beea 
refused  this  privilege,  when  they  had,  on  two  ocotioM, 
applied  for  leave  to  have  special  officers  appointed  »iti 
liberty  to  sign  such  notes,  and  the  advice  of  coumd 
against  its  legality,   left  them  no  room  to  doubt  on  tl« 
subject;  an<l,  with  such  knowledge  before  them,  their  j 
following  it  up  was  decidedly  an  evasion  of  their  charter. 
Therefore,   he  contended,  those  who  had  thus  evaded  iti 
enactments,  should  not  be  trusted  with  its  renewal.  After 
some  further  remarks  on  the  effects  of  these  branch  orden 
in  drawing  the  money  from  the  Western  States,  and  tnn» 
ferring  it  to  the  Eastern,  and  its  operation  in  exIiaustinydK 
specie,  and,  in  lieu,  creating  a  paper  currency  in  the  We<( 
Mr.  W.,  having  spoken  two  hours,  guve  way,  without  hif- 
ing  concluded,  to  a  motion  by  Mr.  GHUNUT  to  adjo"™- 

The  Senate  then  adjournctl. 

Fbidat,  JtrifE  8. 

ALEXANDRIA  AQUEDUCT. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  presented  a  memorial  fi^m  the  citi- 
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zeiis  of  Georgetown  against  the  bill  pending  to  aid  the 
Alexandria  Canal  Company. 

A  motion  was  made  to  print  the  memorial,  which  was  opl 
poKd  by  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  as  having  no  other  object  but 
to  delay  the  action  of  the  Senate  on  the  bill. 

Mi.  WEBSTER  stated  (bat  this  was  an  ungracious 
attempt  to  defeat  a  measure  for  the  interests  of  Alexan- 
dria, which  bad  been  the  most  abstemious  of  all  tiie 
cities  in  the  District  in  her  demands  on  the  General  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  FKELINGHUYSEN,  although  entertaining  simi- 
lar views  as  to  the  ill-timed  character  of  this  application, 
thougtit  tlie  printing  an  act  of  courtesy  not  to  be  denied. 

Mr.  FOOT  expressed  regret  that  whenever  apphcatioiis 
wer«  made  from  any  part  of  this  District  for  aid  from  tlie 
Government,  there  was  always  some  opposing  interest  in- 
terposing itself  to  erabarraas  the  legislation  of  Congress. 

The  printing  of  (he  memorial  was  advocated  by  Mr. 
UARCY  and  Mr.  FORSYTH. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  stated  that  the  project  of  a  free 
bridge  on  the  pillars  of  the  aqueduct,  proposed  by  tlie 
meniorial,  originated  with  Alexandria;  and  that  Alexan- 
dria, at  one  time,  proposed  a  co-operation  with  George- 
town to  accomplish  it,  which  was  refused  by  Georgetown. 

Mr.  CLAV  defended  Georgetown  against  tlie  imputa- 
tion Uirown  out  in  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia.  He  was  in  favor  of  the  aqueduct,  of  the  free 
bridf^  also,  and  of  the  printing  of  the  memorial.  He 
thought  the  bill  for  tlie  aqueduct  might  be  uken  up  and 
passed  to-morrow. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  withdrew  bis  opposition  to  the 
printing. 

Mr.  MANGUM  wished  the  two  subjects  to  be  discon- 
nected, andtn  be  taken  up  in  separate  bills. 

ktr.  CLAYTON  expressed  a  hope  that  the  bill  for  the 
benefit  of  Alexandria  would  be  taken  up  and  passed)  and 
that  tile  memorial  from  Georgetown  should  also  receive 
its  proper  attention.  But  if  (he  bill  were  now  postponed, 
be  apprehended  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  pass  it  this 
session.  He  gave  the  reasons  which  would  influence  him 
aaa  member  of  the  District  Committee  to  give  every  at- 
tention to  the  wishes  of  Georgtrtown,  but  without  pre- 
judice to  the  interests  of  Alexandria. 

The  memorial  was  tlien  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the  table 
and  printed. 

PRESIDENT'S  FAG  SIMILE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  then  proceeded  to 
consider  tlie  bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  Recorder  of  the 
Land  Office,  and  prescribing  the  manner  in  which  patents 
shall  be  issued. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Foa- 
■TTH  to  strike  out  the  whnlt  bill  aAer  the  enacting  words, 
and  to  insert  an  authority  to  use  a  fac  simile  of  the  Presi- 
dent's signature,  and  the  employment  of  a  private  secre- 
tary of  the  President,  to  be  employed  in  its  use, 

Mr.  POINDEX'I'ER  moved  (o  amend  the  amendment, 
by  introducing  the  words  "for  the  time  being"  after  (he 
words  '•  President  of  the  United  Statesj"  and  by  adding 
a  provision  that  each  President,  at  the  end  of  his  term  of 
service,  shall  cause  the  fac  simile  to  be  destroyed. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  accepted  the  amendment. 

The  change  of  system  was  advocated  by  Mr.  CLAY, 
who  said  that  by  the  present  mode  an  unreasonable  amount 
of  mechanical  labor  was  imposed  on  the  Chief  Magistrate, 
interfering  with  duties  of  an  intellectual  cl|aracter.  He 
wished  the  friends  of  the  administration  to  settle  the 
mode  among  themselves,  and  pledged  himselfon  this  ques- 
tion to  support  the  administration  witli  all  possible  zeal. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  opposed  the  principle  of  substitut- 
ing any  other  signature  to  transfers  of  the  public  domain, 
than  that  of  the  President  himself.  He  preferred  the 
adoDtion  of  a  fac  simile. 


«  was  stated  by  Mr.  KING  and  Mr.  FORSYTH  that 
there  were  near  (en  (housand  land  patents  lying  before 
the  President,  wailing  fur  his  signature,  and  forty  thou- 
sand others  were  prepared. 

Mr.  E  WING  preferred  the  fac  simile  mode  to  the  other. 

The  amendment  was  opposed  by  Mr.  BIBB,  who  stated 
that  he  never  would  authorize  a  Chief  Magistrate,  on  the 
pretence  that  he  liad  not  time  to  sign  his  name,  to  have  a 
tiic  simile  made  of  his  own  name. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  FORSYTH  was  then  agreed 
to — yeas  21,  nays  20. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  modify  and  con* 
tinuc  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  WHITE  resiuned  the  observations  in  opposition 
to  the  bill  which  he  commenced  yesterday.  He  con- 
tended that  the  charter  gave  to  tlie  bank  almost  unlimited 
potters  in  the  establishment  of  branches  in  any  of  the 
States  or  Territories  of  the  Union.  He  looked  at  the 
amount  of  pruhts  which  the  bank  would  make  by  a  branch 
in  Tennessee,  where  there  were  very  few  stockholders; 
and  consequently  there  would  be  a  drain  of  the  specie 
from  that  agricultural  section,  for  the  benefit  of  disuiit, 
and,  in  a  great  proportion,  foreign  stockholders.  Such 
a  drain  he  considered  as  injurious,  not  to  say  ruinous. 
They  who  furnish  these  profits  are  to  have  as  aconsidera- 
tiuu  nothing  more  tlian  a  slender  chance  of  borrowing 
sometimes  a  little  capital,  on  accommodation.  In  the  end, 
this  accommodation  IS  mischievous;  and  farmers  who  resort 
to  it  soon  borrow  themselves  out  of  house  and  out  of 
liomc.  On  tills  ground,  therefore,  he  objected  to  the 
bank  as  impovensiung  tlie  country. 

He  preferred  Sute  banks,  in  which  the  holders  of 
stock  were  citizens,  to  any  of  these  branches. 

A  stronger  objection  was,  that,  in  consequence  of  its 
large  capital,  and  its  great  money  influence,  it  woull 
have  the  power  of  drawing  (o  itself  all  tlic  active  capital 
which  ought  to  be  distributed  among  local  institutions. 
The  efl'ect  would  be  to  put  down  those  institutions,  a* 
every  man  of  capital  will  desire  to  connect  himself  with 
(his  bank.  Nut  only  without  the  consent,  but  contrary  to 
the  consent  of  the  Mates,  the  principal  directors  have  the 
power  (o  establish  branches  where  tliey  please.  Who 
elects  the  officers?  The  principal  bank  puts  in  and 
changes  the  officers,  at  its  pleasure.  He  objected  to  plac- 
ing too  much  confidence  in  (he  bank,  and  looked  at  the 
possibility  of  the  influence  of  this  institution  being  di- 
rected to  the  election  of  such  Senators  and  Representa- 
tives, State  and  federal,  as  may  be  iiivorable  to  its  pur- 
poses. When  the  board  of  principal  stockholders  have 
determined  on  a  particular  object,  they  have  only  to  com- 
municate their  views  to  the  branch  directors.  In  tliis 
way,  they  could  always  operate  to  secure  a  renewal,  or  a 
modification  cf  their  charter.  The  branches,  a<:quainted 
with  the  object  of  the  parent  bank,  would  induce  their 
customers,  by  the  promise  of  greater  accommodation  in  tlie 
event  of  some  modifications  being  obtained,  and  a  with- 
drawal of  a  part,  if  they  should  not  be  obtained,  to  give 
their  votes  for  persons  who  would  aid  in  the  attainment 
of  such  modifications.  He  (hd  not  believe  that  such  a 
power  could  be  resisted.  He  could  not  see  the  extent 
of  evil  which  m.ght  be  tlie  result  of  the  efforts  of  an  or- 
ganized corps  oi  men,  four  of  whom  ihay  be  sufficient  to 
act,  speaking  the  same  language  in  every  hole  and  cor- 
ner of  the  Union.  It  was  just  as  well  to  give  the  direc- 
tors the  kind  of  charter  they  require,  because  they  will 
have  the  power  to  modify  their  charter  whenever  tliey 
please. 

But  the  power  of  the  bank  might  also  be  applied  to  po- 
'  litical  purposes;  and  might  be  applied  with  a  force  which 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1055 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1056 


SXICATX.] 


Bank  of  the  Umted  States. 


[JcxB  8, 1832. 


would  be  found  to  be  irresistible.  His  apprehensions  had 
always  been  alive  to  the  contingency  that  this  great  mo- 
ney power  would  connect  its^f  with  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, and  regulate  the  election  of  Chief  Magistrate. 
Whoever  lived  long  enough  would  see  that  this  institution 
and  the  Executive  would  go  together  on  all  questions  of 
magnitude;  and  whenever  the  next  election  should  be 
over,  whether  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  should  be  put 
in  or  put  out,  we  shall  never  again  hear  any  President 
speaking  in  opposition  to  the  will  of  the  bank.  In  case  of 
war,  there  would  be  found  difficulty  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  in  obtaining  loans  from  this  bank;  and  as  the 
local  banks  would  be  all  destroyed,  the  operations  of  the 
Government  might  be  greatly  embarrassed.  In  the  last 
war,  supposing  that  the  directors  of  a  bank  of  this  inSu 
ence  had  entertained  the  opinion  that  the  war  was  an  \m 
righteous  one,  and  would  not  have  contributed  to  carry  it 
on,  what  embarrassments  would  not  have  ensued?  The 
bank  would  have  power,  therefore,  to  compel  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  peace  or  war,  at  its  will.  The  bank, 
having  the  control  of  the  whole  circulating  medium  of  the 
country,  can  work  any  results  which  they  please.  They 
can  influence  the  value  of  property  every  where,  and 
change  it  to  any  hands  which  they  choose  Ip  favor.  The 
bank  can  also  regulate  tlie  rate  of  foreigh  and  domestic 
exchange,  and  can  elevate  or  depress  it,  as  circumstances 
may  render  it  profitable  or  desirable  for  them  to  do  so. 
He  adverted  to  the  influence  which  the  foreign  stockhold 
ers  might  have  in  a  war  with  Great  Britain,  in  preventing 
any  efficiency  on  the  part  of  our  Government.  He  held 
that  tliere  was  no  security  in  the  reflection  that  the  bank 
had  hitherto  done  well. 

He  further  stated  that  he  still  retuned  all  his  constitu. 
tional  objections  to  the  delegation  of  these  important  pow- 
ers to  any  individual  corporation.  It  was  a  power  which 
had  been  invariably  contested  since  the  year  1791,  when 
it  was  first  made  a  vexed  question.  It  was  then  contested 
before  the  President,  when  the  cabinet  was  divided,  two 
and  two,  when  he  signed  the  bill.  The  lights  which  had 
been  subsequently  shed  on  the  subject,  were  conclusive, 
in  bis  mind,  as  to  the  propriety  with  which  the  constitu- 
tional power  to  incorporate  a  bank  had  been  contested. 
He  looked  at  the  various  powers  expressed  in  the  constitu- 
tion out  of  which  this  power  had  been  derived,  and  denied 
that  any  of  those  powers  had  warranted  such  derivation. 

He  argued  that  the  framers  of  the  constitution  did  not 
give  any  such  power,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  ef- 
fect any  of  the  great  powers  given  by  the  constitution; 
and  tiiat  the  moment  such  power  was  assumed,  the  power 
was  assumed  to  make  an  individual  take  the  notes  of  any 
corporation  the  Government  may  create.  He  denied  that, 
in  the  event  of  another  war,  this  bank  could  continue  to 
be  a  specie-paying  bank.  The  war  disturbed  the  curren- 
cy; money  was  necessary  for  the  army  and  navy.  The 
banks  could  not  supply  it  without  suspending  specie  pay- 
ments; but  it  was  considered  patriotic  to  incur  tiiis  con- 
sequence, for  the  benefit  of  the  country;  and  they  who 
refused  to  incur,  made  themselves  liable  to  the  suspicion 
that  they  did  not  desire  to  see  the  war  brought  to  a  suc- 
cessful termination.  This  state  of  things  was  brought 
about  with  the  connivance,  nay,  the  approbation  of  the  (Go- 
vernment; and  it  was  to  reme<ly  an  evil  brought  about  with 
the  encouragement  of  the  Government  tliat  the  United 
States'  Bank  was  established.  It  was  to  restore  the  sound- 
ness of  the  currency,  which  was  disturbed  by  the  war. 

He  referred  to  the  inefficiency  of  the  bank,  when  in  the 
quasi  war  with  France,  in  1798,  1799,  a  loan  was  obtained 
from  individuals  at  eight  per  cent.  The  bank  was  at  that 
time  in  existence,  but  it  did  not  give  any  aid  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Government.  In  the  event  of  a  war,  when 
these  notes  were  offered,  the  people  would  call  to  mind 
the  continental  money,  and  would  immediately  take  the 
notes  to  the  bank,  and  get  thc-m  exchanged  for  hard  mo- 


ney; and  as  the  amount  of  specie  in  the  vaults  was  not  nf- 
ficient  to  meet  ail  the  notes,  the  bank  would  cease  to  be 
specie-paying. 

In  peace  the  Government  could  have  every  requiau 
facility  for  the  collection  and  safe  keeping  of  the  reremic 
by  the  State  banks.  There  was  no  com|>laint  of  tboc 
banks  until  the  war.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  assertii^ 
that  these  local  institutions  would  be  sufficient  for  all  the 
purposes  of  the  Government. 

He  concluded  with  stating  that  his  objections,  on  tke 
various  grounds  he  had  specified,  to  the  continuuce  ol 
the  charter  of  the  bank,  were  insuperable.  He  denied 
the  power  of  Congress  to  incorporate  such  a  bank.  If 
they  possessed  the  power,  he  insisted  that  its  eierciie  m 
this  manner  would  be  inexpedient.  He  thought  that  the 
bank  might  interfere  with  the  elections,  as  the  gentlema 
from  Pennsylvania  had  stated  it  would  be  tempted  to  do 
if  the  term  of  its  charter  were  shortened.  The  deposit- 
ing of  the  public  funds  in  this  bank  without  any  demiod 
of  interest,  was  a  bounty  given  to  them  to  interfere  io 
these  elections.  The  present  bill  tempted  the  directon 
of  the  bank  too  fiir;  and,  if  they  resisted  the  teinptatioa, 
he  would  say  that  all  the  eulogies  which  bad  been  pused 
upoa  them  by  the  friends  of  the  bank  came  fiir  short  of 
their  real  merits. 

Mr.  HILL  then  read  the  following  observations  in  op. 
position  to  the  bill: 

Mr.  President :  In  favor  of  the  extension  of  die  chuUr 
of  the  United  Sutes*  Bank,  it  is  urged  that  this  institiitiiiii 
is  necessary  for  the  preservation  of  a  sound  and  eqllalcll^ 
rency.     It  has  been  assumed  that,  without  this  institutioii, 
the  ciurency  which  was  disturbed  and  depreciated  b^the 
necessities  of  the  last  war  with  Great  Britain,  would  nera 
have  been  restored.     My  belief  is,  that,  bad  the  UoiteJ 
States'  Bank  existed  during  the  late  war,  the  moneyed  pover 
which  it  would  have  wielded,  aided  by  that  moneyed  pover 
at  the  East,  which  preferred  investments  in  illicit  tnffic 
with  the  enemy  to  investments  aiding  our  own  countiy, 
would  have  prostrated  the  Government  at  the  feet  of  Ibe 
common  enemy — would  have  compelled  this  Govemmeot 
to  make  such  peace  with  Great  Britain  as  she  shoald  di& 
tate.     Had  this  bank,  if  then   existing,  done  like  tiat 
patriotic  State  institutions  which  loaned  money  to  the  Go- 
vernment, and  were  in  consequence  obliged  to  suspend 
specie  payments,  it  requires  not  the  spirit  of  propbecytt 
foresee  that  the  fate  of  the  United  States'  Bank  would  Ian 
been  that  of  the  local  banks.     Divest  this  United  Stslei^ 
Bank  of  the  Government  deposites— draw  from  it  the  Go- 
vernment funds,  as  they  must  be  drawn  in  all  times  of 
public  exigency,  and  it  stands  on  no  better  ground  that 
every  local  bank  in  the  country  stands.     It  is  without* 
tional  character;  the  national  luune  which  it  assuniet  o 
mere  moonshine.     Strike  this  bank  out  of  existence,  in  > 
time  of  general  prosperity,  and  the  means  for  preserrinl 
a  sound  currency  and  for  facilitating  exchanges  exist  prt-] 
cisely  Uie  same.     The  price  of  exchange  is  always  frnt- 
able  to  that  section  of  the  country  where  the  greste* 
balance  is  due.    If,  for  instance,  the  interior  couoliy  con- 
sumes more  than  it  produces,  if  it  buys  mure  than  it  teli% 
the  price  of  exchange  will  be  against  the  interior-   Jj^ 
the  States  of  the  SouUi  or  West  consume  more  fronnhn" 
than  they  furnish  for  the  market  at  home,  the  price  of  «fr 
change  will  be  increased  in  those  States  equal  to  the  ^ 
pense  of  transporting  specie  funds  to  the  point  where  i» 
debts  may  be  due— to  the  city  of  New  York,  or  Pl"*^ 
phia,  or  Boston,  if  tlie  purchases  shall  there  be  made-  OR 
the  other  band,  if  those  States  send  more  produce  tof^' 
York,  Oian  the  amount  of  their  purchases  at  New  Vo* 
the  exchange  will  be  in  favor  of  the  States,  and  against »«» 
York.     The  Bank  of  the  United  SUtea  is  of  no  toon  ni^ 
in  facilitating  these  exchanges,  than  any  broker'j  »b<>P  ■ 
the  country.     This  bank  cliarges  the  same  for  ''<^}"''^ 
exchange  as  does  any  broker:  nay,  by  monopoluinj  iw 
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brokerage,  it  controls,  in  a  l^ud  dtr|free,  the  prices,  and 
precludes  the  benefits  of  that  'salutary  cuinpetitioa  which 
would  otherwise  exist. 

The  credit  which  is  assumed  for  the  bank,  of  brinKin^ 
up  to  par,  and  equalizings  tlie  currency  of  bank  bills 
throtif^out  the  country,  is  but  a  gratuitmis  assumption.  It 
i»  true  that  the  circumstance  of  the  billii  of  this  bank  being 
l«ceivable  every  where  inpayment  of  duties  and  debts  to 
the  Government,  gives  these  bills  a  currency  that  no  local 
bank  possesses.  But  let  the  Government  give  to  the  bills 
oT  any  local  bank  the  same  quality — let  the  bilb  of  any 
local  bank  be  every  where  received  in  payment  of  debts 
due  to  the  United  States — and  such  local  bank  will  con- 
tribute just  as  much  to  equalize  the  currency,  as  does  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  six  Eastern  States,  at  this  mnment,the  bills  of  the 
Vnited  States'  Bank  andjits  branches,  with  all  the  advan- 
tage which  tlie  tiovemment  gives  tliose  bills,  by  every 
where  rccei»ing  them  in  payment  for  debts  due  to  the 
tinited  States,  are  not  as  gooid  as  are  the  bills  of  any  and 
every  local  bank  in  those  States:  the  local  bills  are  there 
erery  where  received  as  specie  without  discount  i  the  bills 
of  the  United  States'  Bank  and  its  branches  are  not  receiv- 
ed, except  in  the  place  where  the  brand)  is  located,  and 
where  the  bill  or  note  is  payable.  The  difference  at  pre- 
sent is  from  one-fourth  to  one-half  per  cent. :  the  differ- 
ence between  these  and  the  spurious  drafU  which  are 
arculdted  as  bills,  is  probably  one  per  cent.  The  prin- 
ciple is  tlie  same,  whether  the  difference  be  one-fourth. 
One,  ten,  or  twenty  per  cent.  If  that  difference  be  one- 
ftjurth  per  cent,  now,  what  will  it  be  under  the  system  of 
issuing  spurious  orders,  as  well  as  b  lis  payable  at  distant 
parts  of  the  Union,  when  Government  funds  shall  be  as 
scarce  as  they  were  during  the  exigencies  of  the  last  war? 
Tl»en  the  sources  of  pubic  revenue  would  be  in  the  main 
dried  up — a  very  small  portion  of  the  bills  of  the  Unilc<l 
States'  Bank  would  be  any  where  receivable)  and  the  pa- 
per of  this  bai.k  would  be  the  very  worst  paper  c  rculation 
that  ever  hasexiste<l,  or  ever  could  exist,  in  this  coinitiy. 
Fastened  down  as  we  now  are  by  the  votes  of  a  majority 
of  the  Senate,  it  will  not  be  in  the  power  of  Congress  here- 
after to  improve  tlie  currency;  nor  can  all  the  efforts  ol 
the  State  Legislatures,  or  the  local  banks  granted  under 
tlieni,  correct  tnis  evil. 

With  wliat  f;tce  can  it  be  urged  that  the  Bank  of  the 
Cnited  States-improves  the  currency .'  1  deny  the  propo- 
rtion. Tile  Bank  of  the  United  States,  during  the  term 
of  its  existence,  has  done  more  towards  establishing  prin- 
ciples of  banking  calculated  to  superinduce  and  make 
permanent  an  unsound  currency,  than  any  and  all  the 
other  banking  companies  of  Uie  country  have  done  in  the 
same  time. 

What  would  not  be  said,  if  twenty-five  of  the  principal 
State  banks  throughout  the  Union  should  combine,  and 
should  agree  to  issue  their  bills  at  distant  points  of  the 
Union,  payable  a  thousand  or  fifteen  hundred  miles  from 
the  place  of  issue?  Would  it  not  be  obvious  that  the  in- 
tention was  to  evade  specie  payments?  And  can  any  one 
doubt,  if  an  order  to  receive  the  bills  thus  sent  fortli  in 
payment  of  debts  due  the  United  States  should  issue,  such 
as  that  issued  by  Mr.  Secretary  Rush  to  receive  the  spuri- 
ous orders  of  tlie  Bank  of  the  United  States,  that  the  bills 
of  the  local  banks  would  be  every  where  as  current  as  are 
the  spurious  bank  orders?  But  would  not  such  a  proce- 
dure be  met  with  indignation  throughout  the  whole  trading 
and  commercial  community  ?  This  evasion  of  specie  pay- 
ments is  tantamount  to  tlie  direct  suspension  of  specie 
payments  by  the  Bank  of  England;  it  is  a  device  which 
would  do  credit  to  Yankee  ingenuity.  Give  any  Yankee 
bank  this  exclusive  privilege  fur  the  term  of  twenty  years, 
and  I  Will  be  bound  that  such  bank  will  carry  to  New  Eng- 
land more  than  a  moiety  of  all  the  proceeds  of  the  indus- 
try of  the  country.  As  the  bill  virtually  sanctions  the 
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evasion  of  specie  payments,  it  is  equal  to  an  irrevocable 
pant  of  the  power  to  suspend  specie  payments:  the  p^>«r 
issues  of  this  bank  will  be  no  better  than  the  paper  issues 
of  the  Bank  of  England  during  the  suspension  of  specie 
payments — the  quality  of  each  paper  is  the  same,  the  credit 
of  both  being  based  exclusively  on  the  simple  circum- 
stance that  they  were  receivable  every  where  in  payment 
of  the  debts  due  to  the  Government  Mr.  Huskiason  baa 
shown  that  the  suspension  of  specie  payments  by  the' 
Bank  of  EngUmd  reduced  tlie  value  of^  the  currency  in 
that  country  about  twenty-five  per  cent. ;  and  at  every 
emergency  of  this  Government,  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  under  the  grant  now  voluntarily  presented  to  it, 
will  cause  a  similar  depreciation  of  the  value  of  money  in 
this  country,  and  probably  produce  a  greater  dilapidation 
of  properly  than  the  whole  amount  of  its  capital. 

On  tlie  subject  of  these  branch  drafts,  with  all  due  de> 
ference  to  the  learned  counsellor  who  received  fifty  dollar* 
for  draughting  the  opinion  that  there  could  be  "  no  legal 
ojection  to  them,"  and  for  the  other  distinguished  genue- 
men  who,  for  one  hundred  dollars  each,  concurred  "en- 
tirely in  his  opinion,"  I  roust  beg  leave  to  differ  entirely 
from  them.  They  say  there  can  be  no  leg^  objection  to 
these  orders,  which  does  not  apply  to  all  drafts;  that 
"  wlietlier  they  are  signed  by  one  officer  or -more,  and 
whether  they  have  tlte  external  appearance  of  a  bank 
note  or  otiierwise,  must  be  a  matter  of  perfect  indiffer- 
ence, and  entirely  within  the  competency  of  the  bank  to 
regulate  at  its  pleasure;"  that  "  it  is  an  ordinary  banking 
operation,  to  which  their  general  faculties  are  perfecdy 
competent;"  that  "a  restraint  upon  the  power  (to  issue  this 
kind  of  spurious  paper)  is  without  example  in  the  charter 
of  any  bank;"  that  tlie  inhibition  of  bank  bills  whicli  are 
not  signed  by  the  president  and  countersigned  by  the 
casliicr,  in  the  twelftli  fundamental  article  of  the  bill 
creating  this  corporation,  'f  has  no  reference  to  checks  or 
drafts  drawn  at  the  officesupon  the  bank;"  and  tliat  since 
the  issue  of  these  drafu  "will  facilitate  the  exclianges  of 
the  cuiintr)',  and  secure  the  public  and  the  bank  from 
frauds,"  they  seem  to  them  asexpedientasthey  are  lawful! 

This  is,  then,  constitutional  law,  as  expounded  by  tlie 
three  great  legal  advisers  (Messrs.  Blnney,  D.  Webster, 
and  Vi.  Wirt)  of  thei>ank;  it  must  be  so,  for  one  of  tbem 
solemnly  sets  forth  the  declaration,  another  "  concurs  en- 
tirely in  his  opinion,"  and  the  third  says  he  "  can  see  no 
possible  legal  objection  to  the  practice;"  and  the  whole 
costs  tlie  bank  but  two  hundred  and  fifty  dollars!  Let  it 
be  borne  in  mind  tliat,  in  arriving  at  their  conclusion,  the 
learned  gentlemen  entirely  blink  the  charter.  To  pre- 
vent the  issue  of  such  an  enormous  quantity  of  bills  of  a 
small  denomination  as  shall  drive  out  of  circulation  not 
only  specie,  but  local  bills,  which  are  also  tlie  true  repre- 
sentatve  of  specie,  the  cliarter  prohibited  tlie  issue  and 
circulation  of  "  bills  or  notes  promising  the  payment  of 
money,"  unless  signed  by  one  officer,  and  countersigned 
by  another:  in  vain  does  the  bank  four  times  petition  Con- 
gress to  cliange  this  provision  in  the  charter.  It  is  found 
by  the  "ordinary  operations  of  banking,"  funds  are  trans- 
mitted sometimes  from  one  point  to  another,  by  drafU 
drawn  by  one  bank  upon  another,  as  a  mere  operation  of 
exchange,  the  draft  always  purporting  on  its  face  the  pre- 
cise amount  desired  to  be  transmitted.  On  the  strength 
of  this  practice,  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States'  procure* 
some  ten,  fifteen,  or  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  in  sums  of 
five,  ten,  and  twenty  dollars  each,  of  the  drafts  manuiac- 
lured  in  close  imitation  of  biUs  or  notes  of  the  same  de- 
nomination— not  for  the  purpose  of  accommodating  the 
excliange,  but  for  the  purpose  of  throwing  on  the  whole 
community  an  expanded  paper  circulation,  if  redeemable 
any  where  by  specie,  redeemable  at  such  a  distance  from 
the  place  of  issue,  that  it  will  cost  the  holder  of  fifty  or  a 
hundred  dollars  another  fifty  or  a  hundred  dollars  to  ob- 
tain thespecie  where  itisdue.   This  paper  circulation  is  not 
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"  bills  OP  note«i"  therefore,  it  is  no  violation  of  the  char- 
ter that  the  piper  is  not  signed  by  the  president,  and 
countersigned  by  the  cashier.  But  the  clause  requiring 
the  signatures  to  bills  or  notes,  does  not  require  the  same 
signatures  to  checks  and  drafts:  therefore,  checks  and 
drafts  may  be  made  a  substitute  for  bills  and  notes,  because 
cheeks  and  drafts,  not  for  circulation,  but  for  the  trans- 
mission of  funds,  is  "  an  ordinary  banking  operation,  to 
which  their  general  faculties  are  perfectly  competent." 
Had  any  local  State  bai.k  in  the  country  resorted  to  such  a 
subterfuge  for  such  a  purpose — had  any  State  bank  thus 
eraded  the  plain  letter  of  its  charter — there  cannot  be  a 
doubt  the  act  would  have  been  condemned  at  once  by 
eveiy  State  judicial  tribunal,  and  that  every  State  Legis- 
lature in  the  Onion  would  have  declared  the  charter  forfeit. 

The  gentlem'cH,  counsel  for  the  bank,  in  tlieir  learned 
opinion,  give  us  no  quotations  from  the  books,  as  a  justifi- 
cation of  the  issue  of  this  spurious  paper;  they  say  the 
issue  of  checks  and  drafts  **is  an  ordinary  banking 
operation,"  thus  carrj-ing  the  idea  that  what  is  done  by 
tne  United  9tates'  Bank  is  done  by  all  other  banks.  It  is 
not  denied  that  other  banks  may  sometimes  issue  checks 
and  drafts  for  the  accommodation  of  individuals  who 
may  wish  to  send  money  fi-om  one  place  to  another;  but 
it  may  be  fearlessly  denied  that  other  banks  are  permitted 
to  issue  checks  and  drafts  for  the  purposes  of  general 
circulation.  Even  the  bank  "  fiicilities,"  which  were 
issued  several  years  ago  in  Massachusetts  and  Connecti- 
cut, to  evade  specie  payments  at  the  place  of  issue,  were 
of  a  character  infinitely  superior  to  the  "facilities"  issued 
by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  Dedham  bank 
issued  its  not  espayable  at  Middletown,  and  the  Hartford 
bank  payable  at  New  York;  each  some  hundred  and  fifty 
miles  distant.  But  there  was  a  bona  fide  promise  to  pay. 
and  the  promise  was  kept.  Tet  tlie  good  sense  of  the 
community  drove  the  banks  to  withdraw  these  facili- 
ties from  circulation.  So  also  the  first  bank  chartered 
in  New  Hampshire,  which  for  several  years  claimed  the 
exclusive  riglit  of  banking  in  tliat  State,  as  the  United 
States'  Bank  claims  it  now  under  the  Federal  Government, 
issued  bills  at  Portsmouth,  payable  at  Philadelphia.  The 
popular  mdignation  soon  put  down  this  evasion  of  the 
charter,  although  there  was  no  claiiSe  in  the  charter  pro- 
hibiting the  issue.  The  checks  and  drafts  which  are 
attempted  to  be  legalized  by  the  counsel  for  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  are  of  a  character  far  below  the 
bank  facilities  to  which  I  have  just  alluded:  they  con- 
tain a  promise  to  pay  nowhere;  they  are  a  simple  or- 
<lep  drawn  on  the  mother  bank,  at  great  distimccs  from 
the  places  of  issue;  they  may  be  paid,  and  probably  will 
be  paid,  so  long  as  it  is  convenient  for  the  mother  bank  to 
pay  them,  if  the  holders  will  be  at  the  expense  of  send- 
ing them  five  hundred,  a  thousand,  or  fifteen  hundred 
miles;  but  the  holders  cannot,  from  their  face,  compel  the 
bank  to  pay  them.  Stop  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  in 
the  South  and  West — let  a  war  on  the  ocean  stop  the  im- 
portatiun  of  good^i  on  which  duties  are  paid  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  these  branch  drafts  would  instantly  be  depre- 
ciatedin  value  from  twenty -five  tofifty  percent. ;  they  would 
fall  below  the  treasury  notes  issued  during  the  late  war, 
and  even  as  low  as  the  notes  and  bills  of  those  banks  which 
then  suspended  specie  payments.  And  this  is  the  system 
by  whicli  the  United  States'  Bank  has  every  where  made 
ah  equal  currency! 

Should  the  friends  of  the  bank,  after  the  year  1836 — 
for  until  that  time  we  must  have  these  checks  and  drafts 
fastened  on  us  as  a  currency — consent  to  prohibit  their 
issue,  will  not  the  b:\uk  resort  to  some  other  expedient  to 
evade  the  payment  of  specie?  It  will  be  said  that  the  re- 
newed charter  prevents  tlie  issue  of  bills  or  notes  of  one 
branch  payable  at  another  brancli,  of  a  denomination  less 
than  fifty  dollars.  Why  permit  such  issue  of  aiiv  denomi- 
raition  ?    This  provision  will  enable  the  bank  at  ah  times  to 


evade  the  payment  of  specie  in  quantities;  being  rectir- 
able  for  debts  due  to  the  United  States,  these  biln  villbt 
current  in  all  parts  of  the  United  states.  In  all  times  dT 
scarcity  the  branches  will  issue  only  such  bills  payable  it 
distant  poitits;  and  they  will  be  able  to  do  an  iramenie 
business,  drawing  their  specie  from  the  State  banks  around 
them,  without  being  liable  to  be  called  on  at  any  time  for 
a  single  dollar.  Even  if  the  bills  above  fifty  dolkn  will 
not  be  sufficient  for  this  purpose,  there  are  many  eIp^ 
dients  less  disreputable  and  equally  legal,  as  that  of  the 
issue  of  the  drafts  or  checks,  by  which  the  bank  might 
throw  millions  of  small  bills  in  circulation,  ami  evade  s|>(cie 
payments;  and,  after  what  we  have  seen,  it  will  not  be 
doubted  that  the  able  counsel  and  legal  advisers  of  the 
bank  will  give  their  opinion  that  any  proceeding  of  the 
bank  is  legal  and  rig^t,  since  such  pi-oceeding  will  be 
but  '*an  ordinary  banking  operation;"  and  because  it 
"  will  facilitate  the  exchanges  of  the  country,"  it  will  be 
*'  as  expedient  as  it  is  lawful!" 

It  is  asked  •'  How  is  the  revenue  to  be  collected  througti 
all  the  custom-houses,  the  land  offices,  and  the  post  ofBces, 
without  some  such  means  as  the  bank  affords"*  I  answer, 
if  there  was  not  a  bank  in  the  country,  it  by  no  means  litl- 
lows  that  there  would  notbe  safe  places  of  deposite  for  the 
public  money  at  every  point  where  money  is  receivable,  h 
many  places,  in  all  places  where  there  is  no  bank  or  btanch 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  Slate  banks  are  now  nude 
places  of  de|>osite;  and  there  is  no  more  fear,  becavise 
there  is  really  no  more  risk  in  making  these  State  hankt 
places  of  deposite,  than  there  is  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  or  its  branches.  If  the  United  SUtes  Bank'  were 
stricken  out  of  existence,  for  the  privilege  of  these  de- 
posites  simply — besides  the  payment  of  two  to  four  per 
cent,  on  the  annual  average  of  these  dcposites — the  State 
banks  would  give  bond,  with  ample  security,  to  the  Go- 
vernment, to  do  all  that  the  United  States'  Bank  now  per. 
forms,  or  engfages  to  perform,  viz.  collect  and  receive  for 
safe  keepingthe  public  moneys;paythemout  wherever  and 
whenever  called  for;  transmit  the  funds  to  any  part  of  the 
country  free  of  charge;  transmit  them  to  foreign  countrin 
without  making  the  exorbitant  charge  that  has  been  for 
years  past  paiil  by  the  United  States;  equalize  the  cur- 
rency as  effectually  as  the  United  States'  Bank  everd  <l,«wl 
much  more  effectually  than  tlie  United  Slates*  Bank  will 
do  tmder  the  amended  bill  which  is  now  before  the  Senate. 
There  are  many  State  banks,  which  would  gladly  pay  the 
pensioners,  and  do  all  the  duties  formerly  done  by  co^lrai^ 
sionersof  loans,  simply  for  the  privilege  of  the  tem|)orar)  de- 
posite of  money  used  for  those  purposcsby  the  Govemmenl. 

To  perfiirm  all  the  purposes  of  collection,  distribution, 
and  safe  keeping  of  the  revenue  of  the  United  States, 
banking  institutions  might  be  found  at  every  point,  wibch 
would  guaranty,  each  for  tlie  other,  the  safety  of  those 
fluids;  and,  in  addition  to  these  services,  these  banks  would 
pay  the  Government  from  two  to  four  per  cent,  aiuiually 
on  the  average  deposites. 

Were  there  not  a  bank  of  d'.scount  in  existence  in  the 
country — ^I  mean  a  bank  issuing  promissory  notes  or  bill^ 
but  only  specie — ^thc  condition  of  the  fiindsof  the  Goveni- 
ment  would  be  more  safe  than  it  now  is.  The  bcnefitsof 
the  specie  deposites  between  the  time  tlie  money  is  r^ 
ceived  and  the'time  it  is  used,  would  be  abundantly  suffi- 
cient to  compensate,  in  safe  hands,  for  all  the  expciiseof 
paying  out  and  transmitting  funds.  Instead  of  a  Tictitwin 
basis — a  paper  foundation — we  shotdd  then  have  » soliil 
specie  fmindation.     Instead  of  overtrading  on  a  sjstcm  cf 


any  time  a  substitute  for  specie  as  a  circulating  mcdiumi'' 
would  be  a  tangible,  responsible,  individual  credit— s'f" 
dit  which  would  be  almost  as  sure  as  an  intrinsic  spfW 
capital  itself. 
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But  we  are  not  to  expect  such  a  state  of  things.  There 
must  of  necessity  be  banks:  these  banks,  to  be  safe  and  sa- 
lutary checks  on  each  other,  should  be  local,  and  should 
be  regulated  by  the  several  State  Governments  within 
vhose  sovereignty  they  are  located.  If  it  be  admitted 
that  the  State  Governments  have  a  right  to  create  banks, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  the  Federal  Government  lias  not 
a  right  to  destroy  those  banks.  In  what  condition  do  you 
place  State  banks  by  the  exclusive  privilege  which  is 
granted  by  the  bill  now  under  consideration?  You'create 
a  rival  institution,  exempt  from  ail  taxation,  with  power 
to  evade  specie  payments,  with  an  implied  power  to  issue 
a  spurious  currency  payable  in  specie  a  thousand  miles 
from  the  place  of  issue,  which  spurious  currency  is  made 
receivable  in  payment  any  where  for  debts  due  to  the 
United  States.  This  rival  institution,  without  a  cent  of 
capital  of  its  own,  having  the  entire  funds  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  operate  upon,  could  and  would  annihilate  every 
State  bank  in  the  country.  A 'Senator,  [.Mr.  Wkbstbb,] 
the  other  day,  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  grant  of  this  char- 
ter ultimately  involves  the  destruction  of  the  State  banks, 
contends  that  the  power  to  regulate  the  currency  gives 
the  privilege  of  banking  to  the  Federal  Government  alone. 
Tbis  construction  of  the  constitution  is  quite  as  novel  as 
the  doctrine  of  the  same  Senator,  that  a  representation  by 
fractions  in  the  House  of  Representatives  is  the  only  con- 
stitutional representation. 

But,  say  its  advocates,  the  perpetuation  of  this  bank  is 
necessary  for  the  favorable  effect  it  has  or  may  have, 
"either  generally  or  locally,  on  the  agriculture,  com- 
merce, and  manufactures  of  the  Union."  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted, with  the  exception  of  that  portion  of  the  stock  of 
tliis  bank  which  is  purchased  or  owned  by  foreign  stock- 
holders, that  the  same  capital  is  in  the  country  if  this  insti- 
tution do  not,  as  if  it  do  exist.  T!ie  only  advantage  which 
this  capital  will  possess  with  the  charter  over  what  it  would 
have  without  it,  will  be  in  the  issue  of  a  papercurrency;  and 
thisisnie  of  paper  currency  must  be  enormous  if  the  system 
of  spurious  orders  shall  be  substituted  for  specie-paying  pa- 
per bills.  Thirty  millions  of  dollars,  without  a  specie  basis, 
itave  been  already  loaned  to  the  Western  States  oy  theUnit- 
ed  States'  Bank;  a  portion  of  this  sum  is  common  bank  bills, 
another  portion  is  paper  orders.  This  great  amount 
has  been  issued  just  long  enough  to  have  the  people  feel 
the  benefits  of  the  introduction  of  so  much  capital — the  pay 
day  has  not  yet  come.  If  that  pay  day  is  protracted,  how 
long  can  those  who  have  hired  the  money  stand  the  pay- 
ment of  seren  per  cent.,  and  a  sxty  days'  renewal?  If 
any  circumstance — if  the  lessening  or  withdrawal  of  the 
public  deposites  shall  compel  the  bank  to  draw  in  even 
oneJialf  oif  this  vast  amount,  how  many  scenes  of  ruin  simi- 
lar to  that  at  Cincinnati,  some  ten  yeara  ago,  by  the  ope- 
rations of  the  same  bank,  must  be  repeatedr  These  loans 
and  facilities,  now  so  sweet  in  the  mouths  of  those  who 
think  that  the  people  cannot  get  on  without  the  United 
States'  Bank,  will  become  gall  and  wormwood  before  tliey 
sball  be  fully  digested. 

The  expansion  of  the  currency  by  the  United  States' 
Bank  is  already  beginning  to  be  felt  in  the  Atlantic  States; 
>t  presses  on  the  trading  community  of  our  principal 
cities,  producing  successive  failures:  the  manufacturers 
feel  it  in  the  reduction  of  prices  and  the  reflux  of  their 
*>res;  the  growers  and  dealers  in  wool  feel  it  in  tlie  fall 
of  that  article;  and  the  advocates  of  the  American  system 
*K  preparing  to  cliarge  the  revulsion  to  the  contemplated 
fepeal  of  the  tariff! 

Thp  late  Mr.  Huskisson,  that  enlightened  and  useful 
practical  statesman  and  political  economist,  to  whom  the 
world  is  indebted  for  many  of  those  axioms  which  are  me- 
liorating the  condition  of  man,  says: 
.  "The  expansion  of  paper  currency  leads  to  overtrad- 
ings till  overtrading  again  forces  a  contraction  of  the  cur- 
rency—^rodueing  alternations  of  extravagant  excitement 


and  fearfiil  depression — alternations  of  which  the  conse- 
quences are  dangerous  to  men  of  capital,  and  subvernveto 
ihe  security  of  property,  on  which  the  prosperity  of  every 
trading  community  depends,  and  distressing  to  the  labor- 
ers who  depend  for  employment  on  the  capital  of  the 
country." 

Not  only  has  the  United  States'  Bank,  far  some  cause 
best  known  to  those  who  direct  that  institution,  extended 
loans  on  its  own  capital  beyond  what  it  ought  to  have 
done,  but  it  has  made  use  of  the  funds  of  the  Government, 
to  the  extent  that  it  has  become  expedient  for  the  bank 
to  ask  a  delay  from  July  to  October  of  the  payment  of  se- 
veral millions  of  the  public  debt;  so  that  it  is  evident  that, 
&r  from  being  able  to  extend  the  facilities  of  trade,  it  must 
contract  them.  It  has  expanded  the  paper  currency,  and 
caused  that  overtrading  which  must  force  a  contraction  of 
the  currency.  If  the  funds  of  the  Government  shall  con- 
tinue to  be  thus  used  by  the  bank  in  all  future  time,  in- 
stead of  being  a  blessing  to  the  community,  the  bank  win 
be  a  curse. 

I  may  be  permitted  to  read  an  extract  from  an  able  wri- 
ter on  the  currency  and  the  Bank  of  England,  in  the  Bri- 
tish Monthly  Magazine  for  February  of  we  present  year. 
These  observations,  with  but  slight  exceptions,  apply  hi 
full  force  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  show  what 
are  to  be  the  effects  which  this  institution,  placed,  as  H  will 
be,  beyond  the  reach  of  legislatiou  for  nearly  twenty  years 
more,  will  have  on  the  agriculture,  the  commerce,  and 
manufactures  of  this  country. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  a  page  or  two  from  the  work  referred 
to.) 

The  Senators  from  Virginia  and  Sooth  Carotins,  [Messrs. 
TAZEWiLt  and  Hxxns,]  on  Saturday,  seemed  to  be  sur- 
prised at  the  admisnon  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
who  reported  this  bill,  [Mr.  Dai.las,]  that  if  this  bank 
charter  should  not  be  prolonged  for  more  than  ten  years, 
it  might  become  necessary  that  the  bank  should  interfere 
in  the  elections.  Does  any  one  doubt  that  the  agents  of 
the  bank  liave  made  use  of  the  money  power  of  the  bank 
to  influence  the  elections;  and  this,  too,  before  the  opi- 
nion of  the  President  of  the  United  States,'  in  relation  to 
the  bank,  was  made  public?  In  the  large  commercml 
towns,  where  this  bank  bad  to  encounter  a  vig^oroua  com- 
petition from  the  local  banks,  there  n«y  have  been  no  di- 
rect political  preferences.  But  the  branch  bank,  located 
in  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent, 
was  made  a  party  engine  previous  to  the  last  Presidential 
election — its  directors  were  exclusively  of  one  political 
partjr— its  favors  were  dispensed  with  a  view  to  siKCt  that 
election;  and  it  was  the  principal  instrument  to  give,  intlM 
choice  of  electors  of  President  in  1838,  a  small  majority 
to  tlie  party  in  that  State  which  ever  rince  has  been  in  a 
minority.  Even  up  to  diis  time,  tliat  bank  has  been  con- 
ducted, so  far  as  circumstances  would  allow,  on  the  same 
principle,  and  with  the  same  view.  In  contemptuous  dis- 
regard of  public  opinion,  the  most  obnoxious  political  par- 
tisans opposed  to  the  administration  have  been  continued 
in  the  direction  of  that  branch;  and  the  appointment  of  a 
new  board  of  direction  has  been  delayed  for  months,  in 
violation  of  one  provision  of  the  charter,  to  accommodate 
with  a  large  salary  an  officer  of  that  branch,  who  had 
brought  down  upon  it  the  execrations  of  ahnoet  the  whole 
community,  until  he  should  remove  into  another  State, 
where  he  could  find  a  preponderance  of  political  sentiment 
more  congenial  with  ms  own  opinions.  The  last  selection, 
by  the  directors  of  the  mother  bank,  of  a  board  of  direo 
tors  for  the  branch  in  New  Hampshire  could  have  been 
made  with  no  other  view  than  to  operate  through  the  bank 
on  the  elections  in  that  State. 

One  individual  was  placed  conspicuous  in  that  bowd, 
who  had  nothmg  in  the  worid  to  recommend  him  but  tke 
degradation  of  prosecuting  a  newspaper  friendly  to  the 
administration,  of  denying  Disown  handwriting,  ol  failinf 
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and  inglorioutly  retreating'  from  his  own  suit,  and  of  re- 
sorting to  brute  force  in  making  a  cowardly  attack  on  a 
tliird  person  whom  he  supposed  had  been  instrumental  in 
demonstratinpT  his  infamy.  To  such  a  man  is  given  a  con- 
trol of  the  branch  in  New  Hampshire,  and  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Government  receivable  in  that  State — a  man 
who  has  rendered  himself  not  less  notorious  for  violating 
the  laws  of  his  country,  than  fur  failing  in  a  course  of  gross 
deception  to  procure  others  to  swear  to  his  innocence. 

The  president  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in  a 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  dated  September, 
1829,  says:  "  The  public  opinion,  in  its  crude  state,  is  the 
most  dangerous  of  all  guides,"  and  that  "the  bank  cannot 
obey  it."  This  he  assigned  as  his  reason  for  disregarding 
the  remonstrances  and  petitions  which  were  laid  before 
him  by  the  representatives  and  citizens  of  New  Hamp- 
shire in  1839,  against  sundry  abuses  by  the  first  officer  of 
the  branch  in  that  State.  He  doubtless  intends  that  pub- 
lic opinion  in  New  Hampshire  sliall  be  punished  for  con- 
tumacy— that  the  people  of  that  State,  weak  alone  against 
his  power,  shall  be  made  to  feet  the  giant  monopoiyj  and 
hence  he  appoints  to  the  direction  of  that  branch,  men  on 
whom  public  opinion  has  placed  the  seal  of  condemnation, 
and  sustains  them  in  acts  which  public  opinion  pronounces 
to  have  been  unjust  and  oppressive.  If  this  contempt 
for  public  opinion  shall  be  exhibited  while  public  opinion 
might  be  of  great  value  in  procuring  a  renewal  of  the 
bank,  what  may  not  be  anticipated  alter  the  charter  shall 
be  fastened  upon  the  people  ror  fifteen  years  more  ?  What 
is  this  declaration  more  or  less  than  the  agent,  the  deputy 
of  Baring  &  Brothers,  the  most  honorable  klarquis  of 
Hertford,  and  other  privileged  individuals  under  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  openly  setting  public  opinion  in  the 
United  States  of  America  at  defiance! 

The  bank  has  bad  a  major  part  of  the  newspapers,  and 
even  of  the  literary  periodical  works  of  the  country,  to 
advocate  its  cause:  on  one  side  of  the  political  question, 
there  has  not  been  a  solitary  newspaper  dissenting  from 
the  bank.  The  bank  has  also  exercised  freely  the  means 
it  possessed  to  bring  over  to  its  side  powerful  newspapers 
which  had  been  opposed  to  it.  A  vast  preponderance  of 
the  newspaper  press  in  its  fi^vor  was  not,  however,  enough 
for  the 'bank;  hundreds  of  thousands  of  extra  sheets  advo- 
cating its  cause  have  been  circulated  by  the  bank  thrmigh- 
out  the  country.  To  show  you,  sir,  that  the  bank  is  iden- 
tified with  a  party,  it  is  only  necessary  to  say  tliat,  as  far 
I  could  learn  io  my  own  State,  these  extra  publications  of 
the  bank,  circulated  from  Philadelphia,  have  been  sent  to 
precisely  the  same  individuals  as  received,  from  the  city 
of  Washington,  previous  to  the  last  Presidential  election, 
Chapman  Johnson's  Virgpnia  addresses,  and  other  pam- 
phlets of  a  like  character.  The  hst  in  both  cases  must  have 
been  the  same. 

Will  it  be  denied  that  this  bank  has  attempted  to  exer- 
cise an  influence  on  public  opinion  and  on  our  elections? 
that  it  has  attempted  to  influence  the  pubUc  presses  of  the 
country  by  extraordinary  loans  and  accommodations?  Can 
our  eyes  and  our  ears  deceive  us,  when  we  look  around 
us  and  see  and  hear  the  party  which  identifies  itself  with 
the  bank?  We  are  told  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
[Mr.  Clai,]  if  this  ia  a  parly  question,  that  we  "  must  look 
to  the  newspapers  and  the  demagogues  who  have  sought 
to  make  tliis  a  politicalinstrument.  Very  true!  It  wus 
not  until  after  tlie  convention  at  Baltimore  last  December, 
that  the  petition  came  in  asking  for  the  recharter  of  the 
bank  tiiis  session.  Did  not  tiie  leaders  of  a  party  then 
give  the  bank  to  understand  that  if  the  mountaiii  did  not 
come  to  the  aid  of  Mahomet  before  the  next  Presidential 
election,  Mahomet  should  never  afterwards  go  to  the 
mountain?  Did  they  not  say  to  the  bank,  if  you  will  not 
bring  the  influence  of  your  money,  inv.luding  the  funds  of 
the  Government,  to  bear  on  the  next  election,  you  need 
not  expect  any  thing  further  from  us  after  that  election? 


The  party  opposed  to  the  administration  has  compelled 
the  bank  to  take  its  gpround  at  this  time — the  "  ne»sp». 
pers"  and  the  "demagogues"  of  the  party  make  this  baik 
the  ground  of  opposition.  Out  of  doors  it  is  aroved  thit 
the  subject  is  now  forced  on  Congress,  principally  ud 
mainly  that  the  President  sluilF  be  compelled  either  to ip- 
prove  or  veto  the  new  cliarter — to  drive  him  into  a  fleiv. 
ma  in  which  be  must  act,  and  if  he  act  either  way  that  be 
will  n^ke  more  enemies  than  he  can  secure  friends.  The 
friends  of  the  President,  while  tl)ey  regret  that  thii  ii 
really  a  party  question  exchisively,  on  one  side,  and  i  (fi. 
vided  question  in  some  sections  of  the  country,  on  die 
other,  have  no  fears  for  the  result,  if  he  shall  do  what  thej 
aiitxipate  he  will  do. 

Sir,  I  claim  no  merit  for  originaKty  when  I  say  diij  i»» 
party  question  exchisively  on  one  sidej  I  hsve  bighu- 
thority  for  saying  this  was  a  party  question  so  long  >gt)  a 
the  year  1811.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  then  u 
now  a  member  of  this  Senate,  took  thut  stand  apinst 
this  monopoly  for  which  tiie  country  was  long  grateful  to 
him;  he  tiien  felt  towards  the  United  States'  Bink  a 
those  who  ai'e  opposed  to  it  now  feel.  If  he  is  disposed 
to  blame  us  for  our  opinions,  he  must  blame  himself  dot 
he  was  our  instructor.  He  then  represented  the  institu- 
tion to  be  whatever  we  represent  it  to  be — an  engine  in 
the  hands  of  one  political  party,  to  control  and  bear  dovs 
another  party.  W  hat  did  he  tlien  say .'  In  answer  to  Hr. 
Crawford,  who  s.iid  that  this  bank  "had  been  madet 
party  question,  although  the  law  incorporatine  the  bsiill 
was  passed  prior  to  the  formation  of  parties,"  me  Senitor 
from  Kentucky  then  said: 

"It  is  true'  that  this  law  (the  law  incorporating  die 
bank),  wa&not  the  effect,  but  it  is  no  less  true  that  it  m 
one  of  the  causes  of  the  political  divisions  in  this  eountrf. 
And  if,  during  the  agitation  of  the  present  qaestioii,tbe 
renewal  has,  on  one  side,  been  opposed  on  party  princi- 
ples, let  me  ask  if,  on  the  other,  it  has  not  been  adroested 
on  similar  principles.  Where  is  the  Macedonian  phaluii 
— the  opposition  in  Congi-ess.'  I  believe,  sir,  I  sbiUnot 
Incur  the  charge  of  presumptuous  prophecy,  when  1  pt^ 
diet  that  we  shall  not  pick  up  from  its  ranks  one  single 
straggler!  And  if,  on  tliis  occasion,  iny  worthy  fiifiii 
from  Geoi^a  has  gone  over  into  the  camp  of  the  enenr, 
is  it  kind  in  him  to  look  back  upon  his  former  friends,  Mil 
rebuke  them  for  the  fidelity  with  which  they  adhere  to 
their  old  principles'" 

Where  is  the  "  Macedonian  phalanx,"  "  the  oppoBtin 
in  Congress,"  now?  Can  "  one  single  straggler"  be  fooid 
opposed  to  tiie  bank?  If  any  fnend  of  ilie  Senator  will 
show  one  shade  of  difference  not  tending  to  make  die 
present  case  even  a  more  aggravated  party  question  tins 
it  was  then — if  he  will  sliow  the  "  Macedonian  phshiii" 
less  compact,  less  determined,  less  zeafi>tis,  than  itwuis 
1811,  then  may  it  be  admitted  that  it  is  unjust  to  quote 
h;m.  There  is,  indeed,  this  difference  in  tiie  two  cases— 
in  1811  the  charter  expired,  and,  if  renewed  at  all,  it»«» 
necessary  then  to  act;  in  the  present  case,  the  charter  does 
not  expire  for  four  years,  and  we  know  not  what  the  bsiik 
may  be  at  the  expiration  of  that  time.  In  the  one  esse, 
the  charter  was  asked  for,  for  Its  own  sake;  in  the  other 
case,  it  is  pressed  to  be  used  as  an  engine  to  afieet  s  penil- 
ing  election.  In  the  one  case,  the  people  had  elected 
their  Representatives  and  Senators  with  an  espeosl  tie* 
to  the  object;  in  tiie  other,  the  people  are  taken  by  sur- 
prise— the  question  is  to  be  settled — the  door  is  to  be 
closed,  before  they  are  consulted.  That  they  are  tskeo 
by  sur{>rise,  is  manifest  from  the  langtiage  of  the  Seiatof 
himself,  who,  in  a  speech  at  Cincinnati,  in  Atigust,  1830, 
IS  reported  to  have  said : 

"  Whetiier  the  charter  ought  to  be  renewed  or  tx^ 
near  six  years  hence,  in  my  judgment  is  a  question  « 
expediency  to  be  decided  by  the  then  existing  ''^'Vi 
the  country.    It  will  be  necessary  at  that  time  to  lo« 
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aofefiiHy  to  Ihe  comtition  of  the  bank  and  of  the  Union; 
to  ascertain  (if  the  public  debt  in  the  mean  time  be  paid 
off")  what  effect  that  will  produce,  what  will  then  be  our 
firutiicia]  condition,  what  that  of  the  local  banks,  the  state 
of  our  commerce,  foreign  and  domestic,  as  well  as  the 
concerns  uf  our  cnimtry  generally.  I  am  not  therefore 
prepared  to  say  whether  the  charter  ought  or  ought  not 
to  be  renewe<l  on  the  expiration  of  its  present  term." 

If  the  honorable  Senator  has  «  gone  over  into  the  camp 
of  the  enemy,"  and,  as  a  leader  of  a  forlorn  hope,  "looks 
bmck  upon  his  former  friends,"  to  rebuke  them  for  the 
*'  fidelity  with  which  they  adhere  to  old  principles,"  will 
he  not  consent  to  wait  fur  the  decision  of  the  (p-eat  ques- 
tion until  the  time  which  he  had  himself  designated?  Until 
tile  public  debt  shall  be  paid,  and  the  condition  of  the 
bank  and  of  the  Union  shall  be  carefully  ascertained.' 

It  is  not  to  be  expected  that  all  of  us  have  the  same 
lights  on  Ihe  subject  of  Ihe  bank  as  that  Senator:  some  of 
us  are  more  inclined  to  he  guided  by  the  axioms  laid  down 
by  himself  in  1811,  than  to  follow  his  present  advice.  I 
cannot  read  the  whole  of  his  speech  against  the  bank  on 
that  occasion,  although  I  confess  it  to  be  as  good  a  speech 
ag|unst  the  present  bank  as  any  that  can  now  be  made.  I  will 
quote  a  few  detached  sentences  to  give  an  idea  of  the  whole. 
[Mr.  H.  here  read  nearly  a  column  of  extracts  from  the 
speech  referred  to.] 

It  is  said  there  is  a  vast  preponderance  of  the  public 
opinion  iti  fiivor  of  continuing  this  charter.  If  this  be  a 
feet — if  there  be  no  fears  of  public  opinion,  why  prema- 
turely force  the  new  charter  upon  the  people  four  years 
before  the  time }  The  charter  will  be  equal  probably  to  a 
gift  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars  to  the  present  stockhold- 
ers with  the  bonus  as  it  stands.  Will  the  people  sanction 
that  act  of  their  Senators  and  Representatives  which  shall 
throw  away  this  immense  amount'  Will  the  several  States 
quietly  forego  their  right  of  taxation,  when  responsible 
capitalists  have  offered,  besides  a  bonus  of  one  per  cent. 
annually  to  the  Federal  Government,  another  bonus  of 
one  per  cent,  to  the  several  State  Governments  for  these 
exclusive  banking  privileges' 

Arc  the  people  of  the  United  States  imder  any  pai-ticular 
obligations  to  the  present  stockholders — to  Baring,  Bro- 
thers, bCo.,  who  own  nearly  a  million  of  this  stock;  to 
the  most  honorable  the  Marquis  of  Hertford,  who  has  his 
hundred  thousand  dollars;  to  honorable  Hudson  Gurriey, 
member  of  Parliament;  to  Sir  William  Keppell,  Knigfht  of 
the  Grand  Cross  of  the  Order  of  Bath;  to  Lieutenant 
General  Sir  Marmaduke  Warren  Peacock;  to  Mrs.  Can- 
delaria  Bell;  to  Lady  Rosabella  Wilson,  and  other  Britisli 
lords  and  ladies,  to  grant  them  exclusive  privileges?  On 
the  confession  of  the  advocates  of  this  bank,  the  recharter 
of  the  bank,  tlie  instant  it  shall  be  consummated,  will  raise 
the  value  of  the  stock  seventeen  and  a  half  millions  of 
dollars.  This  will  be  equal  to  a  gift  outright  to  Baring, 
Brothers.  &  Co.  of  #395,750;  to  the  Marquis  of  Hertford 
of  $50,150;  to  honorable  Hudson  Gurney  of  (35,000;  to 
Sir  William  Keppell  of  JSfi.lOO;  to  Sir  Marmaduke  War- 
ren Peacock  of  $25,000,  to  say  nothing  of  other  British 
subjects  holding  larger  and  smaller  ammmts  of  this  stock. 
Was  the  like  of  this  case  ever  before  known?  Did  an 
American  Legislature  ever  before  do  an  act  parallel  to 
that  which  bestows  on  foreigners,  individually,  such  large 
sums,  not  only  without  consideration,  but  with  the  doc- 
trine openly  avowed  tl)at  taxation  shall  not  reach  this 
property?  Is  this  country  so  miserably  poor  and  destitute, 
that  capital  must  be  brought  here  and  kept  here  at  such 
an  enormous  premium  as  this?  On  the  subject  of  legis- 
lating for  tlic  benefit  of  foreigners,  let  me  again  recur  to 
the  speech  of  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat,]  from  which  I  have 
before  quoted.  It  is  true  that  foreigners  do  not  nominally 
hold  so  large  a  proportion  of  the  stock  of  the  present,  as 
they  held  of  the  old  bank;  yet  it  is  generally  admitted 
that  they  are  really  the  owners  of  a  larger  amount  than 


appears  in  the  returns.  They  actually  o«m  a  greater 
amount  now  than  they  did  then.  What  was  then  the  laa- 
gu»ge  of  the  Senator? 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  a  number  of  passages  from  Mr. 
Clat's  speech.] 

The  question  recurs — is  this  Government  under  any 
obligations  to  the  present  stockholdei-s  of  the  United 
States'  Bank  ?  Was  there  any  promise,  either  express  or  im- 
plied, to  renew  the  charter  in  their  hands?  If  so,  let  tlieir 
advocates  point  to  tlie  chapter  and  verse  in  which  that 
promise  is  contained.  For  twenty  years  these  stockhold- 
ers had  privileges  which  no  other  corporation  possessed; 
the  grant  to  tliem  did  not  extend  beyond  the  term  of 
twenty  years.  The  first  grant  was  either  of  value  to 
them,  or  it  was  not.  If  valuable,  they  have  no  right  to 
ask  the  renewal  of  a  privilege  from  which  other  citizens 
are  excluded:  if  of  no  value,  surely  the  Government  can 
be  under  no  obligations  to  continue  to  them  what  shall 
operate  to  their  injury. 

I  have  befnrc  me  a  pamphlet  bearing  date  at  Cincin- 
nati, May,  1832,  which  says: 

"  The  general  opinion  throughout  the  West  in  regard 
to  the  rechartering  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  is 
not  expressed  in  the  various  memorials  prepared,  circu- 
lated, and  sent  to  Congress  by  the  direct  influence  of  the 
bank.  The  debtor  is  morally  the  slave  of  the  creditor. 
A  tree  and  independent  expression  of  opinion  is  restrain- 
e<l  by  a  tense  of  fear.  If  a  merchant — ^the  apprehen- 
sion is  thai  his  creilit  will  be  stopped.  If  a  meclianic  or 
laborer — the  lose  of  employment  is  dreaded.  And  with 
either,  perhaps,  the  honest  support  of  a  fiimily  is  involv- 
ed. These  facts  existing  among  us,  have  caused  the 
signing,  <  without  regard  to  party,'  memorials  for  re- 
chartering  the  present  bank,  which  have  appeared  be- 
fore Congress." 

What  18  applied  by  the  Cincinnati  writer  to  individuals, 
and  individuals  of  that  place  have  been  under  severe 
thraldom  to  this  mammoth  institution,  may  be  applied  to 
every  small  local  bank  within  the  vortex  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States  and  its  brandies.  I  confess  I  was  sur- 
prised when  petitions  were  presented  Irom  several  of  the 
State  banks  in  New  Hampshire,  in  favor  of  rechartering 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  I  knew  there  was  a  poli- 
tical aprit  du  eorpt  operating  in  that  State  in  favor  of  the 
bank,  on  the  party  wliich  is  in  the  minority:  the  bank  had 
done  much  for  the  partjr,  and  it  was  natural  that  tlie  party 
should  do  something  for  the  bank.  I  have  since  ascer- 
tained that  a  number  of  the  banks  whose  directors  fiivored 
the  same  political  party  as  the  Bank  of  the  United  Sutes, 
in  utter  contumacy  to  the  agent  of  the  bank  who  required 
it  of  them,  refused  to  sign  the  printed  petition  which  was 
forwarded  to  them.  Uay  not  these  refractory  directors 
expect  the  vengeance  of  the  mammoth  after  he  shall  be 
let  loose  to  trample  down  every  thing  before  him  for  fif- 
teen years  more  ?  These  small  banks,  if  they  shall  come 
within  his  reach,  would  be  but  a  mouthful  to  his  maw. 
The  solvent  and  independent  banks  which  have  resisted 
his  mandate,  can,  however,  shut  up  their  banking  houses, 
and  place  their  capital  in  some  other  business,  laying 
themselves  under  no  other  pains  and  penalties  to  this  in- 
stitution than  such  as  all  capital  in  other  employments  shall 
be  subject  to. 

I  was  surprised  to  see  somi  of  the  banks  of  the  town  of 
Portnnouth — not  the  old  Union  bank,  for  that  is  an  owner 
of  United  States'  Bank  stock,  but  other  banks  in  that 
town — petitioning  to  renew  this  charter;  to  see  Ports- 
mouth, which  already  been  bled  to  depletion  by  this  Doc- 
tor Sangrado,  again  holding  out  her  arm  to  the  empiric. 
That  town  and  its  vicinity  has  suffered  severely  from  the 
branch  which  the  good  mother  at  Philadelphia  had  sent 
her.  I  hope  again  to  see  her  rise  invigorated  from  the 
ruin  which  had  been  spread  around  her.  She  had  plenty 
of  banking  capital  for  all  her  businesa,  without  aid  from 
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the  United  Stiktes'  Bank.  The  bank  sent  an  additional  c»- 
pital  of  some  three  hundred  thousand  dollars:  this  made 
more  money  than  was  necessary  for  oi'dinary  business.  At 
first  tlie  United  States'  Bank  offered  to  loan  on  liberal 
principles.  The  tariff" of  1824,  and  the  flush  of  money, 
threw  out  an  inducement  to  every  man  who  had  either 
money  or  credit  to  embark  in  manufiicturiiig  establish- 
ments: property  was  (o  be  made  hand  urer  hand.  I'he 
manufacturing'  mania  was  ut  its  highest  point.  Some  men 
at  Portsmouth  tiwk  sliares  in  the  great  establishments  at 
Dover,  Somersworth,  &c.;  others  undertook  to  build  up 
and  manage  smaller  establ.shments  in  other  places.  In- 
vestments also  were  made  in  other  business.  Several  in- 
vested not  only  all  their  own  money,  but  all  their  credit 
could  procure  from  the  banks.  The  brunch  bank  loaned 
money  liberally,  having,  besides  its  own  capital,  the  be- 
nefit of  the  public  dc-posites,  with  the  understanding  tliat 
those  who  took  the  money  miHit  have  their  notes  renew- 
ed till  sufficient  time  should  elapse  to  enable  them  to  real- 
ize their  fortunes  from  rise  in  the  factory  stock,  or  profits 
from  the  dividends.  The  manufacturing  bubble  burst  in 
1837,  '8,  and '9:  the  holders  of  manufacturing  stock  held 
on  as  long  us  they  could — tilt  nearly  the  whole  was  sacri- 
ficed. The  branch  bank  took  what  was  pledged  as  colla- 
teral security,  and  came  out  itself  from  this  speculation 
with  a  dead  loss  of  7U,000  t»  lOU.OOO  dulhii-s.  The  prin 
cipal,  if  nut  the  only  cause  of  tliese  failures  was  the  eZ' 
paiision  of  credit,  and  the  fiicilitiesto  obtain  money  which 
were  thrown  upon  the  trading  community  by  the  bank. 
Mid  the  bank  calling  for  payment  at  a  time  when  the 
money  could  not  be  bad,  thus  rendering  the  price  of  real 
estate  merely  nominal,  and  of  scarcely  no  value  in  the 
payment  of  debts. 

The  farmers  and  country  traders  who  had  been  induced 
to  make  loans  at  this  branch  on  better  terms,  as  they  sup- 
posed, than  could  be  had  at  tlie  local  banks,  fared  little 
better  from  the  treatment  of  this  branch.  Loans  were  of- 
fered them,  the  least  favorable  terms  of  which  were  a 
renewal,  every  four  months,  witli  payment  of  instalments 
of  ten  per  cent.  The  uitderstanding  was  tliat  these  terms 
should  not  be  changed.  At  a  time  of  the  greatest  scarcity, 
the  premdent  issued  his  circular  to  the  debtors  of  the 
branch,  requiring  a  renewal  of  the  notes  every  two  months, 
and  the  payment  of  twenty  per  cent,  on  the  original  sum 
at  each  renewal.  From  50,000  to  100,000  dollars  in  spe- 
cie, drawn  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks,  was  transmitted 
for  safe  keeping  to  the  friends  of'the  manager  of  the  bank, 
who  wanted  money  at  the  capital  of  a  neighboring  State. 
This  withdrawal,  at  that  time,  contributed  to  accelerate 
the  abs6lute  ruin  of  many  persons  who  were  possessed  of 
property  enough,  if  time  bad  been  given  them,  to  dis- 
charge all  their  debts,  and  have  a  moderate  capital  left. 
The  effiects  of  these  speculations  were  likewise  felt  in  the 
ruin  of  men  of  moderate  property  in  the  interior,  whose 
estates  were  sacrificed  at  the  sheriff''s  sales  for  one-third 
or  one-fourth  of  their  value. 

Since  that  time,  and  so  long  as  the  head  remained  who 
maltreated  the  citizens,  the  branch  bank  at  Portsmouth 
was  scarcely  able  to  do  sufficient  business,  with  all  its  ca- 
pital and  depoates,  to  pay  its  own  expenses:  and  some  of 
the  principal  business  men,  to  this  day,  draw  their  pro- 
missory notes  payable  at  any  bank  at  Portsmoutli,  except- 
ing the  branch  of  the  United  Sutes*  Bank. 

These  facts,  in  themselves  of  small  consequence  to 
those  who  are  in  the  habit  of  doing  business  by  tens  and 
hundreds  of  thousands,  will  serve  to  illustrate  wlut,  by 
possibility,  may  be  the  &te  of  those  at  the  South  and  West, 
who  have  recently  been  so  liberally  accommodated  with 
loans  by  tlie  United  States'  Bank.  Should  they  be  called 
on  suddenly  to  pay  at  one  and  the  same  time,  and  the  call 
will  be  made  at  no  time  so  likely  as  when  there  ia  a  scar- 
city of  funds,  their  situation  may  be  no  better  than  tlutt 
of  those  I  have  described. 


Congress  has  been  in  session  nx  nionths«  and  una,  I 
believe,  has  there  been  a  Congress  of  nx  monthi  vUdi 
has  cut  out  so  much  work  and  done  so  little.  We  kte 
passed  beyond  the  usual  time  of  adjournment — we  but 
perliaps  done  some  tilings  which  we  ought  not  to  bnt 
done,  and  we  have  left  undone  other  thin^  which  »e 
ought  to  have  done:  nay,  some  pressing  subjects  ire  tie- 
fore  us,  involving  the  highest  welfare  of  tlie  whole  people, 
and  perhaps  the  existence  of  the  Union  itself.  Whjne 
these  subjects  mule  to  give  way  to  that  which  is  now  be. 
fore  us?  Why  is  the  recharter  of  the  Bank  of  the  Doited 
States,  which  has  four  years  yet  to  run,  and  six  ycin  to 
wind  up  its  affitirs,  pressed  upon  us  with  so  much  perti- 
nacity? 

On  the  subject  of  renewing  the  charter  of  the  b»nl;,t!ie 
people  are  altogether  taken  by  sui-prise.  When  the  elec- 
tions of  those  composing  the  present  Congress  took  plict, 
tliere  was  no  expectation  by  the  people  that  this  Congres 
would  act  on  this  subject.  And  what  right,  I  would  ul, 
have  we  to  legislate  for  those  who  are  to  come  after  us'  ir 
the  Legislature  of  a  State  were  nuw  to  elect  a  person  to 
fill  tlie  place  of  any  Senator  wliose  term  of  service  eiplhs 
four  years  hence,  would  not  such  an  act  be  justly  rtgtrd. 
ed  as  an  act  of  usurpation?  "  Sufficient  fur  the  day  lithe 
evil  thereoi:"  and  if  we  must  have  fastened  upon  tiis 
Government  an  irresponsible  institution,  controlling  nrt 
only  the  vrtmle  currency  of  the  country,  but  controilmg 
the  purse  of  the  Government — ^if  we  must  be  bound  hud 
and  foot  hereafter,  as  we  are  now  bound  by  this  basic- 
let  us  put  on  the  chains  when  the  day  and  hour  urifu: 
until  that  time,  let  us  burden  the  people  with  so  nore 
than  one  set  of  manacles. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  took  the  floor  in  oppostioii  to  ibe 
bill.  He  stated  what  were  the  motives  which  induced 
him  to  move  his  resolution  last  sesaon,  on  tlie  subject  <^ 
the  bank.  He  expressed  the  anxiety  he  bad  felt  tobiin; 
the  public  mind  to  bear  on  tlie  subject;  for  be  did  not 
speak  with  a  view  to  change  the  opinions  of  any  Semtor, 
but  merely  to  go  abroad  to  the  people.  He  expected  Uat 
the  people  would  come  forward,  in  case  this  bill  should 
pass,  to  instruct  .their  representatives  to  adopt  a  diiTerent 
course.  If  that  instruction  should,  however,  be  to  con- 
firm what  the  Senate  were  about  to  do,  he  would  yield 
his  place  to  another.  Mr.  B.  here  gave  way  for  the  no- 
tion, and 

Mr.  MANGUM  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  yeas  had  it,  butarecoMt 
was  demanded;  anil  tlie  yeas  and  naya  being  demanded, 
the  question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follovrs: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley, 
Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,)iu- 
gtim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup, 
White. -^-19- 

N AYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  C^- 
ton,  Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frehnghuysen,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Naudain,  Foindeiter,  Prenfist,  Bobbim, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Wagp- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 24. 

Mr-  BENTON  then  resumed  bis  observations,  ststmi 
that  be  had  prepared  himself  for  this  result,  by  gwng  wl. 
and  taking  a  slight  dinner.  He  proceeded  to  oppoae  the 
renewal  of  the  charter.  . 

After  Mr.  B.  had  spoken  three-quarters  of  »ii  hi«r.  " 
gave  way  for  a  motion  for  adjournment;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

S^TtrmDAT,  JCKB  9. 

PROTECTION  OF  THE  FRONTIER. 

Mr.  TIPTON,  in  accordance  with  the  notice  gi»«  ^ 
W.m  on  Friday,  rose  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  »!• 
thorite  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  ™«T 
companies  of  ranger*  for  the  protection  of  the  Nona- 
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orestern  frontier  of  the  United  SUtes.  He  nid,  I  am  fully 
nvare,  sir,  that  the  Senate  has  no  desire  to  listen  to  dis- 
suasion upon  any  subject:  nor  would  I  now  obtrude  my- 
self upon  their  notice,  were  it  not  for  the  deep  tntcreat  I 
feel  in  the  passage  of  the  bill  I  have  bad  the  honor  to  in- 
troduce. But  it  would  be  criminal  in  me  to  keep  my  seat 
in  silence  when  the  property  and  the  lives  of  those  whom 
I  bave  the  honor  in  part  to  represent  on  this  floor  arc  in 
jeopardy. 

Ttie  bill  proposes  to  authorise  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  raise  five  hundred  mounted  riflemen  to 
protect  the  Northwestern  frontier—this  description  of 
troop*  bein;  better' suited  to  a  border  warfare  tlian  any 
other. 

The  measure  b  proposed  as  weU  to  protect  those  of  the 
Indians  who  wish  to  remain  Iriendty,  as  to  defend  the 
wliites,  and  to  chastise  the  hostile  bands  of  those  savaf^^ 
who  hover  on  our  borders,  ready  to  strike  a  blow  when- 
erer  the  opportunity  may  offer. 

It  may  be  objected  to  on  the  grwind  that  we  have  al- 
ready an  army  to  protect  us.  It  is  true,  sir,  we  have  an 
army  of  four  thousand  men:  one-fourth  of  this  force  is 
stationed  on  tlve  seaboard,  and  the  remainder  occupy  the 
numerous  garrisons  from  Maine  to  Arkansas.  We  cannot 
collect  them,  in  case  of  an  emergency,  at  a  jfiven  pi>int,  in 
any  rcasonuble  time.  No  man  can  have  (ifrea'er  confidence 
in  the  skill  and  courage  of  our  army  than  I  have — none 
wotilcl  confide  more  implicitly  in  their  ability  to  defend  us 
a^nst  an  invading  foe,  were'  that  foe  a  civilizeil  one.  But 
the  service  of  which  I  speak  requires  the  description  of 
troops  that  I  now  propose.  The  liulian  is  here  to-day  and 
gone  to-morrow;  ami  tlw  only  trace  of  his  presence  is 
misery,  bloodshed,  and  tears.  If  yon  call  upon  your  army 
to  protect  us,  before  tliey  arrive  'at  their  destined  point, 
the  enemy  has  disappeared. 

But  it  may  be  asked,  why  not  mount  a  part  oftl>e  army, 
under  the  conduct  of  their  own  officers^  Sir,  there  are 
two  reasons:  the  officers  of  the  army  are,  for  the  most 
part,  unacquainted  with  the  country,  and  with  the  habits 
and  mode  of  warfare  of  tlie  enemy.  They  are  many  of 
them  young'  men,  acqua'nted  w.th  the  theory  but  not  witl> 
the  pracl.ce  of  war.  Tliis  service  requins  practical  men, 
acquainted  with  ihe  lud.aiis  and  ihe'ir  habits.  It  requires 
meu  who,  like  our  Western  hunters,  have  been'  raised 
with  the  rifle  in  tlieir  hand;  who  ride  through  the  immense 
forestM  of  our  couutry  with  as  much  ease  as  others  upon  a 
plain  and  level  road;  whoslioot  with  an  unerring  and  cer- 
tain aim;  and  who  are,  in  every  respect,  eminently  quuli- 
fie<l  for  the  duly  proposed  by  this  bill. 
.■  The  inhabitants  of  the  frontier  would  have  more  confi- 
dence in  being  defende<l  by  their  fathers,  husbands,  and 
brothers,  many  of  whom  are  experienced  in  this  kind  of 
war&re,  and  who  are  emphatically  of  themselves,  than  l>y 
comparative  strangers.  Would  you  shorten  this  war  th«t 
is  now  rag=ng  on  our  frontier,  raise  this  troop.  Five  hun 
dred  men,  led  by  an  officer  suited  to  this  service,  are  suffi- 
cient, after  tlie  first  struggle  shall  have  been  deeded,  to 
march  through  the  Indian  country  from  Lake  Michigan  to 
the  Mississippi. 

To  dncoiiifit  the  Indians,  you  must  make  rapid  marches, 
carry  the  war  into  the  heart  of  their  country,  and  compel 
them  to  seek  shelter  for  their  women  and  children  in  the 
swamps  and  marshes.  Large  bodies  move  slowlv.  A 
portion  of  your  army  is  now  on  Bock  river.  Of  their 
movements  nothing  has  been  heard  for  some  days.  The 
Indians  are  breaking  up  the  settlements,  and  driving  in 
the  inhabitants  south  of  them,  and  in  the  neighborhood 
of  Galena,  in  the  north.  Move  your  army  south,  and  the 
Indians  fly  before  them,  snd  murder  at  other  points,  un- 
less o«ir  militia  defend  the  frontier. 

On  the  score  of  economy,  it  is  better  and  cheaper  to 
raise  the  troop  proposed,  than  to  attempt  to  defend  the 
frontier  with  militia.     One  year's  pay  for  tbis  battalion 


will  not  amount  to  300,000  dollars,  while  more  than  that 
sum  has  already  been  appropriated  fur  this  summer's  cam- 
paign alone,  and  will  probably  be  insulBcient  to  meet  the 
object.  If  you  wish,  after  the  present  war  is  ended,  to 
preserve  a  permanent  peace,  it  will  be  indisMnaably  ne> 
cessary  to  keep  up  an  armed  fbrec,  eontintiaily  patru)lin(p 
upon  the  border,  to  prevent  the  breaking  out  of  the  malice 
of  tlie  savage  irritated  by  defeat,  and  awaiting  only  an 
opportunity  to  wreak  his  revenge.  Indeed,  until  some 
change  is  made  in  our  Indian  relations,  we  will  be  obliged 
to  support  a  military  force  in  the  neigliborbood.  And  of 
all  kinds  this  is  the  most  adapted  to  Uie  duty  required  of 
it.  I  will  not  allow  myself  to  believe  that  the  Senate  wiB 
cetmt  and  compare  the  value  of  a  few  dollars  with  the 
lives  of  their  own  citizens.  Remember,  sir,  I  ask  your 
aid,  whilst  the  blood  of  our  women,  and  the  blood  of  our 
infants,  is  scarcely  yet  cold  upon  the  ground.  In  the  midst 
of  our  danger  and  distress,  we  make  tliis  appeal  to  the 
liberality  and  justice  of  Congress,  and  I  do  it  in  tlie  fullest 
confidence  that  we  will  not  be  denied. 

Sir,  were  the  Union  invaded,  who  more  willing  to  rudi 
to  the  point  of  danger,  tlian  tlie  men  of  the  West  ?  They 
have  poured  out  their  blood  like  water;  and  will  you  not 
now  afford  them  the  aid  they  ask '  Furnish  us  but  the  means^ 
and  my  life  fur  it,  sir,  my  constituents-  are  fiilly  able  to 
meet  any  emer)^ncy,  and  to  brave  any  danger.  But 
ynu  must  let  us  fight  under  our  own  officers,  and  in  our 
own  way. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  re- 
ferred to  tbe  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
ALF.XANDBIA  AQUEDUCT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexan- 
dria Canal  Company.  Mr.  C.  made  some  explanation  as 
to  tite  situation  of  Alexandria,  and  her  strong  claims  on 
the  attention  and  liberality  of  Congress. 

Mr.  SMITH  thought  the  amieduct  asked  for  by  Alex- 
andria shotikl  be  accompanied  hy  a  free  bridge;  and  that 
this  should  be  a  substitute  for  the  long  bridj^e.  He  nmin- 
ta'ned  ihat  the  right  of  General  MaSon  to  his  ferry  ought 
not  to  bit  vi<  lated  witlioiit  compensation.  Mr.  3.  moved 
to  amend  the  bill,  by  increasing  the  appropriatiim  to 
130,U00  dollars,  and  by  inserting  a  provision  reservin|p 
space  for  and  erecting  a  free  br  dge. 

Mr.  WKBSTEK  saiil  that  General  Mason  would  of 
course  be  indemnified,  but  objected  to  couple  this  matter 
with  the  Alexandria  bill. 

.Mr.  CHAMBERS  objected  to  any  amendment  at  this 
stage  of  the  session,  but  expressed  a  disposition  to  give 
every  attention  to  Georgetown  at  a  proper  time. 

The  bill  and  amendment  were  then  laid  on  the  table 
till  Monday,  and  the  amendment  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BENTON  resumed  the  remarks,  in  opposition  to 
the  engrossment  of  the  hill,  which  he  commenced  on  the 
preceding  day.  He  stated  that  the  establishment  of  the 
United  Slates' Bank  had  been  followed  by  injurimis  conse- 
quenees  to  tlie  South  and  the  West;  and  to  prove  this,  he 
adverted  to  the  instructions  issued  by  the  bank  to  the 
branches  of  the  South  and  the  West  He  quoted  the  lan- 
guage of  a  distinguished  statesman,  tliat  the  year  1816 
would  constitute  an  era,  that  it  was  the  most  disastrous 
period  in  our  history,  as  it  had  given  birtli  to  those  twin . 
monsters,  the  hank  and  an  ultrw  tariff.  He  coiuidered  the 
bank  and  tariff  as  one  and  indissoluble;  and  held  that  the 
death  warrant  of  the  South  and  West  hnd  issued  from  tbe 
institution  when  the  circular  instructions  were  seiitabroad. 
He  characterized  the  board  of  directors  as  a  central  power, 
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actinganddecidinffinaecret,  and  whose  decisions  were  only 
known  by  tl>eir  disastrous  operation  on  the  commimity. 

He  contended  that  the  public  deposites  in  the  United 
States'  Bank  would  by  October  next  amount  to  twenty 
millions,  and  that  all  the  statemente  made  as  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  public  deposites  were  fallacious.  Tlje  hos- 
tility of  the  bank  to  the  rapid  payment  of  the  public  debt, 
he  said,  was  evidenced  by  its  course  in  the  South  and  the 
West(  and  its  enmity  to  an  administration  which  was  se- 
dulously applying  itself  to  the  payment  of  the  debt,  was 
*qii*lly  apparent.  The  orders  of  the  bank  to  change  the 
loans  m  tl>e  South  and  West  into  domestic  bills  of  ex- 
change, he  considered  to  be  sufficient  proof  of  this  en- 
inity.  This  mode  of  coercing  the  debtors  oftlje  bank,  he 
ascribed  to  a  de«re  to  exact  usurious  interest.  He  charg- 
ed the  bank  with  adopting  the  aristocratical  ami  oppressive 
practice*  of  the  Bank  of  England;  and  was  desirous  that 
Congress  should  wait  three  or  four  years  longer  before 
they  renewed  the  charter,  in  order  to  see  how  tliese  prac- 
tices would  result.  He  stated  that  a  pilgrimage  to  Phila- 
delphia to  raise  money  was  just  as  common,  and  just  as 
necessary  to  obtain  capiul,  as  a  pilgrims^  to  Mecca  was 
to  save  the  soul  of  a  Mahometan.  He  wislied  that,  if  the 
country  was  to  have  a  bank,  it  would  be  an  independent 
one.  He  tliought  the  West  ought  to  he  freed  from  tlic 
pressure  of  an  institution  which  bore  it  down  to  the  eartli, 
fertile  iMirpose  i>f  enriching  another  section  of  the  Un.on. 
He  called  on  all  who  had  been  at  New  OrlcHus,  and  all 
who  drank  the  waters  of  the  West,  to  step  forward  and 
rescue  New  Orleans  from  the  grasp  of  a  foreign  Power, 
which  was  about  to  plunge  her  into  ruin. 

[In  the  course  of  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Bistos,  a  message 
was  received  from  the  House  of  R<  prcseiiiativos.  comniu 
nicatiiig  an  amendment  made  to  the  bill  from  the  Stnate 
to  substitute  mounted  volunteers  for  infantry  on  the 
Northwestern  frimtier.  The  amendment  strikes  out  llir 
original  bill,  and  authorizes  the  Prcs  dent  to  raise  any  num- 
ber of  mounted  volunteers,  not  to  exceed  I.IOJ  nun,  &C. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  amendme.nt;  when 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  that  it  was  certa:nly  an  extraor- 
dinary circumstance,  that,  in  the  prestnt  stale  of  our  Ni<rtli- 
western  frontier,  there  had  been  no  movement  on  the  part 
of  the  Executives  Twit  that  the  Senate  obtained  all  the  in- 
formation it  had  on  the  subject  from  a  tncmber  rising  here, 
and  another  member  rising  there,  in  his  place. 

The  message  was,  on  niotiun  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  laid 
on  the  table.  ] 

Mr.  GKCNDY  then  moved  the  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  bank  bill;  and. 

The  question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was  decided  as 
follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  D^ckerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsvth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  T)  Icr, 
White.— 20. 

NAYS Messra.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frtlinghuysen,  Heiulricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robiiuion, 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tonilinson,  Wagg.iman, 
Webster,  Wilkins.— 24. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  engrossment  of  the  bill 
for  a  tlurd  reailing,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  fol- 
lows: 

YEAS..— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay.  Clay- 
ton,   Dallas,   Ewing,    Foot,    Fielinglmysen,    Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Kubbins, 
,Bobins«n,   S.lsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  W.lkins— 25. 

NAYS Messrs.    Benton,    Bibb,    Brown,  Dickerson, 

Dudley,  Ellis.  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  H  II,  Kane,  King, 
Mungum,  Marcy,  MiUcr,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White — 20. 


MoKDAT,  Jvirs  11. 
THE  PENSION  LAW. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  joint  resoliitisi 
offered  by  Mr.  Wiikiks,  to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  rf 
War  the  duties  imposed  by  the  pension  bill  on  the  Scot- 
tarj-  of  the  lYeasury,  was  taken  up  for  consideratioo. 

Mr.  CHAMBERIS  then  adverted  to  the  practice  of  ^ 
department  to  put  tlie  moat  rigid  constructions  o«  tk 
pension  laws,  and  that  these  constructions  are  sorowi* 
similar  to  those  which  are  upon  the  laws  in  &vor  ofcnm- 
nals  in  cases  which  are  highly  penal.  He.  suted  thsttke 
bill  which  had  lately  pamed  was  amippleroenttotheia 
of  1818,  which  provided  for  certain  olScers,  !tc  spat 
fitd;  but  tliat  the  supplementary  bill  had  omitted  loi* 
olode.  within  its  proviaions  all  the  officers  belonging  to  tk 
Ituspital  department  and  on  the  medical  staff.  He  Mui, 
further,  Uiat  one  of  bis  colleagues  in  the  other  Hob*  lai 
assured  him  tliat,  under  the  rigid  practice  of  the  depirt- 
ment,  this  class  of  officers  would  be  considered  at  Kt 
entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  law.  He  therefore  proposed 
to  amend  the  resolution  by  axlding  a  clause  to  the  iolioa^ 
ing  effect: 

"  And  that,  in  the  execution  of  the  said  act,  all  oictn 
in  the  hospital  department  and  on  the  medical  sttS  be 
considered  as  being  as  fully  within  the  meaning  of  tlie  aH 
act,  as  of  officers  of  tlie  line." 

Mr.  WILKIN'S  requested  the  reaiUng  of  a  paper  ft 
dressed  to  tlie  cliairiiHiii  of  the  Committee  on  PeuKuuiif 
the  ch.ef  clerk  of  the  Pension  Office,  exliibiting  the  » 
convenience  which  resulted  from  tite  petitions  brinf  fiitd 
HI  one  de|>artmeiit,  and  the  |iapers  in  anotlier. 

Mr.  FUO  r  Mid  a  few  words  aguiiuit  the  cbai^  nl 
corrected  the  sUtcment  tliai  this  new  bill  was  a  wp[«- 
ment  to  the  act  of  1818.  It  was  a  supplement  to  tlit  a* 
»f  1828.  He  moved  a  siibsl.tute  to  the  amcndnieBt  |>r» 
posed,  directing  the  Si-erelary  of  the  Treasury  to  petB* 
ibe  Withdrawal  of  the  pa|jers  of  petitioners. 

Alter  some  few  wurUs  in  exptanation,  Mr.  HAXGDi 
inuved  to cuinmit  the  TiaulutiOii  to  the  Couim.ttec un  Fo- 
Sioiis,  which  was  negatived — ^yeas  14. 

Some  coiivemat.oii  then  tot.k  place  on  a  suggestion ft« 
Mr.  KOU-.yTU  to  take  aw»j  Iroiii  the  aineiidinciit  lie 
authority  for  Uie  appl.caiits  Uicmselves  to  witlidnv  ih* 


papei-s.  ^ 

IJie  amendment  of  Mr.  Foot  was  negatived;  tlut  of 
tir.  CHAMBKas  agreed  to;  and  the  resokition  ottlcmllol 
third  reitthng. 

DUTIES  ON  IMPORTS. 

On  moUonof  Mr.  DICKERSON,  tlie  Senate  took  ^ 
the  bill  to  repeal  in  part  the  duties' uv  imports— ye»  21, 
na}  s  16. 

Mr.,UICKERSON  then  stated  tliat  bis  object  « Is 
offer  an  anundineiit  to  the  bill,  and  to  move  for  the  pn* 
.iig  of  that  aniemlment,  and  then  10  Uy  the  bJI  »fw« 
the  table,  unt.l  the  senate  sliuuld  be  disposed  to  i<ktitiij 
He  then  moved  to  suike  out  all  the  first  section  of  the  i* 
after  tlie  word  "cocoa,"  and  to  insert  a  Bewcls«fial* 
of  articles,  which  he  sent  to  the  Clwir. 

The  amendment  having  been  read,  WM  oidewd  •*  " 
printed.  ^ 

Mr.  TAZEWELX.  then  said  that  he  had  been  oppsw 


to  taking  up  the  bill  at  this  time,  because  he  h«d 
to  offer  an  amendment  which  he  had  been  for  soiK  W 
preparing,  and  whicli  he  wished  to  offer,  tobcseirtt>a< 
printing  shop,  to  the  Senate,  to  the  worhl,  ™'»"^T'~* 
else.  All  iliat  he  had  as  yet  been  able  to  accompSA"" 
to  prepare  a  rough  draught  of  a  bill,  which  »"""'r|^ 
bit  the  principles  which  he  thought  should  be  x"!**" 
order  to  fix  the  revenue  of  the  country  on  ».»* 
which  he  deemed  it  to  be  practicable  to  place  it  '« 
principles  might,  in  the  first  pUce,  be  examined, »«  "* 
Senate  might  afterwards  go  into  the  consdeialioii  a  w 
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dctaiU.  If  the  Senate  should  decide  that  the  principle* 
of  hi»  bill  were  correct,  they  would  then  proceed  to  con- 
nder  the  details  which  be  should  be  prepared  at  a  proper 
time  to  offer.  Should  the  principles  presented  by  his  bill 
be  repudiated  by  tlie  Senate,  there  would  be  no  necessit)' 
for  touching  the  details.  He  stated  timt  he  was  engaged 
in  the  preparation  of  some  schedules  embracing  the  de- 
tail* of  the  bill. 

The  proposition  was  then  received  informally  in  the 
ibape  of  an  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  his  hope  that  the  proposition 
would  be  received  by  the  Senate.  He  was  glad  to  find 
that  the  gentlemM  from  Virginia  had  devoted  a  portion 
of  his  time  to  this  employment.  He  hoped  the  gentleman 
would  proceed  in  his  work,  prepare  his  schedules,  and 
fiimish  them  to  the  Senate,  that  they  might  be  printed, 
and,  at  a  proper  time,  receive  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate.  He  would  refrain  from  any  observations,  at  this 
time,  on  the  mibject  of  the  principles  of  the  bill.  He 
should  be  pleased,  however,  to  see,  in  an  authentic  and 
responsible  form,  the  views  of  every  individual  Senator, 
and,  were  it  possible,  of  every  member  of  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives,  in  order  that  the  whole  might  be  consi- 
dered together,  ami  that  the  good  mi^t  be  extracted, 
and  incoporated  into  a  bin. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  hoped  that  it  would  be  understood 
that  the  schedules  in  preparation  were  also  to  be  printed, 
as  they  might  be  furnished  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia. 

The  CHAIR  replied  that  it  would  be  so  understood. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  printed;  and 
Ae  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  bill  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate 
die  subscribers  to  the  Bank,  of  the  United  States  was  read 
a  third  time. 
The  question  being  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
question,  and  they  were  ordered. 

Mr.  MANGUM  then  spoke  briefly  in  exposition  of  the 
reasons  which  would  compel  him  to  vote  against  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Kobbins,  Robinson,.  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.— 38. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.— 20. 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  DALLAS  said  that,  being  called  to  vote  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  make  a 
brief  statement  to  the  Senate.  He  had  been  returned  to 
the  Senate  on  the  list  of  stockholders,  as  holding  a  part  of 
the  stock  in  the  bank.  As  soon  as  be  found  that  this  sub- 
ject would  come  In  for  discussion,  he  had  directed  the 
■lock  which  he  held  in  the  institution  to  be  sold.  It  had 
been  sold,  he  had  received  the  amount  of  the  sales,  and 
kad  no  longer  any  interest  in  the  bank. 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  said  that  he  perceived  his  name  on  the 
fist  of  stockholders.  He  had  disposed  of  bb  stock  be- 
Ibre  this  question  came  before  Congress^  and  was  no  longer 
Bterested  in  the  institution. 

On  his  name  being  called, 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  he  had  seen  his  name  on  the 
Rst  of  the  returns;  but  that  the  insertion  was  altogether  a 
Mistake  of  the  clerk  at  the  bank  in  PhiUdelphia. 
Vol.  VUI — 6$ 


The  bill  was  then  passed,  and  sent  to  the  other  House 
for  concurrence. 

ALEXANDRIA  CANAL  COMPANY. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexan- 
dria Canal  Company. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
SxiTH  to  insert  the  word  "thirty"  after  the  words 
"  one  hundred,"  increasing  the  ap])ropriation  to  130,000 
dollars;  and  to  insert  after  the  provision  for  an  aqueduct, 
the  words  "and  sixteen  feet  on  each  «de  thereof  for  a 
free  bridge.". 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  this 
c^uestion. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  the  subject  of  the  amend- 
ment, when,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  queition  wa* 
divided,  and  the  order  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  first 
branch,  the  insertion  of  the  word  "thirty,"  being  with- 
drawn, the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  question  being  then  on  tte  motion  to  insert  the 
words  in  reference  to  the  free  bridge. 

The  amendment  was  advocated  by  Mr.  FOHSYTH  and 
Mr.  HAYNE;  and  opposed  by  Mr.  CLAY,  Mr.  MILLER, 
Mr.  TYLER,  Mr.  FOOT,  and  Mr.  CHAMBERS. 

The  amendment  was  advocated  on  the  ground  that  the 
aqueduct  would  be  injurious  to  the  intereata  of  George- 
town, and  destructive  to  the  rights  of  General  Mason  in 
his  ferry;  and  that  the  only  considention  which  George- 
town could  receive  in  return  was  in  the  form  of  a  fi-ee 
bridge  for  her  benefit. 

It  was  replied  that  Alexandria  had  not  received  her 
share  in  the  distribution  of  the  funds  received  "by  the 
Government  from  the  sales  of  public  lands  within  the 
District,  and  that  she  ought  to  be  gratified  in  this  her  first 
application  to  Congress  for  aid;  that  the  opposition  of 
Georgetown  to  the  measure  was  ill-timed  and  unkind;  and 
that  the  rights  of  General  Mason  in  the  ferry  would  be 
protected.  It  was  further  declared  that  there  was  no 
disposition  on  the  part  of  Alexandria  to  injure  George- 
town, or  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  General  Mason; 
and  a  pledge  was  given  b^  Alexandria  that  she  would  at 
any  time  permit  a  free  brid^  to  be  built  on  the  pier*  <rf 
the  aqueduct,  and  that  any  injury  to  the  owner  of  the  ferry 
would  be  equitably  adjusted. 

It  was  then  explained  by  Mr.  CLAY,  in  compliance 
with  a  suggestion  from  ihe  authorities  of  Geor^town, 
that  there  was  no  oppoidtion  intended  to  the  wuhe*  of 
Alexandria. 

Mr.  CLAY  complimented  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
[Mr.  Ttleb]  and  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
[Mr.  MiLLEBj  on  their  union  with  him  on  this  question  of 
internal  improvement;  and  expressed  a  hope  that  they 
would  extend  their  new  feelings  beyond  the  District.  In 
reference  to  the  protests  against  the  system,  he  relatedan 
anecdote,  in  substance  as  follows: 

After  a  certain  message  of  a  late  Preadent  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  about  the  year  1825,  which,  with  a  great  deal  of 
eloquence,  enforced  the  propriety  of  a  system  of  internal 
improvements,  there  was  a  great  deal  of  alarm  excited 
through  the  ancient  dominion  of  Virginia  on  the  subject 
of  this  official  document.  Some  of  those  gentlemen  who 
participated  in  this  alarm,  were  deputed  to  wait  on  Mr. 
Jefferson,  and  to  ask  his  advice  how  they  should  act  in 
this  emergency,  in  this  melancholy  condition  ts  which  the 
commonwealth  had  been  reduced.  After  they  had  aet 
forth  their  complunts,  and  their  denre  that  be  would 
advise  them  how  to  act — "why,"  sud  Mr.  Jefferson, 
"I'll  tell  you."  They  had  talked  about  protests,  resolu- 
tions, &c.  "  I'll  tell  you,"  said  Mr.  JefierK>D— "  make  a 
protest!  make  a  solemn  protest!  and  then  get  a*  much  of 
the  money  as  you  can. 

The  yeas  and  nay*  were  then  ordered  on  the  teeond 
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part  of  the  »roenclnnent,  moved  by  Mr.  Suitb,  and  the 
question  beinff  taken,  was  decided  as  follows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hill,  Marcy,  Smith, 
Tipton,  Wagi^man. — 7. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dndley,  Ewin;;, 
Foot,  Fvelingluiysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Holine^  John- 
ston, Kane,  King,  Knijfht,  Man^m,  Miller,  Moore,  Nau- 
dain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robhins,  Robinson,  Rii^gples, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragiie,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Troup", 
Tyler,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins.— 39. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading^— yeas  38, 
nays  5. 

INDIAN  WAR. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  consider  the  roessaf^e  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
commiinicatinp  the  amendment  of  that  body,  authorizini; 
the  President  of  the  Unite<l  States  to  receive  into  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  ''tates'  volunteers,  for  the  protection  of 
the  Northwestern  frontier,  not  to  exceed  ten  companies. 
■  Mr.  CLAY  then  withdrew  the  motion  wliich  be  had 
made  on  Saturday  to  recommit  the  bill. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  rose  to  move  some  amendments 
which  he  thoiifi^ht  would  obviate  the  difficulty  that  had 
arisen.  He  said  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  as  amended 
by  the  House,  provides  for  raising  one  thousand  gun  men 
to  protect  the  Northwestern  frontier  against  the  Indians. 
He  would  have  been  satisfied  with  the.  bill  as  it  was,  for 
he  was  anxious  to  stop  the  efiVinon  of  blood,  and  the  de- 
struction of  property,  in  the  frontier  country.  Some  Se- 
nators object  to  the  number  of  men  to  be  raised,  some  to 
tlieir  term  of  service,  and  others  to  the  discretionary 
power  vested  in  the  President.  On  a  former  occasion  he 
had  stated  that  five  himdred  men  were  competent  to  the 
service,  if  led  bj;  an  officer  suited  to  the  occasion.  This 
was  still  his  opinion)  but,  yielding  to  the  wishes  of  the 
representative  from  Illinois,  for  whose  opinion  be  had 
great  respect,  he  had  left  the  number  blank.  Some  Se- 
nators have  said  to  the  friends  of  this  measure,  agree 
among  yourselves,  and  wc  will  vote  with  you  for  any  sum 
that  is  required.  In  order  to  settle  this  matter,  and  pro- 
cure the  prompt  action  of  Congress,  I  now  propose,  said 
Mr.  T.,  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  asking  for  five  hun- 
dred men,  to  serve  one  year,  to  be  commanded  by  one 
major  and  a  suitable  number  of  platoon  officers,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and 
consent  of  the  Senate.  He  had  no  fear  of  the  discretion- 
ary power  vested  in  the  President.  The  President  knew 
too  well  what  was  due  to  a  suffiering  people,  and  to  his 
own  fame,  and  he  had  given  too  many  pledges  of  fidelity 
to  his  country,  now  to  err  in  regard  to  conducting  an  In- 
dian war.  Pass  this  bill  with  the  amendment,  and,  in 
thirty  days  from  the  day  the  President  signs  it,  a  sufficient 
force  will  be  on  the  frontier,  and  of  that  description  of 
troops  that  will  inspire  confidence  in  our  people,  and  ena- 
ble them  to_  return  with  their  families  to  their  former 
homes.  This  number  of  men  is  amply  sufficient  to  keep 
peace,  and  the  presence  of  an  armed  force  is  at  all  times 
necessary  to  awe  those  Indians  into  submission. 

An  Indian  has  no  love  fur  the  American  people.  The 
missions,  the  teachers,  and  tlie  preachers  sent  to  them, 
have  not  civilized  them,  nor  will  the  long  prayers  made, 
nor  the  hypocritical  hands  holden  up  in  our  Eastern  cities 
in  behalf  of  the  poor  Indians,  have  much  effect  in  ward- 
ing off  the  scalping  knives  from  our  heads.  To  explain 
tlie  cause  of  his  anxiety  on  this  subject,  Mr.  T.  read  a 
letter  from  Major  Brown,  dated  May  30tb,  stating  that 
General  Walker,  with  four  hundred  men,  bad  |^one  out. 
General  Walker,  said  Mr.  T.,  is  a  brave  and  active  young 
man:  I. ii  followers  are  united  to  the  service;  while  they 
are  out,  the  frontiers  will  be  protected.  But  these  m'eii 
live  by  th«ir  own  industry,  and  cannot  remain  long  iit  the 


field,  and,  when  they  return,  more  murders  will  be  per- 
petrated. 

Those  who  have  not  lost  their  lives  have  lost  their  pro- 
perty, and  the  opportunity  of  making  bread  for  thii  m- 
son.  Another  letter  informed  him  that  there  wti  not 
bread  enough  in  the  country  to  serve  the  people  ten  djyi. 
The  Indian  has  struck  his  blows,  and  will  lie  close  iml 
conce.-d  himself  until  our  militia  return  from  their  expe- 
dition. 

At  the  approach  of  autumn,  when  the  settlers,  driita 
by  necessity,  return  to  recover  tlieir  property,  and  to  put 
in  winter  grain  for  the  next  crop,  unless  we  have  an 
armed  force  there,  this  war  will  be  renewed. 

And,  sir,  said  Mr.  T.,  will  you  then  expect  us  to  rentv 
this  application  next  year  to  Congress  with  inother 
mournful  list  of  murders?  If  you  do,  you  are,  perlup^ 
mistaken.     Let  me  tell  you  what  will  be  done! 

Tliere  are  about  five  thousand  one  hundred  Indiau 
in  Indiana,  and  in  Illinois  eight  thousand  six  buixlrtd: 
we  are  neighbors,  cannot  agree,  and  are  now  at  war. 
You  must  separate  us  by  removing  these  Indians  out  of 
these  States,  or  you  may  be  sure,  nr,  that  we  will  esttt- 
minate  them.  From  this  war,  and  this  danger,  the  Ik- 
numinees  and  a  part  of  the  Pottawatamies  are  exempt 
If  you  will  send  the  force  which  we  want,  it  can,  if  umler 
judicious  ofiicers,  protect  the  white  people  and  the  fncnd- 
ly  Indians  until  all  the  Indian  tribes  are  removed  froo  our 
vicinity- 

This  is  no  tariff  bill  to  talk,  and  write,  and  tbreaKs 
about,  and  put  off  until  next  year.  It  comes  home  to  our 
business  and  bosoms:  our  wives  and  our  little  ones— oiir 
all  are  at  stake.  We  cannot,  we  will  not,  delay.  Let 
me  entreat  gentlemen,  whatever  they  do,  to  do  it  quickly. 
It  is  better  for  us  that  you  should  this  day,  before  the 
Western  mail  goes  out,  decide.  Denial  is  better  for  us 
than  delay.  When  you  tell  us  no,  you  must  dclbd 
yourselves— we  cannot  spare  the  money — the  tariff  *ill 
not  be  modified — we  dread  giving  tbe  President  thu 
power — there  are  but  few  Indians  at  »-ar — your  men,  no* 
out,  will  watch  the  Black  Hawk  until  he  starves;  ttieo, 
sir,  we  understand  you.  UndersUnding,  then,  sir,  »e 
know  what  to  do.  I  am  no  prophet;  but  I  would  not  be 
surprised  if  all  the  Indians  fi-om  Tippecanoe  to  tlie  Mis- 
sissippi sltould  be  exterminated  before  the  end  of  one 
year.  Sir,  it  is  our  duty,  in  self-defence,  to  do  this;  ami, 
after  it  is  done,  let  me  not  be  told,  you  Wcstem  people 
are  savages;  you  murdered  the  poor  Indians.  Do  gen- 
tlemen expect  us  to  beg  the  lives  of  our  families  upon  our 
knees?  It  is  not  in  our  nature;  we  cannot,  we  will  not, 
do  it.  Congress  will  adjourn  in  a  few  days;  and  when  »e 
return  to  our  people,  and  tell  them  that  we  liave  done  all 
ill  our  power  to  procure  men  for  their  defence,  and  lia»e 
failed,  then,  sir,  our  constituents  know  what  to  do,  ari 
upon  you,  not  upon  us,  be  the  charge  of  wliat  follows; 
for  these  wars  will  be  brought  to  a  close  in  tbe  shortest 
possible  way.  It  is  proper  ijiat  I  should  state  that  1  ban 
conversed  with  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  that  he  ap- 
proves raising  tliis  corps.  I  wrote  to  him,  but  be  is  absent, 
or  I  would  have  had  a  letter  to  submit  to  tbe  Senate  upon 
the  subject. 

I  am  opposed,  continued  Mr.  T.,  to  popular  electiooi 
of  military  officers.  They  create  much  difficulty,  asi 
are  subversive  oi  military  discipline.  When  an  officer 
is  cliarged  with  an  expedition,  and  directed  to  take  bis 
men  to  a  certain  point,  and  do  a  certain  thing,  he  is  re- 
sponsible fur  tlie  execution  of  the  order.  Can  be  say  to 
this  man,  go  there,  to  another  stay  here,  if  he  is  elrctioB- 
eering  witli  them?  Military  service  requires  power  to 
enforce  discipline  if  you  will  make  it  efficient  Tbel^ 
sident  knows  this.  He  has  been  embarrassed  by  tbese 
things  in  his  campaign.  I  confide  in  him  that  he  will  ik* 
appoint  cadets  from  West  Point,  nor  bar  room  elerks 
and  counterhoppers  to  command  our  men.    No,  siri  b* 
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will  ask  the  honorable  Senators  from  Illinois  or  Missouri 
^rbo  is  competent  to  command;  who  will  your  people 
confide  in.'  And  he  will  appoint  men  who  are  recom- 
Biended  by  the  representatives  from  the  States  in  danger. 
As  to  tlie  organisation  of  the  corps,  Mr.  T.  said  he  wished 
it  to  form  a  part  of  the  army — the  officers  to  be  commis- 
sioned fur  three  years — ^the  men  enlisted  for  one  year,  un- 
less sooner  discharged;  and  the  law  to  remain  in  force 
three  years.  His  object  was  to  aroid  popular  militia,  by 
creatinff  a  permanent  and  efficient  corps  to  maintain  the 
peace  nf  the  frontiers. 

Mr.  KANE  was  opposed  to  adopting  the  amendments 
of  the  Senator  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Tirros;]  their  discus- 
sion would  create  delay;  nor  would  the  measure  be  so 
ezpeditiaiis;  and,  for  expedition's  sake,  be  would  take  tlie 
ameaclment  as  it  came  from  the  House. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  said  he  was  in  faror  of  the  amend- 
nent  by  t!ic  Senator  from  Indiana,  and  that  he  had  a  few 
words  to  say,  chiefly  applicable  to  filling  the  blank, 
should  the  amendment  proposed  be  adopted.  The  bill, 
as  it  originally  passed  the  Senate,  proposed  the  mounting 
•f  a  corps  of  infantry  for  the  protection  of  our  inland 
lirantier.  It  had  no  reference  to  the  recent  troubles  of 
the  Northwest,  but  had  its  origin  in  a  belief,  entertained 
for  years  past,  that  this  description  of  troops  was  better 
suited  to  the  service  in  that  quarter  than  infantry  on  foot. 

This  bill  bad  been  modelled  in  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, in  direct  reference  to  the  Indian  war  now  raging 
between  the  Mississippi  and  Lake  Michigan,  and  proposed 
as  a  substitute  the  raisng  of  one  tbutisand  gun  men,  volun- 
teers, corps  organize<l,  or  to  be  organized,  as  the  Presi- 
dent might  direct;  to  continue  in  service,  or  be  dismissed 
from  it,  as  his  discretion  might  see  fit.  The  amendments 
proposed,  said  Mr.  H.,  look  not  so  much  to  tbe  present 
crisaa,  as  to  the  permanent  defence  of  tbe  country,  and 
contemplate  a  corps  of  mounted  rang>erson  the  modtl  of 
those  employed  on  the  frontier  during  the  late  war.  This 
latter  purpose,  said  Mr.  H.,  I  approve,  and  believe  the 
latter  description  of  troops  <lecidedly  the  best  adapted  to 
(he  service,  and  ilie  most  efficient  tlmt  can  be  called  into 
it.  This  was  the  testimony,  he  believed,  uniformly  given 
in  &vor  of  these  corps  during  that  war,  from  the  frontiers 
of  the  Ohio  to  the  Mississippi  river.  These  troops  were 
more  active,  energetic,  more  rapid  in  their  movements, 
and  as  brave  as  any  others  that  have  heretofore  ever  been 
employed  in  the  service.  They  were,  indeetl,  citizen 
soldier*,  having  all  the  advanbiges  of  discipline,  and  all 
the  interests  of  the  country  concentrated  upon  them.  It 
was  his  opinion  that  so  much  better  were  tliese  corps 
suited  to  the  defence  against  Indians,  that  five  hundred  of 
them  would  be  better  than  the  one  thousand  proposed  by 
the  amendment  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  He 
wished  this  corps  to  be  organized  as  tlie  bill  proposeil, 
to  be  made  a  corps  of  the  army,  officered  as  the  rangers 
were  the  last  war;  and  this  could  be  done,  as  it  then  was, 
either  by  arbitrary  appointments  of  the  President  and  Se- 
nate, or  by  selections  of  the  officers  on  the  part  qf  tlie 
ompanies,  these  selections  being  afterwards  sanctioned 
by  the  appointing  power;  for  in  both  ways  were  the  com- 
panies of  rangers  officered  during  the  war.  He  would 
also  pay  these  troops  &%  they  have  been  heretofore  paid; 
would  give  tliem  one  dullur  per  day,  and  require  them  to 
find  their  own  rations,  clothing,  aiitl  horses.  He  would, 
at  a  proper  time,  move  to  fill  the  blank  with  six  hunilred, 
with  a  view  of  their  being  organ'zed  into  six  companies, 
which  would,  in  his  opinion,  after  the  preMnt  crisis  should 
pass  away,  be  abundantly  sufficient  for  the  protection  and 
tranquillity  of  our  whole  exposed  frontier.  The  officers 
would  be  continued  in  the  service  as  long  as  tbe  service 
might  need  them.    The  men  would  be  enlisted  for  one 


Mr.  H.  fiu^her  remarked  that  all  the  objections  to  the 
proposed  amendment  could,  in  his  opinion,  be  readily 
answered.  It  had  been  said  that  the  raising  of  rangers 
would  be  a  measure  of  delay,  and  that  the  volunteera 
proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  House  were  already 
in  the  field.  We  had  been  urged  in  favor  of  the  bill  at 
it  came  from  the  House,  by  considerations  of  the  present 
emergency  on  the  frontier.  He,  for  one,  did  not  feel 
himself  legislating  for  the  present  emergency  at  all;  that 
emergency  had,  in  all  probability,  before  this,  passed  away. 
The  Indians  were  no  doubt  dispersed,  and  sheltered  in  the 
deep  forests  of  the  Nortliwest;  and  if  this  were  not  now 
the  fact,  it  would  be  so  long  before  any  troops  we  could 
raise  by  the  billco«ild  be  brutiglit  into  the  field.  For  the 
present  emergency,  there  were  already  too  many  troop* 
m  the  field,  more  than  could  be  employed;  tliey  were  m 
each  other's  way;  and  the  greatest  difficulty  they  would 
feel,  would  be  the  want  of  stipplies.  Communication* 
from  the  seat  of  war  had  told  us  that  four  thousand 
Illinois  militia  were  already  there,  and  that  tbit  number 
was  daily  increasing.  The  militia  from  the  western  coun- 
ties of  Indiana  had  also  marched  to  the  point  of  danger. 
He  had  teen  a  letter  this  morning,  informing  that  tbe 
Governor  of  Indiana  bad  ordered  a  brigadier  geiteral, 
with  his  whole  command,  to  repur  to  the  frontier,  if,  in 
his  opinion,  such  force  might  be  needed. 

We  liave  even  heard  of  movements  of  the  militia  in  tbe 
State  of  Ohio.  It  was  idle  to  suppose  that  the  first  emer>> 
gency  could  be  aided  by  the  bill  now  before  the  Senate. 
There  were,  or  had  been,  probably  five  men  in  the  service 
where  one  was  needed.  This  was  creditable  to  the  militia 
of  the  new  States.  It  was  a  part  of  their  history,  that 
they  Mmultaneously  repair,  en  tmute,  to  the  point  of 
danger. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  in  voting  upon  the  measure  now  be- 
fore the  Senate,  I  feel  myself  called  upon  to  provide  an 
efficient  corps  fur  the  protection  of  tranquillity  on  tlie 
frontier.  Such  force  he  thought  necessary,  altiiough  the 
recent  speck  of  war  should  have  wholly  disappeiiredi 
for  it  would  be  recollected  that  tlie  recent  disturbances 
have  not  been  the  first  which,  within  tbe  last  few  years, 
have  been  excited  by  these  tribes  on  the  Upper  Mississippi. 
They  repair  yearly  to  Maiden  and  Fort  Drummond,  and 
receive  large  presents  fWim  the  British,  and  feel  tliat  they 
have  a  resting  place  without  the  limits  of  the  United 
States.  Future  hostilities  may  be  expected  from  them. 
This  their  past  history,  at  well  as  their  present  feelings, 
induces  tu  to  expect;  ami  for  this  state  of  things  it  wta 
our  duty  to  provide  six  hundred  men,  organized  into  six 
companies.  Two  companies  to  be  raised  in  each  of  the 
States,  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Missouri,  mounted  and  kept 
n,  motion,  would  be  a  sufficient  protection  for  the  whole 
line  of  our  exposed  frontier. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  tite  present  difficulty  in  which  they 
found  themselves  involved,  was  owing  to  neglect  in 
not  being  furnished  with  any  plan  necessary  to  be  pur- 
sued, or  any  official  information  by  the  Executrve  or  pub- 
lic offlcera  iif  the  Government.  Thus,  in  the  absence  of 
such  knowledge,  different  propositions  were  suggested  by 
various  members,  as  each  thought  would  be  best  adapted 
for  his  own  part  of  the  States,  ami  the  House  and  the  Senate 
could  not  decide  on  the  conflicting  opinions.  The  only  m^ 
thod,  then,  wat  for  those  l.ke  him,  who  were  not  familiar 
with  these  aflTairs,  to  compare  thote  different  projects,  and 
to  form  their  opinions  accordingjly.  He  had  formed  hit 
opinion,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge,  and  he  preferred 
the  bill  intm<luced  on  Friday  by  tbe  Senator  from  Indiana 
to  the  present  measure. 

Mr.  BENTON  denied  that  there  was  any  negligence  oa 
the  part  of  tlie  Government.     Measures  which  the  exi- 


year,  unless  sooner  discharged;  and  whenever  it  should !  gency  of  the  case  require<l,  had  long  since  been  put  into 

be  thought  advi.sable,  the  whole  corps,  efficert  and  men,  |  execution,  and  were  now  in  tuccesrfiil  operation. 

eoold  be  instantly  disbanded.  i     Mr.  BUCKNER  stated  hi*  viewt  of  tbe  description  of 
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men  he  thought  best  fitted  for  such  defensive  operations 
agunst  the  Indians.  Those  who  were  most  familiar  witl) 
the  peculiarities  of  the  Indians,  from  residence  on  the 
spot,  were  best  adapted  to  defeat  their  incursions.  He 
would  prefer  that  they  should  be  mounted  on  their  own 
property)  they  then  had  an  object  of  care  different  from 
what  it  otherwise  would  be  if  the  property  of  the  public. 
He  also  thought  that  loungers  in  garrisons,  from  want  of 
practice  in  rimng  through  forests  and  over  a  rou^i  coun- 
try, were,  of  all  others,  the  most  likely  to  be  bad  riders. 
In  scouHng  the  forests,  necessary  in  Indian  warfare,  they 
would  be  of  little  or  no  avail;  first  would  go  their  bridles, 
next  their  stirrups,  then  their  trappings,  accoutrements 
to  their  saddlebags,  or,  probably,  what  might  be  termed 
their  Yankee  wallets.  Of  what  use,  he  would  then  ask, 
could  such  troops  be?  He  would  prefer  to  those  regulars 
the  inhabitants  of  the  spot,  if  properly  organized — men  to 
whom  such  difficulties  were  familiar — men  who  could 
climb  the  rocky  mountains,  and  fear  not  the  toil^-mcn  to 
whom  the  swamp,  the  prairie,  or  the  flood,  presented  no 
fear* — men  who  required  no  guides  to  direct  their  path  in 
the  profound  obscurity  of  tlie  night,  or  to  penetrate  the 
forest  in  its  darkest  gloom. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  ROBINSON, 
Mr.  TIPTON,  and  Mr.  FOOT,  the  first  amendment 
having  been  read, 

Mr.  BENTON  sUted  that  the  bill  introduced  by  the 
Senator  fk-oro  Indiana  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Military  Committee,  of  which  they  would  soon  report.  In 
order  to  gain  information  on  the  measure  under  discus- 
sion from  the  War  Department,  he  would  move  that  the 
bill,  with  the  several  amendments,  be,  for  the  present,  laid 
on  the  table,  and  the  information  acquired  be  would  com- 
municate, if  possible,  on  the  following  day. 

The  motion  was  carried;  when 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Tdisdat,  Jvitb  12. 
NEW  YORK  RESOLUTIONS— THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DUDLEY  presented  certain  resolutions  adopted  at 
a  meeting  of  citizens  in  the  city  of  New  York,  recommend- 
ing concessions  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff;  and  moved  to 
lay  them  on  the  table,  and  print  them. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  these  resolutions  came  to  the 
Senate  under  the  authority  of  tlie  most  respectable  names. 
They  were  represented,  and  no  doubt  trulj-,  to  have  been 
passed  at  a  very  numerous  assemblage  of  citizens,  called 
by  a  notice  signed  by  highly  respectable  names,  and  were 
introduced  to  the  consideration  of  that  assemblage  by  a 
speech  highly  proper  for  the  occasion,  by  an  able  and 
most  excellent  man.  But  however  commendable  in  their 
spirit  and  temper,  the  resolutions,  he  feared,  were  too 
general  in  their  scope  and  character  to  be  valuable 
glides  through  tlie  arduous  duties  which  lay  before  Con- 
gress. They  recommend  a  spirit  of  accommodation,  of 
conciliation,  of  compromise.  Now  this  is  exactly  such  a 
spirit,  said  Mr.  W.,  as  we  all  profess,  ourselves,  and  as 
most  of  us,  in  my  opinion,  really  and  uncei-ely  feel.  But 
the  question  is  a  very  complex  one:  it  involves  a  deep  and 
important  principle,  and  it  involves  also  very  great  diffi- 
culties of  detail.  If  this  most  respectable  meeting,  or 
•ny  other,  could  tell  us  what  that  is  which  could  be  given 
up,  without  ruin  or  extreme  injury  to  those  concerned, 
and  which,  if  given  up,  would  produce  the  satisfaction 
so  much  to  be  desired,  they  would,  by  so  doing,  render 
Congress  a  most  useful  service. 

What  are  those  plain  and  obvious  principles,  by  a  re- 
gard to  which,  on  questions  of  this  kind,  discontents  roav 
be  allayed,  and  harmony  restored?  What  is  it  that  shall 
be  given  up?  Is  it  the  interest  of  the  wool  grower,  or 
the  manu&cturer  of  woollens,  or  the  manufacturer  of  cot- 
ton, or  the  manufacturer  of  iron,  or  the  manufacturer  of 


glass?  Is  it  the  hatter,  the  carriage  maker,  the  tboc 
maker,  and  other  workers  in  leather?  Which  of  then 
is  willing  to  be  sacrificed?  Or,  if  something  beto  bt 
yielded,  in  respect  to  all  and  each  of  than,  bow  mucfa  a 
that  something?  How  much  mav  be  given  up  without 
affecting  the  means  of  living,  and  the  necessary  support 
of  families?  And,  on  the  other  hand,  what  urgrce  of 
special  protection,  and  in  favor  of  what  branches  of  in- 
dustry and  labor,  is  to  be  fairly  expected  frasa  those  vho 
are  opposed  to  the  principle  of  protection,  as  a  principle' 
What  and  which  are  those  exorbitant  duties  whichit  is  w 
clear  a  dictate  of  duty  to  abandon  ? 

As  to  the  discontent  which  is  to  be  appeased,  and  vhidi 
no  one  is  more  disposed  to  see  at  rest  than  I  am,  can  tUi 
meeting,  or  any  meeting,  inform  us  how  far  it  is  to  be 
traced  .to  any  specific  burden,  pointed  out,  designated, 
and  proved;  or  how  far  it  results  from  that  whicli  is  matter 
of  opinion,  or  general  theory  ?  If  the  laws  compbumd 
of  are  unimportant,  if  they  are  connected  with  no  gmt 
interests,  then,  indeed,  on  the  streng^  ,of  the  mere  fact 
of  existing  discontents,  they  ought  to  be  repealed;  but  if 
they  are  deemed  the  essential  supports  of  great  interesti, 
public  and  private,  then  the  dissatisfaction  which  they 
cause,  or  are  said  to  cause,  should  be  candidly  comidered, 
its  grounds  carefully  examined,  to  see  how  hr  tbey  ire 
real,  and  how  far  tlie  general  interest  will  permit  thw 
removal. 

I  entirely  approve,  said  Mr,  W.,  tlie  spirit  of  tht* 
resolutions;  I  commend  their  spirit  of  kindness  and  con- 
ciliation; above  all,  I  commend  the  attachment  manifested 
by  them  to  the  great  and  paramount  object  of  regard— 
the  union  of  the  States;  but  I  am  not  quite  willing  tbit 
an  opinion  should  be  cherished  abroad,  that  membett  of 
Congress,  of  any  party,  are  wanting  in  a  proper  spirit  of 
conciliation,  or  that  what  Congress  most  needs  is  a  spint 
of  compromise.  For  his  own  part,  Mr.  W.  said,  be 
hardly  railed  to  meet,  at  every  turn,  some  gentleman  vbo 
had  a  project  for  compromising  all  our  difficiUtiei.  Ue 
thought  there  was  no  want  of  projects.  In  his  opinion, 
the  necessity  of  a  steady  system  of  policy;  a  regular  id- 
herence  to  what  has  been  solemnly  settled;  a  moderate 
but  firm  regard  to  the  stability  of  property,  to  the  nwiii- 
tenance  of  those  means  of  living  on  which  the  vsrioyi 
classes  of  labor  depend;  caution  not  to  agitate  greitawi 
numerous  interests  to  their  very  centre,  by  ill  considered, 
though  well  intended  efforts  to  allay  excitement  amonj 
other  interests;  these  were  topics,  in  regard  to  which,  if 
in  regard  to  any,  Congress  might  be  benefited  by  friendly 
admonition. 

The  resolutions  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

PENSION  LAW. 

The  joint  resolution  directing  that  certain  duties  Im- 
posed by  the  pension  bill  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Ttn- 
sury,  be  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  being 
taken  up, 

Mr.  FOOT  -protested  against  the  passage  of  the  reso- 
lution, and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were  or- 
dered. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TOMLINSON,  who  also  cxpresKd 
some  apprehension  lest  evil  should  result  from  the  change 
contemplated  by  the  resolution,  as  amended  yesterday  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Chambers,  the  resolution  was  com- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  WILKINS,  pursuant  to  notice,  moved  that  (Ik 
Senate  take  up  the  bill  providing  for  satia&etion  forilaimi 
due  to  American  citizens  for  spoliations. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  reminded  the  Senate  that  there  »* 
executive  business  of  importance  which  required  unn*- 
diate  action;  and  that  he  had  been  promised  that  when 
the  bank  bill  should  be  disposed  of,  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  going  into  executive  business.     He  ihett- 
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fore  made  a  motion  to  that  effect;  but  the  motion  was  out 
of  order  while  the  other  question  was  pending. 

After  aome  conrersation  on  the  subject,  Mr.  WILKINS 
asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion;  which  being 
taken,  his  motion  was  negatived;  and. 

On  motion  of  Hr.  TAZBWBLL,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  executive  busiitess. 


WeSsbsdat,  Jvm  13. 
FRENCH  SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
coi»deration  of  the  bill  relative  to  French  spoliations  pre- 
vious to  the  year  1800. 

Mr.  MILLER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  ques- 
tioo;  and  expressed  a  hope  tliat  if  the  motion  should  be 
negatived  to-day,  this  decision  would  be  received  as  an 
indication  of  the  indisposition  of  the  Senate  to  act  on  the 
bill  daring  the  present  season. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  and  the  question  was 
put,  and  decided  as  follows: 

TiBAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
too,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freiinghuysen,  Hendricks, 
Holmes,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Poimlexter,  PrentiJis,  Bobbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Wilkins,— 23. 

NATS Messrs.   Brown,   Dickerson,   Ellis,  Forsyth, 

Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Harcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Robinson,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Web 
ster.  White.— 19. 

So  the  Senate  agreed  to  consider  the  bill. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  rose  to  move  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business.  He 
stated  his  reasons  to  be,  Ist,  the  importance  of  the  subject 
under  deliberation  in  executive  session;  and,  3dly,  the 
lengtli  of  time  which  this  bill  would  consume  if  it  were 
taken  up.  If  gentlemen  were  disposed  to  protract  the 
session  to  an  indefinite  extent,  tlien,  indeed,  the  bill 
might  be  taken  up;  but  be  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  discussion  of  the  question  would  occupy  some 
weeks. 

Mr.  SMITH  expressed  a  disposition  to  take  up  the  bill 
merely  to  bear  the  exposition  of  the  views  of  the  gentle- 
man ^m  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  WiLKtirs]  on  the  subject. 
The  bill  might  then  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  contended  that  there  could  be  no 
great  difficulty  in  understanding  the  character  of  these 
claims,  and  their  justice.  Of  all  people  who  had  ever 
come  before  Congress,  these  were,  in  his  opinion,  the 
most  entitled  to  an  early  settlement  of  their  demands.  In 
a  very  few  hours  the  whole  of  the  subject  might  be  made 
clear  to  every  one.  It  was  his  wish  that  applicants  who 
had  been  here  for  thirty-two  years  might  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  a  hearing  and  a  decision  on  tlieir  claims.  It  was 
by  no.  means  his  desire  to  throw  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  executive  business. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  he  was  perhaps  as  much 
interested  in  the  speedy  adjustment  of  these  claims  as  any 
gentleman;  but  be  had  voted  against  taking  up  the  bill, 
because  he  considered  it  as  a  hopeless  tiling  that  it  could 
receive  the  final  action  of  the  Senate  at  this  session.  They 
had  now  reached  the  middle  of  June,  and  there  were 
some  important  bills  before  the  Senate,  and  several  sub- 
jects of  vital  interest  which  required  to  be  acted  upon.  He 
expressed  his  conviction  that  these  cliiims  were  founded  in 
equity;  and  stated  that,  whenever  a  question  should  be 
taken  upon  the  bill,  he  would  be  found  voting  in  favor  of 
them.  But  be  could  not  agree  with  the  suggestion  tliat 
the  subject  would  occupy  so  small  a  portion  of  the  time 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  voted  to  take  up  the  bill,  in  or- 
der to  evince  his  disposition  to  go  into  the  consideration 
of  these  claims.     He  thought  that  they  were  equitable 


and  just,  as  regarded  the  principle  on  which  they  were 
founded.  But  there  would  be  found  to  exist  great  diffi- 
culty in  settling  the  amount  to  be  paid.  His  object  was 
to  permit  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  give  his  ex- 
position of  the  gp-ounds  on  which  the  bill  had  been  report- 
ed, in  order  tliat  the  Senate  might  be  in  full  pos.session 
of  all  the  fitcts,  and  might  come  here  at  the  next  session 
prepared  to  vote  upon  the  bill.  After  the  chairman  had 
been  heard,  he  hoped  the  bill  would  either  be  postponed 
or  laid  on  the  table.  He  assured  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  that  he  had  no  idea,  in  voting  to  take  up  this  bill,  to 
consider  it,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  all-engrossing  subjects 
which  so  greatly  agitated  the  country,  and  which  were 
now  pending  before  Congfress. 

Mr.  WILKINS  stated  that  when  the  memorial  on  which 
tim  bill  was  founded  was  put  into  his  hands,  he  received  it 
with  much  reluctance,  and  merely  in  consequence  of  the 
absence  of  a  Senator  who  would  have  been  much  more 
competentto  the  discharge  ofthe  duties  which  it  imposed. 
He  went  into  the  consideration  of  these  claims  somewhat 
prejudiced  against  them,  and  entirely  uninformed  as  to 
their  precise  nature  and  extent.  Nor  had  he  any  interest 
in  the  decision  of  these  claims.  Living  in  the  interior  of 
the  country,  he  had  been  all  his  life  a  stranger  to  the  sea- 
board, and  consequently  could  not  be  supposed  to  have* 
any  personal  interest  in  the  settlement  of  the  question. 
He  had  gone  into  the  examination  ofthe  subject;  and  the 
result  was  a  firm  conviction  that  the  claims  were  founded 
in  justice,  and  that  the  Government  was  bound  to  give  the 
SHtisfiiction.  When  this  bill  came  up  in  its  regular  order, 
there  were  seven  or  eight  ofthe  Senators  absent,  nut  only 
from  their  seats,  but  from  the  city.  In  consequence 
of  this  deficiency  in  the  Senate,  he  had  himself  laid  the 
bill  on  the  table.  Such  had  been  the  constant  pressure 
of  important  business  in  the  Senate  subsequently,  that  he 
had  suffered  the  bill  to  remain  on  the  table.  He  had  per- 
mitted it  to  lie  there  while  the  bank  question  was  before 
the  Senate.  That  question  having  been  disposed  of,  he 
thought  that  this  was  the  best  moment  to  press  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill.  He  was  aware  that  there  was  still 
very  important  business  awaiting  the  action  of  the  Senate; 
and  he  thought  also  that  this  bill  must  necessarily  provoke 
a  considerable  discussion.  He  wished  to  avoid  an^  dis- 
cussion which  was  not  absolutely  necessary;  and  if  the 
experience  of  the  learned  Senators  who  had  just  spoken 
led  them  to  the  conviction  that  the  Senate  could  not  get 
through  with  the  bill  at  the  present  session,  to  their  expe- 
rience and  judgment  he  would  feel  himself  compelled  to 
yield.  It  would  be  entirely  useless  to  take  up  the  bill  at 
all,  unless  a  decision  could  be  reached.  In  his  prelimina^ 
ry  remarks,  if  it  was  taken  up,  he  should  take  up  as  little 
time  as  possible;  but,  as  he  was  not  gifted  with  tlie  power 
of  condensation,  he  could  not  deliver  what  he  should  feel 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  express,  in  less  than  a  day  or  two. 

Mr.  CLAY,  seeing  that  it  would  be  totally  impracticable 
to  act  on  the  bill,  moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

He  withdrew  his  motion  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  CHAMBERS,  who  explained  his  former  remarks. 
He  had  only  intended  to  throw  out  the  idea  that  the  prin- 
ciples ofthe  bill  were  not  so  difficult  of  comprehension  as 
tJo  require  any  leng^thened  discussion.  But  he  admitted 
that  there  would  be  found  some  difficulty  in  adjusting  the 
amount  to  be  paid.  He  expressed  an  apprehension  that 
if  the  claims  were  postponed  till  the  next  session,  Ihcy 
wutdd  then  be  found  not  to  have  advanced  a  single  step, 
and  he  should  begin  to  despair  of  any  adjustment. 

Mr.  CLAY  stated,  in  reply,  that  if  any  one  supposed  that 
the  Government  were  to  pay  the  amount  of  tliese  claims, 
dollar  for  dollar,  and  to  appropriate  the  full  amount  ofthe 
cbiims,  thus  adjusted,  out  of  the  public  treasury,  nothing 
could  be  further  from  his  intention.  He  considered  the 
claims  to  have  been  worth  something  in  1800;  what  that  - 
something  was,  he  was  willmg  to  fix,  and  to  pay  it.     It 
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was  only  on  this  principle  that  he  would  vote  one  cent  to 
the  cUinunis.  He  adverted  to  the  fact  of  the  renuncia- 
tion of  the  claims  on  France,  as  having  affected  their 
value.  He  was  willing  to  pay  an  equitable  consideration 
for  them. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  referred  to  the  privileges  which  the 
United  States  had  obtained  in  consequence  of  these  claims; 
privileges  which  they  would  not  be  disposed  to  surrender 
for  any  pecuniary  considerations.  He  assured  the  Senate 
that  there  was  no  design  to  pay  these  claimants  dollar  for 
dollar.  The  amount  of  the  claims  was  from  fifteen  to 
twenty  millions.  Heretofoi  e,  tlie  bills  reported  on  the 
subject  had  appropriated  three  millions  for  their  adjust- 
ment.    The  present  bill  appropriated  five  millions. 

Mr.  HOLMES  adverted  to  the  first  petition  on  thetub- 
ject  which  he  had  presented,  and  from  the  consideration  of 
which  the  committee  to  which  it  had  been  referred  moved 
to  be  discharged.  He  had  resisted  this  motion  on  the 
ground  that  the  petitioner  had  a  right  to  a  detailed  report 
on  his  application.  He  wis,  however,  outvoted,  on  the 
ground  tliat  the  sum  was  very  large,  and  Uiat  the  Govern- 
ment was  poor.  If  the  Government  were  not  disposed  to 
put  the  allowance  to  the  claimants  on  the  ground  of  what 
the  claims  were  worth,  they  ought  at  least  to  give  what 
they  had  received.  He  was  certain  that  the  more  the 
claims  were  examined,  the  more  the  Senate  must  be  con- 
vinced that  they  were  as  just  as  any  claims  could  be  be- 
tween man  and  man. 

Mr.  ITLEK  said  that  he  had  looked  into  these  claims 
M  assiduously  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had;  but 
he  had  come  to  precisely  an  opposite  conclusion  from  tliat 
Senator.  They  had  received  the  final  action  of  a  commit- 
tee before  the  Senator  from  Maine  became  a  member  of 
this  body;  the  report  which  was  made  being  decidedly 
adverse  to  their  allowance.  He  stated  that  many  of  his 
constituents  were  deeply  interested  in  the  deciuon  of  these 
claims. 

The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  table;  and,  afler  disposing 
of  some  private  bills. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

Tbcbsdat,  Juki  14. 
INDIAN  WAR. 

Mr.  TIPTON  wished  to  be  informed  whether  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Military  Afliiirs  had  received 
any  information  to  communicate  to  the  Senate  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  bill  relative  to  the  enlistment  of  mounted  troops. 

Mr.  BENTO.N  replied  that  he  liud  been  unable,  incon- 
sequence of  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  to  obtain 
the  information  be  had  desired. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  said,  I  consider  it  my  duty  to  move 
the  Senate  to  take  up  this  bill,  with  the  amendment  made 
by  the  House.  The  question  now  is,  will  Congress  vote 
us  the  means  of  defence  or  not?  Denial  is  better  for  us 
than  delay.  If  you  will  aid  us,  do  it  immediately;  if  not, 
•ay  so,  and  we  will  do  our  own  businetis  in  our  own  way. 

Sir,  we  must  sweep  these  people  from  existence,  or 
keep  them  peaceable.  The  power  to  make  peace,  and 
to  preserve  it,  and  to  preserve  the  -Indians,  is  what  I  want. 
No  one  can  imagine  the  distress  that  an  alarm  on  the  fron- 
tier produces,  without  witnessing  it.  Those  who  are  at 
the  point  of  attack,  flee  with  their  families;  those  next  in 
the  rear,  though  more  secure,  are  not  safe.  No  man  can 
leave  his  own  family  to  help  his  neighbor;  and  the  conse- 
quence is,  that  they  break  up  and  desert  their  homes, 
taking  little  with  them,  and  leave  their  property  to  be  pil- 
laged by  the  dishonest  whites,  as  well  as  the  Indians. 

If  you  will  authorize  the  raising  of  the  corps  which  1 
propose,  we  can  prevent  theue  alarms,  give  confidence  to 
the  people,  and  check  Or  destroy  the  hostile  Indians. 

The  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Kaitx,]  when  this  bill 


was  up  the  other  day,  asked  who  knew  that  this  nuakai 
five  hundred  men,  is  sufficient.  Sir,  all  practical  mat 
know  that  five  hundred  men  are  sufficient  to  marctttoaf 
point  between  Ijike  Michigan  and  the  Mississippi.  Tkf 
will  do  it,  with  or  without  authority. 

What  is  the  extent  of  the  Indian  country  ?  IwiH  tell  nn 
It  is  about  one  hundred  and  thirty  miles  from  ChicapM 
Dixon's  ferry — four  short  days'  march  for  moonted  tin 
men.  The  real  force  of  the  Black  Hawk's  foUovcnn^ 
be  fairly  estimated  at  seven  hundred  to  onethouitiidTal 
riors;  that  is,  five  hundred  and  fifty  of  his  o»ti  tr.bc.tw 
hundred  and  fifty  Pottawatamies,  and  a  few  from  MM 
tribes.  This  force  is  not  now  dangerous,  but  to  tkeMi 
fenceless  frontier,  and  will  increase  every  day  util  ilil 
broken  down.     One  energetic  effort  will  crush  it        i 

To  oppose  this  man  and  bis  force,  we  are  told  t)a:,il 
the  10th  of  May,  twelve  hundred  ami  five  men  were  viitij 
thirty  or  forty  miles  of  this  banditti.  Why  did  tlwK  oMJ 
not  march  on,  day  and  night,  and  attack  these  lodiuiil 
to  be  found'  We  are  told  that  part  of  ourmeaaitiil 
fan<ry,  and  their  baggage  in  boats.  In  Uieiie  dayiofgHl 
living,  men  must  have  baggage,  and,  of  coune,  lin^ 
iheir  ease.  I  do  not  censure  them  for  this.  It  is  quM< 
satisfactory  excuse  in  1832;  but,  sir,  in  1791,  or  10^ 
what  would  have  been  said  of  sunshine  soldiers?  Utri 
recur,  for  a  few  moments,  to  days  long  gone  by. 

On  the  23d  of  May,  1791,  General  Scott  croctdlli 
Ohio  at  the  mouth  of  the  Kentucky,  and  marched  frta 
thence  for  Weeontonon,  on  the  Wabasli.  It  rained  ik* 
santly^  but  he  pressed  forward,  through  an  unbrekrnisl 
unknown  forest,  crossed  four  brge  streams,  the  WkM 
rivers  and  their  tributaries,  not  in  boats,  but  swan  thcBi^ 
his  horses,  or  on  logs  confined  together — ^rafts;  and,  on  lis 
1st  day  of  June,  be  surprised  tlie  Ind.ansat  WecsntaMsy 
now  called  Weea,  killed  some,  and  took  fifty -eight  p 
soners.  This  town  is  one  hundred  and  fifiy-fifis  ok* 
from  the  Ohio,  where  he  set  out. 

But  this  is  not  all.  He  was  now  two  hundred  sad  % 
miles  from  Lexington,  the  settled  part  of  Kentactjl 
surrounded  by  the  most  numerous  and  warlike  tribrtM 
ever  inhabited  Nortli  America,  then  unbroken  bjr  dcR4 
not  huihbled  and  reduced  by  the  wars  that  have  ait 
intervened,  and  not  dispirited  by  the  operauoos  of  o« 
people,  and  ferocious  as  tlie  native  Indian  is  known  loba 
But  General  Scott  had  neither  baggage  nor  boats  lot* 
cumber  him.  Lieutenant  Colonel  Wilkiusoo  «u  <>' 
!>patched  with  three  hundred  and  sixty  men  t»cni»  If 
Wabash,  a  large  river,  tlien  much  swollen  with  raws" 
destroy  the  Indian  villages  at  what  they  called  ibe  Ed 
nvcr,  now  Tippecanoe. 

Colonel  Wdkiiison  marched  on  foot,  crossed  the  titt, 
surprised  the  Indians,  destroyed  tlie  town,  and  rcturvrf 
with  a  loss  of  three  men,  wounded,  having  imrcttda 
foot  thirty-s'.x  miles  in  twelve  dajs,  fought  a  battle,  »J 
burned  a  town.  These  men  were  Kciitucki«i>  '^ 
manded  by  a  man  tliat  could  walk  on  foot,  aad  <*i*  ■ 
river. 

General  Scott  then  returned  to  Lexington,  lia>>4 
marched  four  hundred  and  fiAy  miles,  burned  fear  tixis 
and  killed  many  of  the  enemy,  taken  fifty-eight  prisow* 
and  conducted  Itis  prisoners  to  F«nt  Steuben,  now  kS* 
sonville. 

In  1791,  Colonel  Wilkinson  was  ordered  by  Ge»» 
Washington  to  destroy  the  Indian  villages  on  Eel  fi*"- 
They  set  out  on  the  1st  of  August  from  Fort  Wuiiiaj» 
now  Cincinnati,  with  five  hundred  and  twenty-tlnte  "*-. 
He  marched  two  days  noi  th  to  make  a  femt  un  tke  H*" 
towns,  then  nortiiwest;  and  he  tells  us  that,  on  llie  ''■ 
day,  he  crossed  tlie  Wabash  on  tlie  very  spot  ttat  *«•=• 
out  for,  and  next  day  surprised  the  Indians  on  fcln«', 
one  hundred  and  eighty  miles  from  Fort  Wsihsj"*- 
killed  some  of  the  Indians,  took  some,  and  pre»e<l  fe- 
wftd   to  find  the  Pottawatamic  town,  or  V^ff"*- 
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rhe  next  day  he  inspected  his  command,  to  fiiid  its  con- 
lition— fouiKi  two  hundred  and  seventy  lame  horses,  and 
nit  fire  days'  provisions  in  camp,  two  hundred  and 
iwenty  miles  from  Fort  Washing;ton,  surrounded  wilh  war- 
ike  tribes,  but  no  bagpagpe,  bes.dea  prisoners.  He  re- 
nmed  safe,  having  performe<l  a  march  of  five  liimdred 
nUes  through  an  almost  unknown  forest,  through  bogs, 
creeks,  and  rivers;  but,  sir,  in  these  days  our  men  forded 
Lbe  risers,  if  tliey  could  be  forded  well;  but  if  not,  swam 
Item,  witltout  delay,  on  their  horses. 
The  amendment  1  propose  is,  to  authorize  the  Presi- 


wise  ordered  by  the  President,  and  provide  their  own 

horses,  snd  shaU  be  allowed  each per  day,  as  a  fuU 

compensation  for  their  services  and  the  use  of  their  arms 
and  horses.  The  commissioned  officers  shall  receive  the 
same  pay  and  emoluments  as  officers  of  the  same  grade 
in  the  army  of  the  United  States. 

Sac.  4.  That  the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  privates,  shall  be  entitlnl  to  the  same  provision,  in 
case  of  disability  by  wounds  or  otherwise,  as  is  made  for 
officers,  non-commissioned  officers,  and  privates,  in  the 
regular  army,  and  subject  to  all  the  rules  and  articles  of 


lent  to  raise,  by  eidistmcnt,  or  by  accepting  volunteers,  war,  so  far  as  tlie  same  may  be  applicablec 


&VC  hundred  men,  believing  tliat  number  to  be  sufficieul 
for  the  purpose  intended.  But  if  Congress  will  give  us 
ane  thousand  men,  I  aro  willing  to  concede  something  to 
meet  the  views  of  otlu-r  Senators.  Tne  amendment  dif- 
kr%  but  t.tlle  from  the  laws  of  1813  and  1813,  authorizing 
the  raising  of  the  rangers.  'I'lie  President  of  that  day 
allowed  sume  companies  to  elect  their  own  officers,  and 
the  officers  fur  other  companies  Were  appointed  here,  and 
they  were  directed  to  enlist  their  men.  We  got  sume 
good  officers,  and  some  not  so.  These  troops  were  effi- 
dent,  and  rendered  valuable  service.  A  gentleman  now 
here,  who  was  engaged  in  this  service,  can  bear  testimony 
of  their  usefulness. 

Sume  Senators  express  fears  that  strangers  will  be  sent 
from  the  East  to  command  us.  Sir,  I  assure  them  tliat 
they  need  liave  no  such  fears.  The  President  knows  too 
well  wlut  is  due  to  himself  and  to  the  Western  people,  to 
tend  any  one  not  known  to  the  West,  and  who  lives 
amongst  us.  He  will  probably  appoint  a  few  officers,  or- 
ganize the  companies;  but  th:it  be  will  permit  tlie  men  to 
nominate  a  part  of  their  own  officers,  1  cannot  doubt. 

The  officers  who  may  be  appointed,  or  elected,  and 
oominissioned  under  this  law,  will  come  under  the  rules 
and  articles  of  war,  as  far  as  they  will  apply  to  the  nature 
of  the  service.  They  will  be  commissioned  by  the  Pre. 
sident,  and  held  responsible,  as  military  men  should  be. 
No  favoritism  can  be  admitted  into  a  military  corps  if  you 
desire  its  efficiency.  I'hey  must  not  depend  upon  popu- 
lar favor,  but  on  their  activity  and  on  tlieir  courage.  If 
they  transgress,  they  can  be  reached  by  the  sentence  of  a 
mUitary  court,  and  be  cashiered,  if  necessary.  Rigid  dis- 
cipline must  be  preserved,  or  nothing  is  to  be  expected 
but  defeat  and  disgrace. 

I  learn  tliat,  on  tlie  breaking  out  of  this  war,  many  of 
the  Potuwatamiesaiid  Miamis.have  applied  to  iheir  agents 
to  protect  them  from  Uie  hostile  parties.  1  know  many 
of  tliem  to  be  good  men,  with  whom  1  could  live  in  friend- 
ship. 

I  regret,  sir,  that  I  have  been  compelled  to  trouble  you 
to  frequently  upon  this  subject;  but  1  could  not  do  less  in 
the  discharge  of  my  duty  to  tliose  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent  here. 

Messrs.  ROBINSON  and  KING  opposed  tlie  motion, 
which  was  carried— yeas  26. 

Mr.  TIPTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ttriking 
out  the  amendment  of  the  Houte,  and  inserting  a  new 
bill,  substantially  as  follows: 

Tiiat  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  be  is 
hereby,  authorized  to  raise,  either  by  the  acceptance  of 


Stc.  5.  That  the  officers  shall  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  asked  for  a  division  of  the  question,  to  a* 
first  to  take  the  vote  on  striking  out  the  amendment  of 
the  Houte. 

Mr.  KANE  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Senate  would 
take  up  the  bill  of  the  House.  He  Mated  that  advice* 
had  been  received  that  nearly  half  the  effective  militia  of 
Illinois  had  been  called  out,  and  that  the  consequence 
must  be  an  entire  neglect  of  the  crops.  A  prompt  action 
of  Congress  was  called  for.  The  Ind'ans  were  very  hos- 
tile, and  had  committed  many  depreciations,  and  several 
murders,  attended  by  horrid  barbarities.  He  objected  to 
the  provision  that  the  officers  should  be  appointed  by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Senate.  He 
deemed  it  to  be  of  importance  that  the  volunteers  should 
select  their  own  officers.  They  would  not  volunteer  to 
serve  under  officers  concerning  whom  they  are  ignorant; 
nor  would  tliey  serve  cheerfully  under  officers  in  the 
election  of  whom  they  had  not  taken  a  part.  The  set- 
tlers on  the  Illinois  frontier  would  not  enlist  for  the  sake 
of  a  little  pay,  or  for  rum  or  whiskey;  they  were  heads 
of  fiimilies,  deeply  interested  in  the  efficient  defence  of 
the  frontier,  and  would  not  serve  under  any  officers  in 
whom  they  had  not  entire  confidence. 

Mr.  TIPTON  made  a  few  observations  in  defence  of 
his  amendment,  which  he  said  was  framed  in  the  exat.t 
words  of  the  act  of  1813.  He  considered  that,  under  an 
efficient  officer,  well  acquainted  witli  tlie  mode  of  Indian 
warfare,  a  force  of  five  hundred  men  would  be  better  than 
twiceihe  numberunderthe  command  ofmexpeiiencedmen, 

Mr.  BIBB  referred  to  the  force  raised  by  order  of  Gene- 
ral Washington,  in  1793,  to  aid  General  Wayne  in  his  ex- 
pedition against  the  Indians,  as  tlie  most  effective  force 
which  could  be  employed  in  such  service. 

Mr.  HAYNE  expressed  a  hope  that  the  motion  to  strike 
out  would  prevail.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that  this 
force  could  be  raised  in  time  to  act  during  the  present 
campaign.  It  was  for  employment  hereafter.  Now  that 
the  alarm  had  spread  along  the  frontier,  the  cititent  on 
the  spot  would  be  sufficient,  for  the  present,  to  repel  the 
invasion.  He  objected  to  the  employment  of  such  troops 
as  were  provided  by  the  amendment  from  the  House; 
militia  to-day,  citizens  to-morrow;  soldiers  to-day,  farmers 
to-raorroWj  hunters  to-day,  any  thing  to-morrow.  He 
objected  to  these  paper  men,  who  appeared  on  the  roll 
transmitted  to  tlie  liuvernment  as  an  efficient  body,  and  as 
such  received  their  pay,  while  all  their  duty  conwsted  in 
going  out  once  or  twice  a  year  on  a  hunting  frolic  into  the 


volunteers,  or  enlistment  for  one  year,  unless  sooner  dis- 1  country,  for  which  they  were  to  be  allowed  to  become 

diarged,  mounted  rangers,  to  be  armed,  equipped,  |  pensioners  of  the  Government.     He  asked  the  yeas  and 

mounted,  and  organized,  in  such  manner,  and  to  be  under ,  nays  on  the  motion  to  strike  out,  and  they  were  ordered, 
such  reguhktiont  and  restrictions,  as  the  nature  of  the  ser-|  Mr.  BENTON  said  he  hoped  the  motion  to  strike  ont 
vice  may,  in  hit  opinion,  make  necessary.  I  would  prevail.     He  considered  that  the  troops  provided 

Sac.  2.  TIttt  each  of  the  said  companies  of  rangers  i  by  tlie  amendment  would  be  more  at  home  than  on  ser- 
sball  consist  of  one  captain,  one  first,  one  second,  and  one  I  vice,  and  would  be  of  no  value. 

thinl  lieutenant,  five  sergeants,  five  corporals,  and  one|  Mr.  KOBIN'SOX  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out.  It  had 
hundred  privates — the  wliule  to  form  a  battalion,  and  be  j  been  alleged,  first,  that  the  troops  would  not  serve  long 
commanded  by  a  major.  enough,  and  then  that  they  were  paid  longer  than  was 

Sac.  3.  That  the  said  non-commissioned  officers  and  necessary.     He  stated  that  the  former  objection  was  put 
privates  shall  arm  and  equip  .themselves,  unlett  other- [down  by  the  provision  that  the  service  should  be  for  eight 
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months,  and  longer,  if  the  President  deemed  the  continu- 
ance of  their  services  requisite.  There  could  be  no  ne- 
cessity for  keeping  men  in  service,  when  there  were  no 
Indians  within  a  hundred  miles  of  the  spot.  As  to  the 
remark  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  that  tliis  force  could 
be  worth  nothing,  he  attributed  it  to  some  heart-burn- 
inj^,  because  the  bill  of  that  Senator  had  been  thrown 
aside — had  been  used  up  in  the  House,  title  and  substance. 
The  men  required  for  the  defence  of  the  frontier  must 
not  be  men  acc'ustomed  only  to  cities,  who  had  spent 
much  of  their  time  in  luxury  and  idleness,  who  had  per- 
haps never  been  on  the  frontier,  and  perhaps  never  on 
horseback.  Put  such  men  on  a  good  horse,  and  it  may 
enable  them  to  make  their  escape,  but  would  be  of  no 
other  service.  He  asked  who  were  to  be  defended.  The 
citizens  of  Illinois.  And  the  proper  defenders  would  be 
the  militia  of  Illinois.  And  was  it  intended  to  send  fo- 
reigners to  command  these  militia,  to  lead  those  who  had 
already  shed  their  blood  in  defence  of  the  frontier?  These 
troops  had  tlieir  firesides  and  their  homes  to  defend,  and 
tbey  would  not  consent  to  be  commanded  by  those  in 
whom  they  had  no  confidence. 

Mr^  BUCKNEIi  was  in  favor  of  striking  out  the  amend- 
ment of  the  House.  He  was  satisfied  that  the  views  of 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  were  the  torrect 
views,  and  that  they  had  been  misconceived  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois.  He  coincided  in  the  opinion  that 
the  troops  employed  under  the  provisions  of  the  House 
bill  would  spend  much  of  tlieir  time  in  frolics.  The 
men  required  were  men  who  would  watch  the  ebbs  and 
flows  of  Indian  warfare,  and  be  prepared  for  it  at  all 
times.  No  one  who  knew  any  thing  of  the  matter  sup- 
posed that  the  Indians  made  their  attacks  when  our 
troops  were  best  prepared.  His  experience  told  him 
this  was  an  error,  if  any  one  entertains  it.  In  company 
with  his  colleague  he  liad  been  engaged  in  these  wars, 
and  had  pursued  the  Indians  when  the  ice  over  the 
streams  was  sufficiently  strong  to  bear  his  horse.  He 
considered  the  volunteers  as  a  much  more  efficient  force 
than  the  infantry  garrisons  for  which  they  were  to  be  sub- 
stituted. The  miantry  knew  nothing  of  guns,  except  the 
musket(  they  were  unacquainted  with  the  rifle,  and  fired 
without  aim.  The  Indians  would  come  up  inside  the  range 
of  the  artillei^',  so  as  to  render  the  guns  useless.  They 
would  find  their  way  into  the  fort;  fix  their  fires,  and  burn 
the  fort(  and,  instead  of  the  army  defending  the  country, 
the  militia  would  have  to  turnout  and  save  the  army.  He 
had  every  confidence  in  the  gentleman  from  Indiana.  He 
knew  well,  and  highly  appreciated  his  ability.  A  princi- 
pal objection  which  had  been  made  against  his  amendment 
was,  that  it  took  away  the  right  of  election  of  officers, 
and  that  it  was  in  opposition  to  democratic  principles.  He 
was  a  democrat  himself,  but  he  would  only  have  demo- 
cracy in  its  proper  place;  and  democracy  in  a  camp  be 
considered  as  much  out  of  place  as  a  parson  in  a  grogshop. 
In  a  camp,  there  must  be  strict  discipline,  arbitrary  rule. 
He  censured  the  manner  in  which  the  militia  had  been  led 
into  the  ambuscade  of  the  Indians  in  the  late  conflict;  ex- 
pressed a  deep  feeling  for  the  people  of  Illinois,  and  con- 
sidered it  to  be  the  common  duty  to  give  her  prompt  and 
efficient  aid. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  question 
was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

VEA8 — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Clayton,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghiiyscn,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tonilinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman, 
Webster.— 30. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bibb,  Chambers,  Dudley,  Forsyth, 
Kane,  King,  Kobinson,  Buggies,  Silsbee,  I'azewelL 
White.— 11. 

So  the  motion  to  strike  out  was  agreed  to. 


On  motion  of  Mr.  HENDRICKS,  the  first  bhuik  in  tke 
amendment  of  Mr.  Tiptox  was  then  filled  with  the  wonk 
"six  hundred,"  and  the  second  with  the  words  "OM 
dollar." 

Mr.  KING  moved  to  strike  out  the  last  section,  rektin 
to  the  appointment  of  officers  by  the  President  and  Seiute; 
but,  on  an  explanation  that  the  officers  elected  by  tbe 
volunteers  would  be  commissioned,  he  withdrew  bismotioii. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Tirrou  was  tlien  agreed  to, 
and  reported  to  the  Senate,  and  tbe  Senate  concumd 
therein. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  the  Senate  then  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  executiTe  business. 

FniDAT,  Jcsi  15. 
TARIFF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  FBELINGHUYSEN  presented  a  petition  from  citi- 
zens  of  Orange  county.  New  Jersey,  against  the  re<kc- 
tion  of  the  protecting  duties.  He  stated  that  the  people 
of  New  Jei-sey  were  especially  interested  in  the  nuiiii- 
facture  of  hats,  and  fabrics  from  leatlier  and  wood,  tlx 
protective  duties  on  which  had  remained  as  thej'  were 
settled  by  the  tariff  of  1816.  The  project  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  reduced  the  duty  on  hats  from  tliirtj 
to  twenty  per  cent.,  a  reduction  which  would  be  niinos 
to  tlie  domestic  manufacturer;  and  the  whole  of  the  pro- 
ject presented  a  most  ruinous  commentary  on  the  protect- 
ive system.     He  moved  to  lay  the  petition  on  the  tabic. 

Mr.  SMITH  rose  to  correct  what  he  called  the  eitn- 
ordinary  coloring  given  to  the  project  of  the  Secretary. 

The  CHAIR  reminded  the  Senator  that  he  wuoutof 
order;  and 

Mr.  FBELINGHUYSEN  offered  to  withdraw  bit  no- 
tion, to  allow  him  to  proceed;  but 

Mr.  SMITH  declined  to  go  into  any  discussioD. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  pursuant  to  notice,  moved  to  port- 
pone  the  preceding  orders,  and  take  up  the  bill  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  appropriate,  fori 
Umited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands.  HeT^ 
minded  the  Senate  that  this  was  one  of  the  subjects  whitli 
bad  been  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  »i>J 
it  was  sent  thither  against  the  wishes  and  the  proteit  of 
the  members  of  that  committee.  There  was  but  one  in- 
dividual on  that  committee  from  the  West,  the  Senito: 
from  Kentucky,  and  he  understood  the  subject  well 
That  Senator  had  drawn  up  the  report,  and  prepared  tbe 
bill.  In  making  this  motion,  therefore,  he  sought  no  op- 
portunity for  himself  to  state  any  views  on  the  subject, 
but  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the  Senator  from  Kentuckr, 
and  the  gentlemen  on  the'opposite  nde  of  the  questioo, 
to  give  their  views. 

Mr.  SMITH  hoped  that  the  orders  would  not  now  be 
postponed,  as  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  tbe  chainnui 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  was  absent. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  hope  that  this  subject  would 
not  only  be  acted  on  promptly  but  definitively.  Bui  be 
was  not  desirous  to  urge  the  taking  up  the  bill  at  tbi> 
moment.  He  was  willing  to  wait  untd  twelve  o'clock, » 
until  to-morrow,  if  it  was  more  convenient  forthescw* 
of  the  Senate.  ' 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  suggested  that  perhaps  tbe  BWt 
agreeable  course  would  be  to  call  up  the  bill,  snd  thai 
to  lay  it  on  the  table,  to  be  taken  up  on  some  fixed  dayi  be 
would  say  on  Monday. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  be  certainly  would  notbn« 
made  tbe  motion,  had  he  seen  that  the  cbairman  of  tM 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  was  not  in  his  seat  He  M 
no  objection  to  take  up  the  bill,  and  then  to  l»y  it  on  the 
table,  and  make  it  the  order  of  the  day  for  Moodsy- 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  Tuesday. 

Mr.  BENTON  named  Monday. 
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Mr.  CLAY  nid  be  had  no  objection  to  take  it  up  to- 
lay,  or  to-morrow.  Indeed,  he  would  prefer  that  disposi- 
tion of  the  subject.  But  if  it  was  to  be  postponed  till 
next  week,  he  would  prefer  Tuesday,  as  be  understood 
that  many  members  of  the  Senate  would  not  be  in  their 
•eats  on  Monday. 

The  motion  to  postpone  the  orders,  and  take  up  the 
bill,  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  moved  to  postpone  the  further' 
consideration  of  the  bill  till  Tuesday. 

Mr. 'holmes  inquired  of  the  Chair  if  the  bill  would 
itandas  put  on  the  special  order*  if  postponed,  and  made 
the  special  order  for  Tuesday. 

Tbe  CHAIR  stated  that  there  was  a  joint  resolution 
ofTered  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  which  had  been  made 
the  speciid  order  for  that  day,  and  would  therefore  be  en- 
titled to  precedence. 

Mr.  EWING  tlien  stated  that,  although  he  desired  to 
bring  his  resolution  before  the  Senate  as  early  as  possible, 
he  would  consent  to  postpone  it  to  the  present  question 
^   The  bill  was  then  laid  on  the  ti^le,  and  made  the 
fecial  order  for  Tuesday. 

INSOLVENT  DEBTORS. 

On  nnution  of  Mr.  MARCT,  the  Senate  tlien  proceeded 
to  consider  the  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  an  act  for 
the  relief  of  insolvent  debtors  of  the  United  States. 

An  amendment  had  been  reported  to  the  bill  from  the 
House,  by  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  strike  out 
part  of  the  second  section,  and  insert  a  substitute. 

Ut.  MARCY  stated  that  the  object  of  the  first  section 
was  to  enable  the  Government  to  carry  into  effect  the 
law  of  1831.  The  construction  put  on  the  term  "insol 
vent  debtor"  by  the  Attorney  General,  was  thatthe  debtor 
must  have  declared  insolvent  by  the  law  of  the  State.  It 
was  therefore  thought  that  the  provision  should  be  enlarg- 
ed, and  such  was  the  object  of  the  second  section. 

The  second  section  provides  that  if  the  property  of  the 
debtor  sliall  not  be  found,  the  debtor  may  yet  be  dis- 
charged. It  had  been  previously  supposed  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  could  not  discbarg^  the  debtor, 
unless  he  had  obtained  some  property.  It  had  also  been 
made  a  condition  that  the  debtor  must  have  been  discharg- 
ed from  imprisonment  for  his  other  debts.  In  some  of 
the  States  there  is  no  imprisonment  fur  debt;  and  in  some 
cases  the  United  States'  debt  is  the  only  one  which  the 
debtor  owes.  The  amendment  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee is  intended  to  meet  such  cases.  There  had  been 
some  doubt  ga  to  what  were  insolvent  laws.  He  consi- 
dered all  as  such  which  gave  release  to  debtors  without 
the  full  pajTnent  of  their  debts. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  that,  in  some  States,  there  were  no 
insolvent  laws  eo  nomine,-  and,  therefore,  the  term  "  insol- 
vent law"  might  not  be  sufficiently  definite.  He  would 
move  to  amend  the  bill  by  introducing  the  words  "or 
laws  for  the  discharge  of  poor  debtors  £om  prison." 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  amendment,  as 
amended,  was  agreed  to. 

After  some  further  "amendments,  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  a  third  readingj  soon  sifter  which, 

Mr.  MTLKINS  moved  that  the  vote  taken  on  the  bill 
just  ordered  to  a  third  reading  be  reconsider^.  He 
said  his  object  for  moving  a  reconsideration  of  the  vote  on 
the  bill  was  owing  to  a  proviso  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, in  the  second  section,  which  bad  been 
amended  in  the  Judiciary  Committee,  bv  striking  out, 
and  a  substitute  inserted,  which  had  just  been  agreed  as 
forming  part  of  the  bill.  He  wished  to  have  tlie  section 
rejected  altogether  as  unnecessary.  The  bill  of  last  ses- 
sion purported  to  give  relief  to  "insolvents,"  not  con- 
templating the  Construction  now  given  to  it;  but  the  At- 
tome;^  General  had  put  a  meaning  to  the  phrase  entirely. 
techiucal;  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  person,  to  g^t  the  ( 
Vol.  Vin.— 69 


benefit  of  the  law,  to  have  been  discharged  as  an  insolvent 
in  his  own  State,  and  thus  to  have  gone  through  all  the 
forms  of  the  State  law.  To  relieve  the  debtor  of  the 
United  States  from  this  form,  which  the  phraseology  of 
tlie  bill  had  left  for  construction,  it  had  again  been  brought 
before  Congress.  The  substitute  which  had  been  inserted, 
was  nothing  more  than  a  modification  of  the  proviso  from 
the  House;  and  it  was  agreed  in  their  committee  that  the 
vote  should  be  taken  on  it  especially.  But  the  bill  had 
been  read,  somehow  overlooking  this  determination.  By 
the  law,  as  it  stood,  it  was  necessary  that  the  debtor  should 
have  been  imprisoned  and  discharged  in  his  own  State  aa 
a  debtor;  or  uie  debt  dne  the  United  States  to  be  such  M 
if  due  to  the  State  in  which  he  resided,  he  would  be|entitled 
to  a  discharge  from.  His  [Mr.  W.'s]  object  was  to 
do  away  with  this  altogether.  There  was  no  necessity  for 
the  unfortonate  debtor  to  be  thus  harassed;  the  law  of 
last  year  was  sufficiently  rigid,  and  subjected  the  person 
to  the  closest  scrutiDy,  that  rendered  it  uncalled  for  that 
he  should  be  previously  harassed,  his  feelinga  tortured, 
and  exposure  of  his  private  affaira  made  in  his  own  State. 
The  scrutiny  which  the  law  of  last  year  allowed,  indepen* 
dent  of  a  previous  investigation,  was  such  as  would  not 
be  required  of  a  debtor  under  the  laws  of  Pennsylvana. 
He  thought  this  enactment  to  go  through  such  wde^  ia 
his  own  State,  was  unwise  in  toe  extreme;  the  appoint- 
ment of  assignees,  &c,  with  the  expenses  attenduigthe 
same,  only  exhausted  hiS  fiuids,  and  left  the  less  chance 
for  any  thing  to  be  obtained  by  the  United  States. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  expressed  himself  in  favor  of 
the  reconsideration,  and  in  accordance  witii  the  opinions 
which  had  just  been  uttered. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  felt  a  good  deal  of  regret  in  legialatiog 
on  the  question  this  year.  It  had  been  well  and  maturely 
considered  last  sesnon;  and  had  been  managed  by  a  dis- 
tinguished and  experienced  gentleman  in  the  other  House, 
[Mr.  Bdchxitar,]  now  absent  from  the  country,  and 
pawed  under  his  auspices.  He  was  opposed  to  the  change 
which  had  been  made  in  the  law;  it  was  no  criterion  to  go 
by  the  insolvent  laws  of  the  different  States,  in  deciding 
who  was  entitled  to  be  discharged  from  debt  due  to  the 
United  States.  In  some  of  the  States,  the  insolvent  laws 
were  extremely  loose;  in  others,  they  had  none.  Thus 
the  enactment  operated  unequally  with  respect  to  United 
States'  debtors,  if  their  own  State  laws  were  to  be  the 
test.  In  consequence  of  this,  in  the  bill  of  last  year,  it 
was  thought  better  to  make  a  kind  of  synopsis  of  a  bank- 
rupt law  between  the  debtor  and  the  tf  nited  States,  with-  ' 
out  any  reference  to  his  peculiar  State  law.  A  construc- 
tion not  intended  by  the  framers  of  the  law,  had  been  put 
on  the  word  "  insolvent;"  and,  to  obviate  this,  it  had  again 
come  before  Congress;  but,  in  amending  it,  they  had  gone 
further,  and  left  it  as  a  matter  of  course  that  every  per- 
son who  was  entitled  to  a  discharge  in  his  own  State, 
should  have  the  benefit  of  this  act.  He  preferred  the 
original  bill  as  it  was,  leaving  the  decision  in  the  hands  of 
commissioners,  in  place  of  mat  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, or  the  Attorney  General,  to  say  who  was  entitled 
to  its  operation. 

Mr.  MARCY  briefly  expluned. 

Mr.  HAYNE  was  of  the  committee  that  had  inserted 
the  clause;  he  was  willing  it  should  be  stricken  out,  if 
gentlemen  who  were  friendly  to  such  a  measure  thought  it 
would  militate  against  the  debtors  unfiurly.  He  was  averse 
to  the  detaining  of  debtors  where  there  was  no  fraud,  and 
where  they  were  unable  to  pay,  It  only  detracted  so 
much  from  the  labor  and  energy  which  they  would  other- 
wise contribute  to  the  country. 

After  some  further  remarks  from  Mr.  IVILKINS,  Mr. 
SMITH,  and  Mr.  WEBSTER,  the  Ust  of  whom  sug- 
gested  that,  if  they  disagreed  to  the  amendment  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  better,  without  passing  any  amend- 
ment themselves,  to  have  a  conference. 
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Mr.  MAHCY  moved,  on  reconsidering^  their  vote,  to 
strike  out  the  substitute  to  the  amendment  from  the  House. 
The  proviso  inserted  by  the  House  was  also  stricken  out; 
and  the  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 

Satviidat,  Jdke  16. 
INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  g^ranting  certain  public  lands  to  the  State 
of  Missouri,  for  uie  purposes  of  internal  improvement. 

The  amendment  made  in  committee  to  insert  the  States 
of  Mississippi  and  Louisiana,  was  agreed  to,  and  the  ques- 
tion on  tlie  engrossment  of  the  bill  was  put,  and  carried  in 
the  affirmative. 

[A  little  discussion  took  place  during  the  consideration 
of  the  bill,  in  which  Mr.  JOHNSTON,  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
Mr.  WAGGAMAN,  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  FORSYTH,  Mr. 
BENTON,  and  Mr.  POIN  DEXTER  took  part.  It  was 
stated  that  the  four  other  new  States  had  received  grants 
of  public  lands,  while  the  States  included  in  the  biU  had 
received  no  donations  either  in  money  or  lands.  The  pre- 
sent donation  was  asked  for  the  purpose  of  making  some 
improvements  of  great  importance  to  the  whole  people  ef 
the  Union,  and  not  exclusively  beneficial  to  the  States  to 
which  the  lands  were  granted.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MOORE,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  supplementary  to  an  act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  improvement  of  the  Tennessee,  Coosa, 
Cabawba,  and  Black  Warrior  rivers. 

There  was  some  discussion  on  this  bill,  which  warfinally, 
on  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  laid  on  the  table  until  Tuesday, 
to  allow  time  for  examination. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  executive  business. 

MaxDAT,  Job  18. 
SPAFFORD'S  PATENT. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Horatio  Gates  Spafibrd. 

This  bill  provides  for  granting  letters  patent  to  the  pe- 
titioner, permitting  him  to  file  his  specifications  among  the 
confidenti.al  archives  of  the  State  Department,  to  remain 
there  for  one  year.  It  was  stated  tliat  the  object  of  the 
discovery  was  to  add  fourfold  power  to  the  steam  engine; 
and  the  principles  of  the  invention  were  declared  to  be 
new  and  of  the  utmost  efficiency  and  value,  by  the  attesta- 
tions of  many  gentlemen  of  practical  science.  The  bill 
was  opposed  on  the  ground  of  its  anomalous  character,  of 
the  ignorance  under  which  Congress  were  acting  in  grant- 
big  tliis  privilege.  As  the  bill  came  from  the  House,  it 
permitted  the  specification  to  remain  four  years  a  secret. 
Mr.  MARCY  moved  to  btrike  out  four  years,  and  insert 
one  year,  which  prevailed.  The  bill  was  then  ordered  to 
be  read  a  third  time,  by  tlie  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clajrton, 
Dallas,  Dudlry,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Jolinston,  Kane,  King,  Kniglit,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindextcr,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Wllkins. — 28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickcrson, 
Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Hendricks,  Mangum,  Robinson, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Taiewell,  Tyler,  Webster,  White. — 16. 

The  bill  granting  to  the  Stutes  of  Missouri,  Mississippi, 
and  Louisiana,  five  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land  eacli, 
for  the  purposes  of  internal  improvement,  was  read  a  third 
time. 

The  subject  was  discussed  by  Messrs.  FOOT,  JOHN- 
STON, BENTON,  FRELINGHUYSEN,  CHAMBERS, 
HENU1UCK9,  CLAY,  and  BUCKNER. 

Mr.  CLAV,  afttr  some  remarks  relative  to  the  bill  for 
the  future  disposal  of  the  public  lands,  which  was  fixed 
for  Tuesday,  by  which,  if  passed  into  k  law,  tliose  three 


States  would  come  in  equally  for  their  share,  would  mote 
(giving  the  friends  of  the  bill  their  choice)  that  the  bill  bt 
postponed  till  that  day  week,  or  be  laid  on  the  table,  tabt 
again  called  up. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  was  sorry  to  see  tlie  great  oppoi 
tion  now  exhibited  to  the  bill,  when,  on  a  former  day,  it 
had  been  ordered  to  the  present  stage  almost  unanirooai- 
ly.  It  indicated,  he  thought,  an  unfriendly  feeling  to  the 
Southern  States.  He  denied  that  any  former  grants  M 
yet  been  made  to  any  of  those  States.  He  asserted  tint 
the  grants  now  sought  would  only  put  them  on  an  eoutlilf 
with  the  other  new  States,  after  which  they  woald  thm 
be  entitled  to  their  proper  share  under  the  propoied  KII. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied  to  Mr.  Jobrstok  and  Mr.  Fsiidii- 
Tiia.  He  protested  against  the  doctrine  advanced  elx- 
where,  that  the  new  States  had  the  right  to  all  the  ludt 
within  their  limits,  as  the  doctrine  of  those  who  would 
play  the  demagogue.  The  public  lands,  when  tliest 
States  were  created,  were  the  property  of  the  Osited 
States.  They  were,  and  are,  the  property  of  the  whole  com- 
munity, purchased  by  the  common  treasure  and  blood  of  ill. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  alluded  to  the  use  of  the  word  "dt- 
magogue"  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  The  doc- 
trine was  one  advanced  by  a  Senator  of  Indiana,  a  gentle- 
man whose />pinion  had  always  been  deemed  worthy  of 
respect  and  consideration.  Such  denunciation  was  un- 
called for,  and,  he  thought,  was  extremely  unkind  to  d>e 
State  of  Indiana. 

Mr.  CLAY  explained.  He  had  not  before  denounced 
such  opinions,  but  he  did  so  now,  as  baseless,  bottomko, 
and  untenable,  come  whence  they  would,  from  Lec- 
ture or  elsewhere.  But  he  had  not,  in  his  former  remark!, 
spoken  of  such  doctrine  as  broached  in  this  Senate,  in  the 
other  House,  or  as  that  of  any  individual,  but  as  a  doctrine 
urged  by  many  out  of  doors. 

Messrs.  POINDEXTER  and  JOHNSTON  were  opp««- 
'ed  to  any  postponement,  and  wished  for  an  explicit  TOte 
on  the  question. 

Mr.  SMITH  would  vote  in  favor  af  the  proposition.  He 
would  prefer  this  mode  to  that  of  yearly  appropristioni 
being  asked  for  by  these  States  for  the  improvement  of 
this  and  that  river;  leaving  the  disposition,  in  thiicasc,  to 
the  States  themselves. 

Mr.  BUCKNER,  after  some  remarks,  in  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  that  the  bill  was  capable  of  much  im- 
provement, moved  tliat  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  was  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  on  the  motios 
of  Mr.  WAGGAMAN;  when  the  motion  to  hy  on  the 
table  was  carrieil,  yeas  27,  nays  13,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  -Brown,  Buckner,  Chambtn, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Forsyth, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Knight,  ManpiB, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Seymour,  Siliee, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  M'ilkins. — 27. 

NAYS Viessrs.  Benton,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  John- 
ston, King,  Moore,  Poindexter,  ttubbins,  Robinson,  Sinidi. 
Tazewell,  Wag^man,  White — 13. 

So  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

PRESIDENT'S  FAC  SIMILE. 

Mr.  KING  moved  that  the  Senate  take  up  the  bill  to 
provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder  of  the  Patent 
Office;  which  was  agreed  to — yeas  16,  nays  9. 

Tlie  question  was  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Cuii  to  recon- 
sider the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Fot>rn, 
(substituting  a  fiic  simile  of  the  President's  s  gnature,  in- 
stead of  appointing  an  officer  to  sign  the  land  patents,)  »i' 
rejected. 

The  bill  was  again  laid  on  the  t^ble,  by  common  con- 
sent, to  wait  for  a  reply  to  a  resolution  sent  some  daysago 
to  the  General  Land  Office,  calling  for  information. 

The  Senate  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  procecdM 
to  consider  the  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  granting  aid  «> 
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Alabanui  for  the  improvement  of  the  Tennessee,  Coosa, 
Cahawba,  and  Black  Warrior  rivers. 

The  bill  was  amended,  on  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 
so  as  to  pkce  the  business  under  the  control  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  Alabama. 

The  bill  «:as  reported  as  amended,  and  was  then  order 
ed  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time. 

Tuesday,  Jcite  19. 

'' Aa  MOO  u  the  journal  had  been  read,  a  message  was 
received  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by  their 
Clerk,  notifying  the  Senate  of  the  death  of  Charlss  C 
JoairsTov,  a  member  of  that  House  from  the  State  of 
Vii^nia,  and  that  his  funeral  would  take  place  in  the  itf- 
temooa  at  half  past  three  o'clock. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TYLER,  the  Senate  then  adopted  the 
following  resolution: 

Btrnthtd,  That  the  Senate,  as  a  mark  of  respect,  wiU  at- 
tend the  funeral  of  the  Hon.  CBAki.ES  C.  JOHirsTOir,  a 
■ember  of  Congress  from  Vii^nia,  this  day,  at  half  past 
three  o'clock;  and,  as  an  additional  mark  of  respect,  that 
the  Senators  will  go  into  mourning,  by  wearing  crape  on 
the  left  arm  for  thirty  days. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  it  was  then 

Ordtred,  That  when  tlie  Senate  adjooma,  it  adjourn  to 
Beet  at  half  past  three  o'clock. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAZEWELL, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

WlDNBSDAT,   JCKE  30. 

RICHMOND  PETITION. 
Mr.  TYLER  presented  the  petition  of  citizens  of  Rich- 
mond, praying  an  appropriation  for  the  removal  of  ob- 
structions in  James  river;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce.  On  presenting  this  memorial,  Mr. 
T.  took  occasion  to  express  liis  constitutional  objections 
to  the  granting  of  the  prayer  of  the  memorial.  He  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  an  absurd  proposition  to 
say  that  Congress  had  a  right  to  expend  money  in  the  im- 
provement of  the  bed  of  a  river,  by  which  a  circuitous  navi- 
gation could  be  obtained,  and  bad  no  right  to  make  an  ex- 
penditure on  a  canal  running  laterally.  He  considered  it 
would  be  an  odious  discrimination  which  entitled  a  town 
situated  below  tlie  falls  to  the  privilege  of  an  appropria- 
tion, and  excluded  one  which  was  situated  above  the  rkUs. 
He  considered  such  discrimination  as  founded  on  no  prin- 
ciple of  justice,  and  therefor*  as  odious. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  to  postpone  the  orders,  to  take 
up  the  bill  from  the  House  making  appropriations  for  cer- 
tain internal  improvements. 

Mr.  WILKINS  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  mo- 
tion; which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston.  Kane,  Knight,  Harcy,  Nau- 
dain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinsun,  Waggaman, 
Webster,  Wilkins 30. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hilt,  King,  Man{^m,  Miller,  Moore,  TazeweU, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 14. 

The  various  amendments  to  the  bill  were  then  taken 
up,  and  the  appropriations  for  the  commencement  of  new 
works  were  stricken  out,  on  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
who  stated  that  the  committee  desired  tojconfine  tlie  pro- 
visions of  the  bill  to  such  works  as  had  been  already  com- 
menced. 

Some  appropriations  also,  which  were  contained  in  other 
bills,  were  stricken  out. 


Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  so  to  amend  the  bill  as  to  place 
both  the  appropriations  for  the  Cumberland  road  under 
the  superintendence  of  an  officer  of  engineers;  which  was 
agreed  to. 

The  amendments  recommended  by  the  commttt«e  bar- 
ing been  gone  through, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  strike  out  the  appropriation 
of  thirty  thousand  dollars  for  the  impirovement  of  the 
Cumberland  river.  He  stated  it  to  be  his  object  to  strike 
out  all  new  objects,  and  such  of  the  others  as  had  not 
been  previously  surveyed  by  the  direction  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  opposed  the  motion  to  strike  out,  and 
made  some  statements  to  show  the  extent  of  the  com- 
merce carried  on  through  that  river. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  expressed  a  desire  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 

auestion,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  do  so  to-day.     He 
lerefore  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FUBUC  LANDS. 

The  special  orders  of  the  day  being  called  by  the 
CHAIR, 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  executive  business,  and  asked  for  the 
yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  considered  the  motion  unkind,  at  this  mo- 
ment, as  there  was  no  pressing  occasion  to  go  into  execu- 
tive session  to-day,  and  as  another  subject  (the  land  bill) 
was  made  the  special  order  for  to-day.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  would  be  heard. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  reminded  the  Senate  of  the  repeated 
promises  made  to  him  to  go  into  executive  business.  He 
considered  that  business  as  being  at  least  as  important  as 
the  subject  now  deared  to  be  brought  up  for  considera- 
tion. He  asked  if  gentlemen  could  suppose  that  the 
subject  of  the  public  lands  could  be  dispooed  of  to-day, 
or  to-morrow,  or  the  next  day,  when  the  conflicdn^  re- 
ports of  two  intelligent  committees  were  to  be  examined 
and  discussed.  He  asked  how  much  time  was  likely  to  be 
consumed  in  settling  a  question  involving  the  territory  of 
so  many  States,  when  so  much  time  was  occupied  by  the 
Senate  in  settling  the  affairsof  alittle  corporation. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  had  received  thb  motion  to-dsf 
with  other  feelings  than  surprise;  feelings  which  his  re- 
spect for  the  Senate  would  not  permit  him  to  express. 
When  business  of  little  moment  was  before  the  Senate  on 
Monday,  the  gentleman  from  Vir^nia  made  no  motion  to 
go  into  executive  business.  Why  did  he  not  make  his 
motion  on  that  occasion'  Mr.  C.  then  adverted  to  the 
manner  in  which  this  subject  of  the  public  lands  had  been 
forced  upon  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  bad 
been  sent  to  another  committee.  The  Senate  could  put 
an  end  to  the  discussion  of  tlie  subject  whenever  they 
pleased,  if  it  should  be  carried  to  too  great  a  length. 
But  he  claimed  the  right  of  the  committee  to  be  heard  in 
defence  of  their  report.     It  was  due  to  them  in  fairness. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  replied  that  he  felt  indifference  to 
the  feelings  to  which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  re- 
ferred, but  had  nut  expressed.  As  to  his  conduct  in  not 
moving  on  Monday  tu  go  into  executive  business,  he  left 
it  to  another  Senator  to  do  him  justice. 

Mr.  WHITE  then  stated  that  the  Committee  had  de- 
volved it  upon  him  to  make  the  motion  on  Monday  to  go 
into  executive  business,  and  that  he  was  prevented  from 
making  it  by  the  discussion  which  took  place  that  day. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  stated  that  he  was  thus  excul- 
pated from  the  charge  of  remissness  of  duty  on  Monday. 
He  defended  himself  against  the  crime  of  having  voted  to 
send  this  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Public  liuids,  after 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manuftctures.    Itap- 
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peared  from  the  statement  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  only  asked  to  be 
heard,  after  their  report  had  been  sent  by  thousands  to 
the  public,  in  explanation  of  the  report;  and  that  they  did 
not  ask  for  action  on  the  subject.  The  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky said  the  Senate  could  hear  the  explanation,  and 
then  could  lay  the  subject  on  the  table. 

,Mr.  CLAY  said  the  Senator  from  Virginia  could  not  be 
more  indifferent  to  any  unexpressed  sentiments  of  his,  than 
he  was  to  any  of  the  sentiments  of  the  Senator  from  Vir- 
ginia, whether  expressed  or  unexpressed.  The  private 
understanding  between  that  Senator  and  the  Senator  from 
Tennessee  could  not  be  known  to  the  Senate.  Several 
subjects  were  taken  up  on  Monday,  and  there  was  suffi- 
cient opportunity  to  make  the  motion  then,  and  which  had 
been  now  made.  And  now  that  members  had  come  here 
prepared  to  go  into  the  subject,  tlie  Senator  from  Virpnia 
nad  made  his  motion.  He  disclaimed  having  thrown  out 
the  idea  that  the  subject  was  not  to  be  acted  on,  after  the 
explanation  had  been  given,  and  restated  what  he  bad 
«ud.  He  reminded  the  Senate  that  the  report  was  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  by  a  majority  of 
one  vote,  and  the  reference  could  have  been  denied,  had 
the  Senator  from  Vir^nia  given  his  vote  another  way. 
He  stated  that  this  reference  was  contrary  to  all  congres- 
sional practice,  as  iar  as  his  experience  enabled  him  to 
decide.  He  expressed  a  hope  that  the  Senate  would  take 
up  the  subject  of  the  public  lands,  and  suffer  the  other 
bunness  to  stand  over. 

Mr.  WHITE  expbuned,  and  repeated  that  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  committee  to  go  into  executive  business  on 
Monday,  and  it  had  been  his  intention  to  make  the  motion, 
but  for  the  reason  be  bad  already  given.  The  committee 
wished  to  dispose  of  the  executive  business,  and  he  would 
then  go  with  pleasure  into  any  other  bunness  when  that 
should  be  settled. 

Mr.  MILLER  said  he  was  in  favor  of  the  principles  in 
the  feportof  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures,  but  he  was 
opposed  to  the  bill,  and  was  ready  to  do  any  thing  to  kill 
the  bill.  He  had  voted  to  give  an  opportunity  to  tlte 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  examine  the  subject,  and 
to  present  their  views,  and  he  was  now  willing  to  permit 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  to  reply  to  the  exposition 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  He  stated  that  as 
the  executive  subject,  which  had  been  so  long  lingering 
here,  had  been  interrupted,  he  would  vote  against  g^ing 
into  executive  session. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  should  vote  against  taking  up  the 
lubject  of  the  public  lands,  and  in  bvor  of  going  into 
executive  business.  The  subject  of  the  public  lands  had 
been  pushed  through  to  the  point  which  it  had  now  reach- 
ed; and  he  was  opposed  to  putting  aside  other  business, 
to  take  up  a  subject  which,  instead  of  being  disposed  of 
in  two  or  three  days,  would,  if  the  state  of  the  session 
would  permit,  occupy  two  or  three  weeks, 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  stated  that  the  Senate  were  wasting 
the  day  in  a  discusnon  of  no  utility.  The  Senate  had  been 
engaged  on  a  very  important  bill,  when  the  motion  was 
made  to  lay  it  on  the  table,  in  order  to  take  up  the  sub- 

i'ect  of  the  public  lands.  If  a  motion  had  been  made  to 
ay  on  the  table  any  bill  iu  order  to  go  into  executive 
bu^ess,  it  would  hwve  been  deemed  discourteous  in  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  to  have  interposed  his  motion. 
It  was  equally  discourteous  to  interpose  a  motion  to  go 
into  executive  bunness;  and  thia  kind  of  discourtesy  he 
had  never  witnessed  before  unce  he  had  been  in  tlie  Se- 
nate. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  disclaimed  any  idea  of  doing  injustice 
to  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  or  acting  unkin<uy  towards 
him,  in  his  motion  to  go  into  executive  business.  It  was 
entirely  to  be  referred  to  the  importance  of  the  unfinished 
business  in  executive  session. 

Mr.  FOINDEXTER  said  be  bad  ioteoded  to  vote  to  go 


into  executive  business;  but,  as  the  Senate  had  lud  Iht 
bill  in  relation  to  internal  improvements  on  the  tible, 
with  an  implied  assent  that  the  subject  of  the  public  hndi 
should  be  taken  up,  he  should  now  vote  to  go  into  tla 
subject. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  he  should  vote  against  going  into  ex- 
ecutive session,  although  be  should  vote  agwist  the  bill 
He  adverted  to  the  immense  audience  which  bad  btoi 
collected  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  the  debate  set  for  to- 
day; and,  although  he  made  no  pretensions  to  gallantiT 
himself,  he  was  not  disposed  to  disappoint  the  expcctt- 
tions  of  such  an  audience. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  said  that,  being  opposed  to  the  mn- 
sure,  he  would  have  voted  against  taking  up  the  mo- 
sure  in  any  form,  and  he  should  therefore  vote  for  going 
into  executive  business.  He  repeated  what  had  bra 
said  as  to  the  time  which  the  subject  of  the  public  kodi 
would  occupy. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  FoBsrra's motion, 
and  negatived  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kinc, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Sprtgoe,  Tu^ 
well,  Troup,  White. — 21. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Did;- 
erson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  HoIiik^ 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindciter, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tipton,  Tomlimon, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

The  CHAIR  then  called  up  the  resolutions  offertd  bjf 
Mr.  Ewiso,  as  the  first  on  the  list  of  special  orders. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EWING,  the  resolutions  were  hid  ot 
the  table. 

PUBLIC  lANDS. 

The  Senate  then  took  up  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  > 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  huids;  sad  tlic 
amendments  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Unh 
were  read. 

Mr.  PQINDEXTER  moved  an  amendment,  gtris; 
500,000  acres  to  each  of  tbe  States  of  Missouri,  Hisai- 
sippi,  and  Louisiana;  which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  rose,  and  said  that,  in  rising  to  addna 
the  Senate,  he  owed,  in  the  firsi  place,  the  exprewon  of 
his  hearty  thanks  to  the  majority,  by  whose  rote,  ju* 
given,  he  was  indulged  in  occupyingth'e  floor  on  ttaismoit 
important  question.  He  was  happy  to  see  that  the  d^ 
when  sedition  acts  and  g^ag  laws  were  in  force,  and  whes 
screws  were  applied  for  the  suppression  of  the  freedom 
of  speech  and  debate,  were  not  yet  to  return;  andthit, 
when  the  consideration  of  a  great  question  had  beea  spe- 
cially assigned  to  a  particular  day,  it  was  not  allowed  l» 
be  arrested  and  thrust  aside  by  an  unexpected  and  on» 
precedented  parliamentarv  manoeuvre.  The  deeiaon  of 
the  majority  demonstrated  that  feelings  of  liberality  mo 
courtesy  and  kindness  still  prevailed  in  the  Senate,  lOo 
that  they  would  be  extended  even  to  one  of  the  humble* 
members  of  the  body;  for  such,  he  assured  the  Sentlr, 
he  felt  himself  to  be.* 

It  may  not  be  amiss  again  to  allude  to  the  extraonlinaX 
reference  of  the  subject  of  the  public  lands  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures.  I  have  nothing,  said  Ur.  C, 
to  do  with  the  motives  of  honorable  Senators  who  cwn- 
posed  the  majority  by  which  that  reference  was  ""^'r* 
The  decorum  proper  in  thia  Hall  obliges  roe  to  cooada 
their  motives  to  have  been  pure  and  patriotic.    SaOtiU 

•  Thia  luMJect  had  bttn  wt  down  fm  lUa  day   >(  ^ 

exprctrd,  in  and  oal  of  the  S<iwie,  that  ii  would  be  talica  ' . 
that  Mr.  CLAY  would  addrcu  ibe  Scoatr.  The  '»'■'*'•.  "^  ,t 
ncralljr  in  tlieir  Kau,  mid  the  (allerf  and  lobbia  erowdal.  AU" 
•uumar}'  hoar  he  ntored  that  the  uihteei  prmltng  ilMaH  K  ■" 
on  the  table,  to  uke  up  ibe  lud  bill.  H  wu  ordcrHl  i«>M*f  J; 
At  ihU  uoiiit  of  lime,  Mr.  KORSYTH  made  a  motwih  MPP°*°J 
Mr.  TAZEWELL,  that  tJir  Senate  proceed  to  eiKatire  twaw- 


;.C3 


The  niotioB  wh  orriruled.— £</>ter«. 
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I  must  be  pemiitted  to  regptrd  the  proceeding'  as  very  un- 
uMial.  The  Senate  has  a  standing  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  appointed  under  long  established  rules.  The 
members  of  that  committee  are  presumed  to  be  well  ac- 
quainted -with  the  subject;  they  have  some  of  them  oc- 
cupied the  same  station  for  many  years,  are  well  versed 
in  the  whole  legislation  on  the  public  lands,  and  &miliar 
with  every  branch  of  it — and  four  out  of  five  of  them  come 
(rom  the  new  States.  Yet,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all 
these  circumstances,  a  reference  was  ordered  by  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Senate  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  a 
committee  than  which  there  was  not  another  standing 
committee  of  the  Senate  whose  prescribed  duties  were 
more  incongruous  with  the  public  domain.  It  happened, 
in  the  constitution  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
that  there  was  not  a  solitary  Senator  from  the  new  States, 
and  but  one  iirom  any  Western  State.  We  had  earnestly 
protested  against  the  reference,  and  insisted  upon  its  im- 
proprietyj  but  we  were  overruled  by  the  majority,  in- 
cluding a.  majority  of  Senators  from' the  new  States.  I 
will  not  attempt  an  expression  of  the  feelings  excited  in 
my  mind  on  that  occasion.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
intention  of  honorable  Senators,  I  could  not  be  insensi- 
ble to  the  embarrassment  in  which  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures was  placed,  and  especially  myself.  Although 
any  other  member  of  that  committee  would  have  render- 
ed himself^  with  appropriate  researches  and  proper  time, 
more  competent  than  I  was  to  understand  the  subject  of 
the  public  lands,  it  was  known  that,  from  my  local  posi- 
tion, I  alone  was  supposed  to  have  any  particular  know- 
ledge of  them.  Whatever  emanated  from  the  commit- 
tee was  likely,  therefore,  to  be  ascribed  to  me.  If  the 
committee  should  propose  a  measure  of  gpreat  liberality 
towards  the  new  States,  the  old  States  might  complain. 
If  the  measure  should  seem  to  lean  towards  the  old  States, 
the  new  might  be  dissatisfied.  And  if  it  inclined  to  nei- 
ther class  of  States,  but  recommended  a  plan  according 
(o  which  there  would  be  distributed  impartial  justice 
among  all  the  States,  it  was  far  from  certain  that  any 
would  be  pleased. 

Without  venturing  to  attribute  to  honorable  Senators 
the  purpose  of  producing  this  personal  embarrassment, 
I  felt  it,  as  a  necessary  consequence  from  their  act,  just 
as  much  as  if  it  had  been  in  their  contemplation.  Never- 
theless, the  Committee  on  Manufactures  cheerfully  en- 
tcred  upon  the  duty  which,  against  its  will,  was  thus 
asagfied  to  it  by  the  Senate.  And,  for  the  causes  already 
noticed,  that  of  preparing  a  report,  and  suggesting  some 
measure  embracing  the  whole  subject,  devolved  in  the 
committee  upon  me.  The  general  features  of  our  land 
system  were  strongly  impressed  on  my  memory;  but  I 
found  it  necessary  to  re-examine  some  of  the  treaties, 
deeds  of  cession,  and  laws  which  related  to  the  acquisi- 
tion and  administration  of  the  public  lands;  and  then  to 
think  of,  and,  if  possible,  strike  out,  some  project,  which, 
without  inflicting  injury  upon  any  of  the  States,  might 
deal  equally  and  justly  with  all  of  them.  The  report 
and  bill  submitted  to  the  Senate,  aAer  having  been  pre- 
viously sanctioned  by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  were 
the  results  of  this  consideration.  The  report,  with  the 
exception  of  the  principle  of  distribution  which  concludes 
it,  obtained  the  unanimous  concurrence  of  the  Committee 
on  Manufitctares, 

The  report  and  bill  were  hardly  read  in  the  Senate  be- 
fore they  were  violently  denounced.  And  they  were 
not  considered  by  the  Senate  before  a  proposition  was 
made  to  refer  the  report  to  that  very  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  to  which,  in  the  first  instance,  I  contended 
the  subject  ought  to  have  been  assigned.  It  was  in  vain 
that  we  remonstrated  against  such  a  proceeding,  as  un 
precedented,  as  implying  unmerited  censure  on  the  Com- 
inittee  on  Manufactures,  and  as  leading  to  Intermina- 
ble references;  for  what  more  reason  could  there  be  to 


refer  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  to  the 
Land  Committee,  than  would  exist  for  a  subsequent  re- 
ference of  the  report  of  this  committee,  when  made,  to 
some  third  committee,  and  so  on  in  an  endless  circle  > 
In  spite  of  all  our  remonstrances,  the  same  majority, 
with  but  little,  if  any,  variation,  which  had  originally  re- 
solved to  refer  the  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manu&c- 
tures,  now  determined  to  commit  its  bill  to  the  Land 
Committee.  And  this  not  only  without  particular  examina- 
tion  into  the  merits  of  that  bill,  hut  without  the  avowal 
of  any  specific  amendment  which  was  deemed  necessary! 
The  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  after  the  lapse  of  some 
days,  presented  a  report,  and  recommended  a  reduction 
of  the  price  of  the  public  lands  immediately  to  one  dollar 
per  acre,  and  eventually  to  fifty  cents  per  acre;  and  the 
grant  to  the  new  States  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales,  instead  of  ten,  as  proposed  by  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  nothing  to  the  old  States. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  desire,  at  this  time,  to  make 
a  few  observations  in  illustratbn  of  the  original  report;  to 
supply  some  omissions  in  its  composition;  to  say  some- 
thing as  to  the  power  and  rights  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment over  the  public  domain;  to  submit  a  few  remarks  on 
the  counter  report;  and  to  examine  the  assumptions  which 
it  contained,  and  the  principles  on  which  it  is  founded. 

No  subject  which  had  presented  itself  to  the  present, 
or  perhaps  any  preceding  Congress,  was  of  greater  magni- 
tucle  than  that  of  the  public  lands.  There  was  another, 
indeed,  which  possessed  a  more  exciting  and  absorbing 
interest,  but  the  excitement  was  happily  but  temporary 
in  its  nature.  Long  after  we  shall  cease  to  be  agitated  by 
the  tariff,  ages  after  our  manufactures  shall  have  acquired 
a  stability  and  perfection  which  wilt  enable  them  suc- 
cessfully to  cope  with  the  manufactures  of  any  other 
country,  the  public  lands  will  remain  a  subject  of  deep 
and  enduring  interest.  In  whatever  view  we  contemplate 
them,  there  is  no  question  of  such  vast  importance.  As 
to  their  extent,  there  is  public  land  enough  to  fouiul  an 
empire;  streiching  across  the  immense  continent,  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  fi-om  the  Gulf  of  Mexico 
to  the  Northwestern  lakes,  the  quantity,  according  to  of- 
ficial surveys  and  estimates,  amounting  to  the  prodigious 
sum  of  one  billion  and  eighty  millions  of  acres!  At 
to  the  duration  of  the  interest  regarded  as  a  sour6e  of 
comfort  to  our  people,  and  of  public  income,  during  the 
last  year,  when  the  greatest  quantify  was  sold  that  ever, 
in  one  year,  had  been  previously  sold,  it  amounted  to 
less  than  three  millions  of  acres,  producing  three  mil- 
lions and  a  half  of  dollars.  Assuming  that  year  as  affording 
the  standard  rate  at  which  the  lands  will  be  annually  sold, 
it  would  require  tliree  hundred  years  to  dispose  of  them. 
But  the  sales  will  probably  be  accelerated,  from  increased 
population  and  other  causes.  We  may  safely,  however, 
anticipate  that  long,  if  not  centuries,  afler  the  present 
day,  the  representatives  of  our  children's  children  may 
be  deliberating  in  the  Halls  of  Congress  on  laws  relating 
to  the  public  lands. 

The  subject,  in  other  points  of  view,  challenged  the 
fullest  attention  of  an  American  statesman.  If  there  was 
any  one  circumstance,  more  than  all  otiiers,  which  distin- 
g^uished  our  happy  condition  from  that  of  the  nations  of 
the  Old  World,  it  was  the  possession  of  this  vast  national 
property,  and  the  resources  which  it  afforded  to  our  peo- 
ple and  our  Government  No  European  nation  (possibly 
with  the  exception  of  Russia)  commanded  such  an  ample 
resource.  With  respect  to  the  other  republics  of  this 
continent,  we  have  no  information  that  any  of  them  hare 
yet  adopted  a  regular  system  of  previous  survey  and  sub- 
sequent sale  of  their  wild  lands,  in  convenient  tracts,  well 
defined,  and  adapted  to  the  wants  of  all.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  probabiUty  is  that  they  adhere  to  the  ruinous 
and  mad  system  of  old  Spain,  according  to  which  large 
unsurveyed  districts  are  granted  to  fiivoritc  individuals, 
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prejudicial  to  them,  who  oflen  sink  under  the  incum- 
brance, and  die  in  poverty,  whilst  the  regular  current  of 
emi{^ration  is  cbecfced  and  diverted  from  its  Ie{^tiinate 
channels. 

And  if  there  be  in  the  operations  of  tliis  Government 
one,  which,  more  than  any  other,  dispUys  consummate  wis- 
dom and  statesmanship,  it  is  that  system  by  which  tlie  pub- 
lic lands  have  been  so  successfully  administered.  We 
should  pause,  solemnly  pause,  before  we  subvert  it.  We 
should  touch  it  hesitatingly,  and  with  the  gentlest  hand. 
The  prudent  management  of  the  public  lands,  in  the  hands 
of  the  General  Government,  will  be  more  manifest  by  con- 
trasting it  with  that  of  several  of  the  States,  which  had  the 
disposal  oflarge  bodies  of  waste  lands.  Virginia  possess- 
ed an  ample  domain  west  of  the  mountains  and  in  the 
present  State  of  Kentucky,  over  and  above  her  muni6cent 
^  cession  to  the  General  Government.  Pressed  for  pecuni- 
ary means  by  the  revolutionary  war,  she  brought  her 
wild  lands,  during  its  progress,  into  market,  receiving 
payment  in  paper  money. ,  There  were  no  previous  surveys 
of  the  waste  lands — no  townships,  no  sections,  no  official 
definition  or  description  of  tracts.  Each  purchaser  made 
his  own  location,  describing  the  land  bought  as  he  thought 
proper.  These  locations  or  descriptions  were  often  vague 
and  uncertain.  The  consequence  was,  that  the  same 
tract  was  not  unfrequently  entered  various  times  by  differ- 
ent purchasers,  so  as  to  be  literally  shingled  over  with  con- 
flicting claims.  The  State,  perhaps,  sold  in  this  way 
much  more  land  than  it  was  entitled  to,  but  then  it  receiv- 
ed nothing  in  return  that  was  valuable;  whilst  the  pur- 
chasers, in  consequence  of  the  clashing  and  interference 
between  their  rights,  were  exposed  to  tedious,  vexatious, 
and  ruinous  litigation.  Kentucky  long  and  severely  suf- 
fered from  this  cause,  and  is  just  emerging  from  the  trou- 
bles brought  upon  her  by  improvident  land  legislation. 
Western  Virginia  has  also  suffered  greatly,  though  not  to 
the  same  extent. 

The  State  of  Georgia  bad  large  bodies  of  waste  lands, 
which  she  disposed  of  in  a  manner  satisfactory  no  doubt 
to  herself,  but  astonishing  to  every  one  of  that  common- 
wealth. According  to  her  system,  waste  lands  are  di^itri- 
buted  in  lotteries  among  the  people  of  the  State,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  enactments  of  the  Legislature.  And  when 
one  district  of  country  is  disposed  of,  as  there  are  many 
who  do  not  draw  prizes,  the  unsuccessful  call  out  for  fresh 
distributions.  These  are  made,  from  time  to  time,  as 
lands  are  acquired  from  the  Indians;  and  hence  one  of 
the  causes  of  the  avidity  with  which  the  Indian  lands  arc 
sought.  It  is  manifest  that  neither  the  present  genei-a- 
tion  nor  posterity  can  derive  much  advantage  from  this 
mode  of  alienating  public  lands.  On  the  contrary,  I  should 
think,  it  cannot  fail  to  engender  speculation  and  a  spirit 
of  ga.Tibling. 

The  State  of  Kentucky,  in  virtue  of  a  compact  with  Vir- 
ginia, acquired  a  right  to  a  quantity  of  public  lands  south 
of  Green  river.  Neglecting  to  profit  by  the  unfortunate 
example  of  the  parent  State,  she  did  not  order  the  country 
to  be  surveyed  previous  to  its  being  offered  to  purchasers. 
Seduced  by  some  of  those  wild  land  projects,  of  which  at 
all  times  there  have  been  some  afloat,  and  which  hitherto 
the  General  Government  alone  has  firmly  resisted,  she  was 
tempted  to  offer  her  waste  lands  to  settlers,  at  different 
prices,  under  tha  name  of  head  rights  or  pre-emptions. 
As  the  laws,  like  most  legislation  upon  such  subjects,  were 
somewhat  loosely  wonled,  the  keen  eye  of  the  speculator 
soon  discerned  the  defects,  and  he  took  advantage  of 
them.  Instances  had  occurred  of  masters  obtaining  certi- 
ficates of  head  rights  in  the  name  of  their  slaves,  and  thus 
securing  the  lanc^  in  contravention  of  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature.  Slaves  generally  have  but  one  name,  being 
called  Tom,  Jack,  Dick,  or  Harry.  To  conceal  the  fraud, 
the  owner  would  add  Black,  or  some  other  cognomination, 
so  that  the  certificate  would  read  Tom  Black,  Jack  Black, 


&c.  The  gentleman  (W>m  Tennessee  [Mr.  GHCXBi,]tiIl 
remember,  some  twenty  odd  years  ago,  when  «e  vat 
both  members  of  the  Kentucky  Legislature,  that  I  took  oc- 
casion to  animadvert  upon  these  fraudulent  practices,  igj 
observed  that,  when  the  names  came  to  be  alphabcttcd, 
the  truth  would  be  tnld,  whatever  might  be  the  language 
of  the  record;  for  the  alphabet  would  read  Black  Too, 
Black  Harry,  &c.  Kentucky  realized  more  in  her  tni. 
sury  than  the  parent  State  had  done,  considering  that  she 
bad  but  a  remnant  of  public  lands,  and  she  added  toIg^ 
what  to  her  population.  But  they  were  far  less  aniklile 
than  they  would  have  been  under  a  system  of  previoia 
survey  and  regular  sale. 

These  observations  in  respect  to  the  course  of  the  k- 
spectable  States  referred  to,  in  relation  to  their  pubEe 
laixls,  are  not  prompted  by  any  unkind  feelings  tovinii 
them,  but  to  show  the  superiority  of  the  land^stem  it 
the  United  States. 

Under  the  system  of  the  General  Government,  thewii. 
dom  of  which,  in  some  respects,  is  admitted  even  b;  Ihe 
report  of  the  Land  Committee,  the  country  subject  toiti 
operation,  beyond  the  Alleghany  mountains,  has  rapidljr 
advanced  in  population,  improvement,  and  prosptritjr. 
The  example  of  the  State  of  Ohio  was  emphatically  relied  j 
on  by  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures-its ' 
million  of  people,  its  canals  and  other  improrementi,  its 
flourisliing  towns,  its  highly  cultivated  fields,  all  put  Uieie 
within  less  than  forty  years.  To  weaken  the  force  of  tliii 
example,  the  I.and  Committee  deny  that  the  popuhtioa 
of  that  State  is  principally  settled  upon  public  landad^ 
rived  from  the  General  Government.  But,  Mr.  Presidest, 
with  great  deference  to  tliat  committee,  I  must  say  thatit 
labors  under  misapprehension.  Three-fourths,  if  notfosi. 
fifths,  of  the  population  of  that  State  are  settled  upoa 
public  lands  purchased  from  the  United  States,  and  tbef 
are  the  most  flourishing  parts  of  the  State.  Fur  the  en- 
rectness  of  this  statement,  I  appeal  to  my  friend  froo 
Ohio  [Mr.  Ewiiro]  near  me.  He  knows,  as  well  as  I(K 
that  the  rich  valleys  of  the  Miami  of  Ohio,  and  the  Mas- 
mee  of  the  I^ke,  the  Scioto,  and  the  Muskingum,  iit 
principally  settled  by  persons  deriving  titles  to  tbeii  lands 
from  the  United  States. 

In  a  national  point  of  view,  one  of  the  greatest  adni- 
tages  which  these  public  lands  in  the  West,  and  this  tp- 1 
tem  of  selling  them,  affords,  is  the  resource  which  (be^ 
present  against  pressure  and  want,  in  other  parts  of  the 
Union,  from  the  vocations  of  society  being  too  cloMb 
filled,  and  too  much  crowded.  They  constantly  tend  to 
sustain  the  price  of  labor,  by  the  opportunity  whicb  they 
offer  of  the  acquiution  of  fertile  land  at  a  moderate  piict^ 
and  the  consequent  temptation  to  emigrate  from  thote 
parts  of  the  Union  where  labor  may  be  badly  rewarded. 

The  progress  of  settlement,  and  the  improvement  in  the 
fortunes  and  condition  of  individuals,  under  the  open- 
tibn  of  this  beneficent  system,  are  as  simple  as  they  aie 
manifest.  Pioneers  of  a  more  adventurous  character,  ad- 
vancing before  the  tide  of  emigration,  penetrate  into  the 
uninhabited  regions  of  the  West.  They  apply  the  aiet» 
the  forest,  which  falls  before  them,  or  the  plough  to  die 
prairie,  deeply  sinking  its  share  in  the  unbroken  will 
grasses  in  which  it  abounds.  -  They  build  bouses,  planto^ 
chards,  enclose  fields,  cultivate  the  earth,  and  rear  up 
famihes  around  them.  Meantime,  the  tide  of  emigntiia 
flows  upon  them,  their  improved  fiirms  rise  in  value,  adfr 
mand  for  them  takes  place,  they  sell  to  the  new  coinenit 
a  great  advance,  and  proceed  farther  west,  with  ainpk 
means  to  purchase  from  Government,  at  reasonable  price»i 
sufficient  land  for  all  the  members  of  their  funille* 
Another  and  another  tide  succeeds  the  first,  pushing  « 
westwardly  the  previous  settlers,  who,  in  their  turn,  leH 
out  their  larms,  constantly  augmenting  in  price,  untilthey 
arrive  at  a  fixed  and  stationary  value.  In  this  way,  thou- 
sands and  tens  of  thousands  are  daily  improving  their  or- 
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:umstances,  and  bettering  their  condition.  I  have  wften 
iritnessed  this  gratifying'  progress.  On  the  same  farm, 
Fou  may  sometimes  behold,  standing  together,  the  first 
rode  cabin  of  round  and  unhewn  logs,  and  wooden  chim- 
neys, the  hewed  log  house,  chinked  and  shingled,  with 
!tone  or  brick  chimneys;  and,  lastly,  the  comfortable  brick 
w  stone  dwelling;  each  denoting  the  different  occupants 
of  the  farm,  or  the  seyeral  stages  of  the  condition  of  the 
same  occupant.  What  other  nation  can  boast  of  such  an 
outlet  for  its  increasing  population,  such  bountiful  means 
of  promoting  their  prosperity,  and  securingtheir  indepen- 
dence? 

To  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States,  and  especially 
to  the  existing  system  by  whicti  they  are  distributed  with 
so  much  regularity  and  equity,  are  we  indebted  for  these 
Mgnal  benefits  in  our  national  condition.  '  And  every  con- 
^ermtion  of  duty  to  ourselves  and  to  posterity  enjoins 
that  we  should  abstain  from  the  adoption  of  any  wild  pro- 
ject that  would  cast  away  this  vast  national  property, 
held  by  the  General  Government  in  sacred  trust  tor  the 
whole  people  of  the  United  Sutes,  and  forbids  that  we 
should  rashly  touch  a  system  which  has  been  so  success- 
fiiliy  tested  by  experience. 

It  has  been  only  within  a  few  years  that  restless  men 
hare  thrown  before  the  public  their  visionary  plans  for 
squandering  the  public  domain.  Willi  the  existing  laws, 
the  great  State  of  the  West  is  satisfied  and  contented.  She 
has  felt  their  benefit,  and  grown  great  and  powerful  under 
their  sway.  She  knows  and  testifies  to  the  liberality  of 
the  General  Government  in  the  administration  of  the  pub- 
lic lands,  extended  ahke  to  herand  to  the  other  new  States. 
There  are  no  petitions  from,  no  movements  in,  Ohio,  pro- 
posing vital  aifd  radical  changes  in  the  system.  During 
the  long  period,  in  the  House  of  Representatives  and  in  the 
Senate,  that  her  upright  and  unambitious  citizen,  the  first 
RepresenUtive  of  that  State,  and  afterwards  successively 
Senator  and  Governor,  preuded  over  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  we  heard  of  none  oftliese  chimerical  schemes. 
All  went  on  smoothly,  and  quietly,  and  safely.  No  man, 
in  the  sphere  witliin  which  he  acted,  ever  comnMnded  or 
deserved  (he  implicit  confidence  of  Congress  more  than 
Jeremiah  Morrow.  There  existed  a  perfect  persuasion 
of  his  entire  impartiality  and  justice  between  the  old  States 
and  the  new.  A  ft  w  artless  but  sensible  words,  pronounc- 
ed ra  his  plain  Scotch  Irish  dialect,  were  always  sufficient 
to  ensure  tlie  passage  of  any  bill  or  resolution  which  lie 
reported.  For  about  twenty-five  years,  there  was  no  es- 
sential change  in  tlie  system;  and  tliat  which  was  at  last 
made,  varying  the  price  of  the  public  lands  from  two  dol- 
lars, at  which  it  had  all  that  time  remained,  to  one  doUar 
and  a  quarter,  at  which  it  lias  been  fixed  only  about  ten  or 
twelve  years,  was  founded  mainly  on  the  consideration  of 
abohshing  the  previous  credits. 

Assuniing  the  duplication  of  our  population  in  terms  of 
twenty-five  yeais,  tlie  demand  for  waste  land,  at  the  end 
of  every  term,  will  at  least  be  double  what  it  was  at  the 
commencement.  But  the  ratio  of  the  increased  demand 
will  be  much  greater  than  the  increase  of  tlie  whole  popu- 
lation of  the  United  SUtes,  because  the  Western  SUtes 
nearest  to  or  including  the  public  lands  populate  much 
more  rapidly  tluin  other  parts  of  the  Union:  and  it  will  be 
from  tiiem  Uiat  the  greatest  current  of  emigration  will 
flow.  At  this  moment  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee 
are  the  most  migrating  ^tate»in  the  Union. 

To  supply  tins  constantly  augmenting  demand,  the  poli- 
cy which  lias  hitherto  chai-acterized  the  General  Govern- 
ment, has  been  highly  liberal  both  towards  individuals  and 
the  new  SUtea.  lj>rge  tracts,  far  surpassing  the  demand 
of  purchasers,  in  every  chmate  and  situation  adapted  to 
the  wants  of  all  parts  of  the  UnioH,  are  brought  into  the 
market  at  moderate  prices,  the  Government  having  sus- 
tained all  tlie  expense  of  the  original  purchase,  and  of 
•orveying,  marking,  and  dividing  the  land.     For  fifty  dol- 


lars, any  poor  man  may  purchase  forty  acres  of  first  rate 
land;  and,  for  less  than  the  wages  of  one  year's  labor,  he 
may  buy  eighty  acres.  To  the  new  States,  also,  has  the 
Government  been  liberal  and  generous  in  the  g^rants  for 
schools  and  for  internal  improvements,  as  well  as  in  reduc- 
ing the  debt  contracted  for  the  purchase  of  lands  by  the 
citizens  of  those  States  who  were  tempted,  in  a  spirit  of 
inordinate  speculation,  to  purchase  too  much  or  at  too  high 
prices. 

Such  is  a  rapid  outline  of  this  invaluable  national  pro- 
perty— of  the  system  which  regulates  its  management  and 
distribution,  and  of  the  effects  of  that  system.  We  might 
here  pause,  and  wonder  that  there  should  be  a  disposition 
with  any  to  waste  or  throw  away  this  great  resource,  or  to 
abolish  a  system  which  has  been  fraught  with  so  many 
manifest  advantages.  Nevertheless,  there  are  such,  who, 
impatient  with  the  slow  and  natural  operation  of  wise 
laws,  have  put  forth  various  pretensions  and  projects  con- 
cerning  the  public  lands  within  a  few  years  past.  One  of 
these  pretensions  is  an  assumption  of  the  sovereign  right 
of  the  new  States  to  all  the  lands  within  their  respective 
limits,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  General  Government,  and 
to  the  exclusion  of  all  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
those  in  the  new  States  only  excepted.  It  is  my  purpose 
now  to  trace  the  origin,  examine  the  nature,  and  expose 
the  injustice  of  this  pretension. 

This  pretension  may  be  fairly  ascribed  to  the  proposi- 
tions of  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Bextox,]  to 
graduate  the  public  lands,  to  reduce  the  price,  and  to  cede 
the  "refu^ie"  lands  (a  term  which,  I  believe,  originated 
with  him)  to  the  States  within  which  they  lie.  Prompt- 
ed, probably,  by  these  propositions,  a  late  Governor  of 
llliiiois,  unwilling  to  be  outdone,  presented  an  elaborate 
message  to  the  Legislature  of  that  Stite,  in  which  he 
gravely  and  formally  asserted  the  right  of  that  State  to  all 
the  land  of  the  United  States  comprehended  within  its 
limits.  It  must  be  allowed  that  the  Governor  was  a  most 
impartial  judge,  and  the  Legislature  a  most  disinterested 
tribunal,  to  decide  such  a  question. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  was  chanting,  most  sweetly, 
to  the  tune  "refuse  lands,"  "refuse  lands,"  "refuse 
lands,"  on  the  Missouri  side  of  the  Mississippi;  and  the 
soft  strains  of  his  music  having  caught  the  ear  of  his  Ex- 
cellency on  the  Ulinius  nde,  he  joined  in  chorus,  and 
struck  an  octave  higher.  The  Senator  from  Missouri 
wished  only  to  pick  up  some  crumbs  which  fell  from  Un- 
cle Sam's  table;  but  the  Governor  resolved  to  grasp  the 
whole  loaf.  1'he  Senator  modestly  claimed  only  an  old 
s  Aoked,  rejected  joint;  but  the  stomach  of  his  Excellency 
yearned  aner  the  whole  hog!  The  Governor  peeped 
over  the  Mississippi  into  Missouri,  and  saw  the  Senator 
leisurely  roaming  in  some  rich  pastures,  on  bits  of  refuse 
land.  He  returned  to  Illinois,  and,  springing  into  the 
grand  prairie,  determined  to  claim  and  occupy  it  in  all  its 
boundless  extent. 

Then  came  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Virginia, 
[Mr.  Tazewbli.,]  in  May,  1826,  in  the  following  words: 
"  Boohed,  That  it  is  expedient  for  the  United  States  to 
cede  and  surrender  to  the  several  States,  within  whose 
limits  the  same  may  be  situated,  all  the  right,  title,  and 
interest  of  the  United  States  to  any  lands  lying  and  being 
within  the  boundaries  of  such  States,  respectively,  upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  may  be  consistent  with  the 
due  observance  of  the  public  faith,  and  with  the  general 
interestof  the  United  States."  The  latter  words  rendered 
the  resolution  somewhat  ambiguous;  but  still  it  contem- 
plated a  cession  and  surrender.  Subsequently  the  Sena- 
tor Irom  Virginia  proposed,  after  a  certain  time,  a  gratui- 
tous surrender  of  all  unsold  lands,  to  be  applied  by  the 
Legislature  in  support  of  education,  and  the  internal  im- 
provement of  the  State. 

[Here  Mr. TAZEWELLcontToverted  the  statement.  Mr. 
Clat  called  to  the  Secretary  to  hand  him  the  journal  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


IIOS 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1104 


SiNATX.] 


Public  Landt. 


[Juki  30, 18S3. 


April,  1828,  which  he  held  up  to  the  Senate,  »nd  read 
from  it  the  following: 

"  The  bill  to  gfraduate  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to 
maVe  donations  thereof  to  actual  settlers,  and  to  cede  the 
refuse  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie,  being  under  consi- 
deration, 

"Mr.  TaxEwitt  moved  to  insertthe  following  as  a  sub- 
stitute: That  the  land  wluch  shall  hare  been  subject  to 
sale  under  the  provisions  of  this  act,  and  shall  remain  un- 
sold for  two  years,  after  having  been  offered  at  twenty- 
five  cents  per  acre,  shall  be,  and  the  same  is,  ceded  to  the 
State  in  which  the  same  may  lie,  to  be  applied  by  the 
Legislature  thereof  in  support  of  education,  and  the  inter- 
nal improvement  of  the  State."] 

*  Thus,  it  appears,  not  only  that  the  honorable  Senator 
proposed  the  cession,  but  showed  himself  the  friend  of 
education  and  internal  improvements,  by  means  derived 
frortt  the  General  Government.  For  this  liberal  disposi- 
tion, on  his  part,  I  believe  it  was  that  the  State  of  Mis- 
souri honored  a  new  county  with  his  name.  If  he  had 
carried  his  proposition,  that  Stale  might  well  have  granted 
a  principality'  to  him. 

The  memorial  of  the  Legislature  of  Illinois,  probably 
produced  by  the  message  ofthe  Governor  already  noticed, 
had  been  presented,  asserting  a  claim  to  the  public  lands. 
And  it  seems  (although  tlie  fict  had  escaped  my  recollec- 
tion, until  I  was  remmded  of  it  by  one  of  her  Senators 
[Mr.  HiNDMCKs]  the  other  day)  that  the  Legishiture  of 
Indiana  had  instructed  her  Senators  to  bring  forward  a 
similar  claim.     At  the  last  session,  however,  of  the  Le- 

Sislature  of  that  State,  resolutions  had  passed,  instructing 
er  delegation  to  obtain  from  the  General  Government 
cessions  of  the  unappropriated  public  lands  on  the  most 
favorable  terms.  It  is  clear,  from  this  last  expression  of 
the  Will  of  that  Legislature,  that,  on  reconsideration,  it 
believed  the  right  to  the  public  lands  to  be  in  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  and  not  in  the  State  of  Indiana.  For,  if 
they  did  not  belong  to  the  General  Government,  it  bad 
nothing  to  cede;  if  they  belonged  already  to  the  SUte,  no 
cesaon  was  necessary  to  the  perfection  ofthe  ri{^tof  the 
State. 

I  will  here  submit  a  passing  observation.  If  the  Gene- 
ral Government  had  the  power  to  cede  the  public  lands 
to  the  new  States,  for  particular  purposes,  and  on  pre- 
scribed conditions,  its  power  must  be  unquestionable  to 
make  some  reservations,  for  similar  purposes,  in  behalf 
of  the  old  States.  Its  power  cannot  be  without  limit  as  to 
the  new  Stales,  and  circumscribed  and  restricted  as  to  th<; 
old.  Its  capacity  to  bestow  benefits,  or  dispense  justice, 
is  not  confined  to  the  new  States,  but  is  co-extensive  with 
the  whole  Union.  It  may  grant  to  all,  or  it  can  grant  to 
none.  And  this  comprehensive  equity  is  not  only  in  con- 
formity with  the  spirit  of  the  cessions  in  the  deeds  from 
the  ceding  States,  but  is  expressly  enjoined  by  the  terms 
of  those  deeds. 

Such  is  the  probable  origin  of  the  preteiision  which  1 
have  been  tracing;  and  now  let  us  examine  its  nature  and 
foundation.  The  argument  in  behalf  of  the  new  States 
b  founded  on  the  notion  that,  as  the  old  States,  upon  com- 
ing out  of  the  revolutionary  war,  bad  or  claimed  a  right  to 
all  the  lands  within  their  respective  limits,  and  as  the  new 
States  have  been  admitted  into  the  Union  on  the  same 
footing  and  condition,  in  all  respects,  with  the  old,  there- 
fore tliey  are  entitled  to  all  the  waste  lands  embraced 
within  their  boundaries.  But  the  argument  forgets  that 
all  the  revolutionary  States  had  not  waste  lands;  that  some 
had  but  very  little,  and  others  none.  It  forgets  that  the 
right  of  the  States  to  the  waste  lands  within  their  Vmits 
was  controverted;  and  that  it  was  insisted  that,  as  they  had 
been  conquered  in  a  common  war,  waged  with  common 
means,  and  attended  with  general  sacrifices,  the  public 
lands  should  be  held  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the 
States.     It  forgets  that,  in  consequence  of  this  right,  as- 


serted in  behalf  of  the  whole  Union,  the  States  that  cm- 
tuned  any  large  bodies  of  waste  lands,  (and  Yirgin'o, 
particularly,  that  had  the  most,)  ceded  them  to  the  Uniw 
for  the  equal  benefit  of  all  the  States.  It  forgets  thxttk 
very  equality  which  is  the  basis  of  the  argument  would 
be  totally  subverted  by  the  admisaon  of  the  validity  of  ihe 
pretension.  For  how  would  tlie  matter  then  stand'  The 
revolutionary  States  will  have  divested  ihemselvei  of  the 
large  districts  of  vacant  lands  which  they  contained,  for 
the  common  benefit  of  all  the  Slates,  and  those  same  hndi 
will  enure  to  the  benefit  of  the  new  States  exdusivelf. 
There  will  be,  on  the  suppoation  of  the  validit}-  of  tit 
pretension,  a  reversal  of  thr  condition  of  the  two  ciuaa 
of  States.  Instead  of  the  old  having,  as  is  alleged,  tlx 
wild  lands  which  they  included  at  the  epoch  of  tlie  rero- 
lution,  they  will  have  none,  and  the  new  States  all.  And 
this  in  the  name  and  for  the  purpose  of  equality  among 
all  the  members  of  the  confederacy!  What,  especially, 
would  be  the  situation  of  Virginia?  She  magnaniinously 
ceded  an  empire  in  extent  for  the  common  benefit.  And 
now  it  is  proposed  not  only  to  withdraw  that  empire  from 
the  object  of  its  solemn  aedication  to  the  use  of  ill  the 
States,  but  to  deny  her  any  participation  in  it,  and  appro- 
priate it  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  the  new  Statet 
carved  out  of  it. 

If  the  new  States  had  any  right  to  the  public  lands, 
in  order  to  produce  the  very  equality  contended  for,  thcj 
ought  forthwith  to  cede  that  right  to  the  Union,  for  the 
common  benefit  of  all  the  States.  Having  no  such  right, 
they  ought  to  acquiesce  cheerfully  in  an  equality  wfiidi 
does,  in  fact,  now  exist  between  them  and  the  old  Stales. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  has  clearly  shovi 
that,  if  the  right  were  recognised  in  tlie  new  States, 
now  existing,  to  the  public  lands  within  their  limits,  eadi 
of  the  new  States,  as  tliey  might  hereafter  be  succmsItcI; 
admitted  into  tlie  Union,  woidd  have  the  same  ri|ht;  and 
coiisequenllv  that  the  pretension  under  examination  em- 
braces, in  effect,  the  whole  public  domain,  that  it,  a  biUion 
and  eighty  millions  of  acres  of  land. 

The  right  of  the  Union  to  tlie  public  lands  is  incontetta. 
ble.  It  ought  not  to  be  considered  debatable.  It  ncTCt 
was  questioned  but  by  a  few,  whose  monstrous  hereq',  it 
was  probably  supposed,  would  escape  animadveraoo  Iron 
the  enormity  of  the  absurdity,  and  tl>e  utter  impractica- 
bility ofthe  success  of  the  claim.  The  right  ofthe  whole 
is  sealed  by  the  blood  of  llie  revolution,  founded  upon  so- 
lemn deeds  of  cession  from  sovereign  States,  delilKralelj 
executed  in  the  face  of  the  world,  or  resting  upon  national 
treaties  concluded  with  foreign  Powers,  on  ample  eqiu- 
valents  contributed  from  the  common  treasury  ofthe  peo- 
ple ofthe  United  States.  , 

This  right  of  the  whole  was  stamped  upon  the  6ce  of 
the  new  States  at  the  very  instant  of  their  parturition. 
They  admitted  and  recognised  it  with  their  first  breath. 
They  hold  their  stations,  as  members  of  the  confcdency, 
in  virtue  of  that  admission.  The  Senators  who  sit  here, 
and  the  members  in  tlie  House  of  Representatives  fros 
the  new  States,  deliberate  in  Congfress  with  other  S<i» 
tors  and  Representatives,  under  that  admission.  And, 
since  the  new  States  came  into  being,  they  have  recog- 
nised tbb  right  ofthe  General  Government  by  innumera- 
ble acts:  . 

By  their  concurrence  in  the  passage  of  hundreds  of 
laws  respecting  the  public  domain,  founded  upon  the  in- 
contestable right  of  the  whole  ofthe  States; 

By  repeated  applications  to  extinguish  Indian  titlea,*" 
to  survey  the  lands  which  they  covered; 

And  by  solicitation  and  acceptance  of  exteDsire  gian" 
from  the  General  Government  ofthe  public  lands. 

The  existence  of  the  new  States  is  a  falsehood,  OT  tl* 
right  of  all  the  States  to  the  public  domain  i»  an  undenia- 
ble truth.  They  have  no  more  right  to  the  public  Undi 
within  their  particular  jurisdictions,  than  other  8t»tean>^' 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1105 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1106 


JiTKB  20,  1832.] 


Pubhe  Lands. 


[Swat*. 


to  *^**  niint,  the  forts  and  arsenals,  or  public  ships  within 
thctrs;  or  than  the  people  ofthe  District  of  Columbia  have 
to  tVUs  magnificent  Capitol,  in  whose  splendid  balls  we  now 
deliberate. 

Xhe  equality  contended  for  between  all  the  States  now 
exists.  The  public  lands  are  now  held,  and  oug^'ht  to  be 
held  and  administered  for  the  common  benefit  of  all.  I 
hope  our  fellow<itizens  of  Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Missouri, 
will  reconsider  the  matter;  that  they  will  cease  to  take 
counsel  from  demagoeues  who  "would  deceive  them,  and 
instil  erroneous  principles  into  their  ears;  and  that  they 
will  fcel  and  acknowledge  that  their  brethren  of  Ken- 
tucky and  of  Ohio,  and  of  all  the  SUtes  in  the  Union, 
h*.Te  an  eqtial  right  with  the  citizens  of  those  three  States 
in  the  public  lands.  If  the  possibility  of  an  event  so  dire- 
ful as  a  severance  of  this  Union  were  for  a  moment  con- 
templatecl,  and,  what  would  be  the  probable  consequence 
of  such  an  unspeakable  calamity,  three  confederacies 
were  formed  out  of  its  fragments,  do  you  imagine  that 
the  'Western  confederacy  would  consent  to  the  States 
including'  tl>e  public  knds,  holding  them  exclusively  for 
themaelves?  Can  you  imagine  that  the  States  of  Ohio, 
Kentucky,  and  Tennessee  would  quittly  renounce  their 
rig^\t  in  all  the  public  lands  west  of  them?  No,  sir!  No, 
sir!  Tber  would  wade  to  their  knees  in  blood  before 
they  would  make  such  an  unjust  and  ignominious  sur- 
rcTMer. 

But  this  pretenson,  unjust  to  the  old  States,  unequal 
as  to  all,  would  be  injurious  to  the  new  States  themselves, 
ia  -whose  belialf  it  has  been  put  forth,  if  h  were  lecog- 
"ised.  The  interest  of  the  new  States  is  not  confined  to 
the  lands  within  their  limits,  but  extends  to  the  whole  bil- 
lion and  eighty  millions  of  acres.  Sanction  tite  claim, 
howcTcr,  and  they  are  cut  down  and  restricted  to  that 
which  is  included  in  their  own  boundaries.  Is  it  not 
better  for  Ohio,  instead  of  the  five  millions  and  a  ba]f~ 
fbr  Indiana,  instead  of  the  fifteen  millions — or  even  for 
Illinois,  instead  of  the  thirty-ooe  or  thirty-two  millions — 
or  Missouri,  instead  of  the  thirty-eight  millions — withi 
their  respective  limits,  to  retain  their  interest  in  those 
sevend  quantities,  and  also  retain  their  interest,  in  com- 
mon with  the  other  members  of  the  Union,  in  the  count- 
leas  BtHlions  of  acres  that  lie  west,  or  northwest,  beyoiid 
them? 

I  will  now  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  consider  the  ex- 
pediencjr  of  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  Land  Committee  in  their 
report  in  favor  of  that  measure.  They  are  presented 
tliere  in  formidable  detail,  and  spread  uut  under  seven  dif- 
ferent heads.  Let  us  examine  them:  The  first  is,  "be- 
cause the  new  States  have  a  clear  right  to  participate  in 
the  benefits  of  a  reduction  of  the  revenue  to  the  wants 
of  the  Government,  by  getting  the  reduction  extended  to 
the  article  of  revenue  chiefly  used  by  them."  Here  is  a 
renewal  of  the  attempt,  made  early  in  the  sesnon,  to  con 
found  the  public  lands  with  foreign  imports,  which  was 
so  successfully  exposed  and  refuted  by  the  report  of  the 
Committ«e  on  Manufactures,  Will  not  the  new  States 
participate  in  any  reduction  of  the  revenue,  in  common 
with  the  old  Stales,  without  touching  the  public  lands? 
As  &r  as  they  ate  consumers  of  objects  of  foreign  imports, 
will  they  not  equally  share  the  benefit  with  the  old  States? 
What  right,  over  and  above  that  equal  participation,  have 
the  new  States  to  a  reduction  of  tlie  price  of  the  public 
lands?  As  States,  what  ri^t,  much  less  what  "clear 
right,"  hare  they  to  any  such  reduction?  In  their  sove- 
reign or  corporate  capacity,  what  right?  Have  not  ail  the 
stipulations  between  them,  as  States,  and  the  General  Go- 
vernment, been  fully  complied  with?  Have  the  people 
within  the  new  States,  considered  distinct  from  the  States 
tbemaelres,  any  right  to  such  reduction?  Whence  is  it 
derived  ?  They  went  there  in  pursuit  of  their  own  happi- 
ness. They  bought  lands  from  the  public,  because  it  was 
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their  interest  to  make  the  purchase,  and  they  eiyoy  them. 
Did  they,  because  they  purchased  some  land,  which  thqr 
possess  peacefully,  acquire  any,  and  what  right,  in  the 
land  which  they  did  not  buy?  But  it  may  be  argued  tha^ 
by  settling  and  improving  these  lands,  the  adjacent  pub- 
lic lands  are  enhanced.  True,  and  so  are  their  own. 
This  enhancement  of  the  public  lands  was  not  a  conse- 
quence which  they  went  there  to  produce,  but  was  a  col* 
lateral  effect,  as  to  which  they  were  passive.  The  public 
does  not  seek  to  avail  itself  of  this  augmentation  in  value, 
by  augmenting  the  price.  It  leaves  that  where  it  waS) 
and  the  demand  for  reduction  is  made  in  behalf  of  those 
who  say  their  labor  has  increased  the  value  of  the  public 
lands,  and  the  claim  to  reduction  is  founded  upon  the  fact 
of  enhanced  value.  The  public,  like  all  other  landbold* 
ers,  had  a  right  to  anticipate  that  the  sale  of  a  part  would 
communicate,  incidentally,  greater  value  upon  the  residue. 
And,  like  allother  land  proprietors,  it  has  the  ri^t  to  ask 
more  for  that  residue,  but  it  does  not{  and,  for  one,  1 
should  be  as  unwilling  to  disturb  the  existing  price  by 
augmentation  as  by  reduction.  But  the  public  lands  is 
the  article  of  revenue  which  the  people  of  the  new  States 
chiefly  consume.  In  another  part  of  this  report,  liberal 
grants  of  the  public  lands  are  recommended,  and  the 
idea  of  holding  the  public  lands  as  a  source  of  revenue 
is  scouted,  because  it  is  said  that  more  revenue  could  b« 
collected  ^om  the  settlers,  as  consumers,  than  from  the 
lands.  Here,  it  seems  that  the  public  lands  are  the  arti- 
cle of  revenue  chiefly  consumed  by  the  new  States. 

With  respect  to  lands  yet  to  be  sold,  they  are  open  to 
the  purchase,  alike  of  emigrants  from  the  Md  States  and 
setOers  in  the  new.  As  the  latter  have  moat  generally 
supplied  themselves  with  lands,  the  probability  is  that  the 
emigrants  are  more  interested  in  the  question  of  reduction 
than  the  settlers.  At  all  events,  there  can  be  no  peculiar 
right  to  such  reduction  existing  in  the  new  States.  It  is  a 
question  common  to  all,  and  to  be  decided  in  rcferenoe  to 
the  interest  of  the  whole  Union. 

3.  "Because  the  pubhc  debt  being  now  paid,  the 
public  lands  are  entirely  released  from  the  pledge  they 
were  under  to  that  object,'  and  are  free  to  receive  a  new 
and  liberal  destination,  for  the  relief  of  the  States  in  wUch 
they  lie." 

The  payment  of  the  public  debt  is  conceded  to  be  near 
at  hand;  and  it  is  'Admitted  that  the  public  landa,  being 
liberated,  may  now  receive  a  new  and  liberal  destination. 
Such  an  appropriation  of  their  proceeds  is  proposed  by  the 
bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Hanu&cture8,aod  which 
I  shall  hereafter  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  more  par- 
ticularly to.  But  it  did  not  seem  just  to  that  committee 
that  this  new  and  liberal  destination  of  them  should  be  re.  -. 
strieted  "for  the  reliefiofthe  SUtes  in  which  they  lie" 
exclusively,  but  should  extend  to  all  the  States  indis. 
criminately,  upon  principles  of  equitable  distribution. 

3.  "Because  nearly  one  hundred  miUioas  of  acres  of 
the  land  now  in  market  are  the  refuse  of  sales  and  dooationa^ 
through  a  long  series  of  years,  and  are  ofveiylittleactual 
value,  and  only  fit  to  be  pven  to  settlers,  or  abandoned  to 
the  States  in  which  they  lie." 

According  to  an  official  statement,  the  total  quanti^ 
of  public  land  which  luul  been  surveyed  up  to  the  Slst 
of  December  last  was  a  little  upwards  of  162.000,000 
acres.  Of  this,  a  large  proportion,  perhaps  even  more 
than  the  100,000,000  acres  stated  in  the  Und  report,  has 
been  a  long  time  in  market.  The  entire  qoantitar  whidi 
has  ever  been  sold  by  the  United  States,  up  to  the  same 
day,  af^er  deducting  lands  relinquiAed  and  lands  reverted 
to  the  United  States,  according  to  an  official  statement 
also,  is  25,243,590  acres.  Thus,  after  the  lapse  of  thirty. 
six  years,  during  which  the  present  land  system  has  been 
in  operation,  a  little  more  than  twenty^ve  nallioBS  of 
acres  have  been  sold,  not  averaging  a  million  per  aniuun, 
and  upwards  of  one  hundred  roiUioDS  of  the  surr^ed  Uad$ 
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remain  to  be  sold.  The  argument  of  the  report  of  the 
Land  Committee  assumes  that  "  nearly  one  hundi-ed  mil- 
lions are  the  refuse  of  sales  and  donations,"  are  of  very 
little  actual  value,  and  only  fit  to  be  given  to  settlers,  or 
abandoned  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie. 

Mr.  President,  let  us  define  as  we  go;  let  us  analyze. 
What  do  the  Land  Committee  mean  by  "refuse  land?" 
Do  they  mean  worthless,  inferior,  rejected  land,  which 
nobody  will  buy,  at  the  present  Government  price?  Let 
us  look  at  facts,  and  make  them  our  guide.  The  Govern- 
ment is  constantly  pressed  by  the  new  States  to  bring  more 
and  more  land  into  the  market;  to  extingfuish  mure  In- 
*  dian  titles;  to  survey  more.  The  new  States  themselves 
are  probably  urged  to  operate  upon  the  General  Govern- 
ment by  emigrants  and  settlers  who  see  still  before  tl>em, 
in  their  progress  west,  other  new  lands  which  they  desire. 
The  General  Government  yields  to  the  solicitations.  It 
throws  more  land  into  the  market,  and  it  is  annually  and 
daily  preparing  additional  surveys  of  fresh  lands.  It  has 
thrown,  and  is  preparing  to  throw,  open  to  purchasers  al- 
ready one  (tundred  and  sixty-two  millions  of  acres.  And 
now,  because  the  capacity  to  puroliasc,  in  its  nature  limit- 
ed by  the  growth  of  our  population,  is  totally  incompe- 
tent to  absorb  this  immense  quantity,  the  Government  is 
called  upon,  by  some  of  the  very  persons  who  urged  the 
exhibition  of  this  vast  amount  to  sale,  to  consider  all  that 
remains  unsold  as  refuse!  Twenty-five  millions  in  thirty- 
six  years  only  are  sold,  and  all  the  rest  is  to  be  looked 
upon  as  refuse!  Is  this  right?  If  there  had  been  fire 
hundred  millions  in  market,  there  probably  would  not 
have  been  more,  or  much  more,  sold.  But  I  deny  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  conclusion,  that  it  is  worthless,  because 
not  sold.  It  is  not  sold,  because  there  were  not  people  to 
buy  it.  You  must  have  gone  to  other  countries,  to  other 
worlds,  to  the  moon,  and  drawn  from  thence  people  to 
buy  the  prodigious  quantity  which  you  offered  to  sell. 

Refiiae  land!  A  purchaser  grocs  to  a  district  of  coun- 
try, and  buys  out  of  a  township  a  section  which  strikes  his 
fitncy.  He  exhausts  his  money.  Others  might  have  pre- 
ferred other  sections.  Other  sections  may  even  be  bet- 
ter than  bii.  He  can  with  no  more  propriety  be  said  to 
have  "refused"  or  rejected  all  the  other  sections,  than  a 
man  who,  attracted  by  the  beauty,  charms,  and  accom- 
plishments of  a  particular  lady,  marries  her,  can  be  said 
to  have  rejected  or  refused  all  the  rest  of  the  sex. 

Is  it  credible,  that,  out  of  one  hundred  and  fifty  or  one 
hundred  and  nxty  millions  of  acres  of  land  in  a  valley, 
celebrated  for  its  fertility,  there  are  only  about  twenty -five 
millions  of  acres  of  good  land,  and  that  all  the  rest  is  re- 
fuse? Take  the  State  of  Illinois  as  an  example.  Of  all 
the  States  in  the  Union,  that  State  probably  contains  the 
greatest  proportion  of  rich  fertile  lands.  More  than 
Ohio,  more  than  Indiana,  abounding  as  they  botli  do  in 
fine  lands.  Of  the  thirty -three  millions  and  a  half  of  pub- 
lic lands  in  Illinois,  a  little  more  only  than  two  millions 
have  been  sold.  Is  the  residue  of  thirty-one  millions  all 
refuse  land?  Who  that  is  acquainted  in  the  West  can 
assert  or  believe  it?  No,  sir;  there  is  no  such  thing.  The 
unsold  lands  are  unsold,  because  of  the  reasons  already 
•■signed.  Doubtless  there  is  much  inferior  land  remain- 
ing, but  avast  quantity  of  the  best  of  lands  also.  For  its 
timber,  soil,  water  power,  grazing,  minerals,  almost  ail 
land  possesses  a  certain  value.  If  the  lands  unsold  are. 
refuse  and  worthless  in  the  hands  of  the  General  Go- 


large  quantities,  that  State  would  be  Ohio.  It  is  the  oldnt 
of  the  new  States.  There  the  public  lands  have  rcnuined 
longest  exposed  in  the  market.  But  there  we  find  oqIj 
five  millions  and  a  half  to  be  sold.  And  I  hold  in  mv  hand 
an  account  of  sales  in  the  Zanesville  district,  one  of  the 
oldest  in  that  State,  made  during  the  present  year.  It  it 
in  a  paper  entitled  the  "  Ohio  Republican,"  pubKdiedit 
ZanesviUe  the  26th  Hay,  1833.  The  article  U  hctiei 
"  Refuse  Land,"  and  it  states:  "  It  has  suited  tlie  interest 
of  some  to  represent  the  lands  of  the  United  States whick 
have  remained  in  market  for  many  years,  as  mere  'rtfiiie,' 
whicli  cannot  be  sold;  and  to  urge  a  rapid  reduction  ef 
price,  and  the  cession  of  the  residue,  in  a  short  period,  to 
the  States  in  which  they  are  situated.  It  is  strongly  topi 
against  this  plan  that  it  is  a  speculating  project,  which,  b) 
alienating  a  large  quontity  of  land  from  the  United Stitej, 
will  cause  a  great  increase  of  price  to  actual  settlers  in  s 
few  years,  instead  of  their  being  able  forever,  ai  it  nat 
be  said  is  the  case  under  the  present  system  of  hod 
sales,  to  obtam  a  farm  at  a  reasonable  price.  To  shoir 
how  far  the  lands  unsold  are  from  being  worthless,  w 
copy  from  the  Gazette  the  following  statement  of  remit 
sales  in  the  ZanesVllle  district,  one  of  the  oldest  districts 
in  the  West.  The  sales  at  the  ZanesviUe  land  office,  sim 
the  commencement  of  the  present  vear,  have  been  is  fol- 
lows: January,  $7,120  80;  February,  $8,542  67;  Mircli, 
f  11,744  75;  April,  #9,209  19;  ami  since  the  first  of  tit 
present  month,  about  $9,000  worth  have  been  sold,  more 
than  half  of  which  was  in  forty  acre  lots."  Aiid  Ihtit 
cannot  be  a  doubt  that  the  act,  passed  at  this  session,  au- 
thorizing sales  of  forty  acres,  will,  from  thedeare  to  make 
additions  to  farms,  and  to  settle  young  members  of  doi- 
lies, increase  the  sales  very  much,  at  least  during  this 
year. 

A  friend  of  irane  in  this  city  bought,  in  Illinois,  last  fal, 
about  2,000  acres  of  this  refuse  land,  at  the  minimnn 
price,  for  which  he  has  lately  refused  six  dollars  per  aor. 
An  officer  of  this  body,  now  in  my  eye,  purchased  a  smaS 
tract  of  this  same  refuse  land  of  160  acres,  at  second  a 
third  hand,  entered  a  few  years  ago,  and  which  is  now  es- 
timated at  1,900  dolUrs.  It  is  a  business,  a  very  prov- 
able business,  at  which  fortunes  are  made  in  the  ner 
States,  to  purchase  these  refuse  landa,  and,  without  im- 
proving them,  to  sell  them  again  at  large  advances. 

Far  from  being  discouraged  by  the  fact  of  so  inndi 
surveyed  public  land  rcmainmg  unsold,  we  should  rtjoict 
that  this  bountiful  resource,  possessed  by  our  countn, 
remains  in  almost  undiminished  quantity,  notwidistudiij 
so  many  new  and  fiourishing  States  have  sprung  up  in  the 
wilderness,  and  so  many  thousands  of  families  have  bees 
accommodated.  It  might  be  otherwise  if  the  public  bud 
was  dealt  out  by  Government  witli  a  sparing,  gnid^^i 
griping  hand.  But  they  are  liberally  offered,  in  cxhiu*- 
less  quantities,  and  at  moderate  prices,  enricliing  imfin- 
duals,  and  tending  to  the  rapid  improvement  of  Ike 
country.  The  two  importairt  facts  brought  forward,  uiJ 
emphatically  dwelt  on  by  tlie  Committee  on  Manursctures, 
stand  in  their  full  force,  unaffected  by  any  thing  stated  ii 
the  report  of  the  Land  Committee.  These  facts  inosl 
carry  conviction  to  every  unbiassed  mind  that  will  dcllb^ 
rately  consider  them.  The  first  is  the  rapid  increase « 
the  new  States,  far  outi.tripping  the  old,  averaging  ann* 
ally  an  increase  of  eight  and  a  half  per  cent,  and  doc- 
bliiig  of  course  in  twelve  years.  One  of  these  Slate* 
Illinois,  full  of  reftisc  land,  increasing  at  the  rate  of 
eighteen  and  a  half  per  cent.!  Would  tliis  a5toni»hi»g 
growth  take  place  if  tlie  lands  were  too  high,  or»ll<l!« 


yemment,  why  are  they  sought  after  with  so  much  avi- 
dity ?  If  in  our  hands  they  are  good  for  nothing,  what  more 
would  they  be  worth  in  the  hands  of  the  new  States? 

"  Only  fit  to  be  pven  to  settlers."  What  settiers  would  ]  good  land  sold?  The  other  fact  is  the  vast  increase  » 
thank  you?  what  settlers  would  not  scorn  a  giftof  refuse,  the  annual  sales;  in  1830,  rising  to  three  millions.  Since 
worthless  land?  If  you  mean  to  be  generous,  give  them  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  r^ 
what  is  valuable;  be  manly  in  your  generosity.  tm-ns  have  come  in  of  the  sales  of  last  year,  whicli  W 

But  let  ua  examine  a  little  closer  this  idea  of  refuse  been  estimated  at  three  millions.      They  were,  in  bA 
land.    If  there  be  any  State  in  which  it  is  to  be  found  in  [$3,566,127  94!     1  heir  progressive  increase  baffles  all 
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ilciilatiofl.     Would  this  happen,  if  the  price  were  too 

It  Is  ar|^e3  that  the  value  of  diflerent  townships  and 
ictions  is  various;  and  that  it  is,  therefore,  wrong  to  fix 
K  same  price  for  all.  The  variety  in  the  quality,  situa- 
on,  and  advantages  of  different  tracts,  is  no  doubt  great. 
Aer  the  adoption  of  any  system  of  classification,  there 
■ould  still  remain  very  great  diversity  in  the  tracts  be- 
nging  to  the  same  class.  This  is  the  law  of  nature.  The 
resumption  of  inferiority,  and  of  refuse  land,  founded 
pen  the  length  of  time  that  the  land  had  been  in  market, 

denied,  for  reasons  already  stated.  The  offer,  at  public 
iction,  of  all  lands  to  the  highest  bidder,  previous  to 
wir  being  sold  at  private  sale,  provides,  in  some  degree, 
irtlie  variety  in  the  value;  since  each  purchaser  pushes 
yt  land  up  to  the  price  which,  according  to  his  opinion, 

ought  to  command.  lUit,  if  the  price  demanded  by 
poyemment  is  not  too  high  for  the  good  land,  (and  no  one 
U)  believe  it,)  why  not  wait  until  that  is  sold  before  any 
iduction  of  price  in  the  bad?  And  that  will  not  be  sold 
IT  many  years  to  come.  It  would  be  quite  as  wrong  to 
ting  the  price  of  good  land  down  to  the  standard  of  the 
id,  as  it  is  alleged  to  be  to  carry  the  latter  up  to  that  of 
le  former.  Until  the  good  land  is  sold,  there  will  be  no 
ircbasers  of  the  bad:  for,  as  has  been  stated  in  the  re- 
art  of  the  Committee  on  Manufacture^  a  discreet  farmer 
ould  rather  give  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre  for  first 
ite  land,  than  accept  refuse  and  worthless  land  as  a 
resent. 

4.  "Because  the  speedy  extinction  of  the  federal  title 
ithin  their  limits  is  necessary  to  the  independence  of  the 
!v  States;  to  their  equality  with'the  elder  States;  to  the 
^velopmentof  their  resources;  to  the  subjection  of  their 
9  to  taxation,  cultivation,  and  settlement;  and  to  the 
■oper  enjoyment  of  their  jurisdiction  and  sovereignty." 
All  this  is  mere  assertion  and  declamation.  The  Gene- 
1  Government,  at  a  moderate  price,  is  selling  the  public 
nd  as  fiist  as  it  can  find  purchasers.  The  new  States  are 
>puUting  with  unexampled  rapidity;  their  condition  is 
w  much  more  eligible  than  that  of  some  of  the  old 
ates.  Ohio,  I  am  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  confess,  is,  in 
teroal  improvement,  and  some  o^ier  respects,  fifty  years 

advance  of  her  elder  sister  and  neighbor,  Kentucky, 
ow  have  her  growth  and  prosperity,  her  independence, 
I  equality  with  tlic  elder  States,  the  development  of  her 
lourccs,  the  taxation,  cultivation,  and  settlement  of  her 
3,  or  the  proper  enjoyment  of  her  jurisdiction  and  so- 
Tcignty,  been  affected  or  impaired  by  the  federal  title 
thin  her  limits  ?    The  federal  title !    It'has  been  a  source 

blessings  and  of  bounties,  but  not  of  one  real  griev- 
ce.  As  to  the  exemption  from  taxation  of  the  public 
ids,  and  the  exemption,  for  five  years,  of  those  sold  to 
iividuals,  if  the  public'land  belonged  to  the  new  States, 
)uld  they  tax  it?  And  as  to  the  latter  exemption,  it  is 
id  for  by  the  General  Government,  as  may  be  seen  by 
Terence  to  the  compacts;  and  it  is,  moreover,  benen- 
il  to  the  new  Slates  themselves,  by  holding  out  a  motive 
emigrants  to  purcluse  and  settle  within  tlieir  limits. 

5.  "  Because  the  ramified  machinery  of  the  Land  Office 
apartment,  and  the  ownership  of  so  much  soil,  extends 
5  patropage  and  authority  of  the  General  Government 
o  the  heai't  and  corners  of  the  new  States,  and  sub- 
:ts  their  policy  to  the  danger  of  a  foreign  and  powerful 
luence." 

A  foreign  and  powerful  influence!  The  Federal  Go- 
mmeot  a  foreign  Government!  And  the  exercise  of  a 
;itimate  control  over  the  national  property,  for  the  bene- 
of  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  a  depre- 
ed  penetration  into  the  heart  and  corners  of  the  new 
ites!  As  to  the  calamity  of  the  land  offices  which*  are 
kl  within  them,  1  believe  that  it  is  not  regarded  by  the 
ople  of  those  States  with  quite  as  much  horror  as  it  is 
wed  by  the  Land  Committee.     They  justly  consider 


that  they  ought  to  hold  those  offices  themselves,  and  that 
no  persons  ought  to  be  sent  from  the  other  foreign  States 
of  this  Union  to  fill  them.  And,  if  the  number  of  the 
offices  were  increased,  it  would  not  be  looked  upon  by 
them  as  a  grievous  addition  to  the  calamity. 

But  what  do  the  Land  Committee  mean  by  the  autho- 
rity of  this  foreign,  Federal  Government?  Surely  they 
do  not  desire  to  get  rid  of  the  Federal  Government.  And 
yet  the  final  settlement  of  the  land  question  will  have 
effected  but  little  in  expelling  its  authority  from  the 
bosoms  of  the  new  States.  Its  action  will  still  remain  in 
a  thousand  forms,  and  the  heart  and  corners  of  the  new 
States  will  still  be  invaded  by  post  offices  and  postmasters, 
and  post  roads,  and  the  Cumberland  road,  and  various  other 
modifications  of  its  power. 

7.  "  Because  the  sum  of  $425,000,000,  proposed  to 
be  drawn  fi-om  the  new  States  and  Territories,  by  the 
sale  of  their  soil,  at  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents 
per  acre,  is  unconscionable  and  impracticable — such  as 
never  can  be  paid;  and  the  bare  attempt  to  raise  which 
must  drain,  exhaust,  and  impoverish  these  States,  and 
(^ve  birth  to  the  feeUngs  which  a  sense  of  injustice  and 
oppression  never  fail  to  excite,  and  the  excitement  of  whicli 
should  be  so  carefully  avoided  in  a  confederacy  of  free 
States." 

In  another  part  of  their  report,  the  committee  say, 
speaking  of  the  immense  revenue  alleged  to  be  deriva- 
ble from  the  public  lands,  "this  ideal  revenue  is  estimated 
at  ^25,000,000  for  the  lands  now  within  the  limiU  of 
the  States  and  Territories,  and  at  $1,363,589,691  for  the 
whole  federal  domain.  Such  chimerical  calculations  pre- 
clude the  propriety  of  argumentative  answers."  IVelli 
if  these  calculations  are  all  chimerical,  there  is  no  danger 
from  the  preservation  of  the  existing  land  system  of 
draining,  exhausting,  and  impoverishing  the  new  Stctes^ 
and  of  exciting  them  to  rebellion. 

The  Manufacturing  Committee  did  not  state  what  the 
public  lands  would,  m  fkct,  produce.  They  could  not 
state  it.  It  is  hardly  a  subject  of  Approximate  estimate. 
The  committee  stated  what  would  be  the  proceeds,  esti- 
mated by  the  minimum  price  of  the  public  lands;  what, 
at  one-lialf  of  that  price;  and  added  that,  although  there 
might  be  much  land  that  would  never  sell  at  one  dollar 
and  a  quarter  per  acre,  "as  fresh  lands  are  brought  into 
market  and  exposed  to  sale  at  public  auction,  many  of 
them  sell  at  prices  exceeding  one  dollar  and  a  quarter  per 
acre."  They  concluded  by  remarking  that  the  least  fa- 
vorable view  of  regarding  Ahem  was  to  consider  them  ■ 
capital  yielding  an  annuity  of  three  millions  of  dollars  at 
this  time;  that,  in  a  few  years,  that  annuity  would  proba- 
bly be  doubled;  and  that  the  capital  might  then  be  as- 
sumed as  equal  to  $100,000,000. 

Whatever  may  be  the  sum  drawn  from  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands,  it  will  be  contributed,  not  by  citizens  of 
tlie  States  alone  in  which  they  are  situated,  but  by  emi- 
grants from  all  the  States.  And  it  will  be  raised,  not  in 
a  single  year,  but  in  a  long  series  of  years.  It  would 
have  been  impossible  for  the  State  of  Ohio  to  liave  paid, 
in  one  year,  the  millions  that  have  been  raised  in  that 
State  by  the  sale  of  public  lands;  but,  in  a  period  of  up> 
wards  of  thirty  years,  the  payment  has  been  made,  not 
only  wiUiout  impoverishing,  but  with  the  constantly  in- 
creasing prosperity  of  the  State. 

Such,  Mr.  President,  are  the  reasons  of  the  Land  Com- 
mittee for  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands. 
Some  of  them  had  been  anticipated  and  refuted  in  the 
report  of  the  Hanu&cturing  Committee;  and  I  hope  that 
I  have  now  shown  the  insolidity  of  the  rendue. 

I  will  not  dwell'  upon  tlie  consideration,  urged  in  that 
report,  against  any  large  reduction,  founded  upon  its 
inevitable  tendency  to  lessen  the  value  of  the  landed 
property  throughout  the  Union,  and  that  in  the  Western 
States  especially.     That  such  would  be  the  necessary 
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consequence,  no  man  can  doubt  who  will  seriously  reflect 
upon  such  a  measure  as  that  of  tlirowing  into  the  market, 
immediately,  upwards  of  one  hundred  and  thirty  millions 
of  acres,  and  at  no  distant  period  upwards  of  two  hundred 
millions  more,  at  greatly  reduced  rates. 

If  the  honorable .  chairman  of  the  Land  Committee 
[Mr.  KiKs]  had  relied  upon  his  own  sound  practical  sense, 
be  would  have  presented  a  report  far  less  objectionable 
than  that  which  he  has  made.  He  has  avaued  himself 
of  another's  aid,  and  the  hand  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri [Mr.  Bbjttok]  is  as  visible  in  the  composition,  as  if 
his  name  bad  been  subscribed  to  the  instrument.  We 
hear  agwn,  in  this  paper,  of  that  which  we  lud  so  often 
heard  repeated  before  in  debate  by  the  Senator  from 
Missouri — the  sentiments  of  Edmund  Burke.  And  what 
was  the  state  of  things  in  England,  to  which  those  senti- 
ments were  applied? 

«  England  has  too  little  land  and  too  many  people.  Ame- 
rica MS  too  much  land  for  the  present  population  of  the 
country,  and  wants  people.  The  British  Crown  had  own- 
ed, for  many  generations,  large  bodies  of  land,  preserved 
for  game  and  forest,  from  which  but  small  revenues  were 
derived.  It  was  proposed  to  sell  out  the  Crown  lands, 
that  they  might  be  peopled  and  cultivated,  and  that  the 
royal  fiunily  should  be  placed  on  the  civil  list  Mr.  Burke 
supported  the  proposition  by  convincing  arguments.  But 
what  analogy  is  tiiere  between  the  Crown  lands  of  the 
British  sovereign,  and  the  public  lands  of  the  United 
States^  Are  they  here  locked  up  from  the  people,  and, 
for  the  sake  of  their  game  or  timber,  excluded  from  sale' 
Are  not  they  freely  exposed  in  market'  to  all  who  want 
them,  at  moderate  prices?  The  complaint  is  that  they 
are  not  sold  fast  enough;  in  other  words,  that  people  are 
not  multiplied  rapidly  enough  to  buy  them.  Patience, 
gentlemen  of  th«  Land  Committee,  patience!  The  new 
States  are  daily  rising  in  power  and  importance.  Some 
of  them  are  already  ^eat  and  flourishing  members  of  the 
confederac}r.  And,  if  you  will  only  acquiesce  in  the  cer- 
tain and  quiet  operation  of  the  laws  of  God  and  man,  the 
wilderness  "will  quickly  teem  with  people,  and  be  filled 
with  the  momiments  of  civilization. 

The  report  of  the  Land  Comnuttee  proceeds  to  notice 
and  to  animadvert  upon  certain  opinions  of  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  contained  in  his  annual  report,  and 
endeavors  to  connect  them  with  some  sentiments  express- 
ed in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
That  report  had  before  been  the  subject  of  repeated  com- 
mentary in  the  Senate,  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri;  and 
of  much  misrepresentation  and  vituperation  in  the  public 
press.  Mr.  Hush  showed  me  the  rough  draught  of  that 
report,  and  I  advised  him  to  expunge  the  paragraphs  in 
question,  because  I  foresaw  that  they  would  be  misrepre- 
sented, and  that  he  would  be  exposed  to  unjust  accusa- 
tion. But  knowing  the  purity  of  his  intentions,  believing 
in  the  soundness  of  the  views  which  he  presented,  and 
confiding  in  the  candor  of  a  just  public,  he  resolved  to 
retain  the  paragraphs.  I  cannot  suppose  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  ignorant  of  what  passed  between  Mr.  Rush 
and  me,  and  of  his  having,  against  my  suggestions,  re- 
tained the  paragraphs  in  question;  because  these  facts 
were  all  stated  by  Mr.  Rush  himself,  in  a  letter  addressed 
to  a  late  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  re- 
presenting the  district  in  which  I  reside,  which  letter, 
more  than  a  year  ago,  was  published  in  the  Western 
papers. 

I  shall  say  nothing  in  defence  of  myself— nothing  to 
disprove  the  charge  of  my  cherishing  unfnendly  feelings 
and  sentiments  towardsany  part  of  the  West.  If  the  pub- 
lic acta  in  which  I  have  participated,  if  the  uniform  tenor 
of  my  whole  life,  will  not  refute  such  an  imputation,  no- 
thing that  I  could  here  say  would  refute  it. 

But  I  will  say  something  in  defence  of  the  opinions  of 
my  late  patriotic  and  enlightened  colleague,  not  here  to 


speak  for  himself;  and  I  will  vindicate  his  ofiiaal  ophuons 
from  the  erroneous  glosses  and  interpretations  whidt  have 
been  put  upon  them.' 

Mr.  Rush,  in  an  official  report,  which  will  lon|^  renuia 
a  monument  of  his  ability,  was  surveying,  with  a  states- 
man's eye,  the  condition  of  America.  He  was  arguing  ii 
favor  c^  the  protective  policy — the  American  sgrstem. 
He  spoke  of  the  limited  vocations  of  our  sodety,  andtbt 
expediency  of  multiplying  the  means  of  increaang  nS>- 
Kstence,  comfort,  and  weidth.  He  noticed  the  great  and 
the  constant  tendency  of  our  fellow-citizens  to  the  culti- 
vation of  the  soil,  the  want  of  a  market  for  their  surplia 
produce,  the  inexpediency  of  all  blindly  rushing  to  Ibe 
same  unirersal  employment,  and  the  policy  of  dividiiii 
ourselves  into  various  pursuits.  He  says,  "The  manoCT 
in  which  the  remote  lands  of  the  United  States  are  aeUiBf 
and  settling,  whilst  it  possibly  may  tend  to  increase  more 
quickly  the  aggregate  popuUtion  of  the  country,  and  tbe 
mere  means  of  subastence,  does  not  increase  capital  is 
the  same  proportion.  •  •  •  •  ^^y  thing  tbu 
may  serve  to  hold  back  this  tendency  to  difiiiaioa  fnsi 
running  too  far  and  too  long  into  an  extreme,  can  aearcdy 
prove  otherwise  than  salutary.  •  •  •  •  If  the  po- 
pulation of  these,  [a  majority  of  the  States,  including  aaac 
Western  States,]  not  yet  redundant  in  fact,  though  ap- 
pearing to  be  so,  ander  this  legislative  incitement  to  esii- 
grate,  remained  fixed  in  more  instances,  as  it  prtrfmblv 
would  be  by  extending  the  motives  to  manufacturing  tabor, 
it  is  believed  that  the  nation  would  gain  in  two  ways:  fint, 
by  the  more  rapid  accumulation  of  capital;  and,  next,  b) 
the  gradual  reduction  of  the  excess  of  its  a^cohunl 
population  over  that  engaged  in  other  vocations.  It '» 
not  imagined  that  it  ever  would  be  practicable,  even  if  it 
were  desirable,  to  turn  this  stream  of  emigration  aade; 
but  resources,  opened  through  the  influence  of  the  lavs, 
in  new  fields  of  industry,  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  States 
already  sufiicienti}|  peopled  to  enter  upon  them,  mi^t 
operate  to  lessen,  in  some  degree,  and  useAiUy  lessen,  iu 
absorbing  force." 

Now,  Mr.  President,  what  is  there  in  this  view  advei« 
to  the  West,  or  unfavorable  to  its  interests.^  Hr.  Riali 
is  arguing  on  the  tendency  of  the  people  to  engage  in  agii- 
cuhure,  and  the  incitement  to  emigration  produced  b; 
our  laws.  Does  he  propose  to  change  those  laws,  in  that 
particular?  Does  he  propose,  in  fiu;t,  any  new  measure' 
Ho  far  from  suggesting  any  alteration  of  the  conditions  oo 
which  the  public  lands  are  sold,  he  expressly  says  tlut 
it  is  not  desirable,  if  it  were  practicable,  to  turn  this 
stream  of  emigration  aside.  I^eaving  all  the  laws  in  ful; 
force,  and  all  the  motives  to  emigration,  ilriaing  from  fer- 
tile and  cheap  lands,  untouched,  he  recommends  the  en- 
couragement of  a  new  branch  of  business,  in  which  al' 
the  Union,  the  West  as  well  as  the  rest,  is  interested;  ihm, 
presenting  an  option  to  population  to  engage  in  maiui&c- 
tures  or  in  agriculture,  at  its  own  discretion.  And  does 
such  an  option  afford  just  ground  of  complaint  to  any  one ' 
Is  it  not  an  advantage  to  all?  Do  the  Land  Comnittee 
desire  (I  am  sure  they  do  not)  to  create  starvation  in  oce 
part  of  the  Union,  that  emigrants  may  be  forced  into  so- 
other? If  they  do  not,  they  ought  not  to  condemn  a  multi- 
plication of  human  employments,  by  which,  as  its  certain 
consequence,  there  wiU  be  an  increase  in  the  means  of 
subsistence  and  comfort.  The  objection  to  Mr.  Rush, 
then,  is,  that  he  looked  at  his  whole  country,  and  at  all 
parts  of  it;  and  that,  while  he  desired  the  prosperitf  and 
growth  of  the  West  to  advance  undisturbed,  he  wished 
to  build  up,  on  deep  foundations,  tlie  welfive  of  all  the 
people. 

Mr.  Rush  knew  that  there  were  thousands  of  the  poorer 
classes  who  never  could  emigrate;  and  that  emigntioo, 
under  the  best  auspices,  was  far  from  being  unattended 
with  evil.  There  are  moral,  physical,  pecuniary  obsta- 
cles to  all  emigration;  and  these  wilt  increase  as  the  good 
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kcant  Unds  of  th«  West  are  removed,  bylnterrening 
ittleinents,  farther  and  farther  from  society,  as  it  is  now 
>cakted.  It  is,  I  believe.  Dr.  Johnson  who  pronounces 
b&t,  of  all  rentable  and  animal  creation,  man  is  the 
Kiet  difficult  to  be  uprooted  and  transferred  to  a  distant 
otxntryi  and  he  was  right.  Space  itselt^ — mountains,  and 
ea^,  and  rivers,  are  impediments.  The  want  of  pecuni- 
ry  noeans,  the  expenses  of  the  outfit,  subsistence,  and 
r»n*portation  of  a  family,  is  no  slight  circumstance. 
%'hes  all  these  difficulties  are  overcome,  (and  how  few, 
omparatively,  can  surmount  .them })  the  greatest  of  all 
«iiMun9 — that  of  being  torn  from  one's  natal  spot;  sepa- 
«ted  forever  from  the  roof  under  which  the  companions 
>r  his  childhood  were  sheltered,  <rom  the  trees  which 
ULve  shaded  him  from  summers'  beats,  the  spring  from 
»-hose  gushing  fountain  he  has  diaok  in  his  youth,  the 
lombs  that  hold  the  precious  relict  of  his  venerated  an- 
ceaitors! 

But  I  have  said  that  the  Land  Committee  had  attempted 
to  confound  the  sentiments  of  Mr.  Hush  with  some  of  the 
reasoninjf  employed  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
against  the  proposed  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public 
lands.  What  is  that  reasoning?  Here  it  is:  it  will  speak 
for  itaelf;  and,  without  a  single  comment,  will  demonstrate 
hoir  different  it  is  from  that  of  the'late  Secretary,  of  the 
Treaaury,  unexceptionable  as  tliat  has  been  shown  to  be 
"  The  jfteatest  emigration  (say  the  Manufacturing  Com. 
mittce}  that  is  beUeved  now  to  take  place  from  any  of  the 
St&tea,  is  from  Ohio,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee.  The 
ctfects  of  a  material  reduction  in  the  price  of  the  pubhc 
lands  would  be — 1st,  To  lessen  the  value  of  real  estate 
in  those  three  States;  2d,  To  diminish  their  interest  in 
the  public  domain,  as  a  common  fund  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  States;  and,  3d,  To  offer  what  would  operate  as 
a  bounty  to  further  emigration  from  those  States,  occa- 
aioning  more  and  more  lands,  situated  witliin  them,  to  be 
thrown  into  the  market;  tliereby  not  only  lessening  the 
value  of  their  lands,  but  draining  them  both  of  their  po- 
pulation and  currency." 

There  are  good  men  in  different  parts,  but  especially 
in  the  Atlantic  portion  of  the  Union,  who  have  been  in- 
duced to  regard  lightly  this  vast  national  property;  who 
have  been  persuaded  that  the  people  of  the  West  are 
dissatisfied  with  the  administration  of  it;  and  who  believe 
that  it  will,  in  the  end,  be  lost  to  the  nation;  and  tliat  it 
is  not  worth  present  care  and  preservation.  But  these  are 
radical  mistakes.  The  great  body  of  the  West  are  satis- 
fied— perfectly  satisfied,  with  the  general  administration 
of  the  public  lands.  They  would,  indeed,  hke,  and  are 
entitled  to,  a  more  liberal  expenditure  among  them  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sales.  For  this  provision  is  made  by  the 
b'dl  to  which  I  will  hereafter  call  the  attention  of  the  Se- 
nate. But  the  great  body  of  the  West  have  not  called  for, 
and  understand  too  well  their  real  interest  to  desire,  any 
essential  change  in  the  system  of  survey,  sale,  or  price  of 
the  lands.  There  may  be  a  few,  stimulated  by  dema- 
gogues, who  desire  change;  and  what  system  is  there, 
what  Government,  what  order  of  human  society,  that  a 
few  do  not  desire  changed? 

It  is  one  of  the  admirable  properties  of  the  existing 
system  that  it  contains  within  itself,  and  carries  along,  prin- 
ciples of  conservation  and  safety.  In  the  progress  of  its 
operation,  new  States  become  identified  with  the  old, 
in  fieeling,  in  thinking,  and  in  interest.  Now,  Ohio  is  as 
sound  as  any  old  State  in  the  Union,  in  all  her  views  re- 
lating to  the  public  lands.  She  feels  that  her  share  in  the 
exterior  domain  is  much  more  impwtant  than  would  be  an 
ezclunve  right  to  the  few  millions  of  acres  left  unsold 
within  her  Umits,  accompanied  by  a  virtual  surrender  of 
her  interest  in  all  the  other  public  lands  of  the  United 
States.  And  I  have  no  doubt  that  now,  the  people  of  the 
other  new  States,  left  to  their  own  unbiassed  sense  of 
equity  and  justice,  would  form  the  same  judgment.  They 


cannot  believe  that  what  they  have  not  bought,  what  re- 
mains the  property  of  themselves  and  all  tlieir  brethren 
of  the  United  States,  in  common,  belongs  to  them  exclu- 
sively. But  if  I  am  mistaken — if  they  have  been  deceiv- 
ed by  erroneous  impressions  on  their  mind,  made  by  artful 
men,  as  the  sales  proceed,  and  the  public  land  is  exhaust- 
ed, and  tlieir  population  increased,  like  the  State  of  Ohio, 
they  will  feel  that  their  true  interest  points  to  their  re- 
maining copartners  in  the  whole  national  domain,  instead 
of  bringing  forward  an  unfounded  pretension  to  tlie  in- 
considerable remnant  which  will  be  then  left  in  their  own 
limits. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  have  to  say  something  in  re- 
spect to  tile  particular  plan  brought  forward  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  for  a  temporary  appropriation  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands. 

The  committee  saw  that  this  fund  is  not  wanted  by  the 
General  Government;  that  the  peace  of  the  country  is  not 
likely,  from  present  appearances,  to  be  speedily  disturb- 
ed; and  that  the  General  Government  is  absolutely  em- 
barrassed in  providing  against  an  enormous  surplus  in  the 
treasury.  Whilst  this  is  the  condition  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, the  States  are  in  want  of,  and  can  roost  benefi- 
cially use,  that  very  surplus  with  which  we  do  not  know 
what  to  do.  The  powers  of  the  General  Government  are 
limited;  those  of  the  States  are  ample.  If  those  limited 
powers  authorized  an  application  of  the  fund  to  some  ob- 
jects, perhaps  there  are  others  of  more  importance,  to 
which  the  powers  of  the  States  would  be  more  competent, 
or  to  which  they  may  apply  a  more  provident  care. 

But  tlie  Government  of  the  whole  and  of  the  parts,  at 
last,  is  but  one  Government  of  the  same  people.  In  form, 
they  are  two;  in  substance,  one.  They  both  stand  under 
the  same  solemn  obligation  to  promote,  by  all  tlie  powers 
with  which  they  are  respectively  entrusted,  the  happiness 
of  the  people;  and  the  people,  in  their  turn,  owe  respect 
and  allegiance  to  both.  Maintiuning  these  relations,  there 
should  be  mutual  assistance  to  each  other  afforded  by 
these  two  systems.  When  the  States  are  full-handed,  and 
the  coffers  of  the  General  Government  are  empty,  the 
States  should  come  to  tlie  relief  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  many  of  them  did,  most  promptly  and  patriot- 
ically, during  the  late  war.  When  the  conditions  of  tlie 
parties  are  reversed,  as  is  now  the  case,  the  States  want- 
ing what  is  almost  a  burden  to  the  General  Government,  ' 
the  duty  of  this  Government  is  to  go  to  the  relief  of  the 
States. 

They  were  views  like  tliese  which  induced  a  majority 
of  the  committee  to  propose  the  plan  of  distribution  con- 
tained in  the  bill  now  under  coiwderation.  For  one,  how- 
ever, I  will  again  repeat  the  declaration,  which  1  made 
early  in  the  session,  that  I  unite  cordially  with  those  who 
condemn  the  application  of  any  principle  of  distribution 
among  the  several  States,  to  surplus  revenue  derived  from 
taxation.  I  think  income  derived  from  taxation  stand* 
upon  ground  totally  distinct  from  that  which  is  received 
from  the  public  lands.  Congress  can  prevent  the  accu- 
mnlation,  at  least,  for  any  connderable  time,  of  revenue 
from  duties,  by  suitable  legislation,  lowering  or  augment- 
ing the  imposts;  but  it  cannot  stop  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands,  without  the  exercise  of  arbitrary  and  intolerable 
power.  The  powers  of  Cong^ss  over  the  public  lands 
are  broader  and  more  comprehensive  than  those  which 
they  possess  over  taxation,  and  the  money  produced 
by  it. 

This  brings  me  to  consider,  Ist,  the  power  of  Cong^ress 
to  make  the  distribution.  By  the  second  part  of  the  third 
section  of  the  fourth  article  of  the  constitution.  Congress 
*•  have  power  to  dispose  of,  and  make  all  needful  rules 
and  regulatioiis  respecting  the  territoiy  or  other  property 
of  the  United  States."  The  power  of  disposition  is  ple- 
nary, unrestrained,  unqualified.  It  is  not  limited  to  s 
specified  object  or  to  a  defined  purpose,  but  left  ap- 
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plicable  to  any  object  or  purpose  which  the  wisdom  of 
Congress  shall  deem  fit,  acting  under  its  high  responsi- 
bility. 

The  Government  purchased  Louisiana  and  Florida. 
Hay  it  not  apply  the  proceeds  of  lands  within  those  coun- 
tries to  any  object  which  tlie  good  of  the  Union  may  seem 
to  indicate?  If  there  be  a  restraint  in  the  constitution, 
where  is  it — what  is  it? 

The  uniform  practice  of  the  Goverment  has  conformed 
to  the  idea  of  its  possessing  full  powers  over  the  public 
lands.  They  have  been  freely  granted,  from  time  to  time, 
to  commtnuties  and  individuals,  for  a  g^eat  variety  of  pur- 
poses. To  States  for  education,  internal  improvement, 
public  buildings;  to  corporations  for  education;  to  the  deaf 
and  dumb;  to  the  cultivators  of  tlie  olive  and  the  vine;  to 
pre-emptioners;  to  General  Lafayette,  &c. 

The  deeds  from  the  ceding  States,  far  from  opposing, 
fully  warrant  the  distribution.  That  of  Virginia  ceded 
the  land  as  "a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
such  of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shall  be- 
come, members  of  the  confederation  or  federal  alliance 
of  the  said  States,  Virginia  inclusive."  The  cession  was 
for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States.  It  may  be  argued  that 
the  fund  must  be  retained  in  the  common  treasury,  and 
thence  paid  out.  But,  Hjy  the  bill  reported,  it  will  come 
into  the  common  treasury;  and  then  the  question  how  it 
shall  be  subsequently  applied  for  the  use  and  benefit  of 
such  of  the  United  States  as  compose  the  confederacy,  is 
one  of  modus  only.  Whether  the  money  is  disbursed  by 
the  General  Government  directly,  or  is  paid  out,  upon 
some  equal  and  just  principle,  to  the  States  to  be  disburs- 
ed by  them,  caimot  affect  the  right  of  distribution.  If  tlie 
General  Government  retained  the  power  of  ultimate  dis- 
bursement, it  could  execute  it  only  by  suitable  agents; 
and  what  agency  is  more  suitable  than  that  of  the  States 
themselves?  If  the  States  expend  the  mopey,  as  the  bill 
contemplates,  the  expenditure  will,  in  effect,  be  a  dis- 
bursement for  the  benefit  of  the  whole,  although  the  se- 
veral States  are  the  organs  of  the  expenditure;  for  the 
whole  and  all  the  parts  are  identical.  An4  whatever  re- 
dounds to  the  benefit  of  all  the  parts,  necessarily  contri- 
butes, in  the  same  measure,  to  the  benefit  of  the  whole. 
The  great  question  should  be,  is  the  distribution  upon 
equal  and  just  principles?  And  this  brings  me  to  consider, 

2d.  The  terms  of  the  distribution  proposed  by  the  bill 
of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  The  bill  proposes  a 
division  of  the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public 
lands  among  the  several  States  composing  the  Union,  ac- 
cording to  their  federal  representative  population,  as  as- 
certained by  the  last  census;  and  it  provides  for  new  States 
that  may  hereafter  be  admitted  into  the  Union.  The  basis 
of  the  distribution,  therefore,  is  derived  from  the  constitu- 
tion itself,  which  has  adopted  the  same  rule,  in  respect  to 
representation  and  direct  taxes.  None  could  be  mure  just 
and  equitable. 

But  it  has  been  contended,  in  the  land  report,  that  the 
revolutionary  States,  which  did  not  cede  their  public  lands, 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  come  into  the  distribution. 
This  objection  does  not  apply  to  the  purchases  of  Louisi- 
ana and  Florida,  because  tiie  consideration  for  them  was 
paid  out  of  the  common  treasury,  and  was  consequently 
contributed  by  all  the  States.  Nor  has  tlie  objection  any 
just  foundation,  when  applied  to  the  pubUc  lauds  derived 
from  Virginia  and  the  other  ceding  States;  because,  by 
the  terms  of  the  deeds,  the  cessions  were  made  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  all  the  States.  The  ceding  States  having 
made  no  exception  of  any  State,  what  right  has  the  Gene- 
ral Government  to  interpolate  in  the  deeds,  and  now  create 
an  exception?  The  General  Government  is  a  mere  trus- 
tee, holding  the  domain  in  virtue  of  those  deeds,  accord- 
ing to  the  terms  and  conditions  which  they  expressly  de- 
scribe; and  it  is  bound  to  execute  the  trust  accordingly. 
But  how  is  the  fund  produced  by  the  pubUc  lands  now 


expended?  It  comes  into  the  common  treasuiy,  uk)  is 
disbursed  for  the  common  benefit,  without  exception  tf 
an;^  State.  The  bill  only  proposes  to  substitute  to  ttat 
object,  now  no  longer  necessary,  another  and  more  U3eU 
common  object.  The  general  application  of  the  fund  vA 
continue  under  the  operation  of  the  bill,  although  the 
particular  purposes  may  be  varied. 

The  equity  of  the  proposed  distribution,  as  it  respedi 
tlie  two  classes  of  States,  the  old  and  the  new,  must  Ix 
manifest  to  the  Senate.  It  proposes  to  aasign  to  the  nev 
States,  besides  the  five  per  cent,  stipulated  for  in  their 
several  compacts  with  the  General  Government,  the  fu^ 
thersumof  ten  per  cent,  upon  the  nett  proceeds.  Aasum- 
ing  the  proceeds  of  the  last  year,amounting  to  $3,566,127  94, 
as  the  basis  of  the  calculation,  I  bold  in  my  hand  i  ptpet 
[Appendix,  A.]  which  shows  the  sum  that  each  of  the 
seven  new  States  would  receive.  They  have,  compliined 
of  the  exemption  from  taxation  of  the  public  lands  sold  bjr 
the  General  Government  for  five  years  after  the  sale.  If 
that  exemption  did  not  exist,  and  they  were  to  exerciie 
the  power  of  taxing  those  lands,  as  the  average  incmie 
of  their  population  is  only  eight  and  a  half  per  cent,  peru- 
num,  the  additional  revenue  which  they  would  raise  would 
only  be  eight  and  a  half  per  cent,  per  annum ;  that  is  to  tx], 
a  State  now  collecting  a  revenue  of  $100,000  per  snnum 
would  collect  only  $108,500,  if  it  were  to  tax  lands  r^ 
cently  sold.  But,  by  the  bill  under  consideration,  escb  of 
the  seven  new  States  will  annually  receive,  as  its  distii. 
butive  share,  more  than  the  whole  amount  of  itsannml 
revenue. 

It  may  be  thought  that  to  set  apart  ten  per  cent  to  the 
new  States,  in  the  first  instance,  is  too  g^eat  a  proportion, 
and  is  unjust  towards  the  old  States.  But  it  will  be  r^ 
collected  that,  as  they  populate  much  faster  than  the  old 
States,  and  as  the  last  census  is  to  govern  in  theapportioo- 
ment,  they  ought  to  receive  more  than  the  old  States.  If 
they  receive  too  much  at  the  commencement  of  tlietenn, 
it  may  be  neutralized  by  tlie  end  of  it. 

After  the  deduction  shall  have  been  made  of  theilfteei 
per  cent,  allotted  to  the  new  States,  the  residue  is  to  be 
divided  among  the  twenty-four  States,  old  and  rtfcw,  coo- 
posing  the  Union.  What  each  of  tlie  States  would  re- 
ceive, is  shown  by  a  table  annexed  to  the  report.  Takinj 
the  proceeds  of  the  last  year  as  the  staudard,  there  msst 
be  added  one-sixth  to  what  it  set  down  in  that  table  as  the 
proportion  of  the  several  States. 

If  the  power  and  the  principle  of  the  proposed  distribu- 
tion be  satisfactory  to  the  Senate,  I  think,  the  objects  cm- 
not  fail  to  be  equally  so.  They  are  education,  intemsl 
improvements,  and  colonization — all  great  and  bcneficeni 
objects — all  national  in  their  nature.  No  mind  can  be  cul- 
tivated and  improved;  no  work  of  internal  improreniciit 
can  be  executed  in  aiw  part  of  the  Union,  nor  any  penon 
of  color  transported  from  any  of  its  ports,  in  which  the 
whole  Union  is  not  interested.  The  prosperity  of  tlie 
whole  is  an  aggregate  of  tlie  prosperity  of  the  parts. 

The  States,  each  judging  for  itself,  will  select,  amongthe 
objects  enumerated  in  the  bill,  that  which  comports  best 
with  its  own  policy.  There  is  no  compulsion  in  the  choice. 
Some  will  prefer,  perhaps,  to  apply  the  fund  to  tlie  ei- 
tinction  of  debt,  now  burdensome,  created  for  intcmalim- 
provements;  some  to  new  objects  of  internal  improyciDeiili 
others  to  education;  and  otiiers  again  to  colonization.  U 
may  be  supposed  possible  that  the  States  will  divert  the 
fund  from  the  specified  purposes;  but  against  such  »  mis- 
application, we  have,  in  the  first  place,  the  security  sliich 
arises  out  of  their  presumed  good  faitli;  and,  in  the  second, 
the  power  to  withhold  subsequent,  if  tliere  has  been  aiy 
abuse  in  previous  appropriations. 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  General  Government  has  no 
power  in  respect  to  colonization.  Waiving  tliat,  as  not 
being  a  question  at  this  time,  the  re^  inquiry  is,  have  the 
States  tliemselves  any  such  power?  for  it  is  to  the  States 
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tlMit  the  subject  is  referred.  The  evil  of  a  free  blaclc 
population  is  not  restricted  to  particular  States,  but  ex- 
tends to,  and  is  felt  by,  all.  It  is  not,  therefore,  the  slave 
<iaeation,  but  totally  distinct  from  and  unconnected  with 
it.  I  have  heretofore  often  expressed  my  perfect  convic- 
tion that  the  General  Government  has  no  constitutional 
power  which  it  can  exercise  in  regard  to  African  slavery. 
Xtiat  conviction  remains  unchanged.  The  States  in  which 
slavery  is  tolerated,  have  exclusively  in  their  own  hands 
the  entire  regulation  of  the  subject.  But  the  slave  States 
differ  in  opinion  as  to  the  expediency  of  African  coloniza- 
Uon.  Several  of  them  have  signified  their  approbation  of 
it.  The  Legislature  of  Kentucky,  I  believe  unanimously, 
recommended  tlie  encouragement  of  colonization  to  Con- 
greaa. 

Should  ■  war  break  out  during  the  term  of  6ve  years 
that  the  operation  of  the  bill  is  limited  to,  the  fund  is  to 
be  Mrhkdrawn,  and  applied  to  the  vigorous  prosecution  of 
the  war.  If  there  be  no  war.  Congress,  at  the  end  of  the 
term,  will  be  able  to  ascertain  whether  the  money  has  been 
beneficially  expended,  and  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of 
continuing  the  distribution. 

Three  reports  have  been  made  on  this  great  subject  of 
the  public  lands,  during  the  present  session  of  Congress, 
besides  that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  its  com- 
mencement— two  in  the  Senate,  and  one  in  the  House.  All 
three  of  Ihem  ag^ee,  first,  in  the  presei-vation  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  General  Government  over  the  public  lands;  and, 
second,  they  concur  in  rejecting  the  plan  of  a  cession  of 
the  public  htnds  to  the  States  in  which  they  lire  situated, 
recommended  by  the  Secretary.  The  Land  Committee  of 
the  Senate  propose  an  assignment  of  fifteen  per  cent,  of 
the  nett  proceeds,  besides  the  five  per  cent,  stipulated  in 
the  compacts  (making  together  twenty  per  cent.)  to  the 
ne^ir  States,  and  nothmg  to  the  old. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactm-es  of  the  Senate,  after  an 
allotment  of  an  additional  sum  often  per  cent,  to  the  new 
States,  proposes  an  eqiul  distribution  of  the  residue  among 
all  the  States,  old  and  new,  upon  equitable  principles. 

The  Senate's  Land  Committee,  besides  the  proposal  of 
a  distribution,  restricted  to  the  new  States,  recommends 
an  immediate  reduction  of  the  price  "of  fret>h  lands  to  a 
minimum  of  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  to  fifty  cents  per 
acre  for  lands  which  have  been  five  years  or  upwards  in 
market." 

The  Land  Committee  of  the  House  is  opposed  to  all  dis- 
tributioti,  general  or  partial,  and  recommends  a  reduction 
of  the  price  to  one  dollar  per  acre. 

And  now,  Mr.  President,  I  have  a  few  words  more  to 
say,  and  shall  be  done.  We  are  admonished  by  all  our  re- 
flections, and  by  existing  signs,  of  the  duty  of  communi- 
cating strength  and  energy  to  the  glorious  Union  which 
now  encircles  our  favored  country.  Among  tlie  ties 
which  bind  us  togfether,  the  public  dom»in  merits  high 
consideration.  And  if  wc  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time, 
the  proceeds  of  that  great  resource,  among  the  several 
States,  for  the  important  objects  which  have  been  enu- 
merated, a  new  and  powerful  bond  of  affection  and  of  in- 
terest will  be  added.  The  Stales  will  feel  and  recognise 
the  operation  of  the  General  Government,  not  merely  in 
power  and  burdens,  but  in  benefactions  and  blessings. 
And  tlie  General  Government,  in  its  turn,  will  feel,  from 
the  expenditure  of  the  money  which  it  dispenses  to  tlie 
States,  the  benefits  of  moral  and  intellectual  improvement 
of  the  people,  of  greater  facility  in  social  and  commercial 
intercourse,  and  of  the  piuification  of  tlie  population  of 
our  country,  tliemselvcs  the  best  parental  sources  of  na- 
tional character,  national  union,  and  national  greatness. 
Whatever  may  be  the  fate  of  the  particular  proposition 
now  under  consideration,  1  sincerely  hope  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  nation  may  be  attracted  to  this  most  interesting 
subject;  that  it  may  justly  appreciate  the  value  of  this  im- 
mense national  property;  and  tha',  preierving  th«  regula- 


tion of  it  by  the  will  of  the  whole,  for  the  advantage  of 
the  whole,  it  may  be  transmitted,  as  a  sacred  and  inestima- 
ble succession,  to  posterity,  for  its  benefit  and  blessing  for 
ages  to  come. 
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[Supposing  it  would  be  acceptable,  wc  annex  the  table 
which  accompan'.cd  the  report  of  the  Senate's  Committee 
otv  Manufactures,  showing  the  distributive  share  of  each 
State.  Since  that  table  was  constructed,  it  has  been  as- 
certained that  the  proceeds  of  tlie  public  lands  last  year 
were  upwards  of  three  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars.  Con- 
sequently, one-sixth  should  be  added  to  the  amount  esti- 
mated for  every  State,  in  tlie  following  table,  to  show  what 
each  State  would  receive,  on  the  supposition  that  the  pro- 
duce of  the  public  lands  fur  succeeding  years  will  equal 
the  last.]— JSrfiVw*  oftht  Seguter. 
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ISiatement  showing  the  dividend  of  each  State  {according  to 
H»  federal  population)  in  the  proceeds  of  the  public  tande, 
after  deducting  therejrom  fifteen  per  cent,  aa  an  addition' 
al  dividend  for  the  Statet  tn  wMch  the  pubUe  land  it  tHu- 
aied. 

[Estimated  proceeds  of  lands,  $3,000,000;  deduct  15 
per  cent.  $450,000,  and  $2,550,000  remain  to  be  divided 
among'  all  tlie  States  according  to  their  population.  ] 


Federal  popuU' 
I      tion,  1830. 


Maine, 

New  Hampshire, 
Massachusetts, 
Vermont,    - 
Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut, 
New  York, 
New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, 
Delaware,  - 
Maryland,   - 
Virginia, 
North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina, 
Georgia, 
Alabama,    • 
Mississippi, 
Louisiana,  - 
Tennessee, 
Kentucky,  - 
Ohio, 
IndiAna, 
Illinois, 
Missouri,     • 


399,437 
269,326 
610,408 
280,657 
97,194 
297,665 

1,918,553 
319,922 

1,348,072 

75,432 

405,843 

1,023,503 
639,747 
455,025 
429,811 
262,508 
110,358 
171,694 
625,263 
621,832 
935,884 
343,031 
157,147 
139,419 


11,928,731 


Shares  in  proceeds 
of  public  lands. 


$85,387  48 

57,573  71 

130,487  59 

59,995  93 

20,777  12 

63,631  72 

410,128  29 

68,389  59 

288,176  64 

15,202  93 

86,756  89 

218,793  82 

136,758  45 

97,270  51 

91,880  52 

56,116  22 

23,591  19 

36,702  95 

133,662  21 

132,928  77 

200,063  54 

73,329  59 

33,593  25 

27,879  68 


TaORSDilT,  JUHI  21. 

PATENTS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  re- 
port from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office, 
in  obedience  to  a  resolution  calling  for  the  number  of 
patents  for  land  which  are  waiting  for  the  signature  of 
the  President,  and  the  cost  of  each  patent. 

[The  report  states  the  number  of  patents  to  be  10,590; 
and  the  cost  of  those  which  are  written  in  the  office  at 
fifty-three  cents,  and  of  those  written  out  of  the  office  at 
thirty-nine  cents  each.] 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TIPTON,  the  Senate  then  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  [with 
a  view,  as  he  intimated,  of  acting  on  the  nominations  of 
officers  for  tlie  newly  created  regiment  of  moqnted  gun- 
men.] 

Friday,  Juke  22. 
PENSION  DUTIES. 

The  resolution  from  the  House,  transferring  the  duties 
imposed  by  the  pension  bill  from  tlic  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  Secretary  of  War,  was  taken  up. 

Some  discussion  took  place  on  the  necessity  for  this 
transfer;  and  it  was  stated  that  the  measiu-e  was  proposed 
at  tlie  suggestion  of  the  head  of  the  Pension  Bureau  in  the 
War  Department,  and  that  the  object  was  to  ^vt  an  op- 
portunity for  the  formation  of  a  new  bureau  m  that  de- 
partment. 


The  amendment  reported  by  the  Committee  «n  Pt»- 
sions,  giving  a  discretion  to  the  President  to  make  tbe 
transfer,  if  he  should  think  it  necessary,  was  negatived. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  third  reading  si 
the  resolution,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Chambers,  Dallas,  EUii,  Ewing, 
Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Hohnes,  Kiw, 
King,  Harcy,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robbina^  Babiuoo, 
Rugbies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tasewell,  Tipton, 
Tomiinson^  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkina.— 38. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Brown,  Clay,  Claytoii, 
Foot,  Hayne,  Knight,  Hangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Kaudiio, 
Webster.— 13. 

The  resolution  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  pstsed 

Mr.  HAYNE  submitted  a  resolution  to  amend  tbe  rido 
of  the  Senate,  so  as  to  make  a  motion  to  strike  out  and 
insert  not  a  divisible  motion,  8cc. 

INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WILKINS,  the  Senate  then  proceed. 
ed  to  consider  the  act  making  appropriations  for  uttiis 
internal  improvements  for  1832. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  F«i. 
STTB  to  strike  out  the  clause  appropriating  30,000  doj. 
lars  for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of  Cumberltiid 
river, 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  had  proposed  to  make  aoat 
remarks  on  this  question;  but  he  had  not  sufficiently  re- 
covered liis  articulation  to  say  more  than  that  he  bofd 
the  amendment  would  be  negatived.  He  said  tlut,u 
the  Cumberland  river  runs  through  the  States  of  To. 
nessee  and  Kentucky;  as  Kentucky  had  received  no  bmn 
of  this  kind  from  tlie  General  Government,  the  Hiyirille 
road  appropriation  having  been  vetoed;  and  as  the  port  of 
Nashville  was  of  the  utmost  importance,  and  wsssitiated 
on  this  river,  which  was  one  of  the  finest  streams  of  tbe 
West,  he  hoped  the  Senate  would  reject  the  amendatciit 
The  nature  of  the  obstruction  is  so  well  known,  that  a  pre- 
vious survey  could  not  be  necessary. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  the  gentleman  from  Geor- 
gia had  put  this  on  tlie  ground  of  a  test  question,  and  tint, 
if  this  motion  prevailed,  he  would  more  afterwards  Ho 
strike  out  other  provisions  of  tbe  bill.  He  wished  to  knot 
what  the  other  provisions  were. 

Mr.  HAYNE  suggested  other  points  on  which  he  dew 
ed  information.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  appropri- 
ations contained  in  this  bill?  Would  these  appropriatioM 
be  sufficient  to  finbh  the  works  for  which  they  are  ^^ 
quired.'  What  was  the  amount  required  for  new  worb? 
He  expressed  his  satisfaction  that  the  question  was  so* 
fairly  and  solemnly  made.  He  was  of  opinion  that,  if  tbe 
Cumberland  river,  a  new  work  not  surveyed,  wis  to  be 
cleared  by  a  national  appropriation,  every  outlet  and  ritet 
of  the  Vnion  could  be  cleared  at  the  expense  of  the  Unit.  I 
ed  States.  After  that  was  done,  the  Government  wooM  i 
be  called  on  to  make  roads_from  one  watercourse  to  »•  | 
other.  *  I 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  that  there  were  three  oeti 
works  embraced  in  this  bill.  There  was,  first,  an  »ppr»j 
priation  for  the  Arkansas  river  of  15,000  dollars.  Thersj 
was,  secondly,  the  appropriation  of  30,000  dollars  for  tiej 
Cumberland  river;  and  the  third  was  an  appropriatioo  rfj 
20,000  dollars  for  repairing  a  road  In  the  Territory  of  Aw 
kansas.  He  had  thought  there  were  four  objects,  but  bti 
discovered  that  the  fourth  (the  Savannah  river)  was  not  y 
new  work.  The  appropriations,  as  the  bill  stands,  aroountl 
to  1, 100,000  dollars.  Some  of  the  objects  w<mld  reqaiw* 
additional  appropriations,  and  some  additional  ones  to  a 
considerable  am'ount.  He  repeated  that  it  was  his  object, 
to  get  a  decision  that  no  new  works  should  be  embriccdi 
in  this  bill,  as  there  was  another  bill  into  which  they  migbt 
be  interwoven. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  said  the  propodtion  was  to  strike  oat 
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Ihtemal  Impronetnentt. 


[SiVXTI. 


be  appropriation  for  clearing  out  the  obstructions  to  the 
avigation  of  the  CumberlaiM  river.  As  a  local  object, 
je  bad  no  knowledge  of  the  matter.  But  he  was  not  pre- 
■ared  to  admit  the  principle  that  no  measure  in  which 
bare  had  not  been  a  previous  appropriaUon  ought  to  be 
tnbraced  in  the  bilK  or  that  a  work  should  be  excluded 
oerely  because  there  had  been  no  survey.  He  had  no 
ibjection  to  the  appropriation,  therefore,  on  that  score. 
fa  Tote  would  be  governed  by  the  information  he  should 
'cceiTC  from  those  who  were  best  acquainted  with  the 
natter,  as  to  the  importance  of  the  work  itself.  The 
rentleiBan  from  Tennessee  could  give  this  information, 
rhis  object  is  connected  with  two  States,  and,  if  the  gen- 
lenoen  from  these  States  differ  as  to  the  expediency  of 
he  appropriation,  it  might  be  a  reason  for  fiirther  reflee- 
ion.  He  wished  to  hear  from  Tennessee  on  the  sub- 
ect. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  regarded  the  Cnmberland  river  ■•  next 
n  importance  to  the  Mississippi  and  the  Ohio  rivers.  The 
Kentucky  river  he  considered  as  of  trifling  importance  in 
:oaiparison  with  the  Cumberland.  The  Tennessee  river 
raa  of  minor  importance.  So  far  as  the  national  import- 
ince  of  the  river  could  govern  his  vote,  he  was  disposed 
o  yield.  He  then  stated  that  the  obstructions  to  the  Curo- 
)erlaiid  river  were  the  Dover  shoals  and  the  Muscle 
iboals.  The  latter,  situated  forty  miles  below  Nashville, 
rere  the  most  formidable.  He  then  took  a  view  of  the 
mportance  of  Nashville  as  a  port  and  acomn>ercial  depot; 
md  stated  that,  if  any  case  ought  to  be  taken  where  no 
mrvey  had  taken  place,  it  ought  to  foe  this;  and  he  was 
prepared  to  give  his  vote  in  favor  of  the  appropriation, 
whenever  the  question  should  be  taken. 

Mr.  'WHITE  did  not  exactly  concur  with  his  colleague 
n  his  estimate  of  the  importance  of  the  Cumberland  river. 
le  himself  considered  several  streams  in  the  West  as  equal 
IT  superior  in  importance. 

Mr.   GRUNDT  expISSned,  and  was  followed  by 

Mr.  TYLER,  who  wished  to  know  where  the  line  was 
o  t>e  drawn  between  a  national  and  a  local  work.  If  the 
criterion  was  to  be  that  a  river  or  a  road  ran  through  two 
itates  or  one  State,  whether  it  was  to  be  a  river  of  one 
lundred  miles  or  of  fifty  miles;  and  whether  there  was  to 
>e  a  distinction  between  great  national  and  little  national 
rorka. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  expressed  his  sentiments  in  oppontion 
o  the  practice  of  measuring  national  objects  by  furlongs, 
oods,  and  perches,  and  of  carrying  a  measuring  stick  by 
be  side  of  the  streams  for  which  appropriations  were 
isked.  He  stated  that  he  was  once  asked  why  he  had 
ruted  for  a  liberal  appropriation  for  the  harbor  of  Mobile. 
Je  replied  by  pointing  to  a  statement  of  the  loss  of  a  Bos- 
on Teasel,  of  the  value  of  30,000  dollars,  on  the  Mobile 
>ar;  and  thus  finding  that  the  interest  felt  in  this  improve- 
nent  %ras  national,  and  not  local.  He  insisted  tliat  the  citi- 
ens  of  Massachusetts  were  as  much  interested  in  every 
na^  -which  was  taken  out  of  the  Mississippi,  and  every  old 
ree  removed  from  the  Ohio.  The  State  of  Delaware  was 
lot  so  much  interested  in  the  breakwater  at  the  mouth  of 
ler  bay,  as  was  the  State  of  Massachusetts;  and  it  being  a 
rork  of  this  national  charater,  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
hat  Delaware,  or  New  Jersey,  or  Pennsylvania,  would 
expend  the  amount  of  its  construction.  He  stated  that  the 
troposition  of  a  new  and  grinding  tax,  of  a  system  of 
rrierous  oppression — the  march  of  an  army,  the  sweep 
if  a  pestilence,  the  approach  of  death,  could  not  be  spo- 
ken of  with  more  horror  than  was  a  proposition  to  open 
i  road,  or  make  a  canal,  in  this  House.  As  this  was  a 
roric  for  the  common  benefit,  it  ought  to  be  pud  for  at 
he  common  charge.  Having  g^ne  so  far  in  support  of 
he  system  of  internal  improvement,  he  was  not  now  dis- 
>osed  to  retrace  his  steps. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  HOLMES,  Mr.  JOHN- 
STON, Mr.  BIBB,  and  Mr.  FORSYTH, 
Vol,  VUI— 71 


Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  lay  the  hill  on  the  table;  and  on 
this  motion  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Orundr, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— IS. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  CUiy,  CUty- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling>- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Foindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Rug> 
gles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Webster,  Wilkins.— 29. 

Some  further  discussion  then  took  place,^  in  which  Mr. 
WEBSTER,  Mr.  TAZEWELL,  Mr.  SMITH,  and  Mr. 
HAYNE  took  part. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
FoasTTB  to  strike  out  the  appropriation,  and  decided  as 
follows: 

YEAS Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Dickerson, -Dudley,  El- 
lis, Foot,  Forsyth,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Knijritt,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troop,  O^ler, 
White.— 20. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Ewing,  Frelingfauysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks^ 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Naudain,  P<Hndexter,  Prentiai^ 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 26. 

So  the  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
an  appropriation  of  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  for 
the  improvement  of  the  harbor  and  river  of  St.  Marks,  in 
Florida. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WiftTE  then  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  requested  the  gentleman  to  withdraw 
his  motion,  to  afford  him  an  opportunity  for  a  few  re- 
marks. 

Mr.  WHITE  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  then  drew  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  the  situation  of  many  of  the  public  works^  which  were 
delayed  by  the  very  extraordinary  hesitation  of  Congress 
in  passing  this  bill,  and  particularly  to  the  strong  neces- 
sity of  immediate  action  on  the  subject  of  an  appropria- 
tion to  continue  that  most  important  national  work,  the 
DeUware  breakwater.  This  and  all  similar  appropria- 
tions had  usually,  heretofore  been  passed  at  a  much  earlier 
period  of  the  sesuon,  and  the  delay  of  them  until  mid- 
summer had  now  created  the  most  serious  embarraaa- 
ments,  both  to  the  people  who  had  been  engaged  in  fiir- 
nishing  stone  for  the  breakwater,  and  others,  and  also  to 
the  Gtovemment  itself.  Increase  of  the  expense,  and 
great  embarrassment  in  drawing  the  industry  which  it 
had  employed  unce  its  commencement  from  new  en- 
gagements back  to  die  former  employment,  would  be 
the  consequences  of  this  delay.  He  referred  to  moat 
pressing  solicitations  which  he  had  received  during  the 
session  from  various  quarters,  ur^fing  the  necesnty  of  this 
appropriation,  and  concluded  with  some  remarks  on  the 
great  national  importance  and  utility  of  the  breakwater, 
and  by  urging  the  passage  of  the  bill  without  further  pco- 
crastination.  _He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
would  see  the  propriety  of  not  renewing  his  motion  to  lay 
it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  WHITE  witbdrew'his  motion. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  inserting 
"  For  removing  obstructions  and  further  improring  the 
navigation  of  James  river,  below  the  city  of  Bicbmond, 
in  the  State  of  Virginia,  one  hundred  and  twenty  thouMnd 
dollars." 

In  offering  the  amendment,  Mr.  CLAY  adverted  to  the 
memorial  presented  on  this  subject  a  few  days  nnoe,  signed 
by  the  most  respectable,  the  /Uie  of  the  city  of  Bicbmond. 
A  survey  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Ctozet. 
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At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH,  that  the  memorial 
WIS  still  betbre  the  Committee  on  Commerce  for  exami- 
nation, and  that  the  appropriation  could  be  made  in  an- 
other bill  about  to  be  reported, 

Mr.  CLAY  withdrew  his  amendment 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  as  amended, 
and  the  amendments  bein^  concurred  in,  the  question 
was  taken  on  the  third  readmg  of  the  bill,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ro- 
binson, Riiggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkjns. — 26. 

NAYS Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 

Hayne,  Kane,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Tazewejl,  Tyler, 
White.— 13. 


Satdbdat,  Jvkb  23. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BIBB,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con 
aider  the  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
u>ply  the  balance  which  may  remain  after  the  comple 
tion  of  the  work  in  the  Patent  Office  to  the  arrangement 
of  the  papers  in  the  State  Department. 

Mr.  BIBB  briefly  explained  that  he  had  information 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  that  a  surplus  would  remain 
tttcT  the  business  of  the  Patent  Office  was  finished.  He 
stated  thstthere  was  g^eat  difficulty  now  in  finding  papers. 
They  were  tied  up  in  bundles,  and  put  away  on  shelves. 
His  object  was  to  have  them  assorted,  numbered,  and  in- 
dexed, for  the  facility  of  access. 

Mr.  MANGUM  regarded  the  difficulty  as  arising  alto- 
gether from  the  absence  of  order  and  industry  in  the  de- 
partment. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  that  the  blessed  cflfects  of  the  removals 
of  clerks  were  made  evident  by  this  resolution.  He  stated 
that,  previous  to  the  commenceinent  of  the  present  ad- 
ministration, he  had  never  found  any  difficulty  or  deten- 
tion in  the  obtainment  of  papers;  but,  afier  the  removal 
of  eight  clerks  in  that  single  department,  it  was  not  to  be 
wondered  at.  It  was  owing  to  the  want  of  order  that  the 
papers  were  not  filed  and  arranged. 

After  a  few  wortis  from  Mr.  JOHNSTON  in  favor  of 
the  resolution, 

Mr.  WHITR  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table, 
■n  order  that  the  Senate  might  proceed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  executive  business;  while  the  resolution  was  pend- 
ing. 

The  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  internal  im- 
provements for  the  year  1832  wasTread  a  third  time. 

The  question  being  on  its  passage,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
HILL,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — .Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Smith,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.— 38. 

NAYS.-rMessrs.  Bibb,  Ellis,  Qrundy,  Haync,  Hill, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Taze- 
well, Tyler,  White.— 14. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

A  resolution  offered  yesterday  by  Mr.  Hatse,  amend- 
ing the  twelfth  rtdc  of  the  Senate,  so  as  to  make  a  motion 
to  strike  out  and  insert  indivisible,  &c.  was  considered, 
and  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE,  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  the  consideration  of  executive  business. 


MoWAT,  Jvjri  35. 
DISCRIMINATING  DUTIES  WITH  SPAIN. 

A  messsge  was  received  from  the  Preadent  of  Ik 
United  States,  communicating  a  report  from  the  SccrtU- 
ry  of  State,  on  the  subject  of  the  abolition  of  the  dm- 
minating  duties  now  existing  on  Spanish  vessels.  Tie 
report  was  read.  It  stated  that  despatches  had  been » 
ceived  from  our  minister  in  Spain,  stating  that  an  onto 
had  been  issued  by  the  Spanish  Government  tboliihv 
the  discriminating  duties  on  American  vessels,  on  cv& 
tion  that  a  similar  abolition  should  be  made  by  the  I'oileil 
States. 

Mr.  CLAY,  at  whose  instance  the  report  was  read,  ail 
he  had  found,  as  he  feared,  that  this  measure  did  not  a- 
tend  to  Cuba,  or  the  other  islands  of  Spain.  As  the  salt' 
ject  was  about  to  be  referred,  and  as,  in  relation  to  Cubit 
almost  the  entire  carrying  trade  was  confined  ts  Sfiit, 
he  hoped  the  attention  of  the  committee  would  be  &na- 
ed  to  that  point  He  was  aware  that  the  Secretaiy  stitrd 
in  his  report  that  negotiations  were  going  on;  but  he 
thought  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  migrit  be  pat  intolte 
hands  of  the  Executive,  to  strengthen  the  pendinf  »f^ 
tiation  on  the  part  of  the  United  States.  Some  coiitiii|^ 
provision  as  to  the  carrying  trade  with  Cubs,iO(ilk 
other  Spanish  possessions,  placed  in  the  hands  of  tt 
minister  in  Spain,  could  not  out  be  favorable  to  tbeo^ 
ject  which  he  had  in  vieV.  If  no  remedy  tbouU  s!ik* 
be  applied,  Spain  would  soon  monopolize  the  wbokl 
the  carrying  trade  between  the  United  States  sad  Cub 
and  the  other  Spanish  islands. 

The  message  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Timu, 

PRESIDENT'S  FAC  SIMILE. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  H 
consideration  of  the  bill  to  appoint  a  recorder  fiir  the  Gt{ 
neral  Land  Office,  and  to  provide  the  means  of  * 
and  issuing  the  patents  for  the  public  lands — the 
being  on  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote-  takea  on 
Fobsttb's  amendment,  providing  for  affixing  tbc 
simile  of  the  President's  signature  to  the  patents. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  had  rather  the  nwtioB  pfr 
vailed.  At  any  rate,  if  the  bill  passed  as  it  tbtn»*l 
would  create  an  anomaly  unknown  in  this  or  s»T  i*« 
Government;  it  would  be  clothing  a  subordinste  ofi<8 
with  the  higliest  attribute  of  sovereigntj- — the  dii|*«l 
of  the  public  domain.  He  would  oppose  the  bill  oo  tH 
ground,  and  also  on  tlie  ground  that  there  were  tea  ti» 
sand  patents  already  prepared  for  signature,  vbiA  • 
Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  aai  coiiidH 
altered,  but  which,  he  contended,  could  not,  tlut  ^ 
be  lost.  With  a  view  of  obviating  these  diffieoltia>  Ik 
P.  submitted  an  amendment  pro\-iding  that,  heiesfle^i 
shall  not  be  necessary  for  the  President  to  sign  tie  W 
tents  for  tiie  public  lands,  but  that  the  Commiaioo^j 
the  General  Land  Office  shall  affix  to  them  tJiegrrti" 


of  the  United  States,  and  also  sign  them  as ^ 

The  great  seal,  then,  said  Mr.  P.,  will  be  the  eriieseeB 
the  title,  and  the  signature  of  the  commissioner  wiD  I* 
ranty  the  purity  of  Uie  grant. 

Mr.  HOLMES  observed  that  the  power  oftignin?* 
patents  did  not  arise  from  any  inherent  sovereignly"* 
President,  bvjt  from  the  authority  given  him  by  htt  "J 
we  can  give,  said  he,  that  authority  to  any  officer  »*» 
as  to  the  President.  The  sovereignty  was  in  the  Vttdl 
States,  and  the  act  of  sovereignty  in  the  transfer  of* 
public  domain  was  performed  by  them  through  the  ww 
desigfnated  by  law.  This  expedient  of  a  f»c«iin3ei«» 
counterfeit,  as  it  might  more  correctly  be  tcnne<J,  *"» 
not  much  like.  The  much  better  »ay  would  be  lo  w" 
responsible  officer,  and  let  him  put  the  great  «e»li  "^ 
ther  with  his  own  signature,  in  the  patent  Pertttp«  *f 
difficulty  might  be  got  over  when  we  bad  sPresdesI'''' 
a  shorter  name,  and  then  we  could  get  oo  pftttfiw*  » ; 
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EoU  wajr.  Suppoie,  for  inituice,  the  President's  name 
I  in  only  fire  letters — H.  Clat — it  would  not  take  up  ao 
\c\\  time  to  fill  up  patents  with  these  few  letters,  and  we 
wMnot,  probably,  hear  any  complaints  of  the  difficulty 
spun{^  them.  But,  to  be  serious,  it  would  be  much 
tier  to  create  an  officer,  and  confer  on  bim  the  power 
authenticate  the  patents,  than  to  take  this  circuitous 
ly  ofa  fitc  simile,  in  order  to  keep  up  the  idea  that  the 
endrnt  is  the  sole  representative  of  the  sovereign  power 
the  United  States.  • 

Mr.  RING  observed,  if  the  gentleman  from  Maine  was 
nous,  he  must  sec  that  it  mattered  not  who  the  President 
a,  or  whether  bis  name  was  long  or  short — he  must,  in 
ler  to  sign  these  patents,  devote  to  it  time  that  ought 
be  occupied  with  the  more  important  concerns  of  the 
ntry.  The  Senator  from  Mississippi  had  abandoned 
mc  of  his  objections,  but  proposes  to  affix  the  great 
il  of  the  Umted  States  to  the  land  patents.  Why,  sir, 
ehtve  already  a  seal;  not  the  great  seal,  to  be  sure,  but 
rery  convenient  one,  sufficient  to  authenticate  the  grant; 
d  with  this  and  the  ngnature  of  the  commissioner,  coun- 
nigned  by  the  recorder,  the  patent  will  be  complete. 
:did  notadmit  that  there  would  be  any  loss  on  account 
the  lO^OOO  patents  spoken  of  by  the  gentleman  from 
isMippi.  One-half  of  these  were  sigiied,  and  the 
ben  he  presumed  could  be  ugned  before  the  bill  went 
10  opention.  The  documents  showed  that,  since  the 
mmencement  of  the  present  session,  the  President  had 
(lied  more  than  10,000,  and  that  there  were  40, 000  more 
lign.  Did  any  Senator  believe  that  it  was  necessary 
rtfae  Prendent  himself  to  sign  the  patents,  in  order  to 
re  more  validity  to  the  grants?  If  this  was  not  so, 
Mid  it  not  be  better  to  pass  this  law  to  remove  the  dif- 
ultiei  encountered  by  the  people  of  the  new  States  in 
itinr  their  patents?  Gentlemen  all  seem  to  admit  the 
Bcdties  under  the  present  system,  but  could  not  agree 
the  mode  of  meeting  them.  One  wanted  a  fac  simile 
the  present  signature;  and  another  wanted  the  great 
U  of  the  United  States.  The  only  effect  of  this  was  to 
tttc  delay,  while  the  public  business  was  suffering. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  inquired  of  the  chairman  of  the  commit- 
!i  [Hr.  Kise,]  what  seal  was  now  affixed  to  the  patents. 
Mr.  KING  replied,  the  seal  of  the  General  Land  Office. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  said  he  hoped  the  chairman  of  the 
Binittee  would  not  attribute  any  observations  of  his  to  a 
csimption  of  more  knowledge  of  the  subject  than  the 
nmittee  who  had  change  of  it.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
'■  gentleman  that  the  President  ought  to  be  relieved 

0  the  labor  of  signing  the  patents,  and  he  did  not 
|vd  the  expense  necessary  to  accomplish  this  object 
ith  regard  to  the  authentication  of  the  grant,  he  did  not 
ok  it  a  matter  of  so  little  importance.  It  ought  to  nin 
l>en»meof  the  g^ntee — the  United  States,  and  be  »c- 
nptnicd  by  a  seal;  but  it  could  not  be  the  great  seal, 
Owt  was  m  the  custody  of  the  Department  of  State, 
did  not  know  whether  the  seal  of  the  General  Land 
ice  wu  recognised  by  law,  but  this  might  be  done. 
Would  further  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Alabama 
draw  up  the  form  of  the  patent,  and  embody  it  in 
■»ll;  and  then,  by  making  the  seal  the  great  evidence 
Its  authenticity,  one  signature  to  the  patent  would  be 
icient. 

Ir.  ROBINSON  was  much  pleased  with  the  sug^ges- 

1  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  and  thought  the 
"of  the  patent  ought  to  be  provided  for  by  law. 

f^-  CLAY  wu  satisfied,  from  his  own  observation  and 
Ideal  knowledge  of  the  subject,  that  some  change  in 
^*<le  of  issuing  land  patents  was  necessary,  not  only 
«»«  personal  comfort  of  the  President,  but  tor  the  de- 
Wiof  the  public  bunness.  Any  one  who  would  visit 
President  m  the  morning,  would  find  that,  instead  of 
Ixiot;  occupied  with  the  great  eoncerm  of  the  country, 
**>  engaged  in  the  tedious  labor  of  signing  patents.  He 


thought  the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachu> 
setU  entitled  to  much  weight  The  State  of  Virginia, 
which  was  the  greatest  sovereign  grantor  of  land,  wlui  the 
exception  of  the  United  SUtes,  had  the  form  of  her  grant 
for  .land  designated  by  law;  and  the  State  of  Kentucky,  > 
following  her  example,  had  made  the  same  provision. 

He  did  not  think  with  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts that  one  signature  would  be  sufficient,  and  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  gentleman  from  Alabama  would  agree 
to  the  insertion  of  the  form  of  the  patent,  and  retain  every 
thing  else  in  the  bill  as  it  then  stood. 

Mr.  KANE  did  not  think  it  of  much  consequence  bjr 
whom  the  patent  was  signed.  The  patent  was  to  furnish 
the  purchaser  with  the  best  evidence  that  he  had  acquir- 
ed the  legal  title  to  his  land.  He  saw  no  necessity  for  in- 
serting in  the  body  of  the  law  what  the  form  of  the  grant 
should  be;  all  that  was  wanted  vras  a  certificate  of  the 
proper  officer  of  the  Government  that  the  individual  had 
acquired  his  title  under  the  Uws  of  the  United  States. 
The  patent  did  not  confer  the  title;  that  was  previously 
acquired  by  law;  it  was  only  a  legal  and  durable  evidence 
of  title. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  that  the  biU  ought  to  go  into 
operation  at  a  diy  sufficiently  remote,  to  enable  the  Pre- 
sident to  complete  the  signature  of  the  6,000  patents  yet 
to  be  signed.  He  thought  with  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky that  the  form  of  the  patent  ought  to  be  embodied  in  tht 
law;  and,  as  he  had  no  objection  to  the  reconsideration, 
he  would  vote  for  it,  and  then  move  to  recommit  the  bifl 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  form  of  the  patent  inserted. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  vote  on  the  adop- 
tion of  Mr.  Fobstth's  amendment  reconsidered. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  moved  to  recommit  the  bill 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  it  was  carried  in 
the  affirmative. 

STATUE   OF  WASHINGTON. 

The  Senate  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  ROBBINS,  took  up 
forconsidera^n  the  joint  resolution,  (as  amended  by  the 
Committee  on  the  Library,)  authorizing  the  President  to 
contract  for  a  full  length  pedestrian  stotue.  In  marble,  of 
General  Washington,  to  be  placed  in  the  rotundo,  with  an 
appropriation  of  85,000. 

»lr.  FORSYTH  inquired  the  object  of  this  appropria- 
tion;  if  it  were  contempUted  as  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 

As  giving  a  full  view  of  the  subject,  Mr.  POINDEX- 
TER requested  the  report  of  the  Library  Committee  to 
be  read.  It  detailed  the  proceedings  had  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  who'e  the  resolution  had  originally  been 
adopted,  authorizing  the  employment  of  Mr.  Oreenough, 
the  American  artist,  to  execute  the  work;  and  contained* 
copy  of  a  letter  from  the  Department  of  State,  informing 
Mr.  Greenough,  now  in  Italy,  thereof,  with  instruction* 
respecting  the  same;  the  head  to  be  modelled  after  that  of 
Houdon's  sUtue,  the  rest  of  the  outlines  to  be  left  to  the 
artist's  own  taste,  &c. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  could  see  no  occasion  for  the  appropri- 
ation which  had  been  introduced  into  the  resolution;  it 
was  a  departure  from  the  object  of  the  resolution  itself, 
which  was  merely  for  the  President  "to  make  a  con- 
tract." It  could  not  be  supposed  that  J5,000  would  be 
any  use,  for  he  believed  that  a  work,  such  as  contem- 
plated, could  not  be  had  completed  for  less  than  20  or 
25,000  dollars. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  explained.  It  was  not  expected 
that  the  appropriation  would  cover  the  full  cost  It  was 
merely  to  enaole  the  President  to  take  the  prelinunwy 
steps  in  making  the  contract.  The  general  approprration 
bill  had  originiOly  contained  two  appropriations,  one  in  re- 
gard to  this  memorial  of  Washington,  the  other  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Jefferson.  They  had  both  been  stricken  out  on 
account  of  their  supposed  informality,  to  be  introduced  «■ 
separate  measures. 
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Mr.  DULLER  objected  to  such  appropriation^  where 
the  specific  sum  required  was  not  known.  In  this  mode 
yearly  and  indefinite  grants  would  be  called  for  to  cover 
the  cost  till  completed,  and  it  was  hard  to  say  where  it 
might  end. 

After  some  further  explanation  from  Mr.  POINDEX- 
TER  and  Mr.  CHAMBERS, 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  he  stronrly  hoped  the  resolution 
would  be  allowed  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading.  Of 
the  many  illustrious  men  to  whom  their  country  owed  a 
debt  of  gratitude,  Washington  was  the  only  one  to  whom 
he  would  think  it  prudent  to  pay  the  homage  now  con- 
templated. An  imag^e — a  testimonial  of  this  great  man, 
the  father  of  his  country,  should  exist  in  every  part  of  the 
Union,  as  a  memorial  of  his  patriotism,  and  of  the  services 
rendered  his  country;  but  of  all  places,  it  was  required  in 
this  capital — the  centre  of  the  Union — the  offspring,  the 
creation,  of  his  mind  and  of  his  labors.  An  appropriation 
for  this  individual  purpose,  atanother  period  of  the  session, 
had  been  introduced  m  the  general  measure,  and  was  af- 
terwards struck  out,  on  the  understanding  of  being  brought 
forward  in  the  present  mode.  But,  even  since  that  time, 
diey  had  an  additional  motive  for  this  act.  Application 
for  the  renuuns  of  this  great  man  had  been  made  by  the 
representatives  of  the  nation,  to  bestow  on  them  a  national 
tribute  of  honor;  and  this  application  had  met  with  a  refu- 
nl.  The  death  of  the  proprietor  of  the  spot  where  those 
remains  rested,  had  but  Just  taken  place;  and  into  whose 
bands  they  should  now  &I1 — into  the  possession  of  a  friend 
or  stranger,  in  the  event  of  a  sale  of  the  property  or  other- 
wise, it  was  impossible  to  conjecture;  but  such  being  the 
casualties  to  which  they  were  liable,  it  behooved  them  (the 
Congress  of  the  United  States)  the  more  to  adopt  means 
to  secure  a  representative  of  those  relics  that  might  en- 
dure for  future  ages.  The  resolution  had  his  hearty  con- 
currence, and  he  hoped  it  would  pass  without  objection. 

The  question  being  put  on  the  engrossing  for  a  third 
reading,  the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered,  on  the  call  of 
Mr.  HAYNE,  and  were  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FreUngbuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomliiason,  Webster, 
Wilkina — 30. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dickerson,  Hayne,  HiD, 
Miller,  Tazewell,  Troup,  White.— 10. 

TvESDAT,  Juki  36. 

After  transacting  some  minor  business,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  and 
continued  with  closed  doors  until  the  adjoomment. 

WssinssAT,  Jvira  ST.  ' 
PRIVILEGES  OF  THE  SENATE'S  OFFICERS. 
Mr.  HOLMES  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Betoloed,  That  the  asnstant  doorkeeper  of  the  Senate 
be  permitted  to  attend  as  a  witness  before  a  committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  agreeably  to  his  summons. 
Mr.  HOLMES,  in  offering  this  resolution,  expressed  his 
belief  that  the  doorkeeper  could  not  render  obedience 
to  the  summons,  which  was  signed  by  the  Clerk  of  the 
House)  and  bore  the  seal  of  the  House,  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  had  some  doubts  whether  the  resolution 
was  justified  by  any  thing  in  the  history  of  Congrress; 
and  asked  if  the  Senator  ^om  Maine  bad  looked  into  the 
journa\s  to  inform  himself  whether  it  had  been  the  prac- 
tice to  place  the  doorkeeper  on  the  same  footing  with  a 
Senator. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  in  reply,  stated  that  the  resolution  con- 
formed to  the  practice  of  the  British  Parliament^  and  that 


it  was  justified  by  the  reason  of  the  thing,  as  tbei 

of  the  doorkeeper  were  as  necesaary  to  the  Scnie  a 

those  of  any  of  the  Senators. 

Mr.  CLAY  differed  from  the  view  which  bad  beta 
taken  by  the  Senator  from  Maine.  He  did  noteoncvia 
the  idea  that  the  constitutional  privileges  with  which  the 
Senators  were  invested  should  be  extended  to  the  officen 
of  that  body.  As  to  the  British  Parliament,  it  was  vdl 
known  that  they  had  similar  rules  on  the  subject  of  pii- 
vilege,  and  laws  of  their  own,  which  could  have  no  tefo. 
ence  to  Congress.*  The  only  thing  of  any  eonseqoenct^ 
in  bis  opinion,  was,  that  the  Senate  should  have  a  knov- 
ledge  that  the  doorkeeper  was  in  peribnnance  of  kit 
duty,  in  attendance  on  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes,  ai 
was  not  wilfully  neglecting  any  of  his  duties  to  the  Se- 
nate. The  Senate  had  now  that  knowledge,  and  be  mond 
to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table,  but  withdrew  it  fix  » 
moment;  and 

Mr.  FOOT  sUted  that  if  the  officer  of  tiie  Senite  «m 
not  subject  to  betaken  from  his  duty  by  the  process  (^uy 
court,  so  neither  could  he  by  any  process  «f  the  other 
House. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  stated  that  he  was  infonaed 
by  a  member  of  the  committee  of  the  other  House  thst 
the  doorkeeper  was  only  required  to  Attend  during  the  ra- 
cess  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  M^.  CLAY,  the  resolution  was  then  hid 
on  the  table. 

DAUGHTER  OF  T.  JEFFERSON. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  that  the  Senate  Uke  up  the 
bill  for  the  benefit  of  Martha  Randolph,  daughter  of  Tho- 
mas Jeffei-son,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  bis 
motion,  which  were  ordered;  and,  being  taken,  were  i> 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  fienton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Dickenoi^ 
Dudley,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Bs- 
binson,  Seymour,  Smith,  Tipton,  White,  Wilkins — 15. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Ellis,  Ew- 
ing, Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Bill, 
Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Naadiia, 
Prentiss,  Ruggles,  Tazewell,  Tyler. — 33. 

-     RECORDER  OF  PATENTS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  con. 
aider  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  recorder 
for  the  General  Land  Office. 

The  question  being  on  the  amendment  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  striking  out  the  section  pro- 
viding for  a  fac  simile,  and  inserting  the  form  of  the  ft- 
tent  which  the  law  requires, 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  an  amendment  to  the  fotn 
of  the  amendment,  but  withdrew  it. 

The  amendment  of  the  committee  was  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  the  second 
section,  by  striking  out  the  word  "June,"  and  insertinj 
"  August,"  in  order  to  allow  time  for  the  sigraog  of  tie 
patents  which  are  already  prepared. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was  >^ 
ported  as  amended. 

The  bUl  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read  > 
third  time. 

DAY  OF  HUMILIATION. 

Mr.  CLAY  Uid  on  the  table  a  resolution,  in  effect  thtt 
a  joint  committee  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  »»it  o" 
tiie  President  of  the  United  States,  and  request  of  hint* 
appoint  a  day  to  be  observed  as  a  day  of  general  bunils- 
tion  and  prayer  to  Almighty  God  that  He  msy,  is  U» 
mercy,  avert  from  our  country  the  Asiatic  scouige  which 
is  now  traversing  and  devastating  other  countries;  tm 
that,  should  it  be  among  the  dispensations  of  iJi<  f"^ 
dence  to  inflict  this  scourge  upon  our  land,  it  ni^ 
please  Hint,  in  hia  mercy,  so  to  meliorate  the  ioflictiooi 
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i*to  render  its  effects  leas  ^sutrous  among  us  than  they 
have  proved  among'  the  nations  which  it  has  heretofore 
riated. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  special  order  of  the 
di^,  being  the  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the 
proceeds  of  the  pnbfie  lands. 

Mr.  KING  spoke  in  reply  to  Mr.  Clit,  and  in  support 
of  tbe  report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered,  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  CLAT,  on  the  first  amendment  of  tbe  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  which  strikes  out  ten,  and  inserts  fifteen, 
■B  ss  to  make  the  additional  allowance  to  the  new  States 
fifteen  per  cent,  instead  often  percent  of  the  proceeds. 

Mr.  CLAT  reminded  the  Senate  that  this  amendment 
vaa  only  a  part  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  which  was  to  strike  out  all  the 
bHI  from  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  allowance  of  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  sale  of  the 
public  fauids  to  the  new  States. 

Mr.  HOLMES  explained  that  he  had,  in  tbe  committee, 
Toted  for  giving  fifteen  per  cent,  to  the  new  States,  but 
tfamt  was  in  reference  to  the  bill  as  it  stood.  He  would  not 
rote  for  the  amendment  now  that  it  was  proposed  to  de- 
stroy the  residue  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  KANE  then  made  some  observations  in  support  of 
tbe  amendment,  in  the  course  of  which  he  indicated  the 
impossibility  of  getting  through  a  question  of  this  vexed 
character  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  CI-AY  briefly  replied,  and  adverted  to  the  course 
vhidi  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  bad  chalked  out 
to  themselves,  of  moving  an  amendment  to  the  tariff'  bill, 
whenever  that  should  come  up,  to  reduce  the  price  of  the 
public  lands.  This  determination  left  no  other  course  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures  but  to  push  forward  this 
bill.  He  expressed  his  hope  that  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois, who  seemed  to  be  timid  as  to  committing  himself  on 
tbe  qaestion  at  this  session,  would  review  his  opinions, 
and  nnsdiy  vote  for  the  bill,  should  it  reach  that  stage,  in- 
asmuch as  he  believed  that  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  new  States  would  be  found  in  favor  of  the  principles 
of  tbe  bill.  He  was  willing  to  sit  day  after  day,  and  night 
after  lught,  to  give  every  gentleman  who  desired  to  speak 
an  opportunity  to  do  so. 

Kb*.  KANE  explained  that  he  had  refruned  ftvm  g^v- 
in^  amy  opinion  on  the  subject  of  this  distribution,  until 
a  proper  time  for  the  ezpresnon  of  his  opinion  should 
arrive. 

Mr.  HATNE  stated  that  he  should  vote  antinst  the 
amendment,  being  opposed  to  the  principle  of  distribu- 
tion; and  as  this  was  merely  an  increased  amount  of  distri- 
bution, he  did  so  without  committing  his  views  as  to  his 
ultimate  course. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  said  he  should  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment. He  did  not  concur  with  all  the  views  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Alabama,  although  he  acquiesced  in  some  of 
tbem. 

Mr.  MOORE  said  that,  however  just  the  present  pro- 
position, he  had  ascertained  that  it  would  not  succeed. 
He  iraa  against  the  whole  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufiactures,  and  wished  to  have  {he  question  taken  on  a 
proposition  which  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying  it 
at  once,  and  to  substitute  the  bill  reported  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands.  He  therefore  moved  the  indefi- 
nite postponement  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  CLAT  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  question; 
which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  EWINO  expressed  a  wish  to  address  the  Senate, 
but  -would  prefer  waiting  till  another  day. 

Mr.  UAYNE  moved  that  the  Senate  adjourn,  and  the 
motion,  was  agreed  to — yeas  20,  nays  14. 

Tbe  Senate  then  adjourned. 


Thcbssat,  Juke  28. 
DAY  OF  HUMILIATION. 

The  fi>llowing  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Clat,  was 

taken  up  for  consideration: 

Retohjed,  By  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled. 
That  a  joint  committee  of  both  Houses  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  United  States,  and  request  that  he  recommend 
a  day,  to  be  designated  by  him,  of  public  humiliation, 
prayer,  and  fasting,  to  be  observed  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  with  religious  solemnity,  and  with  fervent 
supplications  to  Almighty  God  that  He  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  continue  His  blessings  upon  our  country,  and 
that  He  will  avert  from  it  the  Asiatic  scourge  which  has 
reached  our  borders;  or  if,  in  the  dispensations  of  His 
providence,  we  are  not  to  be  exempted  from  the  calamity, 
that,  through  His  bountiful  mercy,  its  severity  may  be 
nutjgated,  and  its  duration  shortened. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 
resolution;  which  were  ordered. 

After  Mr.  T.  had  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  and  had 
remarked  that  he  would  not  say  one  word  on  the  subject, 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  observed  that  he  had  only  one 
word  to  express.  The  resolution  had  not  been  submitted 
without  consultation  with  members  of  the  Senate,  whose 
opinion  was  entitled  to  more  respect  than  his  own.  It  was, 
indeed,  first  suggested  to  him  by  a  reverend  member  (^ 
the  clergy,  and,  after  deliberate  consideration,  he  [Mr.  C] 
thought  the  occasion  fit  for  the  recommendation  of  the 
religious  ceremony  which  the  resolution  contemplated. 
It  was  the  practice  of  all  christian  nations,  in  seasons  of 
general  and  great  calamity,  to  implore  Divine  mercy. 
Of  all  the  pestilential  scourges  which  had  afflicted  our 
race,  the  Asiatic  cholera,  in  some  of  its  characteristics, 
was  the  most  remarkable.  Its  range  of  operation  bad' 
been  more  extensive  than  pertiaps  any  other  known  or 
recorded,  the  smallpox  excepted.  It  had  broke  out  In 
Asia,  and,  after  desolating  some  of  its  fiiirest  portions,  pe- 
netrated the  Northern  part  of  Europe,  and,  sw«epinr 
over  a  great  part  of  that  continent,  reached  the  Bntisn 
channel.  It  passed  over  tbe  British  isles,  where  it  raged 
but  with  mitigated  severity.  We  had  hoped — vunly,  it 
seems,  hoped — that  the  wide  expanse  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean 
would  have  been  a  protecting  barrier  against  its  ravages 
in  our  far  distant  land.  But  it  has  been  introduced  into 
America;  and,  if  it  has  not  actually  entered  our  territory, 
it  now  hangs  on  our  borders  in  its  most  fi-ightful  form. 

Tbe  progress  of  the  extraordinary  scourge  is  sometimes 
marked  by  apparent  caprice.  It  will  approach  a  city  or 
district  of  country,  reconnoitering  it,  as  it  were,  with  a 
military  eye,  suddenly  fly  off  to  a  distance,  leaving  the 
inhabitants  rejoicing  in  their  escape,  and  it  will  then  un- 
expectedly return,  and  pursue  its  work  of  deatli.  It  at- 
tacks, too,  its  victims  in  various  ways,  despatching  some 
in  a  few  hours,  whilst,  in  regard  to  others,  their  excru- 
ciating tortures  are  prolonged  a  much  greater  length  of 
time.  Hitherto,  the  skill  of  piedical  science,  liberal  and 
enlightened  as  it  now  is,  has  been  altogether  incompetent 
to  provide  a  sure  and  effective  remedy. 

Should  the  resolution  be  adopted,  said  Mr.  C,  the  act 
of  the  President,  in  conformity  to  its  request,  will  be 
merely  recommendatory.  Voluntary  as  to  all,  it  would 
be  obligatory  upon  none.  There  seems  to  be  a  peculiar 
propriety,  on  the  ground  of  uniformity,  in  the  proposed 
measure.  Already,  in  different  parts  of  tbe  Union,  the 
clergy  ^>f  several  denominations  nave,  it  is  believed,  had  - 
their  attention  turned  to  the  subject.  Different  days  of 
prayer  and  humiliation  will  be  probably  recommended. 
It  is  desirable  that  the  whole  nation,  on  the  same  day, 
shall  present  its  united  prayers  and  supplications  to  the 
throne  of  mercy.  And  there  can  be  but  little  doubt 
that,  although  there  will  be  nothing  coercive  in  the  re- 
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commendation  of  the  President,  there  will  be  general  ac- 
quiescence in  it.  The  measure  will  be  grateful  to  all 
pious  and  all  moral  men,  whether  members  of  relisfious 
communities  or  not.  In  times  of  national  or  individual 
distress,  all  who  suffer,  feel  an  irresistible  impulse  to  appeal 
to  that  Being,  who  alone  is  able  to  afford  adequate  relief. 

I  should  have  hesitated  to  present  this  resolution,  said 
Ur.  C,  if  it  had  been  unsanctioned  by  precedent.  But, 
during  the  late  war,  a  similar  resolution  was  adopted  by 
Congress,  at  the  instance  of  a  member  of  tlie  House  of 
Representatives  from  Virginia,  and  President  Hadison  is- 
sued his  recommendation  accordingly.  It  is  fiir  from  my 
purpose  to  excite  unnecessary  alarm.  All  dangers  appear 
most  formidable  at  a  distance.  Even  the  greatest  of  all 
terrors,  when  the  awful  mument  arrives,  witli  a  mind  for- 
tified by  philosophical  reflection,  and,  still  more,  if  it  be 
ftrengthened  by  religious  hope  and  belief,  is  less  appal- 
ling than  it  seemed  when  far  off. 

A  single  word,  Mr.  President,  as  to  myself.  I  am  a 
member  bf  no  religious  sect  I  am  not  a  professor  of  re- 
lipon.  I  regret  that  I  am  not  I  wish  that  I  was,  and  I 
trust  I  shall  be.  But  I  have,  and  always  have  had,  a  pro- 
found respect  for  Christianity,  the  religion  of  my  fetbers, 
and  for  its  rites,  its  usages,  and  its  observances.  Among 
these,  that  which  is  proposed  in  the  resolution  before  you 
has  always  commanded  the  respect  of  the  good  and  de- 
rout;  and  I  hope  it  will  obtain  tlie  concurrence  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  FRELTNGHUTSEN  said,  as  it  was  to  be  inferred, 
from  the  call  just  made  for  th^  yeas  and  nays,  that  this  re- 
solution would  be  opposed,  he  begged  leave  to  refer  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  more  particularly  to  the  example 
of  the  Congress  in  1813.  A  day  of  humiliation,  fasting, 
and  prayer,  was  then  recommended  by  a  Joint  resolution 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  because  of 
the  war  with  Great  Britain  in  which  the  countiT  was  at 
that  time  involved.  It  was  regarded  as  one  of  those  sea- 
sons of  public  calamity  in  which  it  became  a  whole  people 
to  acknowledge  their  dependence,  and  humble  themselves 
before  God.  So  far  as  I  can  learn,  from  the  journals  of 
that  day,  said  Mr.  F.,  the  resolution  was  adopted  without 
opposition.  Now,  sir,  if  a  state  of  war,  in  which  we  bad, 
by  voluntary  declaration,  enga^d,  was  a  fit  occasion  to 
call  forth  public  expressions  of  humiliation  for  our  sins, 
and  to  invoke  the  merciful  providence  of  God,  how  much 
more  appropriately  does  it  become  us  thus  to  feel  and  act, 
on  the  approach  of  a  pestilence  that,  in  its  ravages  over 
the  Old  World,  has  swept  many  millions  of  our  fefiow-men 
into  eternity;  and  which,  in  its  character  and  progress 
through  the  earth,  seems  so  emphatically  to  be  the  instru- 
ment of  Divine  Providence,  beyond  the  influence  and  con- 
trol of  second  causes,  and  especially  selected  to  accom- 
plish His  purposes,  and  to  go  aiid  come  at  His  bidding. 

I  hope,  sir,  that  the  present  resolution  may  meet  with 
no  serious  opposition.  It  surely  becomes  us  to  acknow- 
ledge our  dependence,  and  to  implore  the  interposition 
of  God's  mercy  In  tliis  season  of  alarm.  The  constitution 
can  present  no  obstacle,  for  it  is  not  an  exercise  of  politi- 
cal power.  It  is  far  beyond  the  range  of  prtitics.  It  is 
an  act  of  piety  to  God,  becoming  the  whole  nation;  in 
which  rulers  and  people  are  invited  and  advised  to  bow 
together  before  His  throne  of  grace,  and  there,  feeling  our- 
selves to  be  in  like  need,  to  unite  in  one  common  suppli- 
cation to  Him,  who  has  the  issues  of  life  and  death,  that  he 
would  be  pleased  to  spare  us  in  the  day  of  his  righteous 
judgment.  I  trust,  sir,  that  this  motion  will  receive  the 
same  decided  countenance  that  was  accorded  to  a  similar 
measure  in  the  late  war,  and  on  many  occasions  during 
the  war  of  the  revolution. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  had  but  a  single  word  to  state 
in  explanation  of  his  vote  for  withholding  bis  assent  to  the 
resolution.  In  his  opinion.  Congress  had  no  more  power 
to  recommend  by  joint  resolution,  than  to  enact  by  law, 


any  matter  or  thing  concemin;^  any  rdigioas  nutter « 
right  whatsoever.  He  could  not,  let  the  pressure  of  lie 
case  be  what  it  might,  in  conformity  to  the  oatk  wbick 
bound  him  here,  give  his  vote  to  sustun  this  priodide. 

He  had  another  argument  to  support  his  oppaatioi. 
He  did  not  concur  in  the  opinion  that  a  majori^orikt 
people  apprehended  such  an  extent  of  mischief  ukcshI 
to  be  apprehended  by  gentlemen  here.  Tlie  diietie  bl 
not  yet  made  its  appearance  in  our  country,  and  tkat 
seemed  to  him  to  be  strong  reasons  to  believe  it  *31  Ml 
reach  us,  except  in  the  persons  of  those  unfiirtante  pe» 
pie  who  bring  it  with  them  from  a  distant  countiy.  K 
would  probably  rage,  and  prove  extennvdy  fstal  iaa| 
emig^nts,  being  a  disease  which  was  engendered  bjr  thi 
flith  which  attends  squalid  poverty;  and,  until  our  sUbs- 
tion  shall  be  so  changed  as  to  reduce  us  tosimilar  poro^ 
there  was  no  reason  to  fear  it 

Entertaining  these  opinions,  he  bad  no  desire  to  ■IC' 
tiun  any  act  the  tendency  of  which  would  be  to  add  to  tks 
existin^^  excitement  on  the  subject,  intemiptin|^theail> 
nary  course  of  businen,  and  throwing  every  thmg  iib  % 
state  of  confusion.  * 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  thtraolk' 
tion,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Claytgo,  Dil- 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FreGngbunc^ 
Grundy,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Koigi^ 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Bo^giB, 
Seymour,  Sibbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  TomlittMui,  Wa(^ 
man,  Webster,  Wilkms.— 30. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown.  Ellis,  Hajme,  fBk 
King,  Hangum,  Miller,  Smith,  "nxewell,  Troup,  Tjia, 
White.— 13. 

PUBUC  LANDa 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  approprate,  fif  * 
limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands— the  ipi* 
tion  beinK  on  the  motion  for  indefinite  postponaneoL 

Mr.  EWING  said  that  the  proposition  under  conad» 
ation  had  been  presented  in  a  manner  somewhat  ptcslii* 
and  certainly  such  as  to  place  it  in  a  strong  and  iii^Maf 
light  before  the  public,  if  light  was  to  be  elidteil  bj  » 
vcstigation. 

It  was  first,  said  he,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mi' 
nufactures,  a  member  of  which  (my  honorable  (ntd 
from  Kentucky)  presented  this  bill,  accompanied  with  I 
report,  as  I  thought,  luminous  and  comprebenave  ia  • 
details,  strong  in  its  conception,  direct  in  it»  langsif^ 
cogent  in  its  reasoning,  and  statesmanlike  and  Kbcnl  • 
its  views.  The  bill,  however,  was  again  referred,  o«  ■» 
tion  of  tiie  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Knr«,]  to  tbi 
committee  of  which  he  is  chairman,  for  the  purpoe  ■ 
having  corrected  many  very  gross  errors  which  tIaJ  k» 
norable  gentleman  thought  he  discovered  in  the  priodpta 
of  the  bul,  and  further  enable  him  to  take,  as  hemiidcAf 
assured  us  he  would  do,  an  enlarged  and  Uberal  vie*  ofi 
subject  which  had  been  looked  at  in  a  narrow  snd«» 
what  illiberal  spirit  ^^ 

Well,  sir,  this  reference  was  hai^  and  the  report  ska 
is  before  me,  containing  a  review  and  criticism  of  the  )•■ 
port  of  the  Committee  on  Manubcturea,  was  the  lesA 
This  report,  says  the  honorable  chairman  of  tbe-Ccois^ 
tee  on  Public  Lands,  who  presented  it,  was  coneeini* 
no  hostile  spirit,  but  undertaken  and  executed  solelj  »* 
a  view  to  set  in  a  true  point  of  light  the  errors  is  tl»  <*' 
port  of  thebther  committee,  wmch  were  veiy  nuoei* 
and  very  glaring,  both  in  fact  and  argument,  and  to  i*' 
buse  the  community  which  that  bad  a  tendency  to  la» 
astray.  Under  these  circumstances,  and  with  these  «■^ 
ances,  we  certainly  had  a  right  to  expect  from  the  ch* 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to  a  reasoB»M 
degree  at  least,  accuracy  in  bis  facts,  and  soundnesi  a^ 
reasoning.    But  the  paper  which  be  bu  produced  » > 
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■gular  one,  »nd  merits  examination.  It  finds,  in  the  first 
bee,  that  the  principles  of  the  bill  (which  is  before  yoii) 
«  erroneous,  for  two  reasons:  and  first,  "  because  it  re- 
lies to  admit  the  public  lands,  which  are  one  of  the  sub- 
els  of  revenue,  into  the  list  of  articles  on  which  the  re- 
Ktion  of  revenue,  consequent  upon  the  extinction  of 
le  public  debt,  is  about  to  be  made."  - 
Mow,  sir,  let  us  see  where  the  error  in  law  and  fact 
Mt  lie;  witether  it  be  with  the  reviewing  committee  or 
ith  the  reviewed.  The  state  of  the  question  is  this: 
be  Committee  on  Manufactures  consider  the  public 
ndsasthe  property  of  the  United  States,  vested  in  them 
I  trust  for  the  common  benefit,  and  that  the  faith  of  the 
ttion  is  pledged  for  the  honest  execution  of  that  trust, 
mafidt  for  the  common  benefit  of  all.  On  this  doctrine 
le  Committee  on  Public  Lands  have  pronounced  their 
Ecisve  condemnation,  and  assume  on  their  part  that  the 
■blic  domain  is  held  as  an  object  of  revenue  merely,  and 
to  be  resorted  to  as  other  objects  of  taxation,  for  the 
trpose  of  meeting  the  wants  of  the  General  Government; 
id  that,  when  those  wants  diminish,  the  price  of  the 
ad  should  be  reduced;  when  they  cease,  it  should  be 
nrcn  away  to  individuak,  or  the  State  in  which  it  lies, 
bis  is  the  first  distinct  point  on  which  an  issue  is  made 
}  between  the  committees  in  their  respective  projects; 
id  I  beg  the  patience  of  the  Senate  while  i  briefly  con- 
ier  the  question. 

The  public  lands  are  derived  from  various  sources;  but 
is  not  necessary  to  examine  them  separately,  as  both 
ports  agree  in  this,  that  they  are  all  the  property  of  the 
«ited  States,  and  all  subject  to  the  same  obligations. 
rhatever,  therefore,  is  true  of  any  one  large  division  of 
M  tcrritmy,  will  be  admitted  as  true  of  all.  I  will  test 
e  question  by  an  examination  of  our  rights  and  duties 
ith  regard  to  the  land  lying  in  the  old  territory  north- 
esl  of  the  river  Ohio.  The  right  of  the  Union  to  this  ex- 
nsive  tract  of  land  originates  in  a  grant  from  the  State 
'Virginia,  which,  among  other  things,  provides  "  that 
I  the  lands  within  the  territory  so  ceded  to  the  United 
lates,  and  not  reserved  for,  or  appropriated  to,  any  of 
•  aforementioned  purposes,  or  disposed  of  in  bounties  to 
e  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  American  army,  shall  be 
maidered  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  such 
'  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shall  become, 
embers  of  the  confederation  or  federal  alliance  of  the 
Stes,  Virginia  inclusive,  according  to  their  usual  respect- 
t  proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  expenditure, 
id  shall  be  faithfully  and  bona  fide  disposed  of  for  that 
irpose,  and  for  no  other  use  or  purpose  whatsoever." 
This  grant,  sir,  wbieb,  being  accepted,  became  a  com- 
ict,  was  maide  to  the  old  confederation  of  States  prior 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  but  is  assumed  by  the 
it  section  of  the  sixth  article  of  the  constitution,  which 
Qvides  that  "all  debts  contracted,  and  engagements  en- 
red  into,  before  the  adoption  of  this  constitution,  shall 
:  ralid  against  the  United  States,  under  this  constitution, 
under  the  confederation." 

This  land,  then,  by  the  terms  of  the  grant,  is  made  a 
nd  for  the  ^se  of  all  the  SUtes.  The  United  States 
the  trustee  for  the  common  benefit;  and,  as  such,  is  es- 
eially  enjoined  to  "dispose  of  it  faithfoUy  and  bonafidi?' 
Kir  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatsoever." 
At  the  time  of  the  grant,  the  States  vktk  indebted  to 
■rge  amount;  but  no  pledge  is  made  of  the  land  for  the 
yment  of  the  debt.  An  appropriation  to  that  use  comes 
(hin  the  spirit  of  the  trust  A  literal  compliance  with 
E  terms  of  the  trtist  would  have  required  at  all  times 
e  sale  of  the  lands,  and  a  distribution  of  the  proceeds, 
was  never  specially  pledged  for  the  purposes  of  re- 
Bue.  The  proceeds,  however,  may  be  fairly  applied 
purposes  of  revenue,  because,  applied  in  tbit  way,  it 
H)  effect  applied  equally  for  the  benefit  of  all  the  States. 
It  Dither  revemw  nor  the  paymeot  of  the  public  debt 


can  be  for  a  moment  claimed  as  the  sole  or  leading  object 
of  the  grant.  If  the  debt  were  paid,  and  no  revenue  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  Government,  the  obligation 
on  the  Union  to  execute  the  trust  would  still  remain  perfect. 
We  must  bona  fide  dispose  of  it  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
States,  '•  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatever." 

Now,  sir,  if  the  trust  be  not  dependent  upon  the  wants 
of  the  General  Government,  if  that  do  not  appear  clearly 
to  have  been  the  object  of  the  grant,  and  that  from  a  fair 
interpretation  of  the  instrument  itself,  those  wants  cannot 
at  all  influence  us  in  the  disposition  of  the  trust  estate 
"iono^e"  for  the  objects  of  that  trust  actually  expressed. 

In  tliis  first  particular  in  which  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  have  passed  their  "decisive  condemnation"  upon  the 
bill  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  condemn- 
ing committee  have  fallen  into  an  error,  very  gross  and 
palpable,  and  indeed  somewhat  extraordinary,  considering 
the  relation  in  which  they  stand  to  this  subject  generally, 
and  more  especially  the  attitude  which  they  voluntarily 
assumed  toward  another  committee  of  the  Senate. 

The  second  particular  in  which  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  finds  "this  bill  to  be  erroneous,"  is  "because  it 
changes  the  character  of  the  relationship  (and  that  most 
injuriously  to  the  new  States)  between  those  States  and 
the  Federal  Government,  substituting  an  individual,  pecu- 
niary State  interest  in  the  soil,  insteSd  of  a  general  con- 
gressional superintendence  over  its  disposition,  and  leav- 
ing the  power  of  legislation  over  the  soil  in  the  hands  of 
those  who  are  to  divide  the  money  they  can  make  out  of 
it."  (p.  1.) 

Sir,  is  this,  or  any  part  of  it,  true  in  fact  or  in  law  ?  Does 
the  bill  before  you  change,  or  propose  to  change,  at  all 
the  relationship  between  the  new  States  and  the  Federal 
Government,  and,  if  so,  wherein?  The  lands  are  now 
sold  by  the  General  Government,  and  the  proceeds  ap- 
plied to  the  use  of  the  States,  in  the  payment  of  their 
joint  debts.  The  bill  proposes  to  sell  the  lands  in  the 
same  manner,  and  by  the  same  authority,  and,  the  debt 
being  paid,  to  hand  over  the  money  directly  to  the  eettui 
que  trust,  to  be  applied,  in  another  manner,  for  their 
benefit  There  b  no  change  proposed  in  relationship, 
management,  or  interest.  The  bill  gives  no  State  any  , 
power  of  legislation  over  the  soU  which  it  does  not  now 
possess. 

So  much,  sir,  for  the  second  error  in  principle  which 
the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  LAnds 
has  detected  in  this  bill. 

The  report  proceeds  to  say  that  "the  details  of  the  bUl 
are  obviously  erroneous,  because  they  make  no  distinction 
in  the  rate  of  distribution  between  States  which  did,  or 
did  not,  cede  vacant  lands  to  the  General  Government" 

In  answer  to  this,  I  ask  the  Senate  to  refer  once  more 
to  the  same  clause  in  the  deed  of  cession  creating  the  trust. 
"The  Und,"  says  the  grantor,  "shall  be  a  common  fund 
for  the  use  and  benefit  of  such  of  the  United  States  as 
have  become,  or  shall  become,  members  of  the  confedera- 
tion-or  federal  alliance  of  the  States,  Virginia  inclusive, 
according  to  their  usual  respective  proportions  in  the  gene- 
ral cluu'ge  and  expenditure;"  and  if,  sir,  we  hold  that 
nations  are  bound  by  tl»e  rules  of  morality  and  justice,  if 
the  faith  of  contracts  is  to  be  at  all  repirded  by  them, 
then  is  the  report  of  my  honorable  friend  right  and  just 
in  the  point  in  which  it  is  here  assailed,  and  the  chairman 
of  the  reviewing  committee  has  erred  most  strangely, 
e^ecially  when  we  consider  the  spirit  of  candor  in  which 
he  assures  us  he  entered  upon  this  investigation,  and  the 
extent  of  knowledge  to  which  he  lays  claim  upon  this 
subject 

The  third  particular  in  which  the  chairman  of  the  re- 
viewing committee  finds  the  bill  to  be  erroneous,  is  this: 
that  it  makes  no  distinction  between  States  "  which  have 
or  have  not  received  grants  of  land  or  appropriations  of 
money  for  internal  improvement."  / 
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If  this  clause  in  the  report  were  in  itself  at  all  ambi- 
guous, the  exposition  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
who  reported  K  would  remove  the  doubt.  It  refers  es- 
pecially to  the  grant  made  by  Congress  to  Ohio  to  aid  in 
the  construction  of  her  grand  canal;  and  the  principle 
embodied  in  the  objection  goes  to  tliis,  tliat  the  value  of 
that  grant  ouglit  to  be  deducted  from  the  share  of  that 
State  before  she  receives  her  dividend.  I  sliall  offer  a 
few  suggestions  on  this  point,  and  then  freely  submit  to 
any  unprejudiced  mind  tlie  justice  of  this  proposition. 

Sir,  when  this  grant  of  500,000  acres  of  land  was  made 
to  the  State  of  Ohio,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  her 
grand  canal,  that  great  work,  highly  national  in  its  cha- 
racter, one  in  which  all  portions  of  the  Union  were  and 
are  interested,  had  been  commenced,  and  was  advaiKed 
to  that  stage  of  forwardness  which  rendered  its  comple- 
tion'certain.  The  State  which  had  undertaken  it  was  in 
her  infancy — a  new  community — and,  though  rich  in  her 
fertile  fields,  and  hardy,  industrious,  and  enterprising  peo- 
ple, she  was  without  that  accumulated  wealth  which  has 
enabled  other  States  and  nations  to  achieve  like  enter- 
prises. To  eflect  the  object,  a  resort  to  loans  was  neces- 
sary, for  the  payment  of  which  the  real  estate,  the  land 
of  her  citizens,  was  the  principal  pledge:  the  money 
necessary  to  keep  down  the  interest  was  and  is  raised 
chiefly  by  a  tax  on  land;  and  the  farmer,  who  bore  the 
burden,  was  to  be  indemnified  by  the  increased  value 
which  the  work,  when  completed,  would  give  to  his 
land.     The  land  within  the  State  amounts  to  about  twen- 

?^-five  millions  of  acres;  and  of  this  nearly  seven  millions 
more  than  one-fuurth  of  the  whole)  belonged  to  the 
United  States.  The  Und  of  the  United  States  was  freed 
from  State  taxation,  for  the  ordinary  purposes  of  Govern- 
ment, by  a  special  compact;  but  the  spirit  of  this  com- 
pact did  not  extend  to  an  extraordinary  expenditure  like 
this,  the  tendency  of  which  is  at  once  greatly  to  enhance 
the  value  of  the  subject  The  United  States,  therefore, 
as  a  landholder,  ought,  (it  was  believed,)  in  justice,  to 
bear  a  reasonable  proportion  of  the  common  burden  in- 
curred for  the  common  benefit  of  landholders  in  that 
State.  In  her  capacity  of  landed  proprietor,  the  United 
States  was  interested  to  about  one-fourth  of  the  whole 
amount  of  the  expenditure;  the  donation  which  she  finally 
made  ainounted  to  much  less  than  one-eighth  of  tliat 
amount.  In  this  single  point  of  view,  therefore,  the  Unit- 
ed States  did  nothing  more  than  justice  to  Ohio;  and  it 
would  now  be  both  ungenerous  and  unjust  to  charge  tliis 
donation  (so  called)  upon  the  distributive  share  of  that 
State. 

Sir,  there  is  yet  a  further  benefit  resulting  to  tlie  Unit- 
ed States,  as  a  land  proprietor,  from  the  Ohio  canal,  the 
contribution  to  which  is  so  much  grudged  by  the  honor- 
able chairman  of  th«  Committee  on  Public  Lands.  The 
vast  bulk  of  the  national  domain  lies  upon  the  upper  Mis- 
sissippi and  Missouri,  and  their  branches;  tliis  canal  con- 
i^ecu  tlie  navigable  waters  of  those  rivers  with  the 
Northern  lakes,  and  through  them  to  the  Northern  ports 
on  the  Atlantic,  opening  new  and  important  facilities  to 
emigration,  and  giving  a  new  and  steady  market  to  the 
products  of  that  vast  region.  That  it  tlius  advances  the 
■ales  and  increases  the  value  of  all  this  portion  of  tlie 
public  lands,  is  unquestionable;  the  extent  and  value  of 
this  increase  is  beyond  computation. 

But,  sir,  in  making  thisdonation.  Congress  did  not  place 
it  solely  upon  the  ground  to  which  I  have  adverted,  nor 
did  they  profess  to  give  this  land  as  a  gratuity.  They 
looked,  as  they  ought,  to  the  probable  wants  of  our  whole 
country;  and,  in  case  of  a  foreign  war  with  a  powerful 
maritime  nation,  they  could  not  doubt,  nor  could  any  man 
now  doubt,  tlutt  the  free  use  of  the  canal,  which  is  re- 
served to  the  Union  as  a  condition  of  this  grant,  may 
more  thun  repay,  in  a  single  year,  the  whole  value  of  the 
grant  itself. 


But,  sir,  on  what  ground  is  this  question  placed  bj  Uk 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands?  Doalu 
repudiate  this  bill  because  it  gives  to  the  States  in  vhick 
the  public  lands  lie,  ten  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of  Uk 
sales  within  their  limits?  No,  sir;  he  holds  this  bonui  toa 
small,  and  proposes  to  amend  the  bill  by  raisng  it  to  it 
teen  per  cent.  Now,  on  what  principle  is  this  proposed' 
Surely,  because  the  new  States  are  entitled,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  improvement,  to  the  amount,of  fifteen  per  cent 
on  their  sales,  and  that  it  is  an  act  o'f  justice,  or  st  lent 
justifiable  liberality,  to  give  it  them.  But  if  it  be  jut 
and  proper  to  give  to  these  States  that  per  centum  on  the 
sales  within  their  limits  at  this  time,  ithasalvaytbeenjo: 
for  tlie  tenure  in  those  lands,  and  the  relation  of  the  Go. 
vernment  and  of  the  States  toward  them,  has  never  cbsn;- 
ed,  and  the  principles  of  right  and  justice  are  imBwtsUe. 
It  would,  therefore,  have  been  right  to  give,  in  dooatioai 
of  land  or  money,  fifteen  per  cent,  of  all  the  sales  withia 
the  State  of  Ohio,  to  that  State,  to  aid  her  in  the  cos- 
struction  of  workit  of  internal  improvement;  and  a  dont. 
tion  (if  it  be  purely  such)  which  does  not  extend  beyond 
that  sum,  should  not,  upon  the  principles  of  the  propoml 
amendment,  be  held  up  as  a  charge  against  the  iiute. 
Now,  exclusive  of  the  debts  of  the  Union,  which  bfc 
been  paid  by  the  lands  in  Ohio  in  bounties,  there  lia 
been  actually  received  into  the  treasury,  from  the  sale  of 
lands  within  that  State,  about  seventeen  millions  of  dol- 
lars; tlie  proposed  per  centum  on  which  would  anouit 
to  two  millioo  five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollin, 
which  Ohio  ought  to  have  received,  according  to  the  b>- 
norable  chairman's  own  showing,  instead  of  the  firelian- 
dred  thousand  acres  of  land  with  which  he  propotet  to 
charge  her. 

Sir,  I  will  pursue  this  branch  of  the  inquiry  nofurtlier; 
but  I  cannot  forbear  the  remark,  that  it  struck  me  at  an- 
gular, indeed,  tfiat  an  objection  of  this  kind  could  ever 
have  found  a  place  in  the  report  of  a  committee  of  tUi 
body,  whose  only  object  was  tlie  search  of  truth  and  the 
exposure  of  error,  and  who  advanced  to  the  inquiry,  M 
they  doubtless  did,  without  prejudice  or  partiality  towardi 
any  State  or  any  individual.  _ 

The  fourth  objection  to  the  details  of  the  billi^  that  it 
makes  no  distinction  "  between  those  [States]  which  hare 
or  have  not  a  black  population  to  be  colonized  in  Africa." 
This  appears  on  the  first  page  of  the  report,  grouped 
with  the  two  which  1  have  last  examined;  and  if  it  meal 
any  thing,  I  understand  it,  in  efl'ect,  to  affirm  that  tbote 
States  which  have  a  black  popuUtion  to  be  cohmizcd  a 
Africa,  ouglit  to  have  a  larger  dividend,  in  proportioo  to 
their  population,  than  those  which  have  none;  aad  that tfaii 
bill  is  "obviously  erroneous,"  because  it  does  not  gitt 
them  more-  The  reasons  which  I  have  urged,  in  aasmt 
to  the  first  of  the  three  exceptions  to  the  details  of  the 
bill,  are  alike  decisive  as  to  tliis.  It  would  have  been  a 
violation  of  the  trust  reposed  in  the  United  States  by  the 
deed  of  cession,  to  have  made  the  distinction  here  cUibkI 
in  behalf  of  the  slaveholding  States.  No  wise  suieanaiii 
no  just  man,  cuuld  recommend  it;  and  surely  if  thisclaiiM 
in  the  grant  had  not  wholly  escaped  the  recoUcctioo  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pubhc  Lands,  he  could  aeitr 
have  seriously  urged  its  omission  as  an  objection  to  the  bilL 

But,  sir,  permit  me  to  call  your  attention,  for  one  om- 
ment,  to  the  consistency  of  the  report  of  the  rerieviaf 
committee.  On  page  1st,  they  say  that  the  billa  "<i>- 
viously  erroneous,"  because  it  makes  no  distinctioa  be- 
tween those  States  which  have,  and  those  which  hsvenot, 
a  bUck  population  to  be  colonized  in  Africa.  On  psge  1^ 
they  deliver  a  grave  and  monitory  lecture  on  the  subject 
of  colonization,  declare  it  a  delicate  question  for  Coaptm 
to  touch,  and  add,  that  "the  harmony  of  the  Sistci,  aid 
the  durabihty  of  the  confederacy,  interdict  the  le^ehnot 
of  the  Federal  Legislature  on  the  subject."  No*  ''■'•J 
two  clauses  make  rather  an  odd  appearance  when  placed    | 
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m  juxtaposition  with  each  other,  especially  in  a  moat  can- 
<I>d  report,  the  sole  object  of  which  is  tlie  detection  and 
correction  of  f^reat  and  dangerous  errors.  But,  so  skilful 
is  the  honorable  Senator  who  presented  this  report  in  the 
detection  of  errors,  that  he  can  find  them  every  where,  on 
eyery  side  of  every  proposition;  and  such  the  subtlety  of 
bas  lo^c,  that  he  can  expose  them,  too,  though  they  lurk 
unseen  by  an  ordinary  vision;  go  where  you  will,  reason 
as  you  may,  there  is  no  escaping  him — like  Butler's  logi- 
cal knight-emot, 

Ou  eitlwr  iide  he  can  dispute, 
Conftite,  ehnn^  tideif,  and  «ull  eonfVitc. 

On  the  second  page  of  their  report,  the  reviewing  com- 
naittce  examine  the  account  current  of  the  public  domain, 
aa  stated  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky,  and  find 
it,  also,  rery  erroneous.  Instead  of  being  in  debt  ten 
miUJons^  or  upwards,  they  show  that  it  has  overpaid,  by 
miuiy  millions,  all  costs  and  charges,  leaving  on  hand  many 
hundred  millions  of  acres  of  land  undisposed  of.  But,  at 
page  6,  they  tell  us  that  ■■  the  administration  of  the  public 
lands  is  an  expensive  branch,  and  an  unprofitable  source  of 
re'renue;  and  a  cessation  from  the  agency,  and  a  release 
from  the  expense,  would  form  a  respectable  item  in  the 
plan  of  retrenchment,"  &c.  Thus,  in  one  place,  the  land 
has  yielded  a  fund  Much  larger  than  represented  by  the 
SenUeman  from  Kentucky;  in  another,  it  yields  much  less, 
and  is,  in  truth,  an  expense  and  burden  to  the  Govem- 
meat.  Sir,  the  state  of  facts  in  the  hands  of  the  honor> 
able  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  changes, 
with  admirable  fiicility,  to  suit  the  argument  which  it  is 
used  to  overthrow  or  advance. 

But  time  presses,  and  I  can  give  but  a  pasang  notice  to 
the  many  matters  touched  upon  in  this  report.  In  that 
presented  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  it  is 
said  that  the  present  land  system  has  been  long  tried,  and 
that  it  works  well;  and  the  rapid  increase  of  population  in 
the  "Western  States,  especially  in  Ohio,  tl»e  eldest  of  those 
Stales,  and  the  one  in  which  the  experiment  has  been  the 
most_  fully  tried,  is  presented  as  an  exam|}le.  In  this 
position,  and  in  the  illustration  also,  the  reviewing  com- 
mittee detect  other  and  further  errors.  "The  truth  is, 
(say  they,pagell,)  Ohio  owes  at  least  two-thirds  of  her  pre- 
sent greatness  to  settlements  on  Virginuc  military  boun- 
ties, on  lands  sold  before  the  adoptioil  of  the  present 
system,  at  the  easy  rate  of  sixty-six  and  two-third  cents 
per  acre,  payable  in  revolutionary  certificates;  on  the 
Western  reserve,  sold  by  Connecticut  to  individuals,  at  a 
few  cents  per  acre;  on  donations  to  settlers,  to  Nova  Scotia 
and  Canadian  refugees,  and  for  scliools  and  other  pur- 
poses; and  on  the  public  lands,  where  a  multitude  of  poor 
people  are  seated  without  titles." 

Sir,  to  examine  specially,  and  assign  its  true  merit  to  this 
Ions'  "i^y  of  causes  on  which  this  report  rests  the  "  present 
greatness"  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  would  occupy  more  time 
than  I  wish  to  devote  to  it,  and  much  more  tlian  yoiir  pa- 
tience would  allow.  Some  leading  items  only  will  I  notice. 
And,  first,  the  Virpnia  military  bounties.  Their  location  in 
the  State  of  Ohio  is  assigned  as  one  of  the  great  causes  of  her 
prosperi^;  or,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  on  Public 
I,ands,  if'^that  tract  of  country  had  been  surveyed  and 
sold  by  the  United  SUte.«,  the  settlement  of  the  SUte 
would  have  been  thereby  retarded;  or,  in  other  words, 
this  tract  of  country  would  not  have  been  as  well  peopled 
as  it  now  is.  Their  position  must  be  true  to  this  extent, 
or  the  argument  of  the  reviewing  committee  is  fallacious. 
But  how  u  the  fact? 

It  is  idle  to  suppose  that  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  Vir- 
nia,  the  recipients  of  this  bounty,  have  settled  en  the 
nd  set  off  to  them,  and  thus  peopled  the  cmmtry;  this 
has  not  occurred  in  one  case  in  a  thousand.     That  they 
sold  their  warrants  at  a  cheap  rate,  is  true;  but  the  pur- 
chasers were  not  the  actual  settlers  and  tillers  of  the  soil. 
Tb*  proprietors  of  warrants  sold  to  speculators  before  or 
Vot.  nil.— 72 
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after  location — single  individuals,  purchanng  several  bun* 
dreds  of  thousands  of  acres,  and  selling  aeain  at  rates  sel- 
dom below,  and  often  much  above,  the  minimum  price  of 
the  public  lands;  consequently  the  settlement  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  was  much  retarded,  and  Kn^ered  fiur 
behind  that  of  the  adjacent  lands  of  a  good  quahty  east  of 
the  Scioto  or  west  of  tlie  Little  Miami  rivers.  But  there 
were  other  causes  besides  merely  price,  which  delayed  the 
settlement  of  the  Virginia  militaiy  district  It  often  hap- 
pened that  choice  tracts  of  land,  inviting  to  the  ftrmer, 
could  not  be  purchased  upon  any  terms.  Sometimes  it 
belonged  to  infiint  heirs;  or  was  divided,  in  the  course  of 
descents,  into  minute  portions,  the  property  of  person* 
separated  frtmi  each  other,  and  ignorant  of  their  ripits;  and 
thus  was,  in  effect,  shut  out  from  sale,  and  consequently 
from  settlement.  And,  moreover,  cases  of  defective  title% 
consequent  upon  interfering  claims,  as  well  as  the  state  (rf' 
things  to  which  I  have  just  referred,  formed  a  moat  seriotu 
obstacle  to  the  sale  and  settlement  of  those  lands.  These 
are  among  the  causes  which  produced  a  well  known  effect^ 
that  part  of  Ohio  did,  in  fitct,  settle  lem  rapidly  than  the 
lands  on  either  side  of  it  of  like  quality,  which  Mras  tokiby 
the  Government.  So  &r,  therefore,  from  owing  her  great- 
ness to  that  circumstance,  Ohio  baa  been  retardeduiberad- 
vancement  by  the  location  of  those  lands  Tnthin  her  borders. 

The  next  circumstance  which,  according  to  this  f- 
port,  aided  to  achieve  the  greatness  of  Ohio,  was  the  sale 
of  lands  "before  the  adoption  of  the  present  system,  at 
the  easy  rate  of  nxty-six  and  two-thiid  cents  per  sore, 
payable  in  certificates." 

I  must  here  take  leave,  once  more,  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  the  consistency  of  the  fiu:ts  and  opinions 
advanced  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  as  presented 
In  this  report.  They  |^ve  us  the  value  of  the  public 
lands  in  the  several  new  States  and  Tenitories,  m  the 
gross,  and  average  them  at  between  twenty  and  fifty  cents 
per  acre;  even  the  fine  lands  in  Illinois,  than  which  the 
world  affords  none  better,  would  range,  as  they  have  it, 
below  fifty  cents,  and  this,  too,  land  which  is  bordering  on 
flourishing  settlements,  and  is  surveyed  and  ready  for 
market.  But  companies  who  formed  the  first settieroenta 
in  Ohio  purchased  at  the  easy  rate,  of  sixty-six  and  two- 
third  cents  per  acre. 

Sir,  to  enable  the  Senate  to  form  an  estimate  of  the 
justness  of  this  comparison,  and  the  consequent  c(»reot- 
ness  of  the  report  in  this  particular,  L  must  call  your  at- 
tention for  a  moment  to  the  actual  state  of  the  country  at 
the  time  the  two  large  purchases  referred  to  were  made. 
That  I  may  consume  as  little  of  your  time  as  possible,  I 
will  refer  specially  to  but  one,  and  that  the  larger,  anid, 
by  a  short  time,  the  earlier  purchases;  but  all  tmt  I  may 
say  of  one,  is,  substantially,  applicable  to  both,  except 
that  the  Miami  purchase  covered  a  rich  tract  of  countiy, 
while  that  of  the  Ohio  Company  was  unfortunately  fixed 
upon  a  less  fertile  spot. 

The  Ohio  Compsny  effected  their  purchase  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1787.  At  this  time  we  were  yet  recent  from  the 
war  with  England  which  gave  us  independence.  Her 
troops  and  garrisons  were  not  withdrawn  from  our  terri- 
tories; she  still  held  possesion  of  Detroit,  and  some  smaU 
forts  on  the  southern  shore  of  Lake  Erie,  by  means  of 
which,  and  her  traders,  she  held  control  over  the  Indians, 
and  incited  them  to  hostilities.  On  the  one  nde  our  fron- 
tier settlements  had  puahed  westward  as  far  as  Fort  Pht 
and  Wheeling,  but  it  was  in  weak  and  scattered  detach- 
ments, constantly  menaced  with  Indian  masncre,  and  Tea- 
turing  but  a  little  way  from  the  forts  by  which  they  were 
protected.  No  wheeled  carriage  had  then,  I  believe, 
ever  crossed,  or  could  cross,  the  Alleghany  mountain«the 
families  and  the  household  g^oods  of  the  emig^nti^  and 
all  the  comforts,  and  even  necessaries  of  life,  whidi  tbey 
did  not  wholly  forego,  and  which  their  woods  and  fields  did 
not  ftimish,  were  transported  on  horseback  fW>m  Cham- 
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benbarg  and  Fort  Cumberland;  and  there  are  spot*  inl     In  the  lame  pag«  (11)  the  committee  tells  us  tint,  m 
the  gorgtt  of  the  mountain,  the  Dames  of  which  attest  1828,  there  were  in  the  new  States  an  aggregate  of  one 


QaX  even  this  difficult  and  adventurous  traffic  was  not  car- 
ried on  in  safety.  Such  was,  briefly,  the  situation  of  the 
country  when  the  Ohio  Company  purchased  uf  the  United 
States  1,500,000  acres  of  land,  in  a  single  body,  one  hun- 
dred milea  beyond  the  furthest  outposts  of  our  settlement, 
in  a  hilly  and  comparatively  barren  region,  and  themselves, 
by  their  compact,  bound,  not  only  to  survey  their  own 
lands,  but  one-twelfth  part  of  the  whole,  which  was  re- 
served by  Congress,  in  the  centre  of 'each  township,  fur 
their  own  future  sale.  This  purchase,  at  the  time,  and 
under  the  circumstances  I  have  mentioned,  was  made,  say 
the  reviewing  committee,  "attheeasy  rate  of  sixty-six  and 
two4hirdcents  the  acre,"  while,  in  the  next  page  of  their 
r«port,  they  show,  or  attempt  to  show,  that  the  average 
Talae  of  lands  in  the  best  and  most  rapidly  populating  dis- 
tricts of  country  in  the  Union  are  now  worth  less  than 
fifty  cents  p«r  acre.  No  one,  I  think,  will  longer  wonder 
that  the  bill  reported  by  my  honorable  friend  from  Ken- 
tucky has  received  the  decisive  condemnation  of  this 
committee.  For,  sir,  though  the  gentlemen  composing 
it*  majority  did,  doubtless,  give  the  subject  of  the  public 
lands  the  singular  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
fiictures,  for  sound  reasons,  and  from  the  purest  motives, 
without  any  purpose  of  involving  any  individual  in  diffi 
culty  or  embarrassment  I  and  altliough  the  second  refer- 
ence to  themselves  of  the  subject  which  they  had  before 
thus  strangely,  and  which  had  been  examined  thus  ably, 
was,  doubtless,  done  from  a  high  sense  of  public  duty 
alone;  and  although,  doubtless,  as  tlie  honorable  chairman 
of  the  reviewing  committee  observed,  he  has  done  nothing 
more  than  to  correct  (what  appeared  to  him)  palpable 
errors,  in  fcet  and  argument,  in  the  report  of  the  first  com- 
nittee,  and  this,  too,  in  no  unfriendly  spirit;  yet,  the  ex- 
traordinary fiicuhy  which  he  possesses  uf  marslialling  his 
ftcts,  the  discipline  which  he  has  taught  them,  so  that,  at 
his  bidding,  they  will  fiice  either  way,  and  overwhelm  a 
propcaition  which  he  may  be  disposed  to  prove  wrong; 
and  his  principles  of  comparison,  as  evinced  in  the  in- 
ttancato  which  I  have  last  referred,  so  different  from  tliat 
of  oAer  men,  and  so  wholly  inacrutable  to  an  every  day 
intellect)  would  lead  us,  on  the  whole,  to  conclude  that 
no  view  which  could  have  been  taken  of  this  subject  by 
the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures,  unless  aided  by  uispira- 
tion,  could  have  met  any  thing  leas  than  his  "decisive  con. 
demnation." 

One  Qtlier  item  in  tlie  enumeration  of  the  causes  of  the 
"  greatness  of  Ohio,"  is  the  **  multitude"  of  poor  peuple 
seated  on  public  lands,  without  titles." — p.  11.  Nuw,  this 
it  an  entire  assumptiunt  the  fact  is  otherwise;  there  ai-e  not 
now,  nor  have  there  ever  been,  midtitudes  (in  the  sense  in 
which  the  term  is  used  in  this  report)  of  poor  people 
Mated  on  the  public  lands  in  tiiat  State,  nor  any  number 
at  all  considerable,  compared  with  the  actual  piipulatiun. 
Ohio  has  derived  no  add.tion  to  her  "  grcatnrss"  from  any 
•uch  source;  there  have  been,  and  still  are,  some  instances 
of  mdividiMls  settling  on  the- public  land  there,'as  well 
as  elsewhere  in  the  new  States;  but  those  of  them  who 
wished  to  do  so,  have  always  been  able,  in  a  short  lime,  to 
purchase  and  become  the  proprietors  of  their  homes; 
others,  whose  tastesand  habits  led  tliem  to  preferit,  pushed 
onward  in  advance  of  settlement  and  civilization,  and  no 
device  to  which  you  could  resort — no  lure  which  you 
could  hold  out  to  them — would  tempt  these  men  to  ever 
become  and  continue  freeholders.  A  reduction  of  the 
pricet  or  even  a  gift  of  the  land,  would  not  do  it;  it  is 
already,  and  has  long  been,  in  tlie  power  of  any  man  who 
deserved  it,  to  be  the  owner  of  a  freehold,'by  just  a  sufli- 
cient  effort  to  induce  him  to  prixe  his  possessions  when 
obtained.  So  much,  sir,  for  the  general  assertion  con- 
tained in  the  report;  now  for  the  proof  on  which  it  is  sbp- 
posed  that  assertion  rest*. 


hundred  and  forty  thousand  men  who  were  noii-freehoU- 
era;  men,  of  course,  arrived  at  the  age  of  twenty^nt 
years  and  upwards.  The  population  of  those  Sutn'u^ 
in  the  same  paper,  estimated  at  two  million  one  lumdrtd 
thousand  souls;  from  which  statistical  facts,  a  state  of  po. 
verty  and  vassalage  is  inferred,  and  one-third  of  all  tht  in- 
habitants are' pronounced  "tenants to landliolders, or htv 
passers  on  the  public  lands."  This  pniposition  is,  it  must 
be  confessed,  somewhat  startling;  but  let  us  loukfort 
moment  into  the  organization  of  society  in  the  new  Stitti, 
the  habits,  customs,  and  pursuits  of  the  people,  and  « 
iball  come  to  a  conclusion  very  different  from  that  whicli 
is  arrived  at.by  the  reviewing  committee. 

It  will  be  seen,  by  reference  to  the  census  tetam  of 
1830,  that  there  were  in  the  new  States  referred  to  cud- 
siderably  more  than  two  hundred  and  eiglity  tbouand 
men  between  the  ages  of  twenty-one  and  thirty  y«in. 
Not  more  than  one-lialf  this  number,  upon  a  fair  avenge, 
are  married  and  settled  in  life,  or  would  be  so,  if  M) 
and  houses  were  given  to  tliem  for  the  asking,  b  tlut 
portion  of  our  country,  the  average  age  of  marriagr,  for 
young  men,  is  about  twenty-five  or  twentj-ix.  Until 
tliat  perio<l  of  life,  they  either  remain  with  their  parniti, 
and  assist  them  upon  tlieir  fiirms,  or  engage  in  so■weDte^ 
prise,  by  way  of  trj'ing  their  fortunes,  and  seeing  ho» 
the  world  looks  beyond  their  immediate  preonctui  mi 
the  honorable  chairman,  who,  in  this  report,  tiid  the 
speech  witli  which  he  backed  it,  lias  so  much  deplund 
tlieir  condition,  could  not,  unless  we  were  to  chsiii  then 
to  the  soil,  repress  tliis  outbreaking  of  curioai^  ud 
enterprise. 

Admit  me  right  in  this,  (and  I  think  no  one  who  is  h- 
miliar  with  the  people  of  the  Western  States  will  dray 
that  I  am  so,)  we  have  accounted  at  once  for  the  oii« 
hundred  and  forty  thousand  non-freeholders,  without  Hie 
introduction  into  our  estimate  of  a  single  vassal,  tinint, 
or  trespasser.  But,  then,  there  are,  moreover,  avsiifiy  of 
the  mechanic  arts,  which  are  carried  on.  to  a  coniidenble 
extent  in  the  Western  States,  especiaHy  in  our  pnncipil 
towns;  and  although  the  proprietor  of  tlie  worktliop  be 
himself  a  freeholder,  he  must  have  his  journeymen  who 
are  not;  tlie  merchant  must  have  his  clerks;  tlien  there 
are  those  who  navigate  our  steam  and  canal  boats;  wagon- 
ers, stsge  drivers,  hunters  and  trailers  in  the  Nortliwrst, 
and  to  Santa  Fe;  and  those  who  d.g  lead  m  Misioun,  u«l 
at  Galena,  witli  a  long  list  of  otiier  occupations,  esKriiiol 
ill  every  civilized  community,  whxh  rt  quire  no  fi«lioE 
On  the  whole,  it  is  a  tnatter  of  surprise  that  there  » lueli 
a  small  number  of  non-freeholders  in  ao  large  a  popula- 
tion. There  are,  it  is  true,  tenants  who  cultiyate  Isn* 
not  their  own,  but  it  is  from  clKiice,  not  necessity;  tnd  * 
would  be  no  improvement  in  the  condition  of  tiiciety  to 
change  that  state  ot  things.  In  tlie  section  of  couuft 
which  the  hunoiable  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Poll- 
lie  Lands  so  ably  represents,  it  is  easy  for  every  Biai  to 
cultivate  his  own  lands  with  tlie  labor  of  his  own  shier, 
with  us  it  is  different,  and  the  owner  of  Und  must  re- 
sort to  free  labor,  tor  which  he  pays  a  fall  and  fiiircqia- 
valent;  and  the  condition  of  a  tenant,  or  evena  laborer,  let 
me  tell  llie  honorable  gentleman,  is,  with  us,  entirely  com- 
patible with  the  most  perfect  freedom  and  respectability. 
Let  him,  therefore,  feel  no  horror  at,  or  even  sympsthJ 
for,  the  condition  of  our  people,  who  are  personally  si» 
hidividually  among  the  must  independent  and  happy  upoa 
earth.  As  to  trespassers  residing  on  the  public  Unda,  ai 
&r  as  I  am  informed,  we  have  none  of  them. 

So  much  for  the  condition  of  that  portion  of  the  people 
for  which  the  honorable  Senator  professes,  and,  doutit- 
less,  feels,  such  deep  and  unfeigned  sympathy-  I  ^ 
now  say  something  of  the  effect  which  would  be  produced 
upon  the  country  bjr  the  adoption  of  the  schenie  piopo'" 
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by  the  Committee  on  Public  Land«i  and  I  »m  the  more 
especially  called  upon  to  do  this,  as  my  State,  it  seems, 
has  fallen  under  the  ban  of  the  honorable  Senator's  dis- 
pleasure, for  opposing  this,  and,  perhaps,  others  of  his 
favorite  measures.  _  "  Ohio  (says  the  honorable  Senator) 
is  fixed  and  determined  in  many  things  not  much  to  her 
credit  fur  liberality."  Now  th'is,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
is  one  thing  of  the  "  many,"  and  probably  the  "  heaviest 
and  the  worst;"  and  as  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  relieve 
my  State,  as  far  as  may  be,  from  the  weight  of  the  honor- 
able Senator's  displeasure,  I  will  try,  in  this  matter  al 
least,  to  show  that  wc  have  reason  and  justice  upon  the 
side  of  our  supposed  ill  berality. 

The  State  of  Ohio  is,  with  inconsiderable  exceptions, 
carved  out  of  the  national  domain;  it  is  a  small  part  of  an 
immense  tract  of  land  owned  by  the  great  proprietor. 
This  land  was  purchased  by  her  citizens  principally  at 
the  price  of  two  dollars  per  acre,  averaging,  at  least,  one 
dollar  and  seventy-five  cents;  and  four-fifths  of  the  lands 
jvithin  the  bounds  of  the  State  are  now  the  property  of 
tlie  State,  or  its  citizens.     The  report  of  the  committee 
estimates  the  amount  at  something  more  than  twenty- 
two  millions  of  acres;  which  estimate,  I  presume,  is  nearly 
correct.    There  are  now  more  than  one  hundred  mil- 
lions of  acres  of  the  public  lands  in  market,  which  have 
been  in  market  five  yearsand  upwards,  most  of  them  con- 
ti^ous  to  that  State;  and  now  the  proposition  is  to  re- 
duce, at  once,  all  this  immense  amuunt  of  land  to  fifty 
cents  per  acre.     And  what  would  be  its  eflect'    The 
value  of  a  fi»rm  is  composed  of  two  ingredients:  the  price 
at  which  it  could  be  purchased  in  an  unimproved  state, 
and  the  value  of  the  improvements  which  the  industr}' 
of  man  has  placed  upon  it;  something  always  to  be  added 
for  the  general  improvement  of  a  country  in  which  wild 
as  well  as  cultivated  lands  partake.     The  United  States 
being  the  principal  landed  proprietor,  and  luiving  more 
wild  lands  for  sale  than  will  supply  all  the  purchasers  for 
ages  to  come,  the  price  of  uncultivated  lands  is  com- 
pletely in  their  power;  it  mav,  at  their  bidding,  be  sunk 
into  nothing;  tiierefore,  the  first  ingredient  entering  into 
the  value  of  lands  in  Ohio,  belonging  to  the  State  and  its  citi- 
zens, is  the  present  minimum  price  of  wild  lands,  one  dollar 
and  twenty -five  cents  per  acre;  and  this  part  of  its  value, 
equal  to  about  twenty -eight  millions  of  dollars,  it  is  in  the 
power  of  Congress,  by  legislation,  to  retain  as  it  now  is, 
or,  in  whole,  or  in  part,  to  destroy  it.      Suppose  the  re- 
duction proposed  by  the  Committee  on  PubUc  Lands,  to 
fifty  cents  for  all  lands  which  have  been  five  years  in  the 
market,  should  take  place,  it  strikes  off,  at  once,  from  the 
Unds  of  that  State  seventy-five  cents  per  acre,  equal  to 
about  sixteen  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  of  its 
present  aggregate  value,  of  which  the  direct  loss  to  the 
State  would  be  about  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  the  residue  falling  upon  individuals.  Now,  this,  sir, 
is  more  than  I  am  willing  to  surrender  in  behalf  of  Ohio, 
even  though  the  sacrifice  should  remove  entirely  from 
the  mind  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Alabama  bis  un- 
favorable opinion  of  her  liberalitjr. 

But,  sir,  a  valuation  of  the  kind  proposed  would  be 
no  less  unjust  to  the  landholders  in  the  newer  States  of 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  than  to  Ohio;  and  were  I  a  repre> 
sentative  from  either  of  those  Stales,  I  would,  as  I  now 
do,  oppose  it  to  the  utmost.  Take  a  single  case,  and 
it  will  coverall  in  its  principle:  Eight  emigrants  purchased 
six  months  ago  their  quarter  section  of  Und  each,  upon 
the  frontier  settlements  in  Indiana  or  Illinois,  and  paid  for 
it  all  the  cash' they  had  to  part  with,  at  one  dollar  and 
twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  making  sixteen  hundred  dol- 
lars. Suppose  they  liad  just  put  up  their  cabins,  and  are 
preparing  for  a  crop;  this  day  you  reduce  the  public  lands 
all  around  them  to  fifty  cents  per  acre;  is  not  their  pro- 
perty— their  lands — reduced  at  once  to  the  same  value? 
And  do  you  not  take  from  them,  by  a  single  act  of  legisla- 


tion, nine  hundred  and  forty  dollars  of  the  rixteen  hun- 
dred dollars  in  value  of  their  lands?  Surely.  And  for 
what  purpose  do  you  do  this?  That  a  few  vagrant  in- 
dividuals, who  would  rather  hunt  buffaloes,  and  trap 
beavers  and  muskrats,  andmaraud  upou  the  Indians,  than 
cultivate  lands,  may  be  enabled  to  become  freeholdersi 
men  who  would  not  own  and  cultivate  lands  if  they  might{ 
nay,  who  could  not  be  forced  to  do  it,  unless  fettered  to 
the  soil.  Sir,  it  will  not  do.  These  violent  change  in 
the  value  of  private  property,  especially  of  landed  estates, 
bring  misery  and  ruin  in  their  train:  tliey  should  be  avoid- 
ed, whenever  it  is  possible,  by  a  wise  and  beneficent  Go> 
▼ernment;butit  is  worse  than  madness  in  a  Lepslature  to 
voluntarily  inflict  them  upon  a  people. 

It  would  seem  as  if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  honorable 
chairman  of  tite  Committee  on  Public  Ijtnds,  the  very 
acme  of  national  prosperiW'  consists  in  emigration, 
and  that  all  legislation  should  be  aimed  and  directed  to 
the  encouragement  of  that  sole  object;  and  more  esp«- 
cially  that,  for  the  benefit  of  the  West,  all  other  occu> 
patluns,  in  otlier  portions  of  the  Union,  should  be  dki* 
couraged  or  destroyed,  that  the  inhabitants  may  be  driven 
or  allured  into  emigration.  Hence,  sir,  the  heavy  anathe- 
mas pronounced  against  the  report  of  Mr.  Kush,  when 
at  tlie  head  of  the  treasury,  in  which  he  urges  tlie  dangw 
of  holding  out  new  inducements  to  migration,  lest  it 
should  draw  off  that  portion  of  our  population  now  en- 
gaged  in  manufactures,  and  make  them  agriculturists. 

Now,  sir,  1,  as  a  Western  man,  concur  in  the  princi- 
ples contained  in  that  branch  of  Mr.  Rush's  report;  no 
matter  how  much  they  have  been  the  subject  of  misre- 
presentation and  abu.v:,  they  contain  sound  political  and 
practical  wisdom,  and  I  am  willing  to  endorse  fur,  and 
sUnd  prepared  to  sustain  them;  but  be  it  not  forgotten  that 
no  idea  is  held  forth  of  discouraging  or  checking  the 
natural  regular  current  of  em'gration;this  was,  according 
to  his  views,  to  remain  unaltered  and  undisturbed,  except 
as  new  fields  for  the  enterprise  and  industry  of  our  citi- 
zens might  direct  them  to  other  objects. 

For  the  good  of  mtr  country,  wir  whole  country,  and 
all  and  each  portion  of  our  countiy,  new  and  old,  emigra- 
tion has  been,  and  still  is,  rapid  enough;  it  requires  no 
new  inducements;  and  except  the  continued  improve- 
ment in  the  fikcilities  of  mutual  intercourse,  nothing  to 
encourage,  nothing  to  hasten  it.  So  far  as  the  West  is 
concerned,  certainly  it  requires  nothing  more.  We  are, 
there,  essentially,  an  agricultural  people;  the  products 
of  the  earth  are  raised  in  superabundance,  and  a  market 
Is  all  that  is  wanting  to  give  us  independence,  and  even 
wealth.  It  would  be  madness  in  us,  then,  to  de«re  that 
the  workshops  of  the  East,  which  purchase  our  produce, 
and  supply  us  with  their  fabrics,  should  be  broken  up, 
and  that  the  men  and  capital  which  they  employ  should 
be  induced,  by  bounties  ti'om  the  Government,  to  trans- 
fer themselves  to  our  neighborhood,  and  become  our 
rivals  in  agriculture.  It  is  better  for  us  tliat  they  should 
remain  where  they  are,  and  prosper,  while  they  advance 
our  prosperity  as  well  as  theirs,  than  that  they  should  be 
transferred  to  our  borders,  at  die  expense  and  sacrifice 
of  both. 

Sir,  there  is  still  one  feature  of  this  report  which  Ought 
not  to  pass  unnoticed.  It  proposes,  it  is  true,  tbat  the 
present  system  of  sales  be  preserved;  that  the  United 
States  still  retain  the  care  and  superintendence  of  the 
property;  and  that  the  price  only  of  the  lands  be  reducedi 
but  the  whole  body  of  the  report  itself,  its  assumed  hc\» 
and  strained  deductions,  all  tend  to  a  different  result— 
an  abandonment  of  the  lauds  to  the  States  in  which  they 
lie,  or  their  gift  to  such  as  are  willing  to  receive  them. 

it  is  said  (page  5)  that  they  "  are  an  inconvenient 
burden,  which  ought  to  be  gfot  rid  of  without  delay;" 
"tliat  they  should  receive  a  new  destination  for  the  relief 
of  the  States  in  which  they  he;"  "that  they  should  b« 
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(•iven  to  settlers,  or  abandoned  to  the  States  in  which  ^ 
they  liet"  "that  the  speedy  extinction  of  the  federal  title 
withi  n  the  Statesia  necessary  for  their  independence,"  &c.  j 
but  I  am  weary  of  citation.  Let  gentlemen  look  over  the 
several  propositions  laid  down  by  the  reviewing  com- 
mittee in  pages  5  and  6  of  their  report,  and  they  will 
see  at  once  to  what  it  tends;  and  no  man  who  looks  for 
consistency,  order,  and  so  much  of  logic  as  would  give  a 
conclusion  bearing  some  relation  to  the  premises,  but 
roust  be  surprised  at  the  result  of  this  singulsir  paper.  It 
seems  as  if  the  body  of  the  edifice  had  been  raised  by  one 
arehitect;  and  another,  without  knowledge  of  the  design 
of  the  builder,  or  examining  his  work,  had  fashioned  the 
dome.    It  is  a  human  head  upon  the  neck  of  a  horse. 

Sir,  I  cannot  part  with  this  subject  without  saying  some- 
thing of  the  project  reported  by  my  honorable  ftiend  from 
Kentucky,  and  which  is  embodied  in  this  bill.  He  pro- 
poses the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands 
among  the  several  States,  to  be  by  them  applied  to  inter- 
nal improvement;  thepaymentof  debts  contracted  for  in- 
ternal improvement;  ■  the  colonization  of  free  people  of 
color,  and  education;  objects  national  in  their  character, 
and  dear  to  all  who  value  the  prosperity  of  our  country, 
and  the  improvement  and  happiness  of  the  human  race. 
Doubts,  it  IS  true,  have  been  suggested,  of  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  measure,  but  I  humbly  conceive,  when  ex- 
amined, those  doubts  will  be  dissipated. 

All  the  lands  of  the  United  States  are  placed  upon  the 
same  footing  by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  the 
right*  of  the  nation  over  each  and  every  part  of  it  are  held 
to  be  the  same.  In  this  the  two  committees  agree  en- 
tirely. We  may,  therefore,  hold  it  as  a  conceded  point.  1 
will  examine  our  rights  over  but  one  portion  or  it,  and 
that,  at  present,  bv  far  the  roost  important — that  lying  be- 
tween the  Ohio,  ike  Mississippi,  and  the  lakes,  formerly 
known  as  the  territory  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio.  And, 
nr,  as  it  is  a  question  of  strict  law,  you  will  excuse  me 
the  repetition  which  it  necessarily  involves. 

Wenold  these  lands  by  virtue  of  a  deed  of  cession  from 
the  State  of  Virginia,  to  which  I  will  once  agpin  refer. 
This  deed,  after  designating  certain  trusts  to  which  a  part 
of  it  was  to  be  applied,  provides: 

"  Tliat  all  the  lands  within  the  territory  so  ceded  to  the 
United  States,  and  not  reserved  for,  or  appropriated  to, 
any  of  the  before  mentioned  purposes,  or  disposed  of  in 
bountiesto  the  officei'S  and  soldiers  of  the  American  army, 
■lull  be  considered  a  common  fund  for  the  use  and  benefit 
of  such  of  the  United  States  as  have  become,  or  shall  be- 
come, members  of  the  confederation  or  federal  alliance 
of  the  States,  Virginia  inclusive,  according  to  their  usual 
respective  proportions  in  the  general  charge  and  expen- 
diture, and  shall  be  fUthfuUy  and  bona  fiat  disposed  of 
for  that  purpose,  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatsoever." 

This  cession  was  made  and  accepted  before  the  adop- 
tion of  the  federal  constitution;  it  has,  therefore,  no  rela- 
tion to  that  instrument;  but  the  constitution  (art.  6th) 
has  relation  to  the  deed,  and  one  of  the  contracts  entered 
into  and  binding  on  the  national  &ith.  This  places  the 
General  Government  in  the  situation  of  a  trustee  of  this 
fui^  vbich  it  must  dispose  of  bona  fide  for  the  common 
benefit  Now,  sir,  while  the  nation,  which  represents 
all  the  States  collectively,  was  indebted,  its  debt  being, 
the  debt  of  all,  it  was  a  fair  and  legitimate  execution  of 
the  trust,  to  sell  the  lands,  and  apply  the  proceeds  to  the 
payment  of  the  debt;  so,  also,  if  its  proceeds  be  necessa- 
ry for  the  current  expenses  of  the  Government.  This  no 
one  doubts,  as  it  is  disposing  of  the  property  bona  fide  for 
the  use  and  benefit  of  all  the  States,  and  in  the  proportions 
stipulated.  But  what  is  to  be  done  when  the  debt  is  paid, 
and  the  fund  is  not  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  Gene- 
ral  Government' 

Give  it  away,  cast  it  off  as  an  inconvenient  burden,  say 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands.    Dispose  of  it  as  hereto 


fore,  and  distribute  the  proceeds  justly,  according  to  the 
intent  and  spirit  of  the  trust  under  which  ymi  hold  it,  n; 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

The  compact  which  the  acceptance  of  the  deed  of  ce> 
sion  carried  with  it,  I  hold  to  be  imperative  and  perptli. 
al.  In  all  future  time,  and  under  all  circumstance!,  usd 
the  sales  are  completed,  the  lands  remain  a  common  fiini 
They  must  be  disposed  of  by  Cong^e8s,.i(ma  Jide  fortke 
use  and  benefit  oi  such  of  the  States  as  shall  be  memben 
of  the  federal  alliance  at  the  time  of  their  sale  or  ditpoa- 
tion.  But  must  the  fund  necessarily  be  held  and  appfed 
by  Congress  to  the  future  exigencies  of  the  General  Gc- 
vernment?  Ido  notaskifit  may,  butmustit?  Theptn- 
gfraphs  already  dwelt  upon  carry  with  them  no  uek 
obligation;  but  there  is  another  member  of  the  cIubc, 
which  clearly  implies  distribution.  -This  fund,  fertile  cwfr 
mon  benefit,  shall  be  bona  fide  disposed  of  for  the  use  ud 
benefit  of  all  the  States,  "according  to  tiieir  uaiul  R- 
spective  proportions  in  the  gfeneral  charge  and  expeai 
ture."  If  the  object  had  been  to'apply  this  only  to  ttie 
accruing  charges  which  revenue,  properly  so  called,  ii 
designed  to  meet,  this  last  cited  clause  would  have  fousd 
no  place  here.  But  it  clearly  contemplates  distribudaii, 
and  is  placed  upon  the  basis  of  a  profit  and  loss  account 
between  individual  partners.  In  the  proportion  thst  State 
contribute  to  support  the  expenses  of  Government,  in  tbit 
proportion  shall  tney  receive  the  proceeds  of  sale  or^oai- 
mon  property.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  aclearoseof 
constitutional  right,  if  not  of  obligation,  that  these  lamb 
and  their  proceeds  be  applied  in  the  manner  proposed  W 
this  bill.  This  mode  is  as  just,  and  it  is  expedient  ilike 
for  the  benefit  of  ail  the  States,  old  and  new.  The  tret- 
sury  of  the  United  States  is  now  full  to  overflowing,  ud 
for  none  of  the  purposes  of  Government  is  this  tiiid 
necessary  or  useful  to  the  nation  as  a  whole.  But  the 
States  have,  by  their  general  compact,  divested  them- 
selves of  the  first  and  greatest  resource  of  revenue— ihit 
of  imposts  on  commerce ;  many  of  them,  having  no  other 
resource,  support  their  Government  by  hard,  ifirect  tui- 
tion upon  land,  which,  less  than  any  other  species  of  pi»- 
perty,  can  bear  taxation.  Thus,  they  labor  under  g;ral, 
and,  indeed,  almost  insurmountable  difficulties,  in  niiii[ 
funds  for  those  expenditures  necessary  for  the  interml 
Improvement  of  their  country,  and  the  education  of  the 
rismg  generation.  The  distribution  of  the  proceeds  rf 
these  lands  would  remove  all  this  evil.  Those  Stjttt 
which  have  borrowed  and  expended  large  sums  in  im- 
provements of  a  permanent  and  national  character  wwU 
be  relieved  from  the  debt  with  which  tliey  are  burdened, 
and  to  the  rest  it  would  furnish  a  fund  sufficient  to  keep 
up  those  improvements  in  an  even  pace  with  the  pro^ 
of  popuhttion.  And,  moreover,  it  would  place  in  the  hujdi 
of  the  States  a  fund  which,  well  applied,  would  futMh 
the  means  of  education  to  all  the  rising  generations  which 
are  to  succeed  us. 

To  those  States,  or  the  representatives  of  those  States, 
which  have  set  up  clums  of  right  to  the  public  lands,  jet 
me  say  that  their  claims  are  wholly  unfounded  in  anjr  pm- 
ciple  of  justice,  and  their  hopes,  baaed  upon  theni,«re 
vain  and  illusory.  This  bill  provides  that  ten  per  cent 
upon  the  sales  in  their  limits  shall  be  first  applied  to  thar 
benefit  before  the  fund  is  distributed.  This  cannot  be 
claimed  by  them  on  any  principle  contained  in  the  coo- 
pact,  but  is  right  and  just,  because  the  improvements  lo 
which  it  is  to  be  applied  enhance  the  value  of  the  other 
lands  of  the  United  States  vet  unsold  within  its  bordcB; 
and  although  some  may  think  that,  on  this  ground,  tmu^ 
larger  per  centum  ought  to  be  allowed,  yet  it  i>  «u™j 
better  to  close  now  with  this,  tliat  this  much  maybe  r«I- 
ized  upon  the  current  heavy  sales,  than  to  negotiste  w 
years,  even  if  a  larger  dividend  could  be  obtained  kewif- 
ter.  The  pi-offered  advantage  is  yearly  diminishinj  i" 
value,  while  ynu  hesitate  about  its  acceptance. 
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On  the  whole,  sir,  I  look  upon  tliis  bill  as  one  of  the 
Mst  important  among  the  many  important  measures  that 
ive  been  presented  to  our  consideration  within  the  pre- 
ent  sesmon;  and  I  most  heartily  concur  in  tlic  principles 
dtanced  in  the  report  of  my  honorable  friend  from  Ken> 
Kky,  and  earnestly  hope  that  tlte  bill,  with  which  it  was 
scompanied,  and  which  is  now  before  you,  may  receive 
he  sanction  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BENTON  said,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
!lii]  had  indu1{;ed  himself  in  a  strain  of  studied  person- 
iGty,  of  which  he  [Mr.  B.]  bad  been  the  particular  and 
elected  object.  Mr.  B.  did  not  sufficiently  admire  that 
Kin  of  speaking',  to  be  seduced  by  example,  or  provoked 
by  injustice,  to  engage  in  it;  butlie  owed  it,  if  not  to  him- 
lelf,  at  least  to  others  who  had  been  comprehended  in  the 


The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  besides  his  song  and  anec- 
dote, had  also  bespangled  his  speech  with  a  variety  of  me- 
taphors; some  of  which  did  not  seem  to  be  drawn  from 
those  shady  walks  of  the  academy,  where  Plato,  Aristotle, 
Quintilian,  and  Cicero  were  accustomed  to  draw  their 
rhetorical  decorations.  He  gave  us  tlie  metaphor  of  the 
whole  hog  and  the  bacon  ham;  rather  a  swinish  6gure,  it 
must  be  admitted,  and  smelling  strong  of  the  barbacue 
school.  He  gave  us  also  tlic  figure  of  the  blanket  pulled 
off  of  tlie  old  States  by  the  young  States.  This  was  cer* 
tainly  a  woolly  metaphor,  and  possibly  owed  its  conception 
to  the  crowd  of  sheep  memorials  which  were  pressed  upon 
the  Senate  in  the  progress  of  the  tariff  debate.  The  me- 
taphor of  the  refuse  lands  and  the  refuse  maidens  was 
doubtless  a  compliment  to  the  ladies  present,  who  had  so 


>me  train  of  remarks,  to  notice  these  personalities,  so  far  punctually  attended  about  one  o'clock,  according  to  the 
..  i.„^..  .~   » — ^~„  . I,.:- :_:..„.:.«  ._,i.„„.i  .K^:.  „«.,v.  I  notification  in  the  National  Intelligencer;   though  it  is  dif- . 

ficult  to  perceive  the  congruity  of  the  figure,  or  to  com- 
prehend how  unmarried  ladies  could  be  complimented  in 
a  comparison  with  unsold  lands  which  had  been  auction- 
eered without  finding  a  bidder. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  indulged  in  other  senti- 
ments, which  we  would  gladly  understand  as  mere  rheto- 
rical flourislies,  but  whose  claim  to  a  literal  meaning,  and 
deliberate  sense,  is  too  clearly  expressed  to  be  misunder- 
stood. The  knee  deep  in  blood,  to  which  Kentucky  was 
to  fight  before  she  would  see  the  new  States  receive  a 
cession  uf  the  vacant  lands,  was  no  idle  flourish  of  the  ora- 
tor. He  showed  too  plainly  tliat  the  bloody  sentiment, 
dreadful  as  it  was,  was  a  deliberate  sentiment  with  him. 
But  decided  as  that  Senator  evidently  was,  in  his  own  pur- 
pose, thus  to  fight,  it  is  .to  be  hoped  that  he  was  mistaken 
in  the  sentiment  of  his  State.  It  cannot  be  believeil  that 
Kentucky  would  fight  the  young  States  in  that  ferocious 
manner.  It  cannot  be  believed  that  she  would  fight  them  to 
the  knees  in  blood;  nor  even  ankle  deep  in  blood;  in  fiict, 
it  was  impossible  to  believe  that  she  would  fight  them  at 
all.  The  people  of  Kentucky  have  their  inheritance  in  th« 
public  lands  without  fighting  for  them.  They  go  and  set- 
tle them,  and  become  the  fiiendii  and  brethren,  instead  of 
tlieslayers,  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  new  States. 

The  levy  of  a  billion  of  dollars  is  no  metaphor.  The 
Senator  from  Kentucky  repeats  his  wish  for  that  terrific 
levy,  and  coolly  calculates  the  enormous  dividends  which 
the  old  States  will  derive  from  it.  The  endless  continua- 
tion of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  is  no  metaphor.  The 
Senator  repeats  his  hope  for  their  long  duration,  and  fixes 
upon  the  period  of  three  hundred  years  when  the^  will 
still  be  unfinished;  when  Congress  will  still  be  occupied 
with  fixing  their  price,  and  collecting  enormous  sums  from 
them.  The  high  value  set  upon  these  lands  is  no  meta- 
phor. The  Senator  insists  that  the  price  ouglit  rather  to 
be  raised  tlian  lowered,  and  seems  to  take  credit  to  him- 
self for  not  moving  to  raise  the  price.  The  claim  of  the 
old  States  to  an  equal  right  with  the  new  ones  in  all  tliese 
lands,  is  no  metaphor.  It  is  s;«id  they  were  bought  by  the 
blood  and  treasure  of  all;  as  if  the  Indian  wars  which  have 
desolated  the  West — the  war  now  raging  on  the  North- 
western frontier — fell  upon  the  inliabitants  of  the  oM 
States,  and  not  upon  those  uf  the  new  States.  These  things, 
asserted  and  maintained  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
and  so  injurious  to  the  young  States,  are  none  of  ihera 
figures  01  rhetoric;  they  are  sentiments  upon  whiq(i  be 
acts,  and  exerts  all  his  powers  tu  induce  others  to  act  upon 
them  also. 


tt  least  as  to  expose  their  injustice  and  repel  their  appli 
cation.     Mr.  B.  placed  no  value  on  the  saving  clause — a 
mere  personality — so  frequently  repeated  by  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky,  that  his  expressions  had  no  application  to 
persons  present.  Such  saving  clauses,  when  contradicted 
Dy  the  fact,  had  better  be  omitted;  when  not  contradicted 
l^  the  fact,  they  had  as  well  be  Omitted;  for  the  number 
of  persons  was  always  small  in  any  audience  who  could 
admire  the  chivalry  which  passes  by  persons  present  to 
•ttack  the  absent.  But  the  personalities  in  question  appli- 
ed to  all  who  had  advocated  a  reduction  of/  the  price  of 
the  public  land;  and,  among  those  who  hadadvocited  tliat 
reduction,  were  the  Legislatures  of  Missouri,  Illinois,  In- 
diana, Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,  and  an  ini- 
UKnae  majority  of  the  inhabitants  of  these  six  States.  The 
term  demagogue,  and  other  epithets  so  copiously  lavished, 
applied  to  all  these  Legislatures,  and  to  all  these  inhabit- 
ants.   TheyappUedtohim  [Mr.  B.]  also,  notwithstanding 
theformality  of  the  savingclause ;  and  he  had  no  desire  to  be 
exempted  by  such  formality  from  the  wholesale  denuncia- 
tion which  was  lavished  upon  his  friends  and  constituents. 
The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  carried  his  license  of 
invention  so  far  as  to  point  me  out  to  the  Senate  as  the 
luthnrof  a  claim,  in  behalf  of  some  of  the  States,  to  the 
whole  of  tlie  public  lands  within  their  respective  limits. 
This  imputed  authorship  happens  to  have  no  foundation 
but  in  the  assertion  of  that  Senator.     I  never  put  up  such 
a  claim;  I  never  defended  such  a  claim;  and  I  have  dis- 
countenanced it  just  so  of^en  as  I  have  ever  expressed  a 
sentiment  on  the  point.     That  Senator  also  pointed  me 
oot  as  a  performer  in  a  duet — a  singer  in  a  song  in  two 
parts— carried  on  from  the  opposite  banks  of  the  Mississip- 
pi, in  which  a  late  Governor  of  Illinois  (Mr.  Edwards) 
WM  the  other  supposed  performer.     A  studied  and  pre- 
pared effort  was  made  to  entertain  the  Senate  and  the  au- 
dience, in  the  recitation  of  this  supposed  song;   but  tlie 
song  happened  to  be  sung  nowhere  but  on  this  floor;  and 
not  by  two  persons,  but  by  one  person.     It  was  a  solo, 
and  not  a  duet;  and  solo  in  every  sense  of  the  phrase; 
the  words,  the  music,  and  the  performance  being  all  by 
the  same  hand;  and  sung  to  an  audience  collected,  accord- 
ing to  tlie  stage  rules,  through  an  invitation  in  the  news- 
papers, and  a  puff  on  the  peHbnner. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  had  entertained  the  Sc' 
nate  with  an  anecdote;  it  was  the  story  of  a  swindler  in  his 
own  State,  who  had  obtained  pre-emption  rights  in  the 
names  of  his  negroes.  All  anecdotes,  introduced  into  a 
speech,  are  supposed  to  have  point  and  application,  and 
tend  to  illustrate  the  argument  of  the  speaker.  It  would 
be  unbecoming  to  suppose  that  this  negro  anecdote,  thus 

introduced  in  a  grave  debate,  and  upon  this  dignified  the 
...  -      .  ...  j^ 


I'he  Senator  from  Kentucky,  pursuing  his  vein  of  per- 
sonality, was  pleased  to  designate  me  as  an  author  uf  the 
atre,  can  be  destitute  of  point  or  application"  It  must! report  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  to  dlspa- 
nietn  something;  and  no  other  meaning  is  apparent  than  rage  the  report,  and  the  presumed  author,  on  that  account. 
that  pre-emption  rights  are  not  to  be  allowed  in  the  slave  1 1  presume  the  contents  of  the  report,  and  not  the  writer. 
States,  lest  the  slaveholders  should  set  up  fidse  claims  in  i*  the  proper  subject  of  remark  here.  Be  the  writer  of  it 
*«  names  of  their  negroes,  and  thus  defraud  the  Govtrn- 1  whom  he  may,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  uweshim  thanks 
"lent  out  of  its  laiid.  .  for  h's  forbearanc*- ;  for  never  was  so  frail  an  infant  so  gently 
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handled  us  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  has 
been.  To  convuice  the  Senator  of  this  fact,  I  will  read 
two  passag^es  from  the  first  page  of  the  report,  and  show 
what  mistakes,  committed  by  him,  were  left  untouched 
and  uncorrected  tlirough  the  indulgent  forbearance  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  the  first  sentence  in  the  report  from 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  in  which  it  was  recited 
that  the  committee  had  been  instructed  by  the  Senate  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the  price  of  the 
public  lands,  and  of  ceding  them  to  the  several  States  in 
which  they  Ue,  on  reasonable  terms.  This  recital  is  cor- 
rect. The  instructions  given  to  that  committee  by  the 
Senate  are  correctly  stated.  And  what  was  the  conduct 
of  the  committee?  Did  it  obey  the  instruction?  Did  it 
conform  to  the  sense  of  the  Senate?  Did  it  report  a  bill 
either  for  reducing  the  price  of  the  lands,  or  ceding  them 
to  die  States?  It  did  neither!  It  disregarded  the  instruc- 
tion. It  set  aside  the  command  of  the  Senate.  It  substi- 
tuted its  own  will  for  the  authority  of  the  Senate;  and 
brought  in  a  bill,  neither  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  lands, 
nor  to  cede  them  to  the  States,  but  to  keep  up  the  price, 
and  divide  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  among  all  the  States. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  made  no  remark  off  this 
disobedience.  They  passed  it  over  in  silence.  They 
were  sensible  that  the  Senate  itself  had  expressed  its  own 
disapprobation  of  that  disobedience  in  doing  what  had 
never  been  done  before — in  referring  the  bill  of  the  Manu- 
facturing Committee,  without  previous  discussion,  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  report  upon  the  subject 
conformably  to  the  expressed  sense  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  B.  then  read  the  second  paragraph  of  the  report 
from  tlie  Committee  on  Manufactures,  which,  after  citing 
the  cessions  of  Virginia  and  Georgia,  complimented  other 
States  fur  their  magnanimity  and  patriotism  in  giving  up 
their  lands  also.  Was  this  correct?  Was  it  historically 
&ne?  The  Connecticut  claim  in  Ohio;  was  that  given  up  ? 
or,  rather,  was  not  a  deed  of  conveyance  exacted  for  it 
from  the  Federal  Government?  The  Massachusetts  claim 
in  the  tlien  province  of  Maine;  was  that  given  up?  Let 
Massachusetts  herself  respond.  Here  is  the  protest  of  her 
Legislature,  adopted  a  few  months  ago,  reciting  that  she 
had  then  owned  large  tracts  of  vacant  land  in  Maine,  and 
declaring  all  acts  between  the  Federal  Government  and 
Great  Britain  to  be  null  and  void,  by  which  slie  should  be 
deprived  of  any  part  of  that  land.  Here,  then,  is  the  as- 
sertion of  the  Massachusetts  Legislature  in  opposition  to 
the  Manufacturing  Committee's  report.  She  declares  that 
she  now  owns  large  bodies  of  vacant  lands;  lands  which 
she  never  did  cede  to  the  Federal  Government;  which  she 
will  not  now  cede  to  it;  nor  permit  any  p.irt  of  it  to  be 
pared  off  in  settling  the  bounaary  line  with  Great  Britain. 
She  nullifies  the  act  of  the  Federal  Government;  and  that 
not  a  mere  act  of  Congress,  but  a  case  of  national  law — 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land — a  treaty  with  a  foreign 
Power,  at  the  risk  of  war  with  that  Power.  This  is  nul- 
lification in  earnest.  It  was  doing  the  think  like  master 
workmen.  The  South  Carolinians  were  nothing  but  ap- 
prentices. They  were  fumblers  and  bunglers  at  nullifi- 
cation. They  did  nothing  but  talk  and  threaten:  Massa- 
chusetts economized  words,  and  went  to  acts.  She  did 
ihe  thing  at  once:  a  word  and  a  blow,  and  the  blow  first; 
and  what  effect  that  blow  might  have  had  upon  the  secret 
deliberations  of  the  Senate  on  the  boundary  question,  it 
did  not  become  any  one  to  say  in  open  session.  Let  the 
South  Carolinians  take  a  lesson  from  Massachusetts,  or 
sui-reiider  their  pretensions  to  the  character  of  nullifiers. 
But  this  is  an  episode.  I  have  referred  to  the  Massachu- 
setts protest  to  correct  a  great  historical  blunder  in  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  to  esta- 
blish the  claim  of  the  author  of  the  Public  Land  Commit- 
tee's report  to  the  thanks  of  the  writer  for  fi)rhearing  to 
expose  it.  " 


The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  among  other  amiable  pe^ 
sonalities,  was  polite  enough  to  say  that  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  would  have  been  better  if  it 
had  had  less  of  my  labor  in  it.  And  what  would  have  btn 
the  report,  of  which  that  Senator  was  the  writer,  if  ithii 
had  nothing  in  it  but  what  was  fresh  from  his  own  inven- 
tion? Every  argument  it  contained  was  an  old  acquaint- 
ance in  this  chamber — familiar  to  our  own  ears  in  all  the 
debates  upon  the  graduation  bill — speculators  to  buy  uy 
all  the  public  lancU — destruction  of  the  present  hind  sji 
tern — splendid  growth  of  the  new  States,  and  of  Ohioin 
particular,  under  the  influence  of  the  present  ^sten- 
injury  to  former  purchasers  of  public  lands — fall  in  tlit 
value  of  all  lands,  public  and  private — emigfration  froa 
the  old  States — the  land  revenue  paid  by  the  old  SUtc>- 
too  rapid  growth  of  the  new  States — comparative  growtl 
of  old  and  new  States — cessation  of  all  sales,  under  the  ft 
pectation  of  reducing  prices.  These  are  the  topics  »liici 
figure  in  the  Senator's  report;  and  all  these  tn[iici  M 
already  figured  for  six  years  in  this  chamber,  before  kt 
entered  it.  The  old  opponents  of  the  gradua'ionbill  hii 
used  them  all  up;  yet  the  Committee  on  Public  Luuls 
made  no  allusion  to  the  antiquity  of  the  gentleman*!  aijg. 
ments.  They  received  the  resuscitated  carcases  of  tbne 
old  arguments  as  if  they  had  been  something  fresh  tsA 
new.  They  answered  them  gravely,  and  civilly,  an) 
without  allusion  to  their  former  acquaintance;  and  no  allu- 
sion would  have  been  made  to  it  now,  had  it  not  been  for 
the  Senator's  polite  disparagement  of  tlic  report  from  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  under  the  assumpdon  thatit 
contained  too  much  of  my  composition. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  proclaimed  his  intentioi 
to  answer  the  report  of  the  Land  Committee;andhow(lJd 
he  comply  with  that  proclamation?  By  avoiding  every  ei- 
sential  argument  of  the  report,  catching  at  detached  ti- 
pressions,  and  piddling  at  verbal  criticism!  He  avoided 
all  notice  of  the  objection  to  the  principle  of  his  bill, 
which  makes  the  new  States  the  private  property  of  the 
old  ones.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  rnemoriab  of  sii 
States,  praying  for  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public 
lands.  He  shut  his  eyes  upon  the  feet  that  the  first  choice 
of  new  lands  were  now  selling,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  at 
a  maximum  of  sixty  cents  per  acre,  and  thence  down  to 
three  and  a  half  cents-  He  never  once  alluded  to  the  of 
ficiid  reports  fiom  the  registers  and  receivers  of  the 
public  lands,  which  described  the  quality  of  these  rtfuic 
lands,  and  fixed  their  values  at  from  five  to  fifty  cents  pa 
acre.  He  was  blind  to  the  marshal's  returns,  which  exhi- 
bited about  one-third  of  the  taxable  inhabitants  of  the  new 
States  as  being  non-freeholders.  He  omitted  to  iwtict 
the  glaring  injustice  of  putting  Massachusetts  and  Co«- 
necticut  on  a  level  with  Virginia  and  Georgia  in  their 
interest  in  the  public  lands.  He  made  no  answer  to  tlie 
allegation  that  the  old  States  would  raise  the  price  of  the 
lands.  And  send  agents  to  bid  against  purchasers,  and  to 
prosecute  for  trespasses,  as  soon  as  they  could  conjider 
them  as  their  own.  He  paid  no  attention  to  tlie  obviou 
objection  which  displayed  the  injustice  of  making  no  dn- 
tinction  between  the  States  which  had,  or  had  not,  re- 
ceived donations  in  money,  or  land,  for  objects  of  intenai 
improvement.  He  was  deaf  to  the  allegation  that  tbne 
lands  had  been  granted  for  revenue,  and  that  it  was  due  to 
the  donors,  after  taxing  them  upon  other  articles  to  raise  re- 
venue, to  give  them  the  benefit  of  these  lands  in  slkrial- 
ing  tlie  burden  of  future  taxes  for  revenue.  He  m 
silent  as  the  dead  to  the  argument  that  these  lands  were 
granted  to  be  disposed  of,  and  not  to  be  kept  for  lh«« 
hundred  years.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  argument 
that  the  new  States  were  entitled  to  a  reduction  of  the 
revenue  on  the  articles  chiefly  used  by  themselres-  He 
paid  no  attention  to  the  fact  that  his  report  and  bill  we" 
at  war  with  each  Other;  that  his  report  was  for  dividing 
the  nett  proceeds  of  the  sales,  and  his  bill  for  dividing  the 
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n  proceeds;  thereby  making  a  difference  of  a  million 
bllars  in  the  sum  to  be  divided.  He  fought  shy  upon 
quotation  from  Burke;  commented  upon  an  immate- 
put,  and  left  unnoticed  the  whole  stress  and  point  of 
qtiotation,  which  asserted  that  the  true  mode  of  de- 
nt  revenue  from  land  was  from  its  cultivation,  and 
from  its  sale.  He  paid  no  attention  to  the  versifica- 
I  of  this  sentiment  in  the  United  States,  where  the  sale 
he  public  lands  has  produced  but  thirty-eight  millions 
rossreveniie,  while  the  cultivation  of  the  lands,  through 
medium  of  custom-house  revenue,  had  produced  five 
idred  and  fifty-six  millions  of  nett  revenue.  He  would 
notice  the  example  of  England,  and  all  other  countries 
9  are  now  making  donations  of  land  to  their  citizens, 
,  in  many  instances,  giving  them  assistaiice  in  cultivat- 
it.  Me  said  nothing  about  the  injustice  of  demanding 
nme  price  for  all  sorts  of  land — nothing  about  the 
istice  of  requiring  one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per 
e  fur  land  worth  twenty-five  or  fifty  cents.  The  Seiia- 
from  Kentucky  omitted  all  these  essential  points,  and, 
hat  omission,  gave  afiue  exemplification  of  the  rule  of 
rlietoricians,  which  recommen<ls  all  those  arguments 
be  passed  over  in  silence,  which  cannot  be  met  and 
wered. 

rhe  Senator  from  Kentucky,  in  skipping  all  the  argu- 
ils  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  has  been  equally 
neto  the  use  of  arguments  on  hi^  own  side.  Song, 
ctlote,  metaphor;  many  exhibitions  and  flourishes  to 
trtain  the  ladies  and  by-standers;  but  very  few  argu- 
nu  to  enlighten  tlte  Senate.  The  cash  argument  was 
only  one  which  he  condescended  to  use.  The  table 
lividends  was  the  Alpha  and  Omega  of  his  argument, 
I  that  table  was  constructed  upon  a  principle  of  error, 
ich  exhibits  to  each  State  about  four  or  five  times  more 
il  than  it  would  ever  get.  Instead  of  an  average  of  a 
«sof  years,  which  would  give  a  million  and  three-quar- 
lin  place  of  three  millions,  fur  the  gross  receipts  from 
public  lands,  instead  of  the  nett  proceeds,  which  would 
uire  about  a  million  to  be  deducted  for  expenses  in  ad- 
Mering  the  public  lands,  buying  them  fur  Indians, 
nig  the  annuities  incurred  on  account  of  them,  and 
:ctiiig  the  removal  of  the  Indians;  instead  of  the  re- 
nder which  these  deductions  would  leave,  and  which 
ome  years  would  be  nothing,  and  in  other  years  per- 
s  half  a  million  of  dollars,  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
es  the  gross  proceeds  of  tlie  last  year,  swelled,  as  it 
I,  with  pa)  ments  due  for  lands  sold  before  the  year 
0,  with  military  and  forfeited  land  scrip,  and  constructs 
table  upon  that  fallacious  sum,  and  then  exhibiis  to 
States  these  large  and  seductive  dividends.  But  this 
utneiit  will  do  upon  paper  alone.  An  amendment  to 
fine  the  distribution  to  the  nett  proceeds  will  detect  its 
>cy,  and  leave  those  empty  handed  who  supposed  they 
re  become  rich  on  the  spods  of  the  new  States, 
'till,  this  cash  argument  is  the  only  one  the  Senator 
n  Kentucky  has  condescended  to  use;  and  let  us  see 
r  he  has  used  it.  He  assigns  to  the  States  north  of  the 
omac  about  one  million  two  hundred  and  sixty  thou- 
d  dollars,  and  to  the  States  south  of  the  Potomac 
ut  five  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars!  Tims,  the 
le»  which  surrendered  their  lands  to  the  Federal  Go- 
nment,  are  to  receive  about  seven  hundred  thousand 
^rs  less  than  those  who  refused  to  surrender,  and  which 
lid  now  involve  the  country  in  a  foreign  war  before 
jf  would  give  up  an  acre  to  settle  a  disputed  boundary, 
linithe  Southern  States  send  emigrants  to  the  new 
tts;  the  Northern  States  send  but  few,  and  mean  to 
)  those  few  to  work  in  their  factories.  The  Southern 
tea,  then,  through  their  emigration,  'and  the  new 
tes,  are  to  furnish  the  whole  sum  Which  is  thtis  to  be 
unequally  divided.  The  whole  is  to  come  from  the 
ith  and  West,  and  twice  the  largest  share  is  to  pour 
>  the  Northeast;  thus  opening  another  current,  another 


inland  gulf  stream,  parallel  to  the  tariflT  stream,  the  pen- 
sion stream,  the  internal  improvement  stream,  arid  the 
United  States'  Bank  stream,  which  are  now  sweeping  the 
wealth  of  the  South  and  West  into  the  Northeastern  cities. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  carries  his  confidence  in 
the  money  argument  so  far  as  to  believe  that  the  new 
States  themselves  will  be  captivated  by  it;  that  they  will 
fall  in  love  with  the  fallacious  dividends  which  he  has  held 
out  to  them,  and  consent  to  sell  themselves  to  the  old 
States  fur  a  small  share  of  their  own  spoils.  A  large  table 
of  dividends  is  displayed  before  them;  but  it  is  all  decep- 
tion and  illusion.  The  dividends  will  be  reduced  to  ia- 
significance  when  the  expenses  of  the  land  system  are  de- 
ducted from  the  gross  receipts;  and,  even  if  it  stood  at  the 
sums  carried  out  in  his  table,  every  new  State  would  save 
more  infinitely  by  a  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  land 
than  by  receiving  a  share  of  her  own  money.  The  saving 
upon  the  sales  of  last  year,  to  be  effected  by  a  reduction 
of  the  price  according  to  the  plan  recommended  by 
the  Land  Committee,  would  be,  in  Ohio,  #214,000; 
in  Indiana,  $347,000)  in  Illinois,  #213,000;  in  Missouri, 
#187,000|in  Alabama,  #447,000;  in  Uisussippi,  #103,000i 
and  in  Louisiana,  #43,000. 

But  it  is  not  by  tables,  constructed  beforehand,  that 
the  loss  of  the  new  States  can  be  ascertained  from  such  a 
bill  as.  this.  If  it  passes,  their  doom  is  sealed.  They  be- 
come the  private  property  of  the  old  States.  To  make 
money  out  of  them  will  be  the  only  consideration.  Every 
art  that  ingenuity  and  avarice  can  invent,  will  be  put  in 
requisition  to  swell  the  amount  for  distribution.  Instead 
of  being  reduced,  tlte  price  of  the  lands  will  probably  be 
raised  again  to  the  old  minimum  of  two  dollars.  Instead 
of  preferences  to  settlers  and  occupants,  they  will  have 
to  bid  for  their  own  Ubor  against  the  agents  of  the  para- 
mount States  who  will  be  sent  to  superintend  the  sales, 
and  see  that  every  tract  is  screwed  up  to  the  highest 
point.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  tliinka 
the  price  ought  to  be  i-aised,  but  he  will  not  move  to  raise 
it.  Cau  he  go  security  for  his  coadjutors?  Will  they  not 
do  it?  Those  who  are  to  divide  the  spoil  are  to  make  the 
spoil.  They  can  make  it  what  they  please,  and  certainly 
will  please  to  make  it  as  great  as  possible.  Nor  is  it  in 
the  price  only  that  the  new  States  may  be  oppressed  and 
harassed.  Innumerable  arts  may  be  resorted  to  in  order 
til  enliance  the  productderivable  from  the  lands.  Here  it 
an  act  passed  in  the  State  of  Maine,  in  the  year  1828,  for 
the  sale  of  rotten  timber  and  growing  g^rass,  and  the  pro- 
secution of  trespassers,  which  act  can  be,  will  soon  be, 
applied  to  the  new  States  if  this  scheme  of  distribution 
succeeds.     Listen  to  it: 

'■That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  land  agent  to  sell  at 
public  auction,  or  private  sale,  all  grass  growing  on  the 
public  lands  from  year  to  year;  to  take  suitable  measures 
for  the  preservation  of  grass  and  timber  standing  and 
growing  thereon;  and  to  prosecute  in  behalf  of  the  State 
lor  alt  trespasses  which  have  been,  or  may  be,  committed 
thereon;  and  to  seize  and  to  sell  at  public  auction  all  kinds 
of  timber  and  grass  cut  by  trespassers.  And  the  said 
agent  is  hereby  authorized  to  sell  timber  on  the  public 
lands  where  the  same  is  decaying,  and  in  his  opinion  it  is 
for  the  public  interest  to  do  so!"  This  is  now  a  law  of 
Maine;  this  is  a  law  made  by  those  who  are  now  aiming 
at  the  ownership  of  all  our  lands.  If  they  succeed,  will 
they  be  more  generous  to  the  people  of  the  New  State* 
than  to  their  own  citizens?  On  the  contrary,  will  they  not 
be  a  thousand  times  harder?  Rotten  timber  and  prairie 
grass  will  then  be  an  object  of  revenue.  All  cattle  and 
horses  will  have  to  be  confined  on  the  owner's  land,  or 
taken  up  and  sold  for  the  trespass  if  they  stray  on  the 
public  lands.  Agents  sent  from  the  old  States,  and  sta- 
tioned in  every  township,  would  watch,  not  only  the 
farmers  and  their  slaves,  but  their  cattle,  theb  hitrtet,  and 
their  hogs,  to  sue  them  for  trespasses. 
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This  bill  has  befen  called  a  system  for  settling  the  busi- 
ness of  internal  improvement;  and  under  that  assumption 
the  bill  fur  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  French  col- 
lege at  St.  Louis,  and  the  bill  to  grant  half  a  million  ot 
acres  to  the  States  of  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louisiana, 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table.  They  were  laid  by  to  await 
tlie  establishment  of  this  system,  as  it  is  called;  but  when 
the  internal  improvement  bills  were  up  to  expend  a  mil- 
lion or  so  in  money,  in  the  Northeast,  no  motion  was 
made  to  lay  them  down.  The  word  system  was  not  then 
pronounced)  this  bill  for  adjusting  the  business  of  inter- 
nal improvement  was  not  once  alluded  to.  All  passed 
tritliout  hesitation  or  question.  System,  indeed!  It  is 
none,  and  cannot  be.  It  does  not  even  profess  to  bind  a 
future  Congress,  and  could  not  if  it  would.  It  does  not 
eren  profess  to  abstain  from  future  appropriations,  and 
could  not  prevent  them  if  it  tried.  Future  Congresses 
will  do  as  tliey  please.  Future  majorities  will  do  as  they 
please.  Unequal  appropriations  will  go  on  as  freely  as 
ev^r;  the  only  difference  will  be,  that  the  lanJ  revenue 
will  be  thrown  to  that  object,  in  addition  to.all  the  expend- 
iture! which  would  otherwise  have  been  made.  In  one 
Mspect  only  it  may  be  considered  as  a  system,  and  that  a 
most  disastrous  one;  a  system  of  setting  aside  the  pro- 
ceeds of  particular  branches  of  the  revenue,  to  answer 
•pecific  piirpobes,  and  thus  getting  clear  of  surplus  reve- 
nue without  reducing  taxes !  Land  revenue  is  the  branch 
now  to  be  set  aside;  the  revenue  from  woollens,  cottons, 
iron,  salt,  &c.  &c.,  may  follow  next  year.  There  is  no 
end  to  that  system  when  once  begun.  It  is  now  com- 
menced on  the  weakest  part  of  the  Union,  because  they 
are  the  weakest,  and  the  least  able  to  defend  themselves. 
The  South  is  to  be  tempted  into  it  by  a  share  of  the  West- 
ern spoils:  and  next  year  the  West  is  to  be  tempted  into 
the  continuation  of  the  system,  by  getting  a  share  of  the 
Southern  spoils.  _  Thus  a  revenue  of  any  amount,  twenty- 
five  or  thirty  millions,  may  be  kept  up,  by  dexterously 
playing  off  the  South  against  the  West,  and  the  West 
against  the  South,  and  making  tliem  alternately  co-operute 
wjth  the  Northeast  in  plundering  each  other. 

It  is  not  a  system  for  the  settlement  of  the  internal  im- 
provement question.  Its  object  is  very  different  from 
that.  It  is  a  tariff  bill;  it  is  an  ultra  tariff  measure;  the 
strongest  and  the  boldest  which  has  been  attempted  at 
this  session.  Tariff  is  stamped  upon  its  face;  tariff  is  em- 
blazoned upon  its  borders;  tariff  is  procluined  in  all  its 
features.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  intended,  by  diverting 
the  land  revenue  from  the  support  of  the  Government,  to 
create  a  vacuum  in  the  treasury,  which  must  be  filled  up 
by  duties  on  imported  goods.  In  the  next  place,  it  is  in- 
tended, by  keeping  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  to 
prevent  the  emigration  of  laboring  people  fi'om  the  manu- 
facturing States,  and  retain  them  wliea-e  they  were  born, 
to  work  in  the  factories.  This  is  the  true  character  of  the 
bill;  a  tariff  bill;  a  land  tariff  bill;  conceived  according  to 
the  plan  of  Mr.  Rush,  in  1828,  and  the  memorial  of  the 
New  York  Tariff  Convention  in  November  of  the  last  year. 
The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  charged  this  design  upon 
this  bill;  they  quoted  Mr.  Rush,  and  the  memorial  of  the 
New  York  Tariff  Convention,  to  prove  that  character  upon 
it;  and  their  charge  has  not  been  met.  A  feeble  attempt  at 
the  vindication  of  Mr.  Rush  has  fixed  the  design  more 
firmly  upon  him.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clai] 
informs  the  Senate  that  he  suggested  to  Mr.  Rush,  before 
his  report  was  communicated  to  Congress,  that  it  might 
be  misunderstood,  and  that  he  had  better  omit  what  re- 
lated to  the  public  lands  and  the  nianufactures.  He  sug- 
gested to  him  that  it  might  be  misunderstood !  Yes,  mis- 
understood! and  that  very  phrase  proves  that  it  was  under- 
stood! that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  understood  it  at  the 
first  blush  precisely  as  every  body  else  has  understood  it 
ever  since.  But  the  memorial  of  the  New  York  Conven- 
tion, which  has  been  printed  and  laid  uiion  our  tables,  that 


also  is  quoted  by  the  Public  Land  Committee,  and  no  no- 
tice is  taken  of  it  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  lurb; 
the  Senator  from  Oliio,  [Mr.  Ewiss.]  Why  do  they  ocit 
10  notice  tliat  memorial?  Because  it  ia  full  and  plain,  ex- 
press and  explicit,  up  to  the  mark,  and  direct  and  o(ieii  '■> 
favor  of  preventing  emigration  to  the  West  for  the  pur- 

fiose  of  detaining  the  laboring  population  to  work  in  ihc 
tictories.  There  is  no  room  for  dispute  about  it,  sod, 
therefore,  the  Senators  who  undertake  to  answer  the  re 
port  of  the  Land  Committee,  prudently  paas  by  that  me- 
morial, and  the  unanswerable  argument  foundul  upon  it, 
although  referred  to  in  the  body  of  tlie  report,  and  quottd 
verbatim  in  tlie  appendix.  The  fact  is  clear;  the  conclu- 
sion irresistible;  the  character  undeniable,  that  tliis  land 
bill  is  a  tariff  measure;  and  that  tlie  new  States  are  to 
be  oppressed  in  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  emigration,  and  of  supplying  b- 
borers  to  the  factories. 

The  bill  is  certainly  adroitly  drawn;  it  is  calculated  upon 
a  wide-spread  scheme,  and  universal  design  to  attract  <11 
interests  to  engage  in  the  oppression  of  the  West.  The 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  are  to  be  divided 
among  all  the  States,  and  for  all  sorts  of  purposes — to  p>) 
old  debts  for  roads  and  canals,  or  to  make  new  roads  tud 
canals  with  ready  money — to  promote  education— and  to 
colonize  free  negroes  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  CertainI)' 
these  multiplied  objects  must  enlist  a  great  multitude 
against  the  new  States,  and  excite  their  cupidity  to  the 
liigliest  degree  to  get  hold  of  the  public  domain  for  their 
respective  obj  ects.  One  of  these  objects,  from  the  efforti 
which  have  been  made  to  recommend  it  to  public  favor, 
and  the  profound  ignorance  which  pervades  the  public 
mind  with  respect  to  its  feasibility,  demands  a  word  of  elu- 
cidation; I  speak  of  the  colonization  scheme;  for  the  pro- 
secution of  which  this  bill  commits  the  federal  domain, 
and  the  political  powers  of  this  Federal  Government  A 
more  visionary,  a  more  chimerical,  and  a  more  impncti- 
cable  project  never  entered  the  head  of  man,  thao  this 
scheme;  and  this  I  will  demonstrate  by  facts  and  reasou 
which  no  candid  man  can  permit  himself  to  dispute. 

Two  distinct  views  of  the  project  demonstrate  tliis  ii«- 
possibility:  first,  the  experience  of  Great  Briuin;  second- 
ly, the  authentic  reports  of  our  own  Colonization  Socitlj 
Each  view  is  conclusive;  either,  taken  separately,  putm 
end  to  hope;  both,  taken  together,  condemn  it  irrevoa- 
bly.  All  tbe  world  knows  something,  but  few  know  the 
real  history  of  the  British  attempt  at  African  colonization. 
The  expense  in  money  and  in  lives,  and  the  total  failm 
of  the  undertaking,  are  but  slightly  known.  The  moneyed 
expense  has  been  prodigious.  The  chief  justice  of  Sierra 
Leone,  Mr.  Jeffcott,  in  a  charge  to  a  g^nd  jurj'  in  the 
capital  of  the  colony,  ui  June,  1830,  stated  the  expense 
for  the  last  ten  years  to  amount  to  i7,000,000  sterling, 
(about  33  millions  of  dollars;^  that  the  number  of  Africans 
brought  in  during  that  period  was  between  1 8  and  19,000; 
and  that  tbe  expense  of  each  had  been  about  j£300  ster- 
ling, (near  1,500  dollars;)  and  that  the  total  populationof 
the  colony  was  tlieu  but  little  upwards  of  20,000  souk- 
This  gives  an  idea  of  the  expense  in  money.  But  a  more 
dreadful  account  of  expenditure  is  still  to  be  opened.  Il 
is  the  expense  ofhumanlife!  Every  Governor  sent  to  the 
colony  had  perished  under  the  climate,  one  only  excepted, 
and  he  had  perished  under  the  knives  of  the  native  ne- 
groes. The  soldiers  and  sailors  sent  there  were  swept 
off  in  crowds.  No  seasoning  in  any  other  part  of  Ok 
world  could  prepare  them  for  the  horrors  of  this  Afrioo 
climate.  Troops  from  the  West  Indies,  from  the  Cipev'^ 
Good  Hope,  tlie  East  Indies,  all  shared  the  same  hit. 
The  only  difference  was,  that  tbe  drunkards  died  tbe  firit 
season,  and  the  sober  ones  the  second  or  third  This 
waste  of  life  and  money  induced  the  British  Tultunenl, 
in  1826,  to  open  a  commission  to  examine  into  tbe  ttnteoi 
the  colony;  the  result  was  a  determination  to  contract  their 
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establishments,  to  withdraw  most  of  their  troops,  and  to 
surrender  all  hope  of  success. 

The  l!istai\nuij  report  of  the  American  Colonization  So- 
ciety proves  and  establishes  the  inability  of  their  efforts. 
Look  at  their  own  statements.  At  pa^  41,  it  is  stated, 
and  correctly  stated,  that  the  annual  increase  of  the  black 
popnlation  is  from  75  to  80,000  souls,  and  that  it  will  re- 
quire tliis  number  to  be  annually  carried  off  to  check  the 
growth  of  that  population  among'  us.  At  pajfc  10,  it  is  stat- 
ed, and  correctly  stated,  that  the  arriral  of  1,000  emigrant 
negroes  in  any  one  year  would  be  the  ruin  of  the  colony! 
that  CTcn  that  small  number  of  new  comers  would  make 
a  revolut  on,  and  require  an  armed  force  to  keep  the 
peace  among  them.  Here,  then,  are  two  facts,  which 
put  an  end  to  the  illusions  of  this  scheme.  Seventy-five 
tbousand  per  annum  must  go,  before  the  increase  of  the 
blacks  is  checked  at  home — before  we  can  feel  any  na- 
tional advantage  fi-om  it;  and  tlte  arrival  of  1,000  would 
destroy  the  colony,  and  put  an  end  to  the  project!  Can 
ailment,  or  commentarj-,  add  to  the  force  ot  these  two 
bets,  presented  by  the  managers  of  the  Society  themselves 
In  tlieir  last  annual  report? 

Individuals  may  give  their  money:  benevolent  persons 
may  follow  the  impulse  of  their  feelings  in  bestowing  their 
charity  upon  tliis  project.  Their  money  is  their  own,  and 
they  may  do  what  they  please  with  it.  But  can  legislators 
and  statesmen  follow  the  same  impulsions,  and  act  in  the 
same  manner,  with  respect  to  the  revenues  of  the  people? 
Can  they  commit  this  Government  upon  a  scheme  of  Afri- 
can colonization,  without  counting  the  cost  in  life  and  mo- 
ney, and  asking  themselves  if  the  success  is  to  justify  the 
expenditure  ?  The  total  English  expense  in  the  fifty  years  of 
her  experiment  cannot  have  been  less  than  eighty  or  ninety 
millions  of  dollars.  The  destruction  of  life  has  been  appal- 
ling. The  description  of  Edmund  Burke  has  been  real- 
ized, that  it  was  a  region  where  the  gates  of  death  stood 
open  day  and  night  for  the  reception  of  its  victims.  Go- 
vernors and  judges,  soldiers  and  marinei-s,  all  go.  Our 
colony  is  on  the  same  ground.  It  is  not  only  witliin  the 
cltartered,  but  within  the  settled  limits  of  the  British  co- 
lony; the  mortality  must  be  the  same  when  our  establish- 
ments equal  theirs.  If  this  scheme  is  followed  up,  and 
this  Federal  Government  becomes  committed  to  that 
scheme,  a  territorial  government  must  be  sent  to  Africa. 
A  detachment  of  the  army  and  of  the  navy  must  be  sent 
there,  and  courts  armed  with  strung  criminal  jurisdiction. 
If  left  to  themselves,  the  colony  will  be  in  civiJ  war  before 
it  reaches  20,000  souls.  Violence  prevails  all  "over  the 
world.  The  second  man  that  was  born  killed  the  first. 
Murders,  seditions,  revolutions,  go  on  every  where.  Can 
it  be  expected  that  this  medley  of  negroes,  part  from  Ame- 
rica, part  fi-uni  Africa,  some  full  blood,  some  half  blood, 
will  realize  the  visionary  speculation  of  human  perfecti- 
bility, and  be  kept  in  order  by  moral  restraints,  and  tlie 
mild  punishment  of  interdiction  from  the  use  of  fire  and 
water  in  Africa?  For  the  Roman  punishment  by  exile  is 
the  highest  now  known  in  our  colony.  No!  these  re- 
straints will  soon  fail.  They  will  fail  as  they  did  in  the 
British  colony  before  it  reached  20,000,  and  require  all 
the  machinery  of  a  strong  Government  to  keep  the  ne- 
groes in  peace.  Who  is  prepared  to  establish  that  Go- 
vernment in  Africa'  To  spread  our  constitution  across 
the  Atlantic,  and  beneath  the  equator,  and  stretch  it  over 
a  race  for  which  it  was  not  made?  Svho  is  prepared  to 
expend  a  hundred  millions  of  money  in  this  attempt,  and 
to  send  the  sons  of  our  farmers — the  soldiers  and  mariners 
of  the  republic — to  perish  on  that  pestilential  coast?  Those 
who  are  not  prepared  for  these  things  Blu>uld  stop  at  once, 
and  refuse  to  commit  their  Government  upon  a  project 
which  must  involve  all  these  consequences,  and,  after  in- 
volving them,  must  end  as  the  Britisii  attempt  at  coloniza- 
tion has  ended,  in  demonstrating  its  total  impracticability. 
A(  a  Western  man,  as  a  citizen  of  one  of  the  new  States, 
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I  must  protest  against  the  application  of  the  public  lands 
to  this  object.  It  is  several  years  since  things  have  been 
taking  that  turn.  Kr.  Kiho,  of  New  York,  the  most  con- 
spicuous author  of  the  Missouri  question,  first  proposed 
it  in  the  Senate.  His  resolution  was  submitted  in  1824^ 
but  led  to  no  result.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clat]  now  moves  it  in  a  more  formal  and  determined 
manner.  The  managers  of  the  Society  have  themselves 
looked  to  it,  and  have  curiously  mixed  up  a  calculation  of 
wordly  gain,  a  question  of  profit  in  a  moneyed  point  of 
view,  with  this  devotion  of  the  public  lands  to  their  favor- 
ite object.  At  page  23  of  their  last  annual  report,  after 
claiming  an  appropriation  of  the  public  lands,  they  go  on 
to  add,  that  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that,  whatever  ap- 
propriations should  be  made  by  the  Government  to  this 
object,  the  greater  part  would  be  expended  in  giving  em- 
ployment to  our  shipping  and  to  citizens  of  the  United 
States.  Thus  philanthropy  and  wordly  gain  are  to  go 
hand  in  hand;  the  shipping mterest  and  those  employed m 
conducting  the  scheme  are  to  get  the  gpreater  part  of  what- 
ever is  expended.  The  public  lands  of  the  West  are  to 
fall  into  the  current  which  is  sweeping  off  eveiy  thing 
else.  Farmers  of  the  West  are  to  be  required  to  furnish 
annually  millions — compelled  to  pay  infinitely  more  for  re- 
fuse land  than  citizens  of  Maine  pay  for  first  choices,  to 
furnish  money  to  enrich  the  shippers,  as  well  as  to  buy 
lands  to  be  given  as  a  donation  to  the  negroes  carried  to 
Africa;  and  all  this  in  addition  to  furnishing  as  much  as 
will  defray  the  expenses  of  the  State  Governments  in  all 
the  old  States. 

Mr.  B.  concluded  with  showing  that  the  question  was 
now  between  the  plans  of  the  two  committees — the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures,  which  was  for  keeping  up  the 
price  of  the  lands;  and  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
who  were  for  reducing  the  price  to  one  dollar  per  acre 
for  fresh  lands,  and  fifty  cents  per  acre  for  sucii  as  had 
been  in  market  five  years,  with  a  right  of  preference  to 
actual  settlers;  and  he  called  upon  all  the  friends  of  the 
West  to  stand  forward  and  show  their  friendship  on  tills 
occasion,  by  voting  down  the  plan  of  the  >lanuiacturing 
Committee,  and  sustaining  that  of  the  Public  Land  Com- 
mittee. 


•  FaiDAi,  JcHz  29. 

THE  TARIFF. 

llie  bill  from  the  House,  to  alter  and  amend  the  seve- 
ral acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,  was  read  twice,  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed.- 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  print  an  additional  num- 
ber of  copies  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  extending  in- 
formation of  its  details  through  the  country. 

The  proposition  was  opposed,  on  the  ground  that  the 
printing  of  tiie  extra  number  of  copies  would  be  to  circu* 
late  erroneous  information,  as  the  bill  would  probably  be 
amended  in  its  progress  through  the  Senate. 

The  motion  was  negatived,  as  also  was  a  motion  by  Mr> 
MARCT  to  print  300  extra  copies. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  then  offered  a  resolution  requiring  the 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  prepare  a  statement  of  the  du- 
ties imposed  by  existing  laws,  and  those  imposed  by  the 
bill  which  had  now  passed  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  TYLER  suggested  that  an  estimate  of  tiie  amount 
of  revenue  which  would  be  cut  off  by  the  new  bill  be  em- 
braced in  the  statement.     > 

Mr.  GRUNDY  suggested  that  this  information  could 
only  be  obtained  from  the  Treasury  Department.  The 
information  called  for  by  his  resolution  would  be  neces- 
sary to  enable  the  Senate  to  act  on  the  bill.  He  presum- 
ed the  Committee  on  Manufactures  would  be  able  to  re- 
port the  biH  on  Monday  or  Tuesday. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  amend  the  resolutioD,  by  calling 
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for  a  stAtenieiit  also  of  the  rates  of  liuties  imposed  by  the 
two  bills  reported  by  the  Cummittee'un  ManufacUtres  of 
tlie  Senate. 

The  amendment  was  accepted  by  Mr.  GRUNDT  as  a 
modification  qf  his  resolution,  and  the  resolution,  as  modi- 
fied, was  then  agreed  to. 

DEATH  OF  Mr.  MITCHELL. 

A  mes'sape  was  received  from  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, bi  Mr.  Clarke,  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  auiinuiic- 
ing  (he  death  of  George  K.  MiTCncLL,  nr.e  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives I'rom  tlie  Stxte  of  Maryland,  of  that  House,  and 
that  his  funeral  woulil  take  place  at  5  o'clock  P.  M. 

On  motion  ofHr.  CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  tlien  came 
to  (he  following  resolution: 

Retolvtd,  That  ihe  Senate  will  attend  the  funeral  of  the 
Hon.  G.  E.  MiTCRKiL,  one  of  the  Representatives  from 
the  State  of  Maryland,  tliis  day  at  5  o'chick  P.  M.,  and,  as 
a  tri!)iite  of  respect  fi>r  the  memory  of  the  <leceased,  that 
the  Senators  will  go  into  mourning,  by  wearing  crape  on 
the  left  arm  fur  thirty  day!!. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS, 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

Satdbdat,  Jcnk  30. 
PORTRAIT  OF  WASHINGTON. 

Or  motion  ofMr.  FRELINOHUYSEN,  the  Senate  took 
up  the  resolution  for  the  purchase  of  the  original  portrait 
of  George  Washington,  by  Rembrandt  Pe»le. 

Mr.  F.  moved  to  fill  the  hlai.k  with  2,000  dollars.  He 
foiuidecl  his  motion,  first,  on  the  accui-acy  of  the  likeness, 
and,  secondly,  on  the  nature  of  the  subject  itself  He 
stated  the  opiniunsof  Ju<lge  Marshall,  Judge  Washington, 
and  other  distinguished  men,  a.H  to  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
semblance. He  consider>:<l  this  work  as  a  c:>nception  of 
taste  and  genius,  and  the  value  of  these  efforts  of  genius, 
in  dollars  and  cents,  must  depend  upon  the  tHSte  of  those 
who  purchase.  He  luwl  no  doubt  that  many  painters  could 
be  foinid  who  would  paint  a  portrait  of  Washington  for 
350  dollars;  but  this  was  the  work  which  it  would  be  most 
becoming  the  dign.ty  and  taste  of  tlie  Senate  to  possess- 
the  portrait  of  Peale.  It  was  not  the  pr  ce  of  the  canvas 
or  tlie  oil  w  hich  was  to  be  considered,  but  the  vulue  of 
the  immortal  m'.nd  which  was  portra)'e<l  by  the  pa-hter. 

Mr.  SMITH  stated  that  Stewart  received  only  1,000 
dollars  for  his  best  portraits;  and  he  would  have  no  objec- 
tion to  Kive  1,000  dollars  for  this.  Stewart  had  engaged 
to  make  him  a  copy  fur  600  dollars,  but  it  could  not  be 
obtaine<t  from  him. 

Mr.  W  EUS  TER  said  that  he  had  taken  his  id^a  of  Wash- 
ington from  the  portraits  of  Stewart.  He  admitted  the 
merits  of  his  picture,  and  said  that  if  it  was  to  be  regarded 
as  an  original,  wh.ch  he  supposed  it  was,  the  price  ought 
not  to  be  in  tlie  way.  An  original  head  of  WHshington, 
by  Stewart,  was  lately  sold  for  1,500  dollars,  and  the  pur- 
chaser would  not  listen  to  an  offer  of  5,000  fur  it.  In 
England,  if  its  character  were  as  high  as  it  is  here,  it  would 
fetch  a  much  higher  price. 

Mr.  WHITE  thought  that  if  it  were  the  intention  ofthe 
Senate  to  own  the  portrait,  they  should  not  cavil  about 
the  price.  No  private  gentleman  would  think  of  giving 
less.  His  acqiiaiiitaiKe  with  the  original  of  the  likepess 
had  been  but  slight,  but  it  was  his  impression  that  it  was 
vastly  superior  to  any  other  he  had  ever  seen. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  then  moved  to  amend  the  re- 
solution, by  adding  a  provision  that  the  portrait  be  hung 
in  a  conspicuous  part  of  the  Senate  chamber,  under  the 
direction  of  the  President  ofthe  Senate,  and  tliat  the  ex- 
penses thereof  be  paid  out  ofthe  contingent  fund;  which 
Was  agreed  to. 

Tile  words  "  of  New  York"  were  then  stricken  ont,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  MARC;Y,  who  stated  that  Mr.  Peale  was 
apt  of  New  York. 


The  resolution  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  ud 
read  a  third  time. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  conVder  the  amendintM 
made  by  the  House  to  the  harbor  bill,  disagreeing  to  >d 
amendment  of  the  Senate  relative  to  the  bridge  ovirtlit 
Wabash  river,  at  Terre  Haute,  (Indiana,)  and  the  beiitte 
rece<V<l  from  their  amendment. 

[Whilst  this  amendment  was  undecided,  Mr.  TIPTON, 
of  lud-ana,  said,  the  House  of  Representatives  having  ilis- 
agreed  to  the  amendment,  he  wished  the  Senate  to  ntrit 
from  it.  He  said  he  should  be  v<  ry  glad  to  bee  th'sbiid{;c 
constructed,  provided  this  couht  be  done  without  inttr- 
niptingthe  navigation  ofthe  river.  A  portion  of  liiscon- 
stitiients  were  anx'ous  to  have  an  appropriation  fur  tliij 
bridge :  another  portion  of  them,  and,  he  thought,  a  smslltr 
one,  were  opposed  to  it,  fearing  that  it  would  injure  tiM 
navigation  of -the  Wabash;  but  the  provision  of  the  bill 
which  the  House  had  stricken  out,  pr»tecte<l  the  iisvi)^ 
tinnofthis  river.  It  was  not  his  design  to  speak  of  the 
action  ofthe  House,  nor  ofthe  motives  of  those  who  pro- 
duced that  action;  nor  would  he  give  a  liiktory  uf  iIi'm 
bridge  in  the  Senate,  and  in  the  other  House;  lu:  wotild, 
however,  remark,  that  it  ha<l  twice  pussed  the  Senile, 
first  in  a  si  parate  bill,  containing  an  appropriation  for  Ihe 
Cumberland  r<iad,  and  latterly  in  the  torm  of  an  iineid- 
inent  to  the  harbor  bill,  the  one  now  before  tlie  Semte. 
He  was  opposed  to  endangering  the  passage  of  this  bill  it 
this  late  period  of  the  sei>sioii.  It  contained  a  provicon 
for  continuing  the  Cumberland  road  in  his  State,  and  for 
other  important  works  of  iuternul  improvement,  and  lie 
hoped  that  the  Senate  wuuld  ncedc  fur  this  time,  and  let 
the  bill  pass.] 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
to  appropriate,  fur  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds  of  the  pub- 
lic lands. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
.Moure  indefinitely  to  postpone  the  bill, 

Mr.  BENTON  resumed  his  remarks  in  contintiatinn, 
against  the  general  featiiies  of  the  measure,  as  uiiju-'tto 
tlic  new  States.  He  conteii<le<l  that,  by  the  distribution 
proposed  of  the  proceeds  among  the  several  Sulis, 
Indaiia,  though  she  paid  as  much  as  Ohio,  wuiild  nnlv  re- 
ceive half  the  amount  as  lier  share  of  the  sales;  in  like 
manner,  lllino's,  one-fourth;  Missouri,  oue-fiflh;  and  Ab- 
bania  and  Mississippi,  in  no  proportion  to  the  money  |nid 
by  them  severally.  That  it  was  also  unjust  to  Die  oM 
States,  anil  to  the  people  of  the  Union  geiierJIv,  a  it 
would  keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  lands  abo»e  thtir 
value;  and  that  it  Was  a  plan  much  less  beneficial  than  llat 
recommended  by  the  Committee  on  Piibl.c  Lands,  wli  ch 
would  make  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  one-half.  He»d- 
verte<l  to  the  m<ides  proposed  by  the  b.ll  under  coll»idt^ 
atioii,  for  the  application  of  the  proceeds  by  tlie  St»t« 
to  various  purposes.  That  for  the  purpose  of  the  Africiii 
colonization,  he  c<intended.  Was  visionary,  chimerical.  >M 
totally  impracticable;  instancing  the  fiiiluie  of  an  attempt 
by  the  British  to  establish  a  colony  at  Cape  Coast  C»sile, 
Sierra  Leone — its  total  failure,  from  the  niortaliiy  of  tlie 
climate,  &c.  Their  plan  of  colonization  at  Liberia  would 
ill  the  end  also  result  in  failure  fixim  various  causes,  snd  m 
the  interim  could  only  serve  to  enr.ch  the  shijipiiig  '"'«• 
rest,  and  to  keep  up  the  price  of  the  public  domain  for 
this  and  other  purposes.  In  conclusion,  he  deiiouiictdit 
as  radically  wning  and  unjust. 

Mr.  MO'OHE  said  he  would  occupy  a  few  minutes  of  Jie 
lime  of  the  Senate,  in  assigning  the  reasons  which  inH'i- 
eiiced  him  in  subiintt  ng  ihe  proposition  nua-  peislniA 
and  which  inclined  him  to  the  support  of  the  bill  nrporlird 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

I  cuiiaider,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  that  this  is  ameisuK  oftM 
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▼ery  Iwt  importance:  this  bill,  together  wHh  tlie  report 
whicli  accompanied  it,  has  been  drawn  with  (^at  care, 
and  contains,  appaicntiy,  much  plausible  arx<iment  and 
sound  rrasuning^i  and  Iwilh  have  been  supported  by  forci- 
ble and  eloquent  speeches  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clit,]  and  tlie  honorable  Senator  from 
Ohio,  [Mr.  Ewino.]  But,  sir,  I  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  the  provisions  contained  in  this  bill,  and  the  views 
taken  by  the  report  accompanying  it,  (though  very  impos- 
ing.) are  utterly  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the  new  States. 
I  cannot  give  my  sanction  to  this  bill,  because  it  not  only 
fiuli  to  dispense  equal  justice  to  the  new  States,  but  con- 
tains provisions  which  carry  certain  ruin  and  destruction  to 
their  most  valuable  interests.  It  is  true  the  provision 
which  proposes  to  give  the  new  States  ten  per  cent,  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  public  lands  for  five  years,  assumes  the 
appearance  of  liberality)  but  it  is  equally  true  that  Ihis 
is  a  g  Idud  p'.ll,  wliici),  if  taken,  will  prove  tlie  most  fatal 
poison.  For,  let  it  be  understood  that  this  proposition  is 
connected  with  the  one  which  gives  to  all  the  States  their 
proportion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands,  according 
to  their  federal  representation;  now,  adopt  this  provision, 
and  the  fate  of  the  new  Stales  will  be  sealed  forever;  their 
interest  may  then  be  said  to  be  in  the  liands  of  "  hanl 
taskmasters,"  truly.  Can  any  person  be  ignorant  of  the 
fact  tl>at  tlien  it  wdl  be  the  interest  of  the  old  States  to 
oppose  every  proposition  for  a  reduct'on  of  tlie  price,  or 
pre-emption  rights,  and  every  application  for  relief,  of  any 
characti-r  whatever,  in  order  that  they  may  be  enabled  to 
realize  the  greatest  possible  speciilHtion'  And,  in  that 
event,  the  hi>nor.d>le  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Ciat] 
will  be  relieved  from  bestowing  any  further  encomiums 
upon  the  very  liberal  eiiactmenU  in  favor  of  the  new 
States;  for  I  wcnilil  venture  the  assertion,  that  acts  of  that 
citaracter  would  never,  thereafter,  grace  your  statute 
books.  But,  in  that  event,  what  States  will  be  the  great- 
est beneficiaries,  let  me  ask  ?  The  same,  sir,  which  derive 
tlie  greatest  bemfit  from  the  tariff'  and  pension  bllU 
while  Alabama,  a  State  wh  cli  will  furnish  between  twenty- 
five  and  thirty  iiiillions  of  acres  of  the  public  domain,  to 
be  divided  in  the  mode  proposed,  will  receive  about  fifty- 
six  thousand  dollars  per  annum;  the  State  nf  Pennsylvania 
w.ll  receive  two  hundred  and  eighty-eight  thousand  one 
h«indrc<l  and  seventy-six  dollars;  and  that  of  New  York 
four  hunilred  and  ten  thousand  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
eiglit  dollars,  (fi)r  I  throw  away  fractionsaml  centi )  Sir, 
w.ll  this  do  justice  to  Virginia  and  Georgia,  whose  liberality, 
I  believe,  gave  all  the  territory'  out  of  which  the  new 
States  liave  been  composed,  with  the  excepticm  of  Loui- 
siana and  Missouri?  But  Virginia  is  consistent  with  her- 
self—magnanimoiu  Virginia  gave  an  empire,  without 
counting  dollars  ami  cent<i,  or"  claiming  an  equivalent;  she 
now  forbears  entering  into  this  general  scramble  for  any 
portion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  public  domain,  although 
•lie  has  a  more  legitimate  claim  tlian  any  other  of  the  old 
.States  in  the  Union. 

But  it  has  been  asserted  that  this  Government  has  ex- 
hibited great  liberality  and  parental  kindness  towards  the 
new  States,  in  the  various  enactments  in  their  favor,  &c. 
To  a  certain  extent,  I  agree  this  is  so;  but  not  to  that  ex- 
tent gentlemen  have  contended  for. 

I  acknowledge  the  liberality  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, as  regards  the  relief  measures  by  which  she  has  ex- 
tended towards  a  meritorious  c'ass  of  public  debtors,  the 
purchasers  of  public  lands,  the  favor  of  taking  the  lands 
purchased  at  a  la  r  price,  aiul  saving  them  from  the  for- 
feiture of  both  land  and  money  paid  towa^l8  it,  which 
might  have  proved  ruinous  to  this  portion  of  her  citizens, 
but  could  not  have  resulted  to  the  benefit  of  the  Govern- 
ment. B'lt,  sir,  I  deny,  as  one  of  the  representatives  of  a 
new  State,  that  there  was  any  liberality  in  the  terms  pro- 
posed and  conditions  exacted,  upon  which  we  were  re- 
ceired  into  the  Federal  Union.    1  deny  tb»t  there  waaany 


thing  like  gratuity  or  donation  in  tlie  grant  of  the  three 
per  cent,  fund  for  internal  improvement,  or  in  tlie  grant 
of  the  two  townships  for  a  seminary  of  learning,  or  in  the 
reservation  of  the  sixteenth  section  in  each  township  for 
private  schools.  Sir,  these  were  the  g^nts  in  whicli  the 
old  States  have  alrendy  enjoyed  an  equal  participation; 
they  were  made  to  eiicuui'sge  emigration,  and  to  enhance 
the  price  of  the  public  domain,  and  tliese  effects  have 
been  produced.  The  citizen,  emigrating  from  the  old 
States  to  the  new,  finds  the  means  of  education  in  the  vi- 
cinity of  tlie  university  more  in  his  reach;  he  concludes, 
of  course,  that  it  is  an  iiidiici-meiit  to  locate  himself  in  this 
quarter;  and,  fortliis  considei  ation,  he  gives  a  higher  price 
iiir  his  lands;  and,  in  like  manner,  when,  by  accident,  the 
sixteenth  section  proves  to  be  a  valuable  one,  he  is  led  to 
give  a  liigher  price  for  lands  in  tliis  township,  by  reason 
of  the  prospects  it  affords  of  educating  his  children  upon 
good  terms;  but  this  sixteenth  section  which  has  been 
spoken  of  so  often  as  a  gratuity  or  donation,  is  only  re- 
served from  sale  promiscuously,  not  selected,  and,  of 
cnui'Se,  it  often  happens  (probably  nine  times  out  often) 
tliut  it  proves  to  be  utterly  valueless,  located  in  a  swamp 
or  marah,  nobs  nf  mountains,  or  pine  woods,  not  worth 
one  cent.     Where  is  this  liberality,  then? 

But  let  us  admit  that  these  were  designed  as  an  equiva- 
lent for  the  concession  made  by  the  new  States,  in  ex- 
empting the  public  domain  from  taxation,  and  tlie  land 
sold  by  the  Government  to  individuals  for  five  yean  after 
their  sale.  Then,  we  say,  that  not  only  have  the  new 
Stales  given  an  equivalent,  but  ten  times  Uie  amount  of  that 
value,  in  thus  exirmptiiig  the  lands  from  taxatiiMi;  and  this 
is  capable  of  mathematical  deinunstratioii,  provided  any 
perxoii  will  take  the  trouble  to  ascertain  tlie  amount  which 
would  be  realized,  as  a  tax  upon  the  lands  exempted,  at 
the  rate  which  is  imposed  upon  the  lands  of  other  citi- 
zens. 

But  this  is  not  all;  in  doing  this,  the  new  States  have 
parte<l  with  a  portion  of  the.r  sovereignty,  by  which  the 
General  Government  establishes  land  offices  and  exercises 
ownerahip  over  tlie  soil  within  their  junsdict  on;  by  means 
of  whicli  there  exists  a  continual  dram  of  all  the  circulat- 
ing medium  fi'om  the  new  States  into  the  public  coftert 
here,     is  this  nothing' 

But  the  proposition  embraced  in  his  communication  to 
the  General  Assembly,  by  the  late  Governor  of  lUinoit, 
and  which  whs  afterwards  siibro.tted  on  this  floor,  claim- 
ing, in  behalf  of  the  new  States,  the  fee  simple  estate  in 
the  public  domain,  has  been  denounced  and  censured.  As 
regards  the  proposition  made  here,  and  the  individual  who 
brought  it  forward,  botli  have  been  sufficiently  defended 
and  complimented  by  the  chairman  of  tlie  Committee  on 
Public  Lands,  [Mr.  Kins,]  whose  duty  it  wi^  to  render 
this  tribute  of  justice.  1  will  only  say,  sir,  iliat,  however 
wise  tlie  project,  or  able  the  effort  in  its  sup|>ort,  here 
it  did  not  receive  the  least  countenance.  And  if  the  ob- 
ject was  to  produce  excitement  among  the  people  as  an 
electioneering  scheme  in  Alabama,  it  fitiled  to  produce 
til  is  desired  tffect. 

But  as  regards  the  censure  upon  the  late  Governor 
of  Illinois,  **  fur  having  become  a  whole  hi^  landmon> 
ger,"  I  think  the  honorable  Senator  fitim  Kentucky  [Mr. 
Clai]  has  not,  in  this  instance,  observed  bb  usual  cour- 
tesy, liberality,  or  magnaniniiiy,  towards  an  absent  adver- 
sary. Sir,  I  have  the  Governor's  communication  made  to  the 
General  Assembly  on  this  subject,  and  1  cannot  but  think, 
if  the  hohoi-able  Senator  will  read  it  witli  attention,  and  di- 
vest himself  of  prejudice,  be  will  agree  with  me  in  opi- 
nion, that  it  detracts  nothing  from  the  high  character  tliat 
gentleman  occup.es  (and  deservedly  occupies)  in  pubUc 
estimation,  for  talent  and  capacity  of  the  first  order. 

But  gentlemen  say  we  have  complained,  and  for  this 
we  have  been  censured  in  no  uiimeasui-ed  terms.  Sir,  i« 
it  a  crime,   or  disreputable  for  those  who,  while  in  • 
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state  of  minority,  have  been  overreached,  to  complun  of 
that  impontion,  when  they  arrive  at  full  a(^,  by  which 
advantage  has  been  taVen  of  their  minority? 

What,  sir,  was  the  situation  of  the  parties  at  the  time  of 
entering  into  the  compact?  They  were  in  a  territorial 
form  of  Government;  in  a  state  of  vassalage,  deprived  of 
all  political  rights  and  privijeges;  ruled  and  governed  by 
foreigners;  their  governors,  secretaries,  and  judges,  sent 
from  other  States.  On  this  floor  they  had  no  representa- 
tive or  voice,  and  in  the  other  branch,  in  the  humiliated 
situation  of  having  a  delegate  with  the  power  of  present- 
ing petitions  and  memorials,  butnot  entrusted  to  pve  a 
vote  on  any  question  whatever.  The  Governor  of  these  ter- 
ritories, too,  possessing  as  much  power  over  the  people  as 
a  king  or  monarch  over  his  subjects.  I  allude  to  that  pre- 
rogative which  gives  the  power  to  prorogue  and  dissolve 
territorial  legislative  assemblies,  which,  strange  as  it  may 
appear,  has  been  exercised  on  more  than  one  occasion. 

Well,  sir,  to  be  relieved  from  this  tyrannical  and  op- 
pressive form  of  Government,  the  people  were  induced  by 
their  representatives  in  convention  to  adopt  the  ordinance 
according  to  the  terms  proposed,  by  which  they  received 
admission  into  the  federal  family.  But  in  doing  this  they 
have  made  g^eat  sacrifices,  and  given  too  high  a  price  for 
the  boon.  And  gentlemen  would  deprive  them  of  the 
consolation  even  of  complaining.  Suppose  a  minor  im- 
prudently pledges  his  valuable  patrimonial  estate  to  a 
"  8hyIoclc,"an3  by  this  means  it  is  arrested  out  of  his  pos- 
session when  be  arrives  at  maturity  and  discovers  the  im- 
position, will  the  honorable  Senator  say  that  it  would  be 
"  disreputable,"  provided  he  should  complain  that  the 
"  pound  of  flesh"  should  be  required  of  him  under  such 
circumstances? 

Thus  much  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  sajr  as  regards  the 
objections  to  which  I  have  viewed  this  bill  as  being  ob- 
noxious. 

Now,  sir,  a  few  words  in  favor  of  the  bill  reported  by 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  the  very  able  re- 
port which  accompanied  it.  Sir,  it  constitutes  no  objec- 
tion with  me  that  the  committee  have  thought  proper  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  important  services  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Missouri,  and  that  bis  labors  have  entered 
largely  Into  this  production — they  could  not  have  drawn 
upon  a  source  better  qualifled  to  render  valuable  aid. 

Sir,  I  approve  of  the  bill  proposed  by  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands,  because,  in  substance,  it  is  the  project 
brought  forward  some  years  since  by  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Missouri,  and  for  which  he  has  obtained  deserved 
celebrity  in  all  the  new  States.  Sir,  I  approve  of  it,  be- 
cause I  think  it  recommends  itself  to  our  favor  for  many 
considerations;  it  proportions  the  price  of  the  pubfic  do- 
main to  its  quality,  and  adapts  the  terms  of  purchase  to 
r]I  chiases  of  citizeris;  it  enables  the  poor  man  as  well  -as 
the  rich  to  become  a  freeholder.  And  where  can  man 
find  a  welcome  like  a  permanent  home?  A  sanctuary 
which  he  is  inclined  to  worship,  so  much  as  his  own  domi- 
cil?  One  which  is  so  well  calculated  to  make  him  proud 
of  his  species,  and  proud  of  the  country  in  which  he  lives, 
and  which  will  prompt  him,  upon  all  proper  occasions,  to 
be  ready  to  defend  it  with  his  life  ? 

But  it  has  been  said,  and  correctly,  too,  that  in  this 
country  we  have  too  much  land  for  tlie  population  of  the 
eouhtry.  Can  a  better  argument  be  adduced  in  favor  of 
reducing  the  price,  and  adapting  the  terms  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  to  purchase?  From  the  ofiicial  docu- 
ment which  has  been  referred  to,  it  appears  there  are  in  the 
new  States  one  hundred  and  forty  or  fifty  thousand  per- 
sons destitute  of  lands.  I  submit  it  to  honorable  gentle- 
men whether  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  sound  prin- 
ciples of  propriety  and  justice,  that  a  portion  of  these 
millions  of  acres,  which  gentlemen  advise  the  propriety  of 
holding  up  for  three  hundred  years,  in  order  to  realize  a 
good  price,  should  not  be  reduced  and  brought  down 


within  the  reach  of  this  class  of  citizens  to  purchase;  tnd 
whether,  as  patriots,  they  cannot  demand  it  as  a  right  of 
their  Government.  They  are  willing  to  give  a  high  prict 
for  that  which  is  a  drug  on  your  hands,  to  recfaum  the 
wilderness  and  forests  by  their  labor:  they  are  willing  to 
make  ,that  valuable  which  is  wortluess,  by  their  hbor; 
they  are  willing  to  bring  into  active  operation  the  Uteiit 
resources  of  the  country.  Sir,  to  such  of  the  citizens  of 
this  country  I  consider  a  freehold  to  be  his  natural  inherit- 
ance; to  such,  a  portion  of  the  public  domain  should  be 
as  free  as  the  atmosphere,  or  the  light  of  heaven.  Sir,  it 
is  my  deliberate  and  conscientious  belief  that  it  is  notoaljr 
the  correct  policy,  but  the  duty  of  the  Govemmenl,  to 
make  to  every  individual  who  is  destitute,  and  the  hod  of 
a  family,  a  donation  of  a  quarter  section  of  land,  on  con- 
dition that  he  shall  cultivate  and  improve  it;  ahd  that  this 
liberal  policy  would  result  advantageously  alike  to  the 
citizens  and  the  Government. 

But  we  have  been  called  upon  to  "  state  what  we  nwjD 
by  refuse  lands."  I  answer,  that  land  which  has  been  in 
market  for  twenty  or  thirty  years,  and  has  not  firaml  » 
purchaser;  lands  which  have  been  picked  and  culled  for 
that  length  of  time;  lands  situated  in  swamps  andmanhe!^ 
embracing  mountains,  cedar  nobs,  pine  woods,  and  pine 
barrens;  lands  which,  without  some  improvement,  are  un- 
fit for  any  ag^cukural  purpose  whatever,  are  truly  "re- 
fuse," not  worth  the  present  minimum,  and  that  their 
price  ought  to  be  reduced. 

Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  M.,  I  will  not  detail  the  Se- 
nate longer;  the  subject  has  been  ably  discussed  by  gen- 
tlemen who  have  preceded  me;  but  its  importance,  in  era- 
nexion  with  the  interests  of  those  whom  I  represent, 
seems  to  have  demanded  thus  much. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  M.  expressed  bis  wish  that  the  deci- 
sion on  the  final  question  woukl  not  be  urged  until  aerenl 
Senators,  who  were  now  absent,  and  who  were  interested 
in  the  measure,  should  be  present. 

Mr.  CLAY  then  rose  in  reply,  and  spoke  briefly  agamt 
indefinite  postponement,  expressing  a  wish  that,  in  pre- 
ference to  this  mode  of  disposing  of  the  subject,  the  whole 
of  the  land  subject  should  rather  be  postponed  until  tbe 
next  session. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  thought  that  indefinite  pwtiione. 
ment  was  an  uncourteous  way  of  getting  rid  of  the  subject, 
without  giving  any  decision  as  to  the  merits  of  the  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  KANE  said  it  would  be  wrong  to  take  the  vote  en 
indefinite  postponement  to-night,  as  the  Senate  was  this. 
He  would  therefore  move  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table. 

Afler  some  further  conversation,  the  question  was  takes 
on  laying  tlie  bill  on  the  table,  and  negatived,  as  IoIIoot: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Grtindf, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  White.— 15. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clsyton,  Whs, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Kiiiglit,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poin- 
dexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Kuggles,  Seymour,  Sitsbee, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— JT- 

The  question  then  being  on  the  indefinite  postponement, 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  KING  complained  of  tbe  want  of  courtesy  in  prea- 
ing  the  motion  now. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  replied  that  there  couW  be  no  nA 
of  courtesy  in  pressing  this  question.  It  was  clear,  ftoB 
the  late  vote,  that  a  decided  majority  of  the  Senate  «re 
against  laying  the  bill  on  the  table.  As  there  was  a  reso- 
lution from  ilie  House  to  adjourn  on  Monday  week,  »hidi 
resolution  was  to  be  taken  up  on  Thursday,  he  thought  it 
right  that  the  discussion  should  proceed,  ortbequestiw 
be  taken. 

The  question  was  theft  taken  on  the  motion  tat  indel- 
nite  postponement,  and  decided  in  tbe  negative,  as  foHon: 
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TEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Grundy, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Robin- 
son, Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  White. — 17. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewin^,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Tohnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Foindex- 
ter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tom- 
linaon,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkuis. — 25. 

Tbe  Senate  then  adjourned. 

MosDAT,  Jdit  3. 
THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  from  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, reported  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
in  mddition  to  tbe  act  imposing  duties  on  imports,  with  a 
▼ariety  of  amendments;  which  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  gave  notice  that  he  should  move  the 
Senate  to-day  to  take  up  the  bill. 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  appro- 
priate, for  a  limited  time,  tbe  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
pttbfic  lands. 

The  question  pending  being  on  the  amendment  propos- 
ed by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  strike  out  "ten," 
and  insert  "  fifteen"  per  cent.,  to  be  appropriated  to  the 
new  States, 

Mr.  CLAY  explained  the  operation  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  said,  if  it  was  the  intention  of  gentlemen 
to  carry  this  measure  tlirough  at  the  present  session,  he 
would,  although  reluctantly,  go  with  them.  He  thought 
tbe  subject  should  be  considered  at  home,  before  it  was 
submitted  to  Congress.  It  was  now  for  the  first  time 
brought  here.  He  should  now  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment, in  the  hope  that  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on 
tbe  subject  would  stop  here,  and  that  it  would  not  be  at- 
tenapted  to  be  urged  through  at  this  late  period  of  the  ses- 
sion. He  put  a  question  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  if  they  intended  to  push  the  question  through. 
He  thought  that  to  give  the  new  States  fifteen,  or  even 
ten  per  cent,  additional,  without  going  any  further,  would 
be  extravagant. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  be  not  only  wished  to  get  through  the 
question  tikis  session,  but  he  wished  to  get  the  bill  through 
Uiis  day;  and,  as  far  as  he  was  in  possession  of  the  opi- 
nions of  members,  he  thought  this  might  be  done;  if 
not  to-day,  he  hoped  the  bill  would  be  got  through  to- 
nuirrow,  and  tliat  the  tariff  would  in  that  case  be  post 
poned  until  this  should  be  decided:  or,  after  the  tariff 
should  be  disposed  of,  that  tliis  bill  would  be  taken  up 
and  passed.  Ue  concurred  with  the  Senator  from  Ten- 
nessee, that  if  this  whole  subject  could  not  be  disposed  of, 
it  ouglit  nut  to  be  decided  in  part.  But  he  expressed  his 
desire  to  act  on  the  Object  without  further  delay. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  was  himself  opposed  to  the  per  cent, 
a^  as  it  was  reported.  He  was  instructed  not  to  press  the 
reduction  of  tbe  price  of  lands  in  this  bill.  He  referred  to 
the  hardship  which  he  alleged  to  bear  on  the  new  States, 
by  their  compact  with  the  General  Government,  and  which 
.he  said  was  admitted  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAY  corrected  the  Senator  from  Alabama  as  to 
the  opinions  attributed  to  him.  He  had  never  admitted 
tbe  existence  of  hardship,  but  merely  of  complaint,  and 
for  that  complaint  he  denied  tliat  there  was  any  good 
foundation.  He  stated  that,  if  the  lands  were  to  be  ceded 
to  the  States,  they  would  stilt  be  exempted  from  taxation, 
as  no  State  had  ever  taxed  its  own  lands.  He  inquired  if 
the  Government  was  not  justified  in  making  as  much 
as  could  be  made  from  the  public  lands,  without  unfair- 
ness to  the  new  States.  He  showed  the  superiority  of  tbe 
principle  and  mode  of  distribution  adopted  by  the  report 
of  tiie  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  stated  that  all 
the  Union  was  interested  in  the  application  of  the  proceeds 


of  the  lands  to  colonization,  internal  improvement,  or 
education;  because  all  that  was  added  to  the  mind  or  the 
improvement  of  a  State  was  an  addition  to  the  aggregate 
intellect  and  wealth  of  the  whole. 

Mr.  BENTON  said  that  if  this  bill  was  to  be  pushed 
through  at  the  present  session,  the  amendment  directed 
by  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  be  made  to  the 
tariff  bill  would  be  moved  to  this  bill,  to  test  the  sense 
of  the  Senate  as  to  the  reduction  of  this  heavy  tax  on  the 
new  States  of  the  West.  It  should  be  determined  by  a 
direct  vote,  whether  the  new  States,  besides  the  support 
of  the  General  Government,  were  to  be  saddled  with  the 
support  of  all  the  twenty-four  States,  and  to  be  the  spoil 
of  the  rest. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  was  very  glad  to  hear  that  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri  was  determined  to  bring  forward  the 
whole  subject.  "  Come  on  Macduff."  He  had  been  desir- 
ous to  have  the  whole  subject  disposed  of;  and  if  there 
was  time  for  this  genera]  action  during  this  session,  be 
was  anxious  that  it  should  take  place. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  made  some  remarks  in  opposition 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  on  the  point  that  the  new 
States  were  tbe  spoils  and  the  oppressed  of  the  other 
States.  He  stated  that  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  on 
the  Choctaw  purchase  in  Mississippi  would  be  opened 
next  fall,  and  if  be,  in  an  ill  humor  because  he  could  not 
get  all  he  wanted,  should  vote  for  postponing  this  subject 
to  another  year,  his  constituents  would  lose  the  benefit  of 
the  fifteen  per  cent,  on  the  lands  then  to  be  offered  for 
sale.  He  could  not  place  himself  in  that  position  before 
his  constituents.  .> 

Mr.  GRUNDY  adverted  to  the  impossibility  of  getting 
through  this  question  in  tlie  two  weeks,  or  one  week, 
which  Congress  may  have  to  sit.  He  wished  to  get  through 
the  unfinished  business  which  ought  to  be  acted  upon. 
If  this  bill  was  to  be  put  aside,  he  would  also  vote  to  post- 
pone the  other  bill  from  the  Commitleo  on  Public 
Lands,  for  the  reduction  of  tlie  price  of  the  public  lands. 
But  if  this  bill  were  to  be  passed  upon,  the  action  on  tbe 
otiier  could  not  be  prevented.  If  gentlemen,  however, 
were  so  eager  to  get  at  a  discussion,  let  them  go  at  it;  but 
he  thought  that  two  weeks  hence  they  would  regret  that 
they  had  done  so. 

Mr.  KING  asserted  that  although  the  dividend  now 
given  to  tlie  new  States  out  of  the  sales  of  public  lands 
professed  to  be  five  per  cent.,  it  was  in  fact  but  three  per 
cent.,  as  the  additional  two  percent,  was  to  be  directed  to 
the  making  of  roads  to  and  Irom  the  lands.  Ue  stated  that 
he  would  not  vote  for  this  bill,  even  if  the  dividend  were 
to  be  raised  to  twenty-five  per  cent,  to  the  new  Stales. 
He  would  not  be  bribed  to  give  his  support  to  tliis  bill. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  asked  if  the  gentleman  from  Ala- 
bama was  bribed  when  he  obtained  400,000  acres  for  his 
State.  He  repelled  the  idea  that  either  he  himself,  or 
other  Senators,  were  to  be  laid  under  the  imputation  of 
being  bribed;  and  stated  that  although  public  lands  liad 
been  on  sale  in  Mississippi  for  thirty  years,  that  State  bad 
received  no'.hing  ft'om  the  General  Government.  He  de- 
sired to  act  on  this  bill  during  the  present  session. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  expressed  himself  in  favor  of  going 
through  with  this  bill  at  the  present  session;  and  replied 
to  the  several  objections  which  had  been  urged  against 
action  upon  it.  He  contended  that,  in  looking  so  intently 
at  the  reduction  of  the  price  of  the  public  lands,  there 
was  danger  of  loosing  the  advantages  promised  by  this  bill, 
while,  after  all,  tliere  was  no  certainty  that  the  price 
would  be  reduced. 

Mr.  BENTON  insisted  on  the  probability  of  the  pas- 
sage of  a  bill  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  public  lands, 
should  this  bill  &il. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  replied  that  the  principle  of  reduc- 
tion was  not  at  all  at  war  with  the  principle  of  distribution 
of  the  proceeds. 
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The  question  waa  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  and 
decideil  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buclcner,  Hendricks, 
Kane,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Rugbies,  Tipton. 
—10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghiiysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
King,  Kniglit,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Naiidain,  Prentiss, 
Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprajirue,  Tazewell, 
Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins. 
—36. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  strike  out  the  words  which  pro- 
vide for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  among  the  States. 
He  was  opposed  to  tite  introduction  of  the  principle  of 
distributing  the  revenue  among  the  States.  He  insisted 
that  the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands  did  constitute  a  p:iri 
of  the  revenue.  The  clause  which  he  moved  to  strike 
out,  cut  off  a  part  of  the  public  revenue,  taking  it  from 
the  treasury  to  divide  it  among  the  States.  He  made  an 
objection  to  the  distribution  also,  because  it  was  a  division 
of  the  groS:<,  instead  of  the  nett  revenue,  and  so  far  as 
the  difference  between  the  gross  and  nett  proceeds,  it  was 
a  division  of  the  duties  derived  from  imports.  He  admit 
te<l  the  perfect  power  of  Congress  tn  legislate  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  he  was  opposed  to  donations  of  money  to  the 
States,  and  desired  to  have  some  general  and  equitable 
•vstem  adopted  for  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands. 
He  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  his  motion;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  rejoiced  that  the  question  of  the 
principle  of  distribution  was  now  to  be  tested  in  a  simple 
and  a  solemn  manner.  He  met  the  opinion  of  the  Sena- 
tor from  South  Carolina,  that  the  division  of  the  proceeds 
of  the  public  lands  would  lead  to  the  pi-actice  of  distri- 
buting the  proceeds  of  the  taxes  among  the  States,  by  an 
opposite  one;  and  declared  his  own  firm  and  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  princ  pie  of  such  distribution.  He  stated 
that  the  revenue  from  the  public  lands  was  distinguished 
from  all  other  revenue  by  the  language  of  the  constitu- 
tion, and  of  the  deeds  of  cession,  which  gave  exclusive 
and  unlimited  power  to  Congress  over  tlie  public  lands, 
and  which  was  not  given  over  any  other  revenue.  This 
view  was  supported  by  tlie  opinions  of  some  of  the  ablest 
of  our  constitutional  lawyers;  and  if  it  was  correct,  the 
argument,  therefore,  tlwt  the  division  of  this  revenue 
would  lead  to  tlie  division  of  all  the  surplus  revenue,  he 
did  not  consider  as  sustainable.  He  adverted  tnthe  argu- 
ment titat  the  distribution  of  the  gross  proceeds  would  be 
K  distribution  in  part  of  revenue  from  other  sources,  and 
stated  that  the  bdl  ttuthorize<l  the  division  of  the  nett  pro- 
ceeds only.  He  detailed  what  would  be  the  deduction!! 
made  by  the  accounting  officers  under  the  bill,  when  they 
determnied  the  amount  of  the  proceeds  applical>le  to 
division.  The  nett  amount  of  charges  on  the  annual  sales 
of  the  public  lands  did  not,  he  believed,, exceed  four  per 
cent.  He  hoped  that  the  question  of  distribution  would 
be  settled,  and  in  such  manner  as  to  redotind  to  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  every  State,  and,  of  consequence, 
of  the  whole  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  HAYNE  briefly  replied  on  the  subject  of  the  dis- 
crimination between  the  revenue  from  the  public  lands 
and  from  other  sources,  and  contended  that  if  the  con- 
struction of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  correct, 
there  was  no  linutation  to  the  powers  of  the  General  Go- 
vernment; and  they  might  be  exercised  tmder  a  wild  dis- 
crtstion,  the  extent  of  which  could  not  be  anticipated  or 
coiitrulted.  He  asserted  that  there  ought  not  to  be  any 
surplus  money  in  the  treasury,  but  that  care  should  be 
taken  to  regulate  the  taxes  so  as  to  have  no  unnecessary 
a'nount  in  the  treasury.  He  denied  that  he  was  anxious 
to  increase  tIte  revenue  from  the  public  lands.  He  was 
willing  to  place  them  on  a  fiur  and  equitable  ground. 


Mr.  POINDEXTER  dissented  from  many  of  the  pai- 
tions  taken  by  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  who  iii4 
stated  his  disposition  to  befriend  the  new  States,  jrct  T^ 
f)ised  either  to  cede  the  lands  to  the  new  States,  or  to 
make  donations  of  lands  to  them. 

The  debate  was  further  continued  by  Messrs.  JOHNS. 
TON,  KANE,  HOLMES,  and  ROBINSON;  when  tU 
question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Hathe's  motion,  and  decided 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb.  Brown,  Bnckner,E^;^ 
Grundy,  Hayne,  H  II,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Vi- 
ler, Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tykr, 
While.— 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Cla>-ton,  Dick- 
erson, Dufllry,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Henclricki, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kn'ght,  Naudain,  Po  ndeiler,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragiir,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinsnn,  Waggamaii,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^26. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  that  tlie  Senate  now  adjourn.  Ifc- 
gatived — y^s  15,  nays  32. 

The  question  now  being  on  the  proposition  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands  to  strike  out  all  tlic  section 
which  authorize  the  distribution  among  the  Siatri,  tod 
the  residue  of  the  bill,  the  question  was  then  bikenb; 
yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  as  fullows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Browti,  Buctntr,  SEs, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mtnfuu, 
M.ller,  Moore,  Robinsoii,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
Tyler,  White.— 21. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  nicl- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingluiysen,  Hcn(lrick<, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Ftnmlixtfr, 
Prentiss,  Rohhins,  Ruggles  Seymour,  S  Ubee,  Spngw, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^26. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  introduce  an  »dililioii«l 
section  to  reduce  the  price  of  public  lands  to  one  dolUr 
per  acre,  and  of  all  which  have  been  above  fiveyeinia 
market  fifty  cents  per  acre. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  K.\NE,  the  question  wasdiTidect,uid 
was  6rst  taken  on  the  first  branch  of  the  aroeiidment,  ud 
negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Butknn, 
Ellis,  Grundy.  Ha^ne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  Kinfr.Min- 
gum,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tszevell, 
I'ipton,  Troup,  White 21. 

NAY."?. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Whs, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsjtii,  Frelint^oj- 
sen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Miller,  Niudan, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  ^pne<Ki 
Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkini— 27- 

The  quehtion  was  tlieii  taken  on  the  second  bnnch  of 
the  amendment,  and  also  negatived,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  ElliN  Fa 
syth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Jbi>- 
gum,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  T»ze»eft 
Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 20. 

NAY< — Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  Chi- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Fmit,  l-Velingliuj- 
sen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kn'ght,  Marcy,  MiUer,  NuKbic, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  SiMiee,  Spngue, 
Tomlinsnn,  Tvler,  Waggaman,' Webster,  Wilkins.-21 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  ll« 
first  section,  by  striking  out  ten,  and  inserting  twelve  m 
a  half  per  cent. 

Messrs.  CLAY  and  HOLMES  expressed  their  intentioii 
to  vote  for  the  amendment. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  insert  fourteen  percent. 

The  CHAIR  pronounced  this  motion  tobeoutofonler. 

Mr.  HAYNE  appealed  from  the  decision  of  tlieCwiii- 

This  appeal  led  to  a  discussion,  in  whidi  the  dtdsioiirf 
the  Chair  was  supported  by  Messrs.  WEBSTER  «» 
CLAY,  and  opposed  by  Messrs.  HAYNE,  MlIXEftswl 
KUiG. 
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h«  qiintion  wns  then  taken,  when  there  appeared — 
EAS— Messrs.  Bell,  Cliambers,  Clay,  Claytiin,  D.ck- 
n,  Ewiiif;,  Foot,  Frelin(^huysen,  llulmeii,  Johnston, 
[ht,  NaiuUin,  Poindexter,  Pri-ntiss,  Rubbins,  Kiitf- 
,  SeynvMir,  S.isbee,  Smith,  Toml.nson,  Waggaman, 
Mer,  Wilkins.— 2j. 
AYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bihb,  Brown,  Biickner,  Dal- 

DiillcT,  Ellis,   Gnindy,    Hayne,    Hemlricks,   H.ll, 
e,  Yiin%,  Man? um,  Marcy,  M.IIrr,  Moore.  Kobinson, 
igiie,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White. — 23. 
wrre  being  a  tie, 

tr.  MOOKE  moved  that  the  Senate  now  adjourn.  Ne- 
Tcd— yeas  18,  nays  29. 

lie  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Potussx- 
,  it  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  as  follows: 
EAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Biickner,  Clay,  Clay- 
,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freliiiglmysen,  Hendricks,' 
(Ties,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Kni^it,  Moore,  Naudain, 
mtcxter,  Prentiss,  Rubbint,  Robinson,  Riigglc-s,  SiL»- 
,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 27. 
lAYS — Mt^rs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  Ulillas,  Dud- 
,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hdl,  Marcy,  M.ller, 
moiir.  Smith,    Sprague,    Tazewell,    Troup,    Tyler, 

lite,  W.lkins 2a 

Ir.  POINDEXTBR  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
ini;  a  fifth  section,  granting  to  Mississippi,  Louisiana, 

U:»i<Hiri,  600,000  acres  eacli,  for  purposes  specified; 

the  yens  and  nays  were  ordered. 
Ir.  IIENDKICKS  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 
uldiiig  so  many  acres  to  the  grant  to  Indiana,  Alaba- 
I  inii  Illinois,  as  would  make  the  ag);regate  given  to 
K  States  equal  to  the  grants  now  a^ikcd  for  the  other 
tcs. 

The  a-nendment  to  the  amendment  was  then  agreed  tot 
I  tlie  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment  as  amended, 
I  ilrciled  as  follows: 

FEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Biickner,  Clay,  Clayton, 
itTson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingliuyseii,  Uciidricks, 
Inirs,  Jolnistnn,  Kane,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,^P(Nii- 
oer.  Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Robinson,  Kiii^lea,  Seymour, 
'xre,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tumliusoii,  Waggaman,  Web- 
•—28. 

(AYS.—Messrs.  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
'.Fiir^th,  Gniixlv,  Hayne,  H.ll,  King,  kUrcy,  MdUr, 
tfWfll,  l^ler,  White,  Wilkins — 16. 
'r.  HAtNE  moved  to  strike  out  tlie  words  which  spe- 
ed the  purposes  to  which  the  proceeds  were  to  be  ap- 
^  by  the  stales,  so  as  to  leave  the  States  to  d.rcct  the 
wwU  as  they  pleased. 

f>e  proposit.oii  was  advocated  by  Messrs.  HAYNE, 
^Klt,  an  I  FORSYTH,  and  was  opposed  by  .Vtessrs. 

ambers,  dickerson,  webs  ler,  poindex- 
1.  »>k1  clay. 

I, WHS  ciintended  by  the  opponents  of  the  amendment. 

Idle  :<trikiiig  out  of  this  l.mitalion  would  destroy  the 

•tiibjcct  and  entire  value  of  ithe  bill. 

Ill  the  other  side,  it  Was  insisteil  that  the  States  would 

I!  *  r.ght  to  u  <e  the  money  as  they  pleasedt  and  that, 

liev  are  dixposed  to  direct  it  to  internal  iiii|>ruvemeots. 

Cation,  or  colonization,  they  will  do  it  as  well  in  the 

nice  of  all  limitations,  as  when  they  exist. 

■r-  WEBSTER  a.sked  for  a  division  of  the  question, 

^  to  take  the  quefition  first  on  striking  out  the  words 

r  education  anil  internal  improvementst"  and  being 

l^n  on  this  branch  of  tlie  amendment,  it  was  negatived, 

olliiws: 

EAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Biickner,  Ellis, 

?Ui,  Qruiidy,  H^yne,   H.ll,  Kane,   King,  MaiiKum, 

■'Ji  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler, 

ine 20. 

lAYS — Messrs.   Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 

U.ckeraoii,   Dudley,    Ewing,  Foot,'  Freliiigliuysen, 

)unck^  Holmes,   Johnston,  Knight,  Naudaui,    Poin- 


dexter, Prentiss,  Robbins,  Kiicfgles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  TomUnaon,  Waggaman,  WetMter,  Wil- 
kins — 27. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to  strike 
out  "coton'ization,"  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  as 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dudley,  Ellis,^Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane, 
K  ng,  Mangiim,  Marcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Robinson,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Waggaman,  White.— 22. 

NAYS.— Messr.s.  B.-ll,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dick- 
erson, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghiiysen,  Hendricks,  Holires, 
Johnston,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Rob- 
bint^  Riigi^les,  Sevmour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tom- 
linson, Tyler,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 25. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  second  section,  by 
striking  out  the  words  "among  the  twenty-four  States  of 
the  Union,  according  to  their  federal  population,"  and 
insert,  "into  as  many  shares  as  there  are  Senators  and 
Representatives  of  the  different  States  of  the  Union,  and 
divided  in  that  proportion." 

The  questio.i  being  taken,  the  motion  was  negatived — 
yeas  13,  na\  s  33. 

Mr.  MOORE  moved  that  the  Senate  adjotirn,  (seven 
o'clock.)     Negatived — yeas  16,  nays  28. 

Mr.  KOBINSON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  reducing 
the  price  of  lands  which  had  been  ten  years  in  the  mar- 
ket to  one  dollar  per  acre,  and  to  actual  settlers  at  fifty 
Cents  per  ac>e.     NeRativetl,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  liibb.  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,'  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Moure,  Kobinson,  Smith,  Tasewell,  Tipton, 
White.— 19. 

NAYS Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freliiighiiysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  M.ller,  Naudain,  Rubbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Wagga- 
man, Webster,  Wilkins. — 24. 

Mr.  HENDRICKS  move<l  to  amend  by  adding  a  proviso 
that  tlie  appropriations  for  the  Cumberland  road  sliall 
still  be  made  out  of  tlie  two  per  cent,  fundi  which  wa* 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  adding  a 
section  granting  a  township  of  land  to  the  French  college 
at  St.  Louis.     Negatived — yeas  7,  nays  35. 

Mr.  TIPTON  moved  to  amend  by  add.iiKa  proviso  that 
nothing  contained  in  this  bill  shall  impair  tlie  power  of 
Congress  to  grant  donations  of  lands  liereafler.  Sec. 

Mr.  CLAY  seconded  the  motion;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  anienil  the  bill  in  the  second 
section,  by  insert.nga  variety  of  expenses  connected  with 
the  public  lands,  to  be  deducted  before  a  division  of  the 
proceeds  shall  be  made.     Negatived — yeas  18,  nays  23. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  as  amended. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  wislied  to  have  the  bill  and  amend- 
ments printed,  and  moved  to  lay  them  on  Uie  table,  and 
print  them. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  amendments  were  easily  un- 
derstood; and  he  hoped  that  the  Senate  would  pass  this 
bill  to  its  third  reading  to-night,  and  then  go  home  and  get 
their  dinner  or  supper,  sleep  upon  it,  and  come  here  to- 
morrow prepared  to  go  on  with  the  tariff. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  there  were  incongruities  in  the 
bill  which  he  wished  to  have  corrected,  and  he  hoped  the 
Senate  would  allow  time  to  correC  tliem. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Taxewcll,  and  decided  in  tlie  negative — ^yeas  17,  nays  25. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  concurring  in  the 
amemlniciits,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  26, 
nays  15. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  the  bill  was  amended 
by  introducing  after  the  word  "colonization"  the  words 
"of  free  persons  of  color." 
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The  question  was  then  put  on  the  engrossment  and 
third  reading' of  the  bill,  and  decided  asfolluws: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Diclceraon,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Rabbins,  Uug- 
rleti,  Seymour,  SILsbee,  Tomlinson,  Wuggaman,  Webster, 
Wilkins 24. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Broi^n,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  White— 18. 

TUESDAI,  JULT  3. 

HARBOR  BILL. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  by  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Com- 
meroe,  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  orders,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  up  the  bill  for  the  improvement  of  cer- 
tain harbors,  &c. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  Mr.  MILLER,  who  desired 
that  the  residue  of  the  session  should  be  devoted  to  the 
tariff,  and  who  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which  were 
ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows; 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Freling^mysen, 
Hendricks,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Foindexter,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wag^man,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

NAYs. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Tazewell,  Ty- 
ler, White.— 13. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  in  order  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Senate 
as  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  moved  to  strike  out  the 
enacting  words,  and  asked  for  the  yeas  and  naysj  which, 
being  taken,  were  as  follows; 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Ring,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Taze- 
well, Tyler,  White.— 13. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickeraon,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freiing- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight, 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins 30. 

The  Senate  then  prooee<led  to  consider  the  amendments 
to  the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

On  the  first  amendment,  being  an  appropriation  for 
a  breakwater  at  Lake  Ponfchartiain,  it  was  advocated 
by  Mr.  WAGGAMAN  andMr.  JOHNSTONi  but,  before 
any  question  was  taken,  the  hour  of  twelve  having  arriv- 
ed, the  bill,  on  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  was  laid  on 
the  table: 

PUBLIC  LANDS. 

The  bill  to  appropriate,  for  a  limited  time,  the  proceeds 
of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  was  read  athii-dtime. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  rose,  and  sai<l,  great  as  his  solicitude 
was,  upon  this  and  all  subjects  connected  with  a  disposi- 
tion of  the  public  lands,  and  deep  as  was  the  interest  of 
the  State  which  in  part  he  had  the  honor  to  represent, 
yet,  at  this  advanced  period  of  a  long  and  protracted  ses- 
sion, he  woidd  have  contented  himself  with  a  silent  vote 
upon  the  bill  under  consideration,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
new  principle  it  embraced,  and  the  doctrine  advanced  by 
some  Senators  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  discussion, 
that  a  reduction  in  the  price  of  tlie  public  lands  would  be  of 
no  advantage  to  the  States  in  wliich  they  are  situated. 
And  I,  s;iid  Mr.  R.,  must  acknowledge  my  surprise  at  hear- 
ing this  from  honorable  gentlemen,  representing  States 
which,  time  after  time,  and  year  after  year,  have  in  the 
most  solemn  manner,  through  an  organ  no  less  respecta- 
ble than  their  Legislatures,  pressed,  by  memorials  the  most 
importunate,  upon  the  consideration  of  Congress,  the  great 


necessity  of  a  liberal  reduction  in  price,  or  of  a  tnuuTcrDf 
lands  to  the  States  in  which  they  lie. 

Some  months  ago,  said  Mr.  R.,  a  resolution  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  instructing  one  of  its  committees  (tbe 
Committee  on  Manufactures)  to  inquire  into  the  eip«£. 
ency  of  reducingtbe  price  of  the  pubUc  lands,  and  of  cedii^ 
them  to  the  several  States  within  which  tbey  are  situatal, 
upon  reasonable  terms.  Against  both  these  proposition 
an  adverse  proposition  was  made,  anda  new  project  submit- 
ted fur  our  consideration;  and  that  project  referred  t«tk 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and  reported  upon  with  the 
amendments  now  under  consideration.  1°o  tlsis  refcrenct 
we  have  heard  luud  and  repeated  complaints,  tbtt  tlu 
Committee  on  Manufactures  were  treated  untiiidly;  tint 
the  usual  courtesy  was  denied  them;  and  that  llic  refer- 
ence was  unprecedented  in  the  Senate.  Now,  sir,  it  does 
not  so  appear  to  me.  Had  the  Committee  on  HanuCic- 
tures  contented  themselt^es  with  a  report  (advene  I5  it 
was)  upon  that  wliich  was  referred  to  tliem,  and  had  tbcir 
report  then  been,  previous  to  any  action  of  the  Scnste,K- 
ferred  to  a  T:o-oi  dnute  committee,  their  coroplauits  vould 
have  liad  some  foundation  in  reason.  But  when  tbe; 
themselves  first  travelled  out  of  their  jurisdiction,  ud 
brought  forward  a  measure,  not  within  the  scope  of  tlie 
reference,  but  legitimately  within  the  cognizance  uf  tlie 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  the  first  wrong  step,  barigg 
been  taken  by  themselves,  was  very  properly  corrected 
by  the  Senate,  in  the  reference  to  tlie  second  cumiiuttee, 
where  of  right  the  subject  belonged.  I  hope,  therefore, 
that  the  majority  who  made  this  reference,  will  star.d  ac- 
quitted of  any  charge  of  unkindness  or  lack  of  courtesf 
toward  that  highly  respectable  committee  which  favored 
us  with  a  report,  manifesting  an  ability  and  zeal  wortliyof 
a  better  cause. 

The  Committee  on  Manufactures  submitted  two  propo- 
sitions; first,  an  appropriation  to  each  of  tlie  seveo  ut 
States,  to  wit,  Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Missouri,  AUiubi, 
Mississippi,  and  Louisiana,  of  ten  per  cent,  un  the  nett 
proceeds  of  the  sales  of  that  part  of  the  public  land  vhidi 
lies  within  it,  for  objects  of  internal  improvement  *i.liiii 
their  respective  limits.  Second,  that  tlie  residue  be  diiid- 
ed  among  the  twenty-four  States  according  to  lllel^ftd^ 
ral  representative  population,  to  be  applied  to  educatun, 
internal  impi-ovement,  or  colonization,  or  to  the  reductKn 
of  any  exibting  debt  contracted  for  intemid  improvemeiiH 
as  each  State,  judging  for  itself,  aliall  deem  must  coolont' 
able  with  its  own  interest  and  policy. 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands  concurred  in  the  jsi- 
tice  and  pul.cy  of  the  first  proposition,  but  in  an  extended 
degree,  and  proposed  that  fifteen  instead  often  per  cot 
be  given  to  each  of  the  seven  new  States.  But  to  tbc 
second  proposition,  making  a  general  distribution  of  tU 
residue  among  all  the  States,  itiey  wholly  dissented,  ui 
recommended,  in  its  stead,  a  reduction  in  llie  prxeofiil 
lands  which  liave  been  ofiered  and  not  sold  at  public  sale, 
to  the  sum  of  one  dollar  ^er  acre;  and  of  refuse  laodt,  if 
such  as  have  been  subject  to  entry  for  five  years  or  moit, 
to  fifly  cents  per  acre. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cui,j 
a  few  days  ago,  when  this  subject  was  under  discusuoa, 
dwelt  at  some  length  on  the  claim  which  bad  been  tet  up 
by  some  on  behalf  of  tlie  Sutes  to  tlieir  ownership  ol  itie 
public  lands  witliin  their  Umits.  As  that  subject  is  iwj 
before  us,  I  would  not  pursue  him  in  the  dignaaaon,  ini 
not  the  Senator  been  pleased  to  notice,  with  some  degrecof 
ridicule,  the  message  uf'a  former  Governor  of  IUiikw^  c* 
taining  an  elaborate  argument  in  favor  of  this  daiai.  w 
1  would  have  listened  *ith  great  pleasure  to  the  hononbte 
Senator,  if  he  had  undertaken  to  refute,  by  opposing  arg<>' 
ment  to  argument,  the  reasons  which  had  been  nrrajed 
with  so  much  abihty  by  the  distinguished  author  of  ttet 
message,  instead  of  denouncing  in  broad  terms  the  doctiiK 
as  ridiculous,  and  the  author  as  playing  the  denngogiK. 
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ir  the  Governor'*  object  wm  to  play  the  c1ema|^wueL 
( whicl<,  hjr  the  bye,  I  wholly  deny,)  I  would  tdv'ne  him,  m>m 
this  henceforward,  to  griiund  his  anna,  acknowledge  hini- 
leir  a  mere  tyro,  and  th«t  he  has  not  even  learned  the 
hom-boolc  of  the  art.  What!  Set  up  as  a  demagogue  on 
to  small  a  scale;  m  a  State  with  a  population  of  merely  a 
hundred  and  sixty  thousand.  Why  not  elerate  his  aspira- 
tions; offer  a  sop  to  the  whole  twenty-four  States*  make 
a  bid  of  three  and  a  half  millions  of  dollars  cash  the  first 
year,  and  the  same  amount  annually  for  four  consecutive 
years;  with  a  pretty  strong  inuendo,  that  if  things  work 
wen,  the  annuity  shall  be  made  perpetual,  at  Irastas  long 
as  tliere  are  public  lands  for  sale?  If  the  ex-Governor  had 
taken  this  ground,  then  would  the  game  have  been  worth 
playing  out 

The  present  is  an  inauspicieas  time  to  (Bvert  to  large 
a  tam  as  arises  from  the  tales  of  lands  ft«m  flowing  in  its 
ordinary  cliannel  into  the  treasury  as  a  fruitful  source  of 
revenue.  No  man  can  be  to  blind  as  not  to  see,  and  noae 
ritould  be  to  indifferent  as  not  to  use  every  meant  to  qwiet 
the  agitated  state  of  the  country,  laboring  as  she  is  with 
throes  so  convulsiveas  to  threatenadisKtlution  of  Ibe  Union; 
aritii^  from  the  great  and  exciting  subject  upon  which, 
to-morrow,  we  shall  be  called  to  act,  and  upon  which, 
during  this  long  session  of  seven  months,  every  day  has 
brought  memorial  after  memorial,  from  individuals,  from 
conveiitioiis,  and  from  States,  until  your  table  can  bear  no 
more-  And  wliat  is  tiie  cuinpUim  f  That  by  your  tariif 
laws  you  draw  sums  too  large,  and  by  a  measure  too  un- 
eqiuiU  from  the  hard  hand  uf  industry.  Uo  not  under- 
stMiid  me  as  saying  all  these  complaints  on  this  subject  are 
wh<dly  true,  or  tliat  the  system  complained  of  should  be 
broken  down;  but  it  would  take  a  very  sceptic,  indeed,  to 
doubt  t}ie  sincerity  with  which  these  complaints  are  made. 

Tncn,  let  me  ask,  is  it  prudent,  is  it  wise,  under  the 
circumstances  stated,  to  legislate  from  the  treasury  tbe 
annaal  sum  of  nearly  four  millions  of  dullara,  a  sum  equal 
to  one-third  the  amount  Accessary  for  the  exigencies  of 
the  Qovermnent,  and  that  too  in  a  manner  to  hurried,  as 
baa  been  indicated  by  a  majority  of  the  Senate;  and  in  a 
mmnner  wholly  different  from  the  memorials  of  tbe  new 
Stsktea,  who  feel  moat  solicitude  on  the  subject  of  the  pub 
Be  lands;  and,  permit  me  to  add,  in  a  manner,  which  1  fear 
win  operate  as  an  eternal  bar  to  the  granting  of  their 
prayers,  which  have  been  constant  and  unvaned,  fur  a 
rediiction  in  price,  and  a  transfer  of  the  buxlt  to  the 
States  in  which  they  lie.' 

But  we  are  told  that  this  new  plan,  this  grand  distribu- 
tive aystem,  it  the  very  best  thing  that  could  be  done  fin- 
tbe  new  States.  Sir,  "  I  fear  the  Greeks,  even  when  tiiey 
offer  presents."  I  can  view  no  man  in  the  light  of  a 
friend,  or  as  capable  uf  giving  friendly  advice  to  the  new 
States,  who  denies  them  the  humble  boon  for  which  they 
have  l>een  daily  supplicants  for  the  ktt  thirty  years.  A 
reduction  in  price,  especially  of  tbe  refute  lands,  with  apre- 
f.  reiice  to  actual  settlers,  has  been  their  incessant  prayer. 
And  what  are  they  now  told?  That  they  have  already 
gotten  too  much.  That  they  are  spoiled  bantl  ngs,  prat- 
tling fools,  and  ttrangera  to  their  own  iiiterettt.  They 
aak  of  you  bread,  and  )ou  give  them  a  itoiie. 

That  part  of  the  bill  giving  ten  per  cent,  is  confettedly 
rigitt  in  principle,  attd  goet  upon  the  (ground  that  the 
General  Government,  being  a  large  land  proprietor,  it  in 
justiea  bound  to  contribute  to  the  improvement  of  the 
country  in  which  the  landi  are  tituate,  ai  every  improve- 
ment there  made  adds  to  the  value  and  demand  of  the 
unsold  landt.  I  was  one  of  tlie  Committee  on  Public 
Lands  who  thought  the  ten  per  cent,  too  small  for  thit 
purpose,  and  so  did  I  think  as  to  the  fifteen  per  cent,  pro- 
posed to  be  substituted;  but,  as  a  majority  of  the  com- 
mittee thottght  otherwise,  1  acquiesced  in  the  turn  of 
fifteen,  being  the  highett  amount  to  which  a  majority 
wwtM  «|[rce.  And  1  did  hope,  at  both  the  committeet, 
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which  have  had  thit  tubject  imder  consideration,  recog- 
nised the  principle  upon  which  the  appropriation  is  to  be 
made,  that,  when  the  Senate  should  be  advised  nf  the 
filet  that  nineteen-twentieths  of  the  lands,  in  a  large  por- 
tion of  thete  States,  are  still  held  by  the  General  Go- 
vernment, they  would  have  most  readily  aaaented  to 
the  amendment ;  and  ttill  more  did  I  hope  that  to  thit 
sum  of  fifteen  per  cent,  there  could  be  no  serious  op- 
position,  when  it  was  recollected  that,  by  a  compact,  the 
new  States  cannot  tax  tlie  unsold  lands,  nor  even  tbe  land* 
sold,  until  five  years  after  the  date  nf  sale.  And  let  it 
not  be  forgotten  that  thiscompact  was  the  price  you  made 
them  pay  for  admission  into  the  Union,  entered  into  in 
the  days  of  their  nunority,  when  groaning  under  the 
gallmg  shackles  of  territorial  goveminent.  And  at  the 
very  time  they  fondly  thought  that  they  were  rising  to 
the  prood  andf  elevated  station  of  independent  Stately 
on  equal  terms  with  the  original  membert  of  the  Union, 
they  were  despoiled  of  one  of  the  principal  attributes  of 
toverelgnty — the  riglit  of  taxation.  My  «i>jeetiont  to  the 
diitributive  principle,  at  pitmosed  by  the  Committee  on 
Maniifiictures,  are  many;  a  few  of  which  I  will  take  the 
liberty  to  state. 

its  operation  will  be  uneqtial  between  the  slave  and  non- 
slavefaolding  States.  There  it  no  reaton  why  one  of  the 
former,  at  a  dittribotee,  thould  receive  as  much  for  five 
slaves^  as  one  of  the  latter  for  three  frremen;  nor  it  any 
antwer  to  be  had  from  that  part  of  the  constitution  whicn 
fixes  the  ratio  of  direct  taxes  and  of  representation,  be- 
cause this  is  neither.  Again:  it  will  operate  unjustly  be- 
tween the  old  States  and  the  new  States.  For  example, 
Illinois  is  increasing  in  population  at  the  rate  of  eighteen 
and  a  half  per  cent,  per  annum,  while,  in  tome  of  the  old 
States,  (Delaware  for  one,)  the  increase  it  lets  than  one- 
third  of  that  rate,  and  yet  the  division  it  to  be  made 
under  a  census  taken  two  years  jige. 

It  is  certainly  a  serious  objection  to  thit  or  any  odter 
qrstem  which  makei  the  States  so  dependent  on  the  Gene- 
ral Government.  By  this  bill  there  it  scarcely  a  State 
whoae  dividend  will  not  be  equal  to  itt  ordinary  current 
expendituret;  and  it  it  worte  than  idle  to  tay  that  the 
money  will  not  be  used  fat  any  and  every  expente  inci- 
dent to  State  GovermBeMt.  Once  establith  thit  lyMem 
nf  pensioning  tbe  Statea,  I  care  not  for  how  limited  » 
period,  and  my  life  for  i^  it  becomei  perpetual;  and  to 
soon  at  that  is  the  caae,  a  fig  for  your  State  sovereignty. 
Already  are  the  guarda  against  consolidation  too  few  and 
too  weak;  and,  instead  of  adopting  a  policy  calculated  to 
diminish  and  weaken  them,  oiey  should  be  increased  and 
ttrengthened. 

Another  objection  it  this:  if  the  General  Government 
is  to  furnish  the  means  fur  colonization  and  internal  im- 
provement, (and  to  do  so  when  expedient  and  convenient, 
1  am  entirely  willing,)  eitlier  of  these  g^at  objects  can 
be  more  efliectually  as  well  as  more  beneficially  accoro- 
pliahed  without  than  witli  the  agency  of  the  States. 
Take  colonization,  and  how  would  it  operate  if  lef^  to  the 
States  St  contempUted  by  thit  bill?  Already  hare  we 
been  told  by  Senatort  from  more  than  one  State,  that  tbe 
whole  tcheme  it  visionary  andtmconttitutional.  Now,  it 
it  presumable  that  the  Statei  holding  thete  doctrine* 
would  apply  one  dollar  of  their  dividend  to  promote  the 
object?  Certainly  they  would  not,  they  could  not,  and  the 
contecjuence  would  be,  an  utter  fiulure,  or  a  very  partial 
compliance.  Statet  thmking  and  acting  differently  would 
have  thrown  upon  them  the  whole  burden  of  colonizing  all 
the  free  people  of  color  in  every  State  in  the  Union.  Nor  ia 
that  all:  thit  deicription  of  population  it  very  unequally 
dittributed  over  the  teveral  States;  tome  of  the  tmaller 
Statet,  both  at  to  territory  and  population,  have  a  vttj 
large  number  of  free  blackt,  while  Mber  and  larger  Statea 
have  a  much  lest  number. 

l^tke  internal  improvement,  and  the  operation  inder 
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the  bill  will  be  not  only  unequal,  but  imuiy  of  the  ex- 
penditures would  acliully  be  next  to  useWas.  In  many 
insiancea.  States  Itast  in  need  of  expenditure  for  internal 
improvements  woiddget  the  must  money,  while  the  States 
in  want  of  most  assistance  for  these  objects,  wu«dd  be 
put  off  with  a  mere  p'ttance.  For  example.  New  York 
and  Missouri  are  nearly  equal  in  point  of  territory;  the 
former  in  a  high  state  of  iniprorement,  both  as  to  roads 
and  canals,  and  densely  populated;  tlie  latter  the  very 
reverse:  yet  New  York  would  receive  nearly  ludf  a 
iniU.ou  of  dollars,  and  Missouri  not  quite  tweVy-eighi 
thousand. 

The  money  might,  and  in  many  ca«««  tvoutd,  be  in- 
judiciously  applied.  To  illustrate  my  idea,  Uke  the  three 
States  of  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Misapuri,  and  say  each 
would  undertake  with  tlieir  respective  dividends  the  cun- 
Btructitm  of  a  railroad  from  east  to  west,  acroas  each 
State;  and  that  Indiana  would  make  hers  to  terminate  on 
her  western  boimdary  on  the  Big  Wabash,  at  Vincennes. 
Illmois  would  make  hers  to  commence  at  her  eastern 
boundarj'at  Mount  Carmel,  on  the  sanae  river,  but  twenty- 
five  miles  south  of  Vincennes,  and  terminate  k  at  Alton, 
her  western  boundary  on  the  Mississippi^  and  Missouri 
would  commence  hers' ^t  St.  Louis,  her  eastern  boundary 
on  the  same  river,  but  twenty-five  miles  south  of  Akun. 
There  would  then  be  a  road  some  six  or  eight  hundrf  d 
miles  in  length,  made  at  the  expense  of  the  Federal  Go- 
vernment, but  so  di.sjointed  from  the  whim  or  prcniiur 
and  local  interest  of  each  State,  as  to  take  from  it  half  its 
UtiliW.  While,  on  the  otiier  hand,  if  made  by  the  Gene- 
ral Government,  it  woukl  be  a  direct  and  connected  whole, 
of  ^neral  utility  to  the  whole  nation,  and  worthy  itsbigit 
design  and  cost. 

With  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  I  will  read  a  sitort 
passage  on  tliis  subject  from  the  last  number  of  the  Ameri- 
can Quarterly  Review,  upon  which  I  lutve  just  bud  my 
hands. 

"_We  doubt  the  justice  of  dividing  a  fund  disposabte 
for  internal  improvements,  according  to  popidatiun  A 
national  fund  shvukl  be  expended  where  it  \»  niukt  wantitl, 
ai>d  where  it  would  be  most  extensively  useful.  Tlie 
most  pupuldus  State  might  net  require  the  largest  ex- 
penditure for  roads  and  CanuU;  and  the  least  populous 
rolg.il  stiind  in  Uie  greatest  need  of  assistance.  A  sum 
expended  in  one  .state  in  making  a  road,  is  not  necessarily 
chargeable  to  that  State  as  if  fur  its  exclusive  benefit, 
because  the  advantage  may  be  equal  y  great  tu  adjacent 
States.  An  immense  sum  of  money  was  lai<l  out  iii  the 
Stales  of  Maryland,  Virginia,  and  Fcniisylvania,  in  mak- 
ing a  road  from  Cumberland  tu  Wheel.ng,  wh.ch  is  less 
beneficial  to  tlie  two  last  named  States,  than  to  those 
lying  on  the  Ohio.  The  correct  principle  seems  to  be, 
not  that  expenil.tures  slioulil  be  made  witlnn  certain  limits, 
but  tlut  the  benefit  should  be  fairly  distr.buted.  I'liis 
would  be  best  elTeutcd  by  the  concentrated  action  of  one 
Government." 

The  last  objection  which  I  shall  mention,  and  which 
with  me  is  mure  insuperable  than  all  others  put  together, 
is,  tliat  tliisd  striliutive  sysiem  is  intro.Iuced  as  a  suustitiite 
for  a  reduction  of  the  pr.ce  of  lands,  whidi,  at  tins  crisis, 
in  conseqiiLiice  uf  the  extinguishment  of  the  publ.c  debt, 
the  peo|jle  of  the  new  States  have  a  right  tu  eX|M-ct  and 
demand,  and  the  aiUiption  uf  which  Will  uperate  with  the 
old  States  as  an  inducement  nut  only  to  keep  up  tlte  pre- 
sent price,  but,  if  possible,  tu  screw  it  still  Inglier.  Tne 
reasons  given  by  the  Comm.ttee  on  Public  Lands  fur  re- 
diicinit  llie  price,  accelerating  the  sales,  and  ex'.inguishing 
federal  title  within  the  new  States,  reiiiain  uiiuiistkercd  by 
tlinse  whu  deny  the  policy.  Some  uf  wh.ch  reasons  are,  be- 
cause nearly  one  hundred  millions  uf  acres  uf  the  lands  nuw 
ill  murketarethcretuseuf  sales  and  donations,  and  uf  htile 
actual  value,  and  only  fit  to  be  given  to  settlers.  And 
begwue  tli*  spe«dy  extiuctioo  of  federal  title  within  Uieir 


limits  is  necessary  tu  tlie  independence  «f  tlie  new  Ststti; 
the  development  of  their  resouices;  to  subject  tbot 
soil  to  taxation,  cultivation,  ami  settlement,  and  the  pn- 
per  exercise  of  their  jurisdiction  and  sovereignly. 

Highly  as  the  present  land  system  lias  been  e^olkdlor 
its  simplicity  ami  salutary  results,  I  profe«s  to  be  lecuHil  to 
none  in  admiration  of  its  eacetleiice.  But  I  « holly  denj 
the  cnrrectneaa  of  the  position  which  has  been  amuntd, 
that,  by  a  transfer  to  the  States  of  the  tamls  witliin  tlwir 
limits,  this  system  would  be  either  disorgan'xed  ur  d«- 
strojed.  Ii  is  the  mode  uf  making  the  surveys  of  the  pub- 
lic lanils  upon  which  is  based  the  great  advantages  sftliis 
most  admirable  s\stem.  The  surveys  are  aucolyina 
goodly  degree  completed;  and,  where  further  surveysirt 
iieceksary  to  be  made,  the  system  heretofore  sdopliil 
ciMild  and  would  be  pursued  by  the  States.  Tbt  am 
course  now  pursued  in  selling  and  eonvcyuig  would  sin 
be  ciiRtinued  by  the  States;  because  it  is  the  chnpnt, 
s  mplest,  and  best  mode  that  could  be  devised,  and  ttfuHj 
as  practicable  by  the  States  as  by  the  Federal  GovcniiBciil, 
and  really  more  so,  because  uf  their  local  puaitioa. 

By  a  traiisier  of  Uie  lands  to  tli«  States  in  ahieb  tbry 
lie,  a  most  fretful,  expensive,  and  perpetUkl  source  U 
legislation  upon  this  subject  woukl  be  ended  and  iuimr 
l>ut  to  rest;  complaints  of  the  new  States  hashetli  tlx 
Fe<leral  Government  reimbursed  fur  the  c<ikt  and  txpcwe 
uf  the  lands;  and  tlie  country  sooner  settled  aiid  bcUcf 
improved. 

it  has  been  asked,  what  better  condition  would  the  sr* 
States  be  in,  as  to  taxation,  if  the  lands  belmigrd  to  tlien^ 
(luin  they  now  are'  I  anawt  r,  that,  by  rediicticn  of  price, 
and  hberalily  to  settlers,  they  would  enable  indiv  iliiak  gf 
all  eiicnmstances  to  become  the  propnetan<,  and  come- 
queiitly  tax  payers.  Such  was  ihe  course  aiew  }e«ntgs 
adiipteil  and  must  successful^  pursued  by  the  State  of 
Tennessee  in  relatinn  tu  her  public  lands. 

Buth  justice  and  policy  require  the  adoptiaa  sf  km 
measure  reducing  and  gnuhiaiing  the  price  of  lauds— jus- 
t  ce,  beeause  the  sum  of  one  dollar  and  taeniy-fiie  cesti 
per  acr  ,  the  present  minimum  price,  ia  more  ihaH  llie  bir 
value  of  all  tliat  chtsa  of  lainis  which  have  been  ia  aiultt 
for  a  lengtli  uf  time;  uf  which,  an  heiore  staled,  tlirrc  ut 
nearly  a  hundred  mill.ons  of  acres,  and  a  \ery  Urjje  pu^ 
tion  of  them  liave  been  in  market  as  long  as  lu  Uw  >rt 
three  lives,  and  aconsiilerable  puitiuu  eveu  lunger.  Fint 
ufl'ered  at  pubLc  auction,  then  at  private  salt,  ani  ttiV 
upon  your  hands— and  not  because  they  are  not  ia  (l^ 
mand,  hut  because  the  pr.ce  is  too  h  gli.  The  dwiice  unl 
moat  valuable  liaving  been  disposed  ot^  there  unly  rtnaJi 
the  refiwe,  r«  jected,  and  less  valuable — a  hirge  slute  of 
which  never  will  sell  at  any  price  other  than  iiumiiuil,  ai 
some  not  even  at  tliat. 

It  is  a  well  knuun  and  admitted  Cict  that  nearly  allik 
population  »f  the  new  Statts  are,  and  from  the  nature  uf 
I  tilings  e«er  will  be,  cultivators  of  the  soil.  And  how  diM 
it  quadrate  with  the  principles  uf  just.cr,  to  require  of  ih* 
present  purchaser  the  same  price  for  inferior  land,  tW 
you  have  cliargid  fur  a  superior  qnatily,  wuitli,  iu  DOrt 
j  instances,  frum  hft}  to  a  thousand  per  cent,  more .' 

By  keeping  up  the  preseiit  piicc  for  the  lefuseUw^ 
the  eniigrant  ami  new  settler,  the  laiKHess  and  poiir,  at 
driven  to  the  haid  choice  of  either  puiciiasiiig  iiiftr.o'' 
lands  at  the  same  rate  of  their  more  fortunate  ne  kIiIiiws 
who  have  selected  and  purchased  the  better  portoia  of 
the  cuuntry,  or  uf  bee  iiiing  the  tenants  of  these  wigii' 
burs,  or  uf  duing  still  worse,  becumilig  squatters  on  iht* 
very  lands,  uf  »  h  ch  they  would  willingly  liave  beeo  ita 
purchasers  at  a  fair  price. 

And  of  all  situations  cimnected  with  the  cultivat  on  of 
the  suit,  that  of  the  squatter  is  the  must  unfurtuiintc. 
Passing  over  his  l.abiUty  tu  be  sued  by  the  GoierMiKol 
for  what  your  laws  make  a  trespass,  but  wbidi,  and  to  tw 
,cr«Uit  b«  it  spoken  of  our  officers  who  hart  ii><i»T 
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till*  «ibjfct,  «r*  r«rf ly  cnfbrcMl,  he  is  iiitMnirr,  for  a  «iii- 
fjie  hour,  m  the  quiet  enjoyment  of  even  this  humble  »nil 
temponry  home.  He  M-ttlec  upon  the  public  land,  opcni 
and  improves  a  small  farm,  in  hop«s,  ere  lon^,  by  his  in- 
dustry and  economy,  to  enabte  himself  to  become  tlie 
«vner,  at  your  extortious  price.  B<it  often,  while  thus 
engagrd,  tiie  cupidity  of  the  speculator  is  attracted  by  the 
improrements  he  has  made— his  fiirm  is  entertd  over  his 
head,  and  the  settler  ejected— perhaps  while  his  crop  is 
yet  upon  the  ground,  and  ready  for  the  sickle,  or  com- 
pelled to  submit  to  the  payment  of  rem  for  the  enjoyment 
of  improvements  made  by  tlie  sweat  of  his  own  bruw. 

The  policy  of  a  reduction  in  pi  ice  is  threefold:  to  the 
•Pttler;  to  the  >tates«nd  Territories  in  which  the  lands  are 
•Itnated;  and  to  the  Government. 

Under  a  liberal  system  of  ailijiinistering  the  public  lands, 
ttKNisuids  upon  tiKHisands  of  poor  and  meritorious  citi- 
zens, from  all  parts  of  the  Union,  would,  from  the  humble 
and  oppressed  btate  of  tenants,  become  freeholders,  and, 
Witk  the  clwertni^  assurance  tint  their  labor  was  for  their 
own  conrfbrt  and  profit  alone,  wo<ild  be  stimulated  to  new 
ezertioiis  and  a  more  vlf^orous  action.  Many,  very  many, 
wouM  cease  to  be  squatters  and  become  purchasers,  and, 
from  that  transient  state,  which  is  always  attended  with 
loss  to  the  husbandman,  would  become  permanent  and 
fixed  in  their  location,  and  would  draw  aroimd  them  all 
the  ordinary  comforts  of  life.  Then  would  your  Gorern- 
ment  be  rich  indeed,  not  by  being  the  owner  of  millions 
of  acres  of  anpro<luctive  lands,  exlimaled  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures  at  an  amount  larg'er  1^  eight-tenths 
than  will  ever  be  realized  from  them,  but  by  having  a  mi- 
ineruus,  hanly,  and  patriotic  population.  And  uolonger 
-would  we  witness  tlie  humiliating  spectacle  of  our  enter- 
priwng  citizens  going  by  criiwds  to  Jfva,  because  of  the 
«ase  with  whieli  Imxls  are  there  obtained. 

There  is  something  incident  to  the  ownership  of  the 
vk\,  which  inspires  him  wlio  owns  and  Cultivates  it  with  a 
manl.nesa  and  independence  of  action,  with  patriotism 
swd  regard  for  the  inat  tutions  of  his  coimtry;  his  ver}- 
countenanee  is  raised  to  that  upward  look  fur  which  na- 
ture fbrmetl  him,  when  he  is  conscious  that  he  has  a  home 
fur  himself,  and  those  whose  comfort  and  education  it  is 
no  leas  hia  duty  than  pr  de  to  advance. 

All  opmon  is  entertained  by  some,  founded  in  great 
«rrurj  it  is  this:  that  the  beiie^t  to  be  extended  to  pur- 
chasers by  a  reduction  of  price  would  be  limited  to  few, 
•ltd  these  few  only  in  die  new  States.  It  is  certainly  not 
necessary  to  remind  tliose  wlio  entertain  that  opinion  that 
the  door  is  as  much  open  to  the  purchaser  from  the  old  as 
from  the  new  States.  Since  the  reduction  from  two  dollam 
per  acre  to  one  and  a  quarter,  there  has  been  an  extraor- 
dinary increase  of  sales,  and  sales  to  settlers,  not  specula- 
tors, eJearly  demonstrating  not  only  the  salutary  rft'ecfsof 
the  law  of  1821,  but  that  its  benefits  have  been  embraced 
by  a  much  larger  number  than  were  in  the  new  States. 

Tlie  amount  of  revenue  raise<{  from  the  sale  of  lands 
when  the  price  was  two  dulLtrs,  fell  short  of  one  million 
per  annumi  since  the  change,  it  has  been  regularly  increas- 
ing, until  now  it  is  estimated  at  three  mill.ons  and  a  half; 
and,  if  the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands  should  succeed,  there  is  every  reason  to  believe 
tliat  (he  amount  in  a  very  short  time  would  be  double  its 
present  estimate. 

An  objection  is  urged  to  any  reduction  of  price,  because 
H  Is  supposed  that  it  would  affect  the  price  of  landed  pro- 
perty now  owned  by  individuals  in  the  old  States.  If  there 
be  any  weigfht  hi  tlie  argument,  the  apprehemled  depre- 
ciation would  be  SO'  ineoiiaiderable  as  to  be  neither  seri- 
ously felt  nor  complained  of,  and,  if  at  all,  only  by  specu- 
iators.  The  same  apprehensions  were  enlkrrtained  and 
urged  ag»nst  the  furtiier  reduction,  yet  that  law  has  been 
in  operation  about  eleven  years,  and  experience  proves 
•11  such  lews  to  have  been  groundless. 


But,  say  some  gentlemen  of  the  eld  State*,  if  the  price 
of  public  lands  is  reduced  in  the  West,  you  take  from  us 
our  pi'piilaliim.  Ttiis  doctrine,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  hss  ab> 
tained  a  currency  worthy  a  purer  coin.  And  to  what  does 
it  lead >  To  the  beneht  of  the  poor?  No.  To  the  ad* 
vancement  and  settlement  of  the  country,  or  sale  of  lh« 
unappropriated  lan<U.'  No.  To  the  increase  nf  the  reve- 
nuef  No.  To  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  the  people, 
espeoially  the  poorer  classes?  No.  But  I  will  tell  you 
what  it  does  do:  it  keeps  the  poor  and  landless  tenaiiti 
and  raaaals  to  the  wealtli^woln  landlords^  it  opens  to  the 
landjobber  a  wider  field  of  speculation)  it  impoverishes 
and  retards  the  settlement  of  tlie  new  States;  it  suppresses 
enterprisei  it  gives  to  the  man,  (it  is  inexcusable,  I  sup* 
pose,  to  say  manufiicturer,)  who  wants  the  labor  of  his 
ndigeiit  neighbors  an<l  iieigbbors'  children,  the  opportu- 
nity to  secure  it  at  his  own  price  and  his  own  calling. 

I  would  respectfully  ask  gentlemen  who  hold  this  doo- 
trine,  if,  by  a  legislative  wall,  they  would  fence  their  con> 
Htituents  within  particular  and  prescribed  limitst  if  that  be 
tlieir  policy,  I  grant  they  will  in  part  attain  their  object  bj 
following  out  the  doctrine,  which  I  believe  first  imde  its 
appearance  in  a  certain  celebrated  treasury  report  of  1837', 
has  been  recently  re-echoed  by  the  New  York  Convention, 
and  at  length  has  found  an  advocate  within  these  walla. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  bill  was  passed 
by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,'  I>al> 
las,  Uickerson,  Dudley,  Ewlng,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poin> 
dexter,  Prentis-s  Robbins  Rngg^es,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague.Tomliiisnn,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  K'ng,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Hobins<ni,   Smith,  1'azewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 18. 

So  the  bill  was  passed,  and  ordered  to  be  sent  to  the 
other  House  for  cuncurrence. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  to  postpone  the  previous  or« 
d.rs,  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill  in  add.tion  to  the  act  im- 
posing duties  on  imports. 

The  first  amendment,  in  the  second  section,  being  to 
introduce  after  {he  words  *■  Kendal  cottons"  the  words 
"the  latter  weighing  nut  less  than  sixteen  ounces  the 
square  yanl,  and  of  all,"  was  then  read.  ' 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  characterized  the  bill  as  ungramma- 
t'cal  in  its  constnict.on,  and  begged  that  gentlemen  would 
make  the  bill  better  Enghsh.  He  suggested  a  change  of 
(ihrasenlogy. 

Mr.  CLAY  admitted  that  the  bill  might  be  more  gram- 
matical, but  not  more  intelligible.  He  gave  bis  view  of 
what  was  intended  by  *<  Kendal  cotlons." 

Afler  a  few  winds  from  Mr.  TAZEWELL  and  Mr. 
SMITH,  the  question  was  put  on  the  amendment,  and  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  as  (bllows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Uickerson.  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  frelinghuysen^ 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentisa,  Bobbins^ 
Ruggles,  SeyiiHHir,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wa^ 
gaman,  Webster,  WJkins.— 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellil^ 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  liayne.  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Stor- 
ey, Miller,  Moure,  Hoindexter,  Robtiisun,  Smitti,  T»z» 
well,  Troup,  Tyler,  White — 22. 

The  next  amendment,'  wh.ch  strikes  out  '*  twenty* 
five"  and  inserts  "thirty,"  raising  the  duty  "on  mit% 
gloves,  bindings,  blankets,  liosiery,  and  carpets  and  car* 
peting,  to  thirty  per  centum,"  was  then  taken  up. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  sUted  that  the  increase  of  this  dimr 
would  increase  the  burden  imposed  by  the  bill  upwards 
of  two  liundred  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  UlCKBBSON  slated,- iff -reply,  tliat  Hie  duty  was 
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forroerijr  forty-three  per  cent. ;  uid  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  committee  that  tlie  reduction  wai  too  great  in,  the  bill 
w  it  came  from  the  House. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  the  weight  of  this  increase  of  duty 
would  not  fall  on  the  Britisn  manu&cturer,  but  on  the 
American  merchant. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  amendments  introduced  by  the 
committee  of  the  Senate  would  ,niake  the  bill  much  less 
burdensome  on  the  South  than  it  was  when  it  came  into 
their  hands.  He  expressed  his  desire  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  Soutli;  at  the  same  time  he  should  be  steady  in  bis 
purpose  to  give  adequate  protection  to  such  articles  as  it 
was  desi|(ned  to  protect.  He  stated  that,  even  if  excess 
of  prote^on  could  be  granted,  it  would  excite  competi- 
tion, and  competition  wotild  bring  down  the  prices  to 
a  proper  lerel.  He  thought  that,  on  the  gentlemen  who 
advocated  a  greater  reduction,  was  the  onut  pro'iandi  of 
showing  that  adequate  protection  would  not  be  the  effect 
of  their  policy.  AU  the  media  of  circulation  in  other 
countries — the  franc,  the  real,  the  dollar,  are  settled,  ex- 
cept the  pound  sterling  in  Engkndi  and  the  ill  effect  of 
|he  unsettled  value  of  the  pound  sterling  has  been  much 
lelt.  He  replied  to  the  argument,  that,  by  substituting  a 
cash  for  a  credit  system,  and  thus  destroying  the  ten 
months'  credit,  now  given,  five  per  cent,  was,  in  effect, 
added  to  the  duties.  The  result  of  the  present  system, 
he  contended,  bad  been  to  drive  the  American  merchant 
out  of  the  trade,  and  to  throw  it  into  the  hands  of  foreign- 
ers. He  believed  that  the  change  would  produce  adimi- 
outien  of  the  price  of  the  goods  to  the  consumer.  He 
protested,  therefore,  against  the  argument  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  credit  system  would  increase  the  duties  five 
per  cent.  As  to  the  present  amendment,  it  only  added 
five  per  cent,  to  the  articles  as  they  came  in  the  bill  fi-om 
the  House. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  said  he  only  wished  to  show  that,  al- 
though a  duty  had  in  this  case  been  imposed  which  was 
deemed  adequate  by  the  other  House,  where  a  majority 
represented  manufiicturing  interests,  the  Committee  on 
Manufiustures  had  added  firre  per  cent,  to  the  duty.  He 
stated  tliat  the  diiierence  between  the  value  of  the  pound 
sterling  at  $4  44,  and  its  value  at  $4  80,  was  8  5-lUO  per 
cent. ;  and  that,  by  raiwng  the  value  of  the  pound  sterling, 
we  do  virtually  add  8  &-100  per  cent,  to  thie  rate  of  duties. 
He  contended  that  the  encouragement  of  one  branch  of 
industry  was  or*  tanie  the  discouragement  of  all  other 
branches.  The  protection  of  all  branches  would  be  tan- 
tamount to  leaving  all  free.  There  was  no  propriety  in 
fixing  a  maximum  of  protection  higher  than  S^|  percent, 
which  amounted  nearly  to  an  absolute  duty  of  50  |>er  cent. ; 
because  no  nation  can  afford  to  pay  a  higher  duty  for  the 
IHtrpose  of  protection. 

Mr.  DALLAS  moved  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  in  or- 
der to  take  iq>  a  message  just  received  from  the  House — 
yeas  36. 

BANK  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  message, 
which  communicated  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  modify  and 
continue  the  act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  with  an  amrndmrnt  allowing  all  the 
branches  now  existing  in  any  State,  where  there  are  more 
Mian  two,  to  continue. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DALLAS,  the  Senate  concttrred  in 
the  amendment. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  oonaderation  of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  UICKEBSON  replied  to  the  arguments  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia,  and  went  into  a  view  of  tlie  value 
of  tlie  pound  sterling. 

Mr.  HAYNE  repelled  the  idea  that  they  who  com 
plained  of  the  oppressiveness  of  the  tarW  were  bound  to 
ikbow  tkat  the  redttctions  they  desired  would  r^  aake 


protection  to  the  manufacturer  inadequate.  He  nidit 
was  useless  to  attempt  any  resistance  to  the  fixed  tad  is- 
exorable  majority  in  both  Houses,  but  that  majorii;  miat 
pursue  its  coarse  on  its  own  responnbility.  He  deud 
that  the  existing  duties  on  mits,  gloves,  tie.  were  Satf 
per  cent.  In  the  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trcs- 
sury  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  the  duty  was  pot  it 
thirty-five  per  cent. ;  and  with  tbis  duty  there  wu  the 
advantage  of  long  credits,  and  the  estimate  of  the  pound 
sterling  at  94  44.  It  was  clear,  therefore,  in  his  judg- 
ment, that  this  amendment  makes  the  duty  higher  thaa 
it  was  before.  The  abolition  of  the  duty  on  coaiae  «col, 
of  eight  cents  per  pound,  was  an  additional  protection  ts 
the  manu&cturer  of  carpets.  It  had  been  said  that  tbli 
coarse  wool  did  not  enter  into  the  manufacture  of  (srpett; 
but  he  had  an  invoice  sent  him  from  New  York  by  s  tacr- 
chant,  who  allowed  that  he  had  sold  his  low  priced  wool 
at  five  and  a  half  cents  per  pound,  for  the  purpose  of  beiif 
worked  into  American  carpets. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied tothestatementsoftheReMtorfriM 
South  Carolina,  tiiat  all  speaking  against  the  tariff  vu  tiis, 
and  that  tliere  was  an  organised  majority  in  Coogita 
bound  to  cariy  the  protective  systesn.  If  there  wunij 
such  organized  majority,  Mr.  C-  was  not  acquainted  wilk 
its  existence.  He  did  not  know  what  amendment  would 
prevail,  and  what  wouM  not.  He  knew  what  osgbt  Is 
prevail,  and  what  lie  hoped  would  prevail,  lie  knew 
wliat  ought  to  prevail,  if  the  interests,  the  feelings  of  t 
majority,  an  organised  majority  of  the  peopile  of  tkii 
country  could  have  any  influence  here.  He  did  notov- 
cur  in  tlie  views  of  the  Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina,  Dial 
a  part  of  the  country  is  suffering  from  the  protecbTC 
system.  He  had  a  letter  from  South  Carolina,  fnm  t 
gentleman  of  unquestionable  veracity,  who  stated  thil 
persons  had  borrowed  money  at  ten  per  cent,  had  inveited 
their  capital  in  cotton  raanul^ure%  and  become  wtallhj. 

Ha  adverted  to  the  use  of  a  parliamentary  agent  in  the 
other  House,  by  which  amendments  are  cut  oftjandsie*- 
bers  are  compelled  to  take  measures  iu  an  imperfect  fima. 
In  that  case,  be  asked  if  another  brancli,  where  that  agent 
is  not  employed,  might  not  amend  these  imperficetisM. 
He  repeated  that,  if  the  gentleman  who  complained  of 
oppression  would  show  wherein  tJiat  opprcsnon  ooniiil. 
ed,  he  was  willing  to  go  into  an  rxamiaation  of  the  UiX, 
and  to  meliorate,  so  far  as  it  could  be  dune,  without  pi*, 
ducing  ruin  to  the  otiter  great  interests  of  the  cotiiiti;. 
He  concluded  with  a  declaration  that  the  bill,  as  aoeiu- 
ed,  was  better  for  the  Nortii,  better  for  the  South,  nd 
better  for  all  the  country,  tiian  the  bill  as  it  caoe  fruM 
the  House. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  tbo  amendoKat,  ui 
decided  as  fullou's: 

YEAS.~Me«ai-s.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  I)icke^ 
son,  Dudlev,  Ewlng,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Jobs- 
ston.  Knight,  Naudiun,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Rugglci,  Sef- 
mour,  Sildiee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  tVaggaman,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.— 23. 

NAYS — Hcst>rs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Br«wn,  Buckner,  El- 
lis, Forsytli,  Grumly,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  ManguBi 
&Urcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  S>mitb,TM- 
well,"Troup,T>ler,  White — 23. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  next  aBeadiwn^ 
introducing  after  the  word  "Brussels''  tlie  words  "Wit 
ton  and  treble  ingrained,"  and  decided  as  follows: 

YKAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  CUytos,  Dtlh^ 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  HolaK% 
Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  tbtgglf, 
Seymour,  Silsbec,  Sprague,  Tomlinsoa,  Waggamao,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins — U. 

NAYS Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Twvv, 

Grundi ,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marty,  IB- 
ler,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobiofoo.  Smith,  Tswwdl. 
Troup,  Tyler,  White — n. 
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The  queation  wksihen  token  on  the  neztjunendment, 
i— irtinythe  wonl  "common"  before  the  wofd  "ingrain 
cd,"  and  after  the  last  named  wurd,  the  words  "and  Ve- 
»etuui,"and  ttrikin^out  "five,"  loas  to  make  it  read  "at 
Arty  c«nts  the  square  yardi"  and  a  dirision  of  the  ques- 
tion beio);  demanded  by  Mr.  FOKSTTH,  the  question  was 
put  an  the  first  amendment  to  insert  "common,"  and  de- 
ckled in  the  affirmative. 

The  question  was  then  token  on  the  second  amendment, 
to  insert  "and  Venetian,"  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buokner,  Chambers,  Ctey,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Rwinff,  Foot,  Frelin^ 
kuyaen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Nau^n,  Poin- 
dejcter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Riiggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Spntnie,  1'axewell,  Tomlinson,  Wacsaman,  Webster, 
Wilkuis.— 38. 

NAY3.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Formrth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King-,  Maneum,  MiUer, 
Mnore,  Kobinson,  Smitit,  'I'roup,  I'yier,  White. — 18. 

The  queation  being  tiien  on  striking  out  "five,"  was 
deckled  as  follows: 

TB.\8. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton, Brown,  Buokner,  Cham- 
bers, CUy,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Forsyth.  Prelinghuysen,  Omndy,  H'll,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Kane,  Kii^,  Kni^t,  Mannim,  Marcy,  M.ller,  Mnore, 
NaiiiUn,  Poindezter,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Robinson,  Rug- 
glcs,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spnufur,  Tazewell,  Tom- 
Imsoii,  Troup,  Tyhsr,  Waggaraan,  Webster,  White,  Wil- 
kins.— 45. 

NAY — Mr.  Bibb. 

The  seventh  amendment  provides  that  die  duty  on  flan- 
nels, bookings,  and  hazes,  shall  not  be  leas  than  fifty  per 
eent.  ad  valorem.  The  bill  fixes  tlie  duty  on  these  arti- 
cles at  sixteen  cento  the  square  yard. 

Mr.  HAYNB  moved  to  amend  the  amendment,  by  pro- 
Tiding  that  the  duty  on  flannels,  &c.  shall  not  be  more 
than  fifty  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  He  thonglit  it  unfair, 
where  a  specific  duty  was  provided,  to  provide  also  that 
it  should  in  no  case  fall  below  an  ad  valorem  duty,  while  in 
soote  cases  it  increased  the  duty  above  fifty  per  cent. 

Mr.  CLAY  opposed  the  amendment,  and  Mr.  TAZE- 
WELL aiippoited  it.  Mr.  SPRAGUE  said  a  few  words 
in  oppoaitiun,  when  the  question  was  taken,  and  Mr. 
Uarirs's  amendment  was  carried,  as  fuUows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Biickner,  Cham- 
bers, Ellis,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mangiim,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindex- 
ter,  Robbuia,  Smitis  I'azewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 24. 

NAYS  —Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley.  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmex,  Kiiiglit,  Marcy,  Nau- 
dain,  Prentiss,  Bobiiuon,  Huggles,  Seymour,  S.lsbee, 
Spimgue,  Tomlinson,  Waggamaii,  Webster,  Wilkins 22. 

Mr.  CLAV  then  said  he  hoped  the  amendment  itself,  as 
amended  by  Mr.  HaTss't  motion,  woukl  be  rejected,  in- 
asmuch as  it  eflTected  a  reduction  of  duties  on  all  flannels 
to  fifty  per  cent. 

Mr.  HAYNB  observed  that  it  had  been  admitted  that 
the  manuractiirers  of  flannels  were  in  a  most  prosperous 
condition.  Now,  if  gentlemen  thought  a  protection  of 
fifty  per  cent  was  not  suificieirt,  let  them  show  it  by  their 
votes. 

Mr.  BIBB  said  he  would  not  give  his  vote  for  a  «ngle 
eeot  of  increase.  H«  thought  the  duties  ought  to  be  cut 
diwn  U>  the  lowest  possible  revenue  that  was  necessary. 
He  alluded  tu  the  opiiiionsgiven  by  Mr.  Humphreys,  when 
called  on  for  his  advice  by  Mr.  Monroe,  during  the  last 
war.  Mr.  H.  had  stoted,  as  regarded  the  comparison  of 
the  prices  of  labor,  that  it  liad,  and  necessarily  would,  be- 
come cheaper  from  the  influence  of  machinery)  that  tlie 
American  manufacturer  had  none  of  die  diflicukies  to  en- 
counter that  were  imposed  on  the  British  manufscturer  by 
the  cjtormous  taxes  of  that  country  which  be  was  liable  to 


pay  out  of  his  earnings;  that  articles  in  this  country  of  con- 
sequence o«ight  to  be  manufiMtured  cheaper.  Over  and 
above  this  view  of  the  subject,  Mr.  B.  said  that  tha  rev«> 
nue  system  of  the  United  States  was  another  source  of  pro- 
fit to  the  manufacturer,  by  the  means  it  affuried  from  th« 
protecting  duties. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  we  had  entered  into  the  mann&ctnr- 
in);'  system  without  the  Wast  knowledge  in  the  world  at 
what  it  was;  and  what  was  cliarged  as  protection,  wta 
merely  a  charge  to  support  our  ignorance.  Tiie  act  of 
18C4  took  place,  and  a  higlt  duty  was  imposed  on  wool. 
Of  all  the  plans  devised  by  man,  that  to  put  a  <luty  on  tho 
rough  material  was  the  worst.  Give  us,  the  manufactu- 
rer might  say,  the  raw  material  as  cheap  as  in  England, 
and  we  will  ask  for  no  other  protection.  Could  we  enter 
into  competition  with  the  British  manufacturer,  when  th« 
raw  material  was  here  kept  so  much  dearer'  At  the 
enacting  of  those  acts,  he  tliought  the  manufacturers  had 
taken  up  a  view  of  the  queation  detrimentol  to  their  own 
interest.  He  [Mr.  S.]  was  acquainted  witli  tlie  opinion* 
of  Mr.  Humphreys,  and  they  were  such  as  represented. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  thouglit  the  question  was  impoHaiit. 
It  was,  whether  they  woukl  put  an  end  to  tlie  manufactur- 
ing of  flamwls  or  not.  If  tlie  amendment  should  prevail, 
the  whole  flannel  manufactures  in  the  North  would  be 
broken  down.  He  liad  hoped  the  Amendment  from  the 
Committee  on  Manufiietares  would  have  prevailed.  Tliera 
could  be  no  protection  on  the  article  at  less  than  fifty  per 
cent. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  hoped  the  amendment,  as  it  now 
stood,  would  be  agree<l  to.  By  the  stotement  of  the  8e- 
cr^ary  of  the  Treasui  y ,  the  existing  duty  amounted  to  fur- 
ty-eigtit  per  cent.,  and  the  amendment  went  two  per  cent. 
Iiigber.  Limit  it  firom  coming  below  fifty  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem, as  recommended  by  tlie  Cominittee  on  Manufac- 
tures,  and  it  was  taxing  the  poor  for  the  benefit  of  tho 
rich,  and  it  was  an  ariicle  which  the  poor  must  liave  at 
any  price. 

Mr.  WEBSTERdenied  the  correctness  of  the  statement 
that  the  existing  duty  was  no  more  than  forty-eight  per. 
cent.  In  order  to  asceruin  this,  it  was  necessary  tu  cal- 
cuktte  whether  the  proposed  specific  duty  of  sixteen  cento 
a  yard  would  exceed  tliat  rate.  Tlie  maiiu&cturers  had 
an  available  duty  of  twenty-two  and  a  half  cents  per  yard| 
to  destroy  tli'is,  was  to  break  down  the  trade  altogetlier, 
and  such  wtiuld  be  the  effect  of  the  araendment  atiopted. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  it  was  a  question  witli  him  whether 
their  legislation  was  not  influenced  by  certain  lobby  mem- 
bers, [alluding  to  one  or  two  gentlemen  who  occupied 
seats  behind  tlie  bar  of  the  Senate.]  When  any  proposed 
reduction  was  offered,  there  was  a  party  always  rea<ly  to 
cry  out  "it  will  be  the  min  of  the  country,"  "we  will  be 
ruined!"  The  agr.culturiats  were  not  thus  represented 
by  agents — tliey  refrained  from  thus  influencing  our  legis- 
hiUou.  In  the  progress  of  this  measure,  it  could  be  shown 
that  many  items  had  been  introduced,  that,  otherwise, 
would  have  found  no  phu:e  in  tlie  bill,  by  the  special  in- 
fluence of  tlie  manufacturers,  and  those  who  acted  as  their 
sgents  within  those  walls.  They  already  h:id  sixteen  cents 
per  yard  of  direct  duty  in  the  bill;  if  they  did  not  hke  tliis 
specific  duty,  let  them  strike  it  out,  and  say  what  amount 
they  want  In  some  instoiices,  he  [Mr.  U.]  was  prepared 
to  prove  that,  at  sixteen  cents,  tliey  would  liave  one  hun- 
dred per  cent  The  object  of  his  amendment  was  to  put 
a  limit  on  this,  that  none  shall  exceed  fifty  per  cent.,  that 
some  benefit  should  be  given  to  tlie  poor,  and  not  deprive 
them  uf  an  art  cle  to  them,  and  to  all  in  this  climate,, in- 
dispensable. Tlie  amendment  would  not  operate  but 
where  the  duty  would  exceed  fifty  per  cent  Mr.  H. 
again  alluded  to  the  determination  of  manufacturers,  and 
the  agents  of  manufitcturers  on  that  floor,  to  counteract 
every  measure  for  their  self-interest  that  tended  to  the 
publtc  relief- 
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Mr.  W£B3'r£R  roue,  and  uked  if  tlie  Senator  from  nol attending  hi*  ••private  iutereM."  Mr.  H.  alhidcdtg 
South  Carolina  alluded  to  him  an  tlie  agent  of  any  matiu-  tlie  anpersioiiii  that  had  been  thrown  oiit  from  the  prtif. 
facturera.  I  man  on  the  other  aide,  in  which  Mr.  Sarcltet,  of  Piubdd- 

Mr.  HAYNB  replied,  by  no  means.  In  denouncing  the  phia,  lia<l  been  denounced,  and  defended  himaa  uup. 
coniliiut  of  tlioae  agents,  he  had  not  considered  the  Seiiap  right  and  himorable  man.  He  believed  that  bo  man,  {rM 
tor  from  Maanachusettn  as  the  agent  of  any  body  of  maim-!  ttie  syatem  of  denunciation  that  had  been  punuedignM 
faCturerD.  But  when  tliua  called  on,  betore  tied  and  man,  every  one  who  bad  advocated  free  tnale,  as  bring  under 
be  would  do  his  duty;  and  if  any  other  penion  tliaii  an  British  pay  and  influence,  would  hereafter  have  nem 
agent  of  tlie  nianufactui'eni  told  him  that  fifty  per  cent, 
was  not  an  adequate  protectio.i,  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
■ay  tliat  tiiat  pei-son  must  be  deceived  in  hi*  view  of  the 
sut>ject.     He  would  move  to  strike  out  the  duty  on  wool. 


if  uianufaciurers  would  consent  to  come  down  in  the  duty 
on  the  manufac'ured  art.clc:  he  would  give  them  tile  raw 
material  cheaper.  If  gentlemen  would  propose  to  bring 
down  other  duties  in  proportion,  he  would  put  the  duty  on 
wool  at  ten  or  fifteen  per  cent,  at  the  utmost. 

Mr.  WEBb'IXK  sa.d  there  was  a  time  when  their  fel- 
low-citizens could  nut  come  within  tlie  walls  of  Congress, 
without  having  reflections  made  on  their  characters.  Hap- 
pily, those  days  had  gone  by.  He  luid  thouglit  tliat  tlie 
Senator  from  Soutli  Carolina  would  have  been  tlie  hutt  to 
renew  the  system.  U  was  averred  by  him  that  many 
enactments  in  the  bill  would  not  have  been  passed  had  ii 
notheen  for  the  influenceof  lobby  members.  He  [Mr.  W.] 
would  understand  the  allusion,  for  it  was  made  to  be  uii 
derstood.  It  was  true  he  must  have  been  seen  speaking 
to  a  gentleman  at  his  back  without  the  bar)  but  llun  that 
geiitleiiiaii,  no  one  bore  a  higher  or  more  honorable 
cliaraclert  his  reputation  was  high  and  unsuUiedt  he  had 
come  here  at  his  [Mr.  W.'s]  reques  ,  to  give  him  inlurma- 
tioii  on  some  subjects  with  winch  he  was  uiure  famil.ar.  And 
yet,  lur  tins,  a  reflection  had  been  thrown  out  that  woula 
strike  many  as  uncalled  for,  and  might  be  des.gnated  b\ 
laijguage  which  lie  would  retrain  iruin  using.  But  were 
not  the  citixens  of  this  country  to  {lay  attention  to  their 
interests,  whenever  measures  were  aboutto.be  legislated 
on  of  Vital  importance  to  their  several  interests.'  It  was  a 
njraclc  that  more  of  tlicm  were  not  to  be  seen  in  attciut' 
ance ;  and  sure  he  was,  tnat  if  tliey  had  feared  that  some  ot 
tlie  propositions  recoinineiided  by  the  gentleman  ti  cm  Simlli 
Cai-ohna  bad  been  likely  to  be  adopted,  not  nid.v.Uuals, 
but  crowds,  from  the  Nortli,  would  liave  come  here  in 
procession,  to  protest  against  tlie  destruction  of  their  ngbtsf 
not  to  uiumidaie,  but  to  look  after  their  general  interests. 
He  would  ask  il  a  Fhiladelphia  blackhnuth,  or  the  manu- 
facturers ul  iron,  whether  of  old  scraps  or  new,  when  in 
attendance  here,  were  to  be  deiioiincrd  as  *'  lobby  mem- 
bers." But  even  tlie  gtnileman  who  had  drawn  up  tlie 
blacksmiths'  mem.  rial  so  oltcn  recurred  to,  had  given  his 
opinion  in  a  similar  case.  "L>obby  niembers,"  said  be: 
let  roe  see  the  man  who  will  tell  the  citizens  ot  the  United 
Sta  es,  when  they  proceed  to  look  after  the  vital  and  im- 
portant public  interestsuf  the  country,  that  tliey  are  lubliy 
members.  Aiidthispersun  wasMr.  (jallatiu.  Hewuuldteil 
the  honorable  gentleman  that  when  his  [Mr.  W.'s}  friends 
came  here,  they  were  not  to  be  sneered  at  and  denounced 
af  using  an  improper  influence. 

Mr.  H  AYIs  E  said  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had 
determined  to  understand  his  words  in  Ins  own  way.  He 
might  reply  to  the  gentleman,  *'^°  capit,  iUe  fact." 
But  injustice  had  been  done  him  if  it  were  thought  timt 
he  was  against  the  right  of  every  citizen  to  watch  over 
his  interests)  but  he  liad,  for  some  time,  witnessed,  as  so 
must  others,  such  pal|>able  breaches  of  all  courtesy,  by  a 
person  leaning  over  the  bar,  speaking,  not  to  one  person, 
but  to  several,  and  interfering  in  tbe  business  pending, 
from  the  moment  his  motion  was  made,  tliat,  if  it  were 
again  to  be  repeated,  he  [Mr.  H.]  would  ieel  iiiniself 
bound  to  move  Ins  expulsion  from  the  priviU  ged  seats. 
He  had  no  objection  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  tiallatin  being 
quoted;  but  a  qualification  bad  been  made  by  Mr.  G., 
which  had  been  omitted,  and  that  was,  the  person  waa 


suflicieiit  to  put  h'ucliaracter  and  standuig  to  such  attiaL 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  would  speak  iiis  mind  without  feat 
of  recrimination.  He  and  every  other  member  had  a  r.gbt 
to  all  the  information  they  could  acquire;  and  this  liglitbe 
would  ever  exercise.  If  he  waa  not  fiar  niiiriaken,  a  aaill 
man,  with  red  hair,  might,  for  some  time  past,  have  btei 
seen  flitting  about  between  the  House  of  Uepreaentatna 
and  tlie  Trea.'ury  Uepartment,  using  his  exertiuas  to  tut 
down  the  protective  system.  Why  was  not  his  Mttfet- 
ence  also  denounced?  No,  there  waa  no  danger  tlul 
this  person,  and  be  would  name  liiro— Mows  Mjera,  tlM 
Jew — would  be  so  held  up.  As  regarded  Mr.  iiarcid, 
he  would  let  the  records  of  the  country  speak  fur  then. 
selves.  He  protested  against  the  gentlcman'saaciidnat 
as  a  total  and  complete  sacrifice  of  tliis  great  maiiufactare. 

I'he  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  ameiid. 
ment  aa  amended,  when  it  was  rejected  by  the  foUoviif 
vote: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  FJlii^  Forqlk, 
Grundy,  H^yne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangiim,  Milkr, 
Moore,  Poiiidextcri  Uobiuaun,  Smitli,  TaseweU,  Tyler, 
White.— 19. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  ( lay,  Clajr. 
ton,  Dallas,  Uickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Faol,  VMwf- 
huyseii.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kn.glit,  Marcy,  Naiubm, 
i'lentiss,  Kuhbins,  Kiiggles,  Seymour,  Silsbce,  Spngur, 
Tomliiison,  Webster,  Wilkins 26. 

The  eighth  amendnient  prtvideii,  to  insert  "mcrim 
shawls,"  tbe  eliect  of  which  is  tu  make  the  duty  on  merin) 
sliau  Is  fifty  per  cent,  instead  of  ten  per  cent,,  as  pnividcd 
fur  by  tbe  bili. 

Mr.  HAYKE  snbmitted  to  the  justice  of  the  Senate 
whether  tney  would  put  this  exorbitant  duty  on  an  arti. 
cle  of  such  extensive  use,  not  made  in  the  counliy,  aiid 
therefore  not  coaiing  in  competition  with  domestic  mam- 
factiire*. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  and  Mr.  FRELINGHCYSEN  bodi 
expla.iied  that  tne  article  waa  manufactured  in  the  Uuitni 
states,  tlie  Utter  gentlemjin  stating  that  there  wasamaiie- 
factoi'y  in  his  immediate  neiglib<.rhoad,  at  wli:ch  SU,UIO 
sh..wls,  in  imitation  of  the  merino,  were  made  tbe  bil 
year.  All  Uiey  wanted  was  adequate  protection,  aud  tbe 
amendment  proposed  no  more. 

Af  er  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  TAZEWEIX,  DICK- 
ER:>UN,  and  SVEB.'i  TEK,  the  qiieston  was  takrl^  aiij 
the  aniendmeiit  was  agreed  to,  by  the  following  vole: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambens  Clay,  Cla} tnii,  Dal- 
la.1,  Uickei'son,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Kout,  Fret.nghu)*)!! 
Holniex,  Johnston.  Knight,  Naudain,  frentss,  BiibbiMi 
Buggies,  Seymour,  S.lsbee,  Sprague,  Tonilinsoii,  Wagp- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS.— Me«>rs.  B.bb,  Brown,  Elli^  F(»«>th,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Hangum,  Marc\,  Milltr,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Uobinsun,  Smitli,  Tazewell,  I'ylcr,  WUle. 
--19. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  that  when  the  Senate  aHjanrs,  it 
adjourn  over  to  the  5th  instant,  which  was  negativcdiaid 

Tbe  Senate  then  adjutirned. 

WsnxianAT,  ivvt  4. 

INTERNAL  IMPROVEMENTS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  con«der tbeact makiiif 
appropriations  for  the  improvemeflt  of  certain  harlioni 
be.     The  question  pending  being  on  uiseftiiig  sn  >p- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1181 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1182 


Ji7i.r4.   1832.] 


ittemal  ImpnmtmenU. 


[Skwatb. 


propr'Atiou  fur  the  breakwater  at  Lake  Puntcbartrain— 
3J.OU0  tloUars. 

Slime  iliaciiuion  ennied  on  thb  question,  in  which  the 
anMriHlincnt  uas  ailvocated  by  Mr.  WAGtiAMAN,  Mr. 
JOHNS  TON.  Mr.  CLAY,  and  Hr.  POINUEX  I'iiB,  and 
opiMMcd  by  Mr.  DUDLEY  and  Mr.  FOK-YI'H. 

It  was  iiuistt^,  on  tlie  one  hand,  that  this  project  wa« 
Itot  for  tlie  benefit  ol  the  nation,  but  of  a  private  company, 
aiiil  that  there  liad  been  no  surrey  by  Government  otn- 
ccrs. 

Oa  the  other  side,  it  was  said  that  the  security  of  the 
navigation  depemted  on  tlie  passage  uf  thi«  appropriation; 
that  lite  safety  of  the  oiail  was  invulvedi  and  tliat  no  further 
infurmation  could  be  obtained  by  any  survey. 

llie  question  taken  on  the  ameitdinent  was  decided  w 
follows: 

YI'VAS.— Messrs.  Backner.  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Ellis,' 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsyth.  Freliii){liuy«:n,  Hendricks,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  KniglH,  Muore,  NaiidaiM,  Poin- 
dexter,  Preiiths,  Uiibbins,  Bobinsoii,  BugKles,  Silsbee, 
Spragiie,  I'lpton,  Toroliiuon,  Waggaoiau,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.— 39. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Maiigum,  Marcy,  Mdler,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Troup.  Tyler,  While — 14. 

Tile  next  amendment  was  adding  an  appropriation  of 
t3J,000  for  tlie  iniprovement  of  the  navigation  of  the 
Wabash  river. 

Mr.  UUCKNEH  moved  to  amend  tliis  amendment  by 
add  iig  $1U,UUU  for  tlie  improvement  of  tlie  St.  KraiiCK 
river,  Missuurit  but,  after,  a  diiicussion,  mod.fied  bu 
anteiKliDent,  at  tlie  iHiggt:st.on  of  Mr.  EWING,  by  propos- 
iti an  appri>pr.atiun  uf  $oUU  for  tlie  surveys  ami  csdinafrs 
of  the  expense  uf  improving  said  river;  and  the  HnieiuU 
meiit  to  the  amendment  liavmg  been  agreed  to— yeas  26, 
nata  16,  the  aniemlment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  ainciidnieiit  uf  the  committee,  being  an  appro- 
priation of  ^,60U  for  tlte  preservation  and  protection  of 
Pairweather  island  and  Black  Hock  harbor,  was  tlien  taken 
up. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  stated  the  great  importance  of  that 
harbor,  the  danger  of  tlie  destruction  uf  tile  wland  pur- 
cliaactl  by  tlie  United  Stales  fur  the  s.te  of  a  l.ghtliouse 
near  its  mouili,  and  tlie  consequent  injury  to  the  harbor, 
which  was  doubtless  more  eas  ly  eiitcreil,  and  more  fre- 
quently resorted  to  by  vtssels  engaged  in  the  fureign  and 
coasting  tradr,  liir  !>ecui  ity,  than  any  other  harbor  ui  the 
western  section  of  Lung  Island  suu lid;  and  remarked  that 
the  appropriatiun  had  ueeii  recominemleil  by  the  superin- 
teudeiit  of  lightliouses  in  Connect.cut,  iiiuler  whose  di- 
rectoH  an  estimate  of  the  expense  uf  the  work  had  been 
iDade«  which  was  entitleil  tu  fuU  cuniideiice. 

Tlte  amcmhiient  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FUliSY  TH  then,  by  instruction  of  the  Committee 
on  Commerce,  moved  further  tu aimnd  the  bill  by  insert- 
ing an  appropriation  uf  ;12O,0OU  fur  rem  ving  the  ob- 
structions in  James  river,  below  the  city  uf  K  chrooml. 

Mr.  8.VIITH  muved  to  amenil  this  amendment  by  strik- 
ing out  il20,00U,  and  inserting  960,0UU|  which  motion 
was  negatived. 

After  some  remarks  from  Messrs.  FOB-YTH,  TYLER, 
TAZEWELL,  CLAY,  and  SMITH,  the  quest.on  was 
taken  oa  Mr.  Fobstth's  amendment;  and  it  was  agreed 
to  by  the  following  vote: 

VKAS.—Messni.  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frel.nghnyseu,  Hendricks, 
UoliueH,  Johnston,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Premiss,  Hub- 
biiis,  Kuggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  »mith,  Tomhnson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 23. 

NAY" Messrs.  Brown,  Umlliy,  Ellis,  Forsyth.  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  K!|ig,  Knight,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Kubinsoii,  Spragae,  TwewelU  Tipton,  Ti-uup,  Tyler, 
Wiute,—19. 


The  amendments  liaving  been  gone  through  with,  the 
bill  was  reported  to  the  Senate;  when 

Mr.  MILLER  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
all  after  the  enacting  clause,  and  inserting  a  substitute 
appropriating  #600.000  (about  the  amount  uf  the  appro- 
priatioiis  in  the  bill)  for  internal  improvements,  to  be  ez> 
(tended  under  the  direction  of  the  War  Department,  in 
the  several  Slates,  in  proportion  to  tlieir  population,  and 
on  objects  desigiiated  by  the  States. 

Mr.  M.  Mid  his  objei-t  in  offering  the  amendment  waa 
to  present  an  alternative  or  substitute  for  the  bill  leM 
objectionable.  There  was  no  rule,  no  principle,  in  the 
bill;  It  was  an  invasion  of  the  treasury,  withuut  any  regaid 
to  justice  or  equality.  For  the  first  time  to-day  we  Imre 
leanied  that  the  various  branches  of  the  Government  con> 
cur  in  the  power  or  expediency  of  carrying  on  appropria- 
tions fur  objects  of  intenial  improvement.  We  have  jturt 
heard  that  tlie  President  has  signed  the  internal  hnprove- 
ment  bill,  containing  appropriations  for  the  most  limited 
and  lucal  purposes.  1  liopHe  we  shall  never  again  be  re> 
terred  tu  the  veto  of  the  Maysville  and  Rockville  roads  as 
a  security  against  th.s  system.  1'he  Senate  and  House  of 
Represeuuuves,  and  the  President,  all  concur  in  tliia 
power.  1  iMve  ottered  this  amendment  to  furnish  to  my 
constiluenUthe  evidence  of  the  disposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  administer  its  taxing  and  disbursing  powers  on 
equal  and  just  princ  pies.  No  one  will  deny  but  that 
Suutli  Caruhna  pays  her  portion  of  funds  into  the  treasury^ 
stie  has  not  received  one  dollar  for  internal  impruvement. 
You  levy  your  taxes  thruugli  the  tariff  to  prMect  domestic 
manufautureis  snd  expend  the  .funds  in  the  same  sections^ 
to  furnish  a  reason  f'lr  new  lievies.  If  this  Government 
were  an  absolute  despotism,  a  pure  monarchy,  would  it 
dare  to  levy  taxes  witluiut  liaving  some  reganl  tu  eqnahty 
in  their  disbursements?  Altlioiigh  the  planting  States 
may  pay  much  mure  than  tlieir  portion  of  the  taxes,  the 
auiendineiit  would  operate  to  limit  these  appropnationa 
by  making  those  who  receive  the  appropriations  pay  some 
uf  tile  bunl  ns.  You  deprive  the  niajurity  of  the  motive 
to  plunder  the  minority,  when  you  subject  the  ntaj}>rily 
Itself  to  a  portiuii  uf  the  bunien. 

Mr.  M.  cliallengcd  any  one  to  aay  that  South  Carolina 
did  not  pay  her  quota  to  the  treasury;  and  how  is  it  you 
propose  tu  appi-uphate  six  hundri-d  thouhand  dollars  of 
tile  piibLc  funds,  in  addition  to  the  eleven  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  already  sppropriated,  without  letting  one 
dollar  be  returned  to  that  State?  Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not 
stand  pledged  to  vote  for  tliisauiendmenl,  if  adoptetl  as  a 
siibsiiiutr,  out  In:  pieferred  it  to  the  original  b.U.  It  will 
give  Uie  people  sonie  insight  into  tile  principle  upon  which 
itieir  money  is  drawn  from  iliem.  How  can  gentlemen  sup- 
l>urt  this  system  witiiuut  extendingto  every  sict.un  a  pur- 
tiun  of  its  benefits?  Are  we  to  be  distinguished  unlj  by 
paying  taxes,  while  we  never  receive  any  of  the  disburse- 
nienlsf  If  yuu  assume,  inUie  name  of  tlie  Government,  the 
authority  to  tax  us,  why  not,  by  the  same  authority,  refund 
a  portion  as  indicated  by  the  amendment?  I  wish  those  I 
represent  to  see  ami  kiiotv  what  part  and  lot  they  have 
in  this  Government.  Mr.  M.  asked  fur  the  yeas  and  iwjs, 
and  they  were  ordereiL 

Mr.  CLAY  ihuught  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from 
South  Caruhna  entrtled  to  seriuus  consideratiun.  He  re- 
gretted that  it  ha<l  been  made  at  so  late  a  period  of  the 
session  as  to  preclude  that  examinaton  and  reflection 
which  the  importance  oi  tlie  subject  deserved.  He 
thuughl,  however,  that  the  principle  uf  distribution  slicmld 
depend  as  well  un  tlie  extent  and  exigencies  of  the  Stales 
as  on  federal  numbers.  His  uljject,  huwever,  in  ris.iig, 
was  to  express  his  extreme  sui  prise  that  the  President, 
after  ptiit  ng  his  veto  on  the  appropriations  fur  woiks  cf 
such  public  utility  as  the  Majsvillc  and  Ruckville  loadit, 
sliuuld  have  sanctioned  the  luubor  bill,  so  called,  in  whiih 
appropmtioo*  were  made  to  a  y^ry  large  amoimt,  ai<d 


Digitized  by 


Google 


118S 


GALES  &,  BEATON'S  REGISTER 


118^ 


8  BIT  ATI.] 


Internal  tmprovemtatt. 


(JtriT  4, 1831 


which  differed  in  principle  not  one  particle  from  the  one 
he  hud  ri-jtcted.  If  the  Maysville  and  KockT.lle  roadu 
were  local  objects,  there  were  liundredsi  of  objrctB  in  tlie 
bill  jiiirt  approved,  infinitely  n»ore  local.  What  had  been 
the  cournc  of  the  present  administration?  They  first 
held  appropriations  for  certain  objects  of  internal  im- 
provement to  be  unconstitutional,  and  then  sanctioned  ap- 
propriations for  otlier  objects  dependin(f  entirely  On  the 
same  principles  witli  tliuse  held  to  be  unconstitutional; 
and  the  result  has  been  to  open  an  entire  nevMiekl  of  in- 
ternal improvement.  Favorite  objects,  Mr.  C.  sa.d,  had 
been  considered  constitutional,  while  objects  in  States  not 
M>  much  cherished  had  been  held  to  be  local.  Mr.  C. 
eoncliided  by  saying  that  he  tliouglit  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carohiut  that  there  ouglit  to  be  some  princi- 
ple of  distribution  for  internal  improvement  settled  for 
the  future.  He  regretted  that  it  was  too  late  now  in  the 
session  to  mature  any  aatisfiictory  plan;  but  he  hoped 
that  at  the  next  session  the  subject  would  l>e  taken  up,  and 
some  principle  recognised  tliat  would  do  eqtial  justice  to 
•II  the  States  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  SMrrU  gave  a  history  of  the  commencement  and 

Snigress  of  appropriations  for  the  improvement  of  bar- 
urs.  The  doctrine  held  was  this:  Tne  States  on  the 
Atlantic  had  relinquished  to  the  Federal  (iovemmrnt 
the  right  of  imposnig  tonnage  duties,  tlius  depriving 
themselves  of  all  power  of  improving  tlieir  liarbois 
snd  nvers.  It  was  the  bounden  duty,  therefore,  of  the 
General  Government  to  do  that  which  the  States  could 
not  do  of  tlieinselves,  because  they  liad  given  up  the  funds 
fr.jm  which  they  could  make  such  improvements.  The 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  was  mistalen  in  one  point. 
The  bill  just  signed  by  the  President  was  a  bill  fur  internal 
improvements,  and  not  the  harbor  b.ll  which  was  tlieii 
before  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HAYNE  rose,  not  for  the  purpose  of  entering  into 
any  argument  on  the  question  before  the  Senate,  but  to 
say  that,  although  he  should  vote  fur  this  amendment  of 
his  colleague  as  an  alternative  prelerable  to  tlie  bill,  he 
was  utterly  opposed  to  tlie  wliole  scheme,  and  should  ul- 
timately vote  aga.niil  the  bill.  He  viewed  tlieameiidine;it 
merely  as  an  alternative  to  the  bill,  and,  of  the  two,  lie 
tliuuglit  it  preferable,  but  the  system  itself  was  a  general 
scramble,  and  there  was  no  knowing  where  it  would  end; 
it  was  wild  and  extravagant,  and  the  sooner  it  was' aban- 
doned the  better.  The  bill  signed  by  the  President  ap- 
propriated one  million  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  and 
tills  bill  apprupriatetl  about  six  hundred  tliousand  dolhtrs 
mure. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  was  unwilling  to  countenance  a 
proposition  of  the  nature  submitted  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carohna,  in  any  shape,  and  should  be  compelled  to 
Tote  against  it.  He  was  opposed  to  any  distribution 
among  the  States  of  any  kind  according  to  federal  num- 
bers, necatise  he  bei.eved,  as  did  the  gentleman  on  the 
opposite  side,  that  those  States  who  received  the  least 
would  pay  the  most 

Mr.  MIIXEK  said  he  regretted  that  the  honorable 
Senator  trom  North  Carolina  had  come  to  titc  determina- 
tion to  vote  against  this  amendment;  he  could  vote  liir 
the  amendment  without  afterwimis  voting  for  the  bill. 
In  refusing  to  vote  for  this,  as  a  substitute,  the  honorable 
Senator  would,  in  effect,  vote  for  the  original  bill.  Tlie 
question  now,  winch  he  W;ts  called  on  to  dec.de,  was 
whether  he  preferred  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  or  the 
•ubstitiite  now  offered.  Although  he  niigtit  refuse  to 
Tote  for  tlie  substitute  as  a  substanuve  bUI,  lie  mtut  choose 
now  between  this  and  the  bill.  Would  he  rather  tJie  bill 
sliotild  pass  in  its  present  form,  or  that  it  should  assume 
the  form  of  this  substitute? 

Those  who  are  opposed  to  the  entire  principle  in  the 
bill,  have  the  most  perfect  right  so  to  amend  it  as  to  im- 


prove it.  This  is  not  an  amendment  to  defeat  ihr  bil, 
but  to  improve  it.  If  it  were  an  amendment  calculate 
to  defeat  it,  still  I  should  expect  those  opposed  lo  it  tl 
vote  for  h.  One  tliiitg  only  can  be  decided  at  a  time, 
The  question  now  is,  which  is  the  mo»t  unexceptionahit, 
the  substitute  or  the  original  IhII?  It  is  not  whether  tlx 
substitute  ought  to  pass,  but  whether  it  is  nut  better  thu 
the  oricpnal  proposition.  The  n-fuaal  to  vote  fur  tlis 
substitute  necessarily  subjects  those  who  do  so  to  the  is. 
f'crence  that  ihey  prefer  the  bill  to  the  substitute. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  lie  did  not  belie^-e  there  vtsaj 
difference  in  principle  between  the  amendment  and  tbebj. 
-Although  he  knew  be  could,  according  to  the  parijameiit- 
ary  practice,  vote  for  the  amendment,  and  finally  agiinl 
the  bill,  yet  he  was  unwilling  that  his  vote  should  meet 
tlie  public  eye  as  sanctioning  any  thing  hke  the  scheBe, 
either  in  the  bill  or  the  amCHdmeiit. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  Mr.  Mruxa's  tDcsd- 
ment  was  rejected,  as  follows: 

VEAS. — .Messrs.  Dickerson,  Gmndy,  Hsyne,  Bif, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poindezter,  Kuggles.— S. 

NAYS — Hessrs.  Biown,  Biickiier,  Clay,  Clayton,  Del- 
ias, Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Forsytii,  Frehngliuyitiv 
Hendncks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knigitt,  Marcy,  Km- 
dam,  Prtntias,  Kubbiiia,  Hobinson,  Sihibee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
TaieweU,  Tipton,  Tunilinson,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  ffdi- 
sler,  Wliite,  Wilkins 33. 

Mr.  FORSYTH,  with  a  view  to  test  the  seme  of  the 
Senate,  whether  it  is  tiieir  pleasure  to  sanction  all  objieli 
whioli  have  not  been  surveyed,  moved  to  strike  outtbe 
appropriation  of  twenty-five  tliousand  dullan  fordri|ie» 
iiig  the  entrance  of  the  harbor  at  the  mouth  uf  Cooacdi. 
cut  river. 

Mr.  FOOT  made  some  remarks  in  ftvor  of  the  appn- 
priation. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  opposed  the  motion,  and  (btnltlut 
the  harbor  had  been  snrvej  ed  by  a  civil  engineer  of  great 
respectability,  skill,  and  exprr.ence,  heretofotc  in  the 
public  service;  whose  report,  detailingthe  nature  snd«- 
pense  of  the  proposed  improvement,  had  been  before  tbe 
Committee  on  Commerce,  and  was  on  the  table.  Heei- 
plained  the  importance  of  the  proposed  work,  and  tie 
bcneKls  expected  to  result  from  it  to  the  navigation  e» 
plojed  in  tlie  fbreig^i  and  coasting  trade,  and  paitcutily 
to  the  large  amount  of  sliipping  ownetl  in  tiie  sevenil  po 
puluus  towns  situated  on  the  Connecticut  riven  sistii- 
sisted  that  the  inforntation  contained  in  the  pspera  btSst 
the  Senate,  in  relation  to  the  necessity  and  utJity  of  ibe 
appropriation,  was  entirely  satis&ctory. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  the  sense  of  the  Senate  badahndr 
been  tested  on  the  clause  in  the  former  bill  for  the  Cu» 
berlaiid  river,  and  we  had  seen  that  the  President  had  if 
proveil  that  bill.  It  was  not  likely,  therefore,  that  lie 
would  disapprove  this.  He  did  not  object  to  the  a|i|it» 
val  of  tliat  bill,  but  to  tl»e  want  of  some  fixed  and  iteaiV 
principle  which  wuukl  satisfy  the  country  and  Cougn* 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Fousttii  was  negatived;  sad  tto 
amendments  haring  been  concurred  in. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  bythe  Mo*- 
ing  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  n««* 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghnysen,  Hendricks,  Holnw.  Jobr 
ston,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Kobbins,  Kobiiwon,  HH' 
gles,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomliiwii.  »* 
gaman,  Webster,  Wilkms.— 35. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Fonjth, »• 
dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Milkr,  MM«i 
Poindexter,   Taxewell,  Tyler,  White.— 16. 

The  amendment  maile  by  the  House  of  Bcpwse"**"' 
to  the  bill  to  extend  tlie  time  of  issuing  Virginia Uod»* 
rants,  was  concurred  in. 

The  Semite  then  a^jouvnad. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKER80N,  the  Senate  rrsumetl 
tile  eoNeklemtion  of  the  bill  from  tlie  House  of  Rrpreseii- 
tatires,  in  alirnttion  of  the  sevrnl  acts  imposing  <hiiies  on 
imports,  togvlht-r  with  tlie  amendments  reported  thereto 
by  ihr  Committre  on  HamifWctiirrs. 

A  great  number  ofamriidments  were  acted  on,  in  the 
course  «f  the  day.  The  following'  comprise  theTnost  im- 
portant, and  those  on  which  any  discuiiaidii  took  place; 

The  ainendniriit  to  strike  out  five  and  insert  twenty  live, 
increasiHff  tlie  duty  on  silver  or  plated  wire  from  Kve  to 
twt-n'y-five  per  cent.,  was  carried  by  the  (i>llowing'  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  LIhIUs 
Uickcrson.  I>u<tlcy,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingimysen,  Hen- 
dr.cki,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbius, 
B>i)^c-s.  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man.— 32. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brewn,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Ring,  >lang<im,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Mo<ire,  Polndexter,  Kobinxon,  Smith,  Tazewell,  I'roup, 
'r>ler.  White,  Wiikins.— 21. 

The  amendment  to  sir.ke  out  ten  per  cent,  and  insert 
txreiity-five  per  cent,  as  the  duty  on  common  tinned  and 
japanned  saildlery  of  all  descriptions,  wa'<,  after  a  discus- 
sion, rejected — }eas  21,  nays  25,  as  tollows: 

YEAS Messrs.  Bell,  Cliambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Uickersiiii,  Dudley,  Eu'iiig,  Fo<it,  Frel.iiglitiysen, 
Holmes,  Jolinrton,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Knbbins, 
bejtnour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  VVa|Cganui»>  Wilkins — 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  B:bb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
For&ytl),  Grundy,  Hayne,  Heixlricks,  Hill,  Kane.  King, 
Mang\im,  Marcy,  M  ller,  Moore,  Poindextcr,  Kobinsoii, 
Snijiii,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. 
—25. 

The  amendment  in  the  104tli  line  provided  that  all  articles 
manufiictured  of  iron  shall  not  pay  a  less  amount  of  duty 
than  is  inipuse<l  on  the  raw  materal.  The  amendment 
amemled  the  proviso  in  the  104ih  lino,  so  as  to  read, 
"  i  rovided  that  articles  manufactured  of  iran  shall  not  be 
impoited  at  a  less  rate  of  duty  than  w.nild  h.ive  been 
eltargeable  on  the  material  constituting  their  chief  value, 
if  imported  in  an  iinmanuf»ctiired  state." 

Mr.  HAYNE  opposed  this  proviso,  as  one  of  the  most 
objectionable  features  in  the  bill,  ami  as  calculated  to  de- 
ceive. It  proposed  to  impose  a  <liity  of  ihirty-five  per 
o«iit.  on  certain  articles,  aiui  then  contained  a  proviso  by 
which  the  majority  of  them  would  bear  a  duty  of  from  one 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  per  cent.  If  gentle- 
men, said  he,  hitend  to  lay  a  duty  of  one  hundred  and  fifty 
per  Cent.,  say  sot  but  do  not  lay  a  duty  of  thirty-seven  and 
a  half,  as  proposed  by  the  committer,  ami  tlien  insert  a 
proviso  n\»mf  the  duties  on  a  majority  of  the  articles  to 
two  liundrud  per  cent.  Many  of  the  articles  affVcled  by 
th  s  proviso  would,  he  was  assured,  be  taxed  under  it  as 
high  at  four  hundred  per  cent. 

Mr.  OlCKERxQN  ubserve<l  that,  as  there  was  so  strong 
an  objection  to  the  amendnient  under  consideration,  he 
was  willing,  fur  one,  to  waive  tlie  amendment. 

Alter  some  remarks  from  Mr.  HAYNE, 

Mr.  EWING  said  he  d  d  not  uiideniUnd  the  Senator 
from  New  Jersey  as  witlidrawing  the  proviso  in  the  bill, 
but  Only  as  waiving  the  uroendmcnt  to  the  )>ruvi80. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  this,  then,  was  "  keeping  the  word 
of  promise  to  the  ear,  and  breaking  it  to  our  hope."  It 
was  the  proviso  itself  that  was  objectionable)  the  bare 
amendnient  was  nut  of  much  consequence. 

The  amendment  was  tlien,  with  the  approbation  of  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  rejected. 

The  amendment,  that  all  manufactures  ul°  iron  partly 
finished  slnll  pay  the  tame  rates  of  duty  as  if  entirely  fiii- 
iibcd;  all  vessels  of  cast  iron,  and  all  casting*  of  iron,  with 
Vot.  VIH — 7S 


hamlles,  rings,  hoops,  or  other  addition  of  wrought  iron, 
shall  pay  the  same  rates  of  duty  as  if  made  entirely  ofcaat 
iron,  after  a  discussion,  was  agreed  to,  asfiillows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dullas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling* 
hiiysen,  tlendricks,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naiidaia, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Wsiggaman,  Wiikins. — 25. 

KAYS. —Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis  Forsyth, 
Gnindy,  Hayne,  H.ll,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moor*, 
Poimlexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler, 
White.— 20. 

To  the  amendment  changingthe  duty  on  sail  duck  from 
fifteen  percent,  ad  valorem  to  eiglit  cent*  the  square  yard, 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  an  amendment,  to  add,  except 
ravens  duck,  which  shall  be  three  cents  per  square  yard. 
This  being  rejectetl, 

Mr.  DICKERSON  moved  five  cents,  and  Mr.  HOLMES 
sub-eqneiitly  four  cents;  which  were  also  rejected. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment  of  the 
committee;  which  was  carried  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clav,  Chqr* 
ton,  Dallas,  Dckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen, 
Holme.s,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Nailtlain,  Poindextrr, 
Kobblns,  Robinscm,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Wag- 
gaman,  W.lkiiis.— 23. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis  Foot, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks  King,  Mangum, 
Marcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, i  yler,  Wh.te.— 22. 

The  next  amendment  increased  the  duty  on  cotton  bag. 
ging  from  three  and  a  half  Ctnts  the  square  yard  to  fotir 
cents. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment; and 

Mr.  BIBB  opposed  it  Ahhonglt  the  article  wasmanu- 
factored  in,  the  Slate  he  represented,  yet  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  tax  the  great  body  of  his  constituents  fur  the  be- 
nefit of  a  few  large  capitalists.  If  he  could,  consistently 
with  a  sense  of  justice,  v<ite  for  the  amendment,  it  wouM 
much  gratify  his  own  private  feelings  to  do  so,  as  one  of 
his  netir  and  dear  relatives  was  largely  interested  in  the 
manufacture  of  the  article. 

Mr.  PO'NDEXTER  also  opposed  the  amendment 

Mr.  HAYNE  stated  that  the  rate  of  duty,  as  fixed  by  the 
House,amininted  to  thirty -seren  per  cent,  and  the  increase 
to  the  amendment  would  be  upwards  of  forty  per  cent 

Mr.  HOLMES  contended  that  adequate  protection 
cheapened  the  price  of  articles  whilst  inadequate  protec- 
tion luid  the  contrary  effect,  and  raised  the  price. 

Mr.  HAYNE,  after  some  remarks  in  reply,  said,  that 
when  they  came  to  the  subject  of  cotton,  he  was  prepared 
to  say  to  gentlemen,  reduce  the  protective  duty  on  your 
cotton  fabr.cs,  and  we  are  wilhng  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
the  ciitton.  t1ie  raw  material,  to  the  lowest  amount  possible. 

Mr.  KING  said,  in  his  climate,  so.l.  Sec.  they  asked  for 
no  protection;  they  wanted  none  whatever.  He  denied 
that  Keiituckyrequired  any  protection  fo.-  her  cotton  bag- 
ging; a  prrjiidxe  had  at  one  time  existed  against  the  arti- 
cle ^naiiiifactured  there,  because  it  was  thought  to  Main 
the  cotton  packed  in  it,  but  this  was  found  nut  to  be  inju- 
rious, and  Kentucky  now  commanded  the  preference  in 
the  market  above  that  imported  from  Scotland;  therefore 
she  required  no  protection  on  that  articfe. 

Mr.  CLAY  replied,  and  contended  that  the  duty  wm 
but  a  fair  protection. 

Mr.  POINUEX  TER  said  that  he  ohjecte<I  alike  to  thU 
amendment  proposed  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures^ 
and  to  the  rate  of  duty  proposed  by  the  bill  as  it  came 
M'rom  the  House  of  Representatives.  The  reduction  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  be  important,  as  it  did  not  descend  to 
the  principle  of  revenue,  but  was  evidently  designed  ex- 
duavely  for  protection.     He  should  vote  against  tlie  in- 


Digitized  by 


'y  Google 


1187 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1188 


SSBATX.] 


The  Tariff. 


[Jolt  S,  IKiS- 


crease  of  duty  from  thi-ee  and  a  half  to  four  cents  per 
square  yard  on  the  article  of  cotton  bag)pn^,  but  without 
intendinap  to  support  the  original  propo;iiti<in.  He  could 
not  give  his  sanction  to  a  system  of  protection,  bounties, 
and  monopolies,  intended  to  benefit  one  branch  of  indus- 
try at  the  sacrifice  of  other  great  interests  of  the  country. 
Such  legislation  was  repugnant  to  the  genius  of  a  free 
people,  and  to  the  principles  of  our  free  constitution. 
Besides,  said  he,  this  particular  item  of  protection  is  un- 
necessary; it  was  not  called  fur  by  the  manufacturers  of 
cotton  bagging  in  1828,  when  the  duty  of  five  cents  the 
square  yard  was  impoEC  I,  but  it  was  gratuitously  inserted 
in  the  i>in  at  that  time  to  give  additional  strength  to  the 
combination  by  whom  it  was  passed.  These  manufac- 
turers have  never  wanted  a  ready  and  a  profitable  mar- 
ket for  the  article,  to  the  full  eirtent  of  their  abiliiy 
to  produce  it;  and  such,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  the 
case  if  no  duty  whatever,  except  for  revenue  purposes, 
was  imposed.  The  price  would  depend  more  on  the 
demand  and  the  supply,  than  on  our  legisla^on.  An 
honorable  Senator  from  Miune  [Mr.  Holmks]  had  said 
tiiat  unmanufactured  cotton  bad  been  protected  until  it 
had  expelled  all  foreign  cotton  from  the  country;  from 
which  he  infers  that  equal  protection  ought  to  be  extend- 
ed to  the  covering  of  the  bale  which  contained  it.  Sir, 
said  Mr.  P.,  this  idea  is  not  novel;  it  lias  been  repeated  on 
this  floor  and  elsewhere,  as  a  justification  of  the  onerous 
ipnposts  on  the  great  articles  of  consumption  imported 
from  Europe,  for  the  use  of  the  agricultural  and  other 
laboring  classes  of  the  community.  I  take  this  occasion 
to  correct  the  error.  The  duty  of  three  cents  the  pound 
on  raw  cotton  was  imposed  in  1790,  when  that  staple  was 
not  produced  to  any  extent  in  the  United  States.  It 
was  an  article  extensively  imported  into  the  coimtry,  ami 
the  duty  was  a  part  of  our  revenue  system.  It  did  not 
then,  and  it  never  bad,  at  an^  subsequent  period,  operat- 
ed to  protect  the  agriculturists  against  foreign  competi- 
tion, in  the  production  of  cotton,  if  the  advocates  of  this 
injurious  and  iniquitous  system  of  taxation  would  relieve 
the  people  from  the  burdens  which  are  now  imposed  on 
them,  he  pledged  himself  to  strike  from  this  bill  the  no- 
minal duty  of  three  cents  on  unmanufactured  'cotton. 
The  planter  relied  on  bis  own  enterprise  and  industry,  and 
not  on  the  spoils  of  his  countrymen  in  other  sections  of 
the  Union.  Sir,  said  Hr.  P.,  perirat  me  to  trace  the  rise 
and  progress  of  the  culture  of  cotton  in  this  country.  In 
1794,  when  Mr-  Jay  made  the  treaty  with  England,  he  did 
not  know  that  the  article  of  cotton  was  grown  in  the  Unit- 
ad  States,  as  will  appear  by  his  correspondence  with  the 
British  minister. 

The  CHAIR  here  reminded  Mr.  P.  that  the  question 
being  on  the  increase  of  duty  on  cotton  bagging  from 
tliree  and  a  half  to  four  cents,  did  not  admit  of  the  latitude 
of  debate  which  the  honorable  Senator  was  taking. 

Mr.  p.  then  said  lie  yielded  to  the  suggestion,  and  took 
his  seat  witlt  the  decUration  that  he  should  resist  the 
amendment,  and  afterwards  vote  against  the  bill  iirposing 
three  and  a  half  cents  the  square  yard  on  Scotch  bagging. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  KNIGHT  said  this  is  an  article  which  my  constitu- 
ents have  as  deej}  an  interest  in  as  any  people  of  the 
Union;  if  any  tax  is  paid  on  it,  it  is  paid  by  them.  It  is 
true,  as  the  Senator  irom  Kentucky  has  stated,  that  the 
cotton  bagg'.ng  is  not  paid  for  by  the  grower  of  cotton — 
it  is  sold  by  die  pound  with  the  cotton,  and  is  an  article  of 
profit  to  him.  I  have  heard  some  of  my  constituents  say 
tliat  the  bagging  purchased  with  the  cotton  has  cost  them 
about  thirty  cents  the  yard,  when  the  bag  itself  woidd 
cost  only  about  twenty  cents.  I  will  not  say  any  thing 
more  on  this  subject,  it  having  been  so  fully  explained  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  My  chief  object  in  rising 
was  to  say  to  that  Senator,  that  when  he  shall  return  to  the 
manufacture  of  cotton  bagging,  my  constituents  would 


consider  it  a  favor,  and  be  particularly  obliged  to  him  if 
he  would  make  it  a  little  lighter. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  amendmeit  va 
rejected — yeas  22,  nays  22,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— .Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  DsQa, 
D^ckerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelin^uysen,  Hendnciu, 
Hplmes,  Knight,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Kuggles,  Sr)iDaur, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Waggaman,  Wilkina.— 22. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Bruwji,  Chambers,  Duillej, 
Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  JohnsAon,  foot, 
Kini;,  Mangnm,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexttr,  Bo- 
binson.  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  While — 22. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  added  his  vote  inthenegatiit. 

The  next  was  an  amendment  inserting  on  "  fclta  cr 
hat  bodies  made  wholly  or  in  part  of  wool,  thirty  ctati 
each." 

Mr.  KNIGHT  said  tliis  is  a  new  article  of  importatiwi. 
It  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  of  our  tariff  laws.  The  histoy 
of  it  is  this.  A  few  years  ago,  a  journeyman  hatttr  in- 
vented a  nrachine  for  making  felts  or  hat  bodies—ainipleia 
its  operations,  and  admirably  adapted  to  the  busineta  it  «•> 
intended  to  perform.  It  entirely  superseded  the  old  wjr 
of  making  this  part  of  the  hat  It  liad  so  completely  suc- 
ceeded as  to  reduce  the  price  of  the  article  to  about  fifty 
per  cent,  of  its  former  cost.  He  had  regfularly  patentcil 
his  invention,  and  was  proceeding  peaceably  in  hit  bus- 
ness,  satisfactorily  to  every  body,  and  profitably  to  liimself. 
Some  person,  to  me  unknown,  took  a  copy  of  li'is  mactiiiK 
in  the  Patent  Office,  or  from  some  other  place,  and  tnuii- 
mitted  it  to  Europe,  and  somewhere  in  the  ne'ighbarfaaad 
of  Hamburg  set  up  the  business  of  making  hat  bodiaiir 
Saxony  wool,  and  shipping  them  to  this  couiiliy.  WIko 
pi-esented  to  the  custom-house,  they  were  not  found  in  ttic 
laws  regulating  the  duties,  and  were  estimated  acconling 
to  the  provisions  of  the  law  embracing  non-enumerattd 
articles.  This  was  not  all;  there  was  an  imposition  on  the 
officers  of  the  customs  by  the  valuation  of  the  article— 
they  were  estimated  to  be  worth  fifteen  cents  each,  sod 
the  duty  assessed  accordingly. 

Now,  sir,  the  best  Saxony  lamb's  wool,  of  which  tiiii 
article  fur  fine  hats  is  made,  costs  in  England  frum  fout 
shillings  to  four  and  sixpence  sterling  per  pound,  uidil 
takes  about  one  pouqil  of  wool  to  four  hats.  1'lie  dutjF 
on  the  wool  wuuld  amount  to  forty -four  cents,  and  the  du^ 
on  the  roanu&ctured  article,  made  of  tlie  same  wool,  a 
nine  cents.  To  prevent  this  fraud  upon  the  patrsted 
rights  of  the  inventor  of  this  machine,  as  well  as  the  fraud 
on  the  revenue,  is  the  object  of  tliis  amendment  By  tk 
fraudulent  introduction  of  these  hats  or  felts,  as  tliey  ue 
culled,  the  consumer  is  not  benefited;  they  are  notaoWats 
less  price  than  acttul  cost — they  can  be  manufiicturcdbcte 
as  cheap  as  they  can  be  made  in  Euro|>e  or  any  wlien 
else.  The  whole  labor  is  dune  by  macluitery,  and,  if  «< 
make  the  importer  pay  the  amount  of  duties  we  pay  os 
Saxony  wool,  we  can  compete  with  the  world.  The  aia 
proposed  as  duty  is  but  about  the  amount  the  finent  Sai^ 
ny  wool  will  pay  when  imported. 

Mr.  TYLEK  objected  to  it. 

Mr.  MAUCY  tliougrht  the  amendment  unneccsaaiy.  A 
clause  was  clearly  embraced  in  tlie  bill,  by  which  all  ■)>*■ 
niifactures  of  wool  were  charged  fifty  per  cent,  and  by 
another  all  unroaiiufiictured  articles  of  the  same  nuterial 
were  to  pay  the  same  as  the  mamifactured.  Tbe  olijcii 
of  the  amendment  would  be  embraced  by  either  the  oae 
or  tlie  other.  He  would  move,  however,  to  a]Denl,by 
striking  out  thirty  and  inserting  eighteen. 

Mr.  SMITH  had  a  letter  from  his  hatter  on  tbeaobject 
Hat  bodies  were  imported,  made  of  Saxony  wool,  sndtie 
only  fur  put  en  the  liats  was  in  the  covering  by  tlie  nianv 
facturer  here.  In  England  the  duty  on  Ssxony  wool  «s 
only  two  cents,  and,  in  consequence  of  the  high  duty  oa 
the  wool  here,  the  American  hatter  is  injured. 

Mr.  TYLER  said,  if  he  understood  the  natter  as  u- 
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plBii>e<l  by  tlie  gentleman  from  Rhode  Island,  it  was  -  pro- 
moted to  tax  the  ai-ticle  because  it  hart  been  found  too 
cheap.  The  article  could  be  imported  for  le.is  than  the 
cost  uf  the  material  from  which  it  was  made.  The  history, 
as  given  by  the  ^ntleman  from  Rhode  Island,  was,  that  an 
ingenious  Yankee  had  invented  a  machine  which  operated  so 
(ucceasftdly,  that  in  tlie  very  first  year  he  reduced  the  price 
of  the  article  fifty  per  cent.  Thia  followed,  he  presumed, 
what  might  be  termed  a  Yankee  trick.  The  inventor 
sells  otit  hb  patent  at  a  handsome  profit,  and  immediately 
takes  the  wings  of  the  wind,  ami  goes  abroad,  where  he 
makes  the  article  so  cheap  as  to  undersell  in  this  market 
those  wlio  hail  bought  his  machine.  Seriously  considering 
the  extent  of  the  consumption  of  this  article  in  the  South- 
ern States,  lie  thought  gentlemen,  if  at  all  disposed  to 
dim'nish  their  burdens,  ought  not  to  lay  a  heavker  duty  on 
it.  The  duty  was  already  too  high,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be  increased. 

Mr.  MatcT'a  amendment  was  then  adopted,  and  the 
amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to — ^yeas  24,  nays  16, 
as  follows: 

YEAS Messrs.  Bell,    Chambers,    Clayton,    Dallas, 

Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  RiiggK-s,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton, 
WagKmman,  Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hundricks,  Hing,  Mangtim,  Miller,  Moore,  Pom- 
dexter,  Robinson,  Tazewt-ll,  T^ler,  White. — 15. 

The  amendment  in  the  134th  line  was  then  considered, 
as  follows: 

After  the  word  "  part,"  insert  "coming  from  beyond 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;"  and  after  tlie  word  ad  valorem, 
in  the  same  line,  insert ' '  and  on  all  other  manuiactures  of 
silk,  or  of  which  silk  is  a  component  part,  six  per  centum 
ad  valorem." 

The  bill  reads,  "on  all  manufactures  of  silk,  or  of 
which  silk  shall  be  a  component  part,  ten  per  centum  ad 
valorem,  except  sewing  silk,  u'liich  shall  be  forty  per 
centum. " 

After  some  renuu-ka  in  favor  of  the  amendment,  by  Mr. 
SMITH, 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by 
striking  out  "six,"  and  inserting  "five,"  ahd  this  referred 
to  French  silksi  which  was  agreed  to. 

ktr.  DALLAS  made  some  remarks  in  opposition  to  the 
discrimination  between  French  and  Chinese  silks. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to,  as  follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Dickerson,  Dtidley,  Ellis, 
Ewiii^,  Foot,  Forsytli,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Marcy,  Miller,  Naudain, 
Poimlexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewt-ll,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler, 
Wagiraman,  White,  Wilkins.— 33. 

NAYS — .Messrs.  Clayton,  Dallas,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Silsbee.— 5. 

The  amendment  to  strike  out  two  and  a  half  cents,  and 
iniert  three  cents,  being  the  duty  on  brown  sugar,  and 
•imp  of  sugar  cane,  in  casks,  was  next  considered. 

Messrs.  DICKERSON,  JOHNSTON,  and  CLAY  ad- 
dressed the  Senate  in  favor  of  the  amendment;  afler  which, 
the  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to — yeas  24,  nays  18,  as  fullows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tipton, 
Waggaman,  Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Gruiid),  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Sprague,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

The  next  amendmeut  was  to  strike  out  "  on  coiTee  half  a 
oent  per  pound." 


Mr.  DICKERSON  said  this  amendment  was  intended  to 
put  coffee  on  the  same  footing  as  the  articles  free  of  duty- 

The  question,  which  being  agreed  to  by  general  con> 
sent,  was  taken  on  striking  out  the  duty  on  coffee,  and 
lecided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  jPreling- 
huysen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robin- 
son,  Rugbies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tyler,  Wagg-aman',  Wilkins 31. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  EUis,  For* 
syth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  King,  Manguin, 
Tipton,  Troup,  White.— 14. 

The  amendment  next  considered  was  to  strike  oat  at 
follows: 

On  teas  of  all  kinds,  imported  from  China  or  other 
places  east  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  and  in  vessels  of 
the  United  States,  one  cent  per  pound:  on  all  teas  import> 
ed  from  any  other  place,  or  in  vesseb  other  than  vesseb 
of  the  United  States,  ten  cents  per  pound. 

And  insert  "  on  all  teas  imported  from  places  this  side 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  or  in  vessels  other  than  vestels 
of  the  United  States,  ten  cents  per  pound." 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  was  a  proposition  whether  teas 
should  come  in  duty  free.  He  regarded  teSs  as  articles  of 
luxury,  and  as  much  deserving  of  taxation  as  any  other 
article. 

Messrs.  DICKERSON  and  CLAY  addressed  the  Senate 
in  favor  of  the  amendment;  after  which,  the  question  was 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  affinnative — yeas  28,  nays  15. 

YEAS.—Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  S^mour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Waggaman,  Wilkins. — 28. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poindexter,  Taze- 
well, Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 15. 

The  next  amendment  was  in  the  167th  line,  striking 
out  the  duty  of  thirty  per  cent,  on  Leghorn  hats  or'  bon* 
nets,  and  all  hats  of  straw,  chip,  or  grsss,  and  all  flat% 
braids,  or  plaits  for  making  hats  or  bonnets,  leaving  the 
duty  as  it  is  under  the  present  tariff. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  the  object  of  this  amendment 
was  to  prevent  diminishing  the  protection  on  articles  pro- 
duced principally  by  female  industry.  He  hoped  there 
was  sufficient  gallantr;'  in  the  Senate  to  retain  a  sufficient 
protection  on  this  branch  of  industry. 

Mr.  HAYNE  sMd  the  articlesare  worn  by  almost  all  the 
females  in  the  United  States,  and  the  gentleman  proposed 
to  show  his  gallantry  by  taxing  fifty  per  cent  articles  used 
by  females.  The  tluty  imposed  by  the  House  was  thir^ 
per  cent.,  sufficiently  high  fur  all  the  purposes  of  protec- 
tion; and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it  sliould  be  increased. 
This  was  a  very  heavy  expense  felt  by  every  bead  of  a 
family. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  his  gallantry  consisted  in 
wishing  to  encourage  the  poor  and  laiboring  females,  while 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  was  in  a  wish 
to  relieve  those  who  were  rich  and  consumers  of  articles 
of  luxury. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  tliis  amendment,  and 
it  was  rejecte<l  by  the  following  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal. 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freluigltuysen, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Buggies,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Wit- 
kins.— 22. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Poimlexter,  Bobinaou,  Sprague,  Tazewell 
I  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— ^. 
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The  VICE  PRESIDENT  added  his  vote  against  th(* 
aniemlinent. 

The  next  amendment  considered  was  in  the  177th  line, 
inserting  "  except  cordsg'e  tarred  and  tintarred,"  the  (ib- 
jeot  or  which  amendment  is  to  retain  the  present  8|>ecific 
rate  of  duly  on  those  articles. 

Mr.  DUULEY  reqnested  a  letter  from  a  manufacturer 
or  curda(^e  in  New  York  mi)(ht  be  read.  It  stated  that  the 
effect  would  be  injurious  if  the  clause  in  the  bill  from  the 
Uouse  were  to  become  a  law. 

Mr.  HAYNE  wisheil  to  have  the  effect  of  this  amend- 
ment  distinctly  understooil.  As  the  act  came  from  the 
other  House,  all  manufactures  of  hemp  would  be  siilijrct 
to  no  more  than  twenty-five  prr  cent.  If  it  were  designeil 
to  except  cordage  from  this,  the  duties  under  the  exi^ttinj; 
tariff  would  revert  on  this  article,  and  by  that  tite  duly 
•mounted  to  eighty  per  cent,  on  tarred  cordage,  and  to 
agUty'«ight  on  untarred.  He  would  submit  that  twenly- 
five  per  cent,  was  thought  too  low,  if  eiglity  or  eighty- 
eight  per  cent,  was  not  far  too  high.  He  hoped  gentle- 
men wouhi  not  im|)Ose  a  <liity  ko  extravagant. 

Mr.  8MITK  said  tlie  nianiifactuies  of  cordage  coold 
not  exist  if  only  protected  by  a  duty  of  twent)  -five  per  cent. 
They  paid  forty  <lollars  a  ton,  of  duly,  on  hemp,  and  it  was 
impoMs.ble  they  ornld  thus  compete  with  lite  foreign  market. 

Mr.  SILSBEE  spoke  in  favur  of  the  amendment. 
*^    Mr.  FOO  r  said  it  mukt  be  evi<lent,  unleiis  thi^  amend- 
ment prevailed,  the  manufacture  of  cordage  must  be  en- 
tirely abandoned  in  this  country.     The  manufacture  wast 
barely  getting  on,  and  coukl  not  bear  any  additional  burden. 

Mr.  aMITH  said  we  can  no  longer  export  the  cordage 
of  our  own  country,  it  being  taxed  so  high  in  the  article 
of  Itemp. 

The  amendment  was  carried — ^)-eas  26,  nays  1 6,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  BeH,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clayton, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewiiig,  Foot,  Fielnighiiysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Jolinston,  Knight,  Naudain,  f  reiitiss, 
Kobbins,  Ruggles,  Seyminir,  SiUbee,  Sm.th,  Sprague, 
Tiptim,  TomTinson,  Waggainan,  W.lkiiu. — ^6. 

NAYS.— .Messrs.  Benton,  B.bb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Fuin- 
dexter,  Robinson,  Tazewell,  Tyler. — 16. 

The  amendment  in  the  19vJtli  l.ne  was  to  insert  musical 
instrumintsatarate  of  duty  of  thirty  percent,  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  UICKEKSON  said  that  tliis  was  a  manufacture  that 
deserved  protection;  they  were  made  to  a  very  high  tle- 
gree  of  perfection  in  the  Un.ted  States.  By  the  b.ll  from 
tlie  Housf,  tiiey  wonid  come  in  as  art.cles  made  of  wood, 
at  a  rate  of  duty  too  low  to  protect  the  manufacture. 

This  amemlment  was,  alter  a  short  discuas.oii,  agreed 
to— yeas  25,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Ruukner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay 
ton,  Dalian,  D.ckcrson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Fnot,  Freling- 
hiiysen.  Holmes,  Knighi,  Naiidaiii,  Fient  ss,  Riibb.ns,  Ho- 
binoin,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  SiUbee,  Snntli,  Spnigiie,  Toin- 
linson.  Waggikmun,  Wilkins. — 25. 

NAYS. — .Messi-s.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  ttarcy,  M.Uer,  Moore,  Puindexter, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Wh.te.~16. 

The  amendment  in  the  197th  line  was  as  follows: 

At  tlie  end  of  the  line,  insert "  until  the  3<l  day  ot  March, 
eigliteen  hundred  and  thirty-four;  and  from  and  after  that 
day  one-half  of  those  rates  respectively;  and  on  all  other 
wines,  other  than  those  of  France,  one-half  of  their  pre- 
Mnt  rates  of  duty  respectively,  from  and  after  the  day  last 
tfuresaid." 

The  bill  reads,  on  the  wines  of  Prance,  namely,  red 
wines,  in  casks,  six  cents  a  gallon;  white  wiiies,  in  casks, 
ten  cents  a  gallon;  and  Krencli  wines,  of  all  sorts,  in  bot- 
tles, twenty-two  cents  a  gallon. 

Mr.  H.\YNE  said  he  thuuglit  tlie  yeas  and  nays  need 
not  be  taken  on  this  amendment;  it  was  a  clear  revenue 
measure,  and  no  oiif  would,  be  presumed,  object  to  it. 


Mr.  KNIGHT  insisted  on  having  the  yeas  and  lan  a 
this  amendment,  they  having  been  previously  ordci^ a 
all. 

The  question  was  then  tuken  by  yeas  and  myt,  ndtbi 
amendment  was  adopted — yeas  30,  nays  3. 

The  nextamendment  provided  forstrikingmitthf  fnlk* 
ing  words  from  the  bill  contained  in  lines  205, 306,  W.iA, 
2J9,  ami  210:  "  all  articles  not  herein  s|H-cifie<l  t  tlm  it 
free  or  as  liable  to  a  d  ffVrent  duty,  and  wliioli,  by  th(  (t- 
istinglaws,  pay  an  ad  viilurem  duty  hiirlirr  than  fifteen  prr 
centum,  to  |>ayan  ad  valorem  duty  of  fifteen  percentile, 
fnim  and  after  the  said  third  day  of  Marcli,  one  tiios. 
sand  eight  hiimtred  and  thirty-three." 

.Mr.  HAYNE  hope<l  this  clause  of  the  amenjnfflt 
might  not  prevail.  1'he  committee  had  looked  at  til  ite 
articles  taxVd  by  the  present  tar.ff"  with  a  m'.croaeop.ct7r, 
hikI  had  provided  duties  for  them  all;  but,  under  the  (cm 
that  there  might  be  some  ai-ticles  which  their  situttMl 
had  not  discovered,  and  which  m'ght,  iindirthe  l<ill,l« 
brought  in  so  low  as  fifteen  per  cent.,  hail  prepared Itxir 
amendment  to  prevent  this  possible  rediictlun.  Hctnnk 
ed  that  they  would  permit  this  part  of  the  bill  to  rmni, 
and  any  aiticl.s  which  their  ingenuity  and  research  m^ 
possibly  have  omitted,  to  come  in  at  the  modeialcntctf 
duiy  of  fifteen  per  cent. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  DICKERSON,  »!»*• 
nominated  th'a  clause  of  the  bill  a  broad  net  to  a^cti  d 
the  articles  omitted  by  it,  the  question  was  taken  in  ar> 
iiig  out  the  clause,  and  carried — yeas  24,  najt  31,  tf  U- 
lows: 

YEAS.- Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clajloii,  ftl- 
las,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Fi>ot,  Frelii^my*', 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Kniglit,  Nauilain,  Preiitist,  Knbtei^ 
Hiiggles,  Seymour,  SiUbee,  Spragtie,  T.ptun,  TooiSim* 
Wagganian,  Wilkins. — 24. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  B.bb,  Brown,  Biickatr,  EH* 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  H.I1,  Kane,  King,  Ibup"^ 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moon-,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  siul^ 
Tazewell,  Tyler.— 21. 

The  amendment  strik'ngoiit  from  the  list  of  dutyCtt 
articles,  epaulets  of  g<il<l  and  alver,  was  next  canwkreil. 

Mr.  MILLEK  observed  that  this  was  a  matter  of  «»« 
importance  to  the  niil.tia  of  the  United  States,  «hii»nt^ 
without  pay,  and  were  at  coiisiderahle  expense  intifiif' 
ping  and  uniforming  themseh  es.  'lliisamendnwiiHui^ 
bear  hard  on  these  oHicers,  and  he  hoped  it  wauM  »*  be 
adopted. 

Mr.  DICKERSON,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  a»  to  the o- 
tent  of  the  mjiiufiictuiv,  ami  the  amount  of  tlte  pfrirt 
duty,  said  that  the  article  was  made  in  tlie  United  Sttii* 
and  paiil  a  duty  on  the  iniportalion  of  twelve  perctt 
This  was  but  a  vciy  n««lcrate  protection,  and  of  iiOBO- 
ner  of  consequence  to  the  consumer. 

The  anieiiilinent  »  as  rejecied — yeas  17,  nays  28. 

The  amcrndincnt  in  the  twelfth  line  of  the  iliirO  sed^ 
was  to  insert  iiul  go  ninoiig  the  art  cles  free  of  diiiT. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  the  object  of  the  *mcyi»t< 
was  to  str.ke  out  "  indigo"  from  the  listof  artitlcsilcsi!* 
from  duty,  in  order  to  insert  it  in  the  second  w««* 
of  the  bill,  in  the  clause  enumerating  various  articU  ^ 
fifteen  per  cent.  1°h<s  prottctioii  was  considerttl  necei- 
sary,  as  indigo  had  become  an  article  of  home  pral«»- 

Mr.  BENTON  said  he  had  a  letter  fi^im  a  genilrsn"  « 
much  information  in  South  Carolina,  which  nhoatd  t« 
extent  in  which  thisart.cle  was  raised  :ind  prmlocedis* 
South.  'Ihe  letter  slated  that  from  fi>rty  to  fifty  tbo»« 
pminds  of  indigo  were  raised,  within  tlie  year,  by  a  1^ 
par.sli  in  South  Carol  na;  that  it  wa<  frequently  *ipl*' 
to  Cincinnati  and  to  New  York,  where  it  tafusvA^ 
iqiial  any  imported  from  abniad.  Mr.  B.  twi  •«  '■'' 
read  this  letter  for  the  purpose  of  contnalictnip  the  e-"'* 
that  prevailed,  that  ind.go  was  not  produced  in  tt «  c"""" 
try.     The  fact  was«  that  Giigland,  when  ibe  ~ 
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C(4<in!rs  in  tliis  cnuntrj,  had  spared  no  expense  in  encou- 
ra^ng  the  cultivation  uf  indigo  in  the  South,  thinkin^r, 
wnely,  that  if  tliey  were  to  have  domestc  manntiicttire 
irithin  thenwrlvex,  tht-y  ought  not  to  be  dependent  on  a 
foreii^i  country  fur  the  chief  material  in  tlie  dye  of  that 
mHnufueture.  He  [Mr.  B.]  was  of  opinion  tliat  when 
wail  and  other  articles  belonf^n);  to  our  domestic  manu- 
fHCtnn-s  were  taxed,  a  duty  sliould  be  ku<l  on  indigo  in 
proportion. 

Ut.  IIAYNE  said  that,  although  the  letter,  which  had 
bevn  re a>l,  had  come  from  a  gentlenun  in  his  State,  it  was 
inertly  in  reply  to  information  tliat  luid  been  asketl,  and 
«-as  not  indcatire  of  the  feeling  of  the  State  on  the  sub- 
ject. South  Carolina  would  not  consent  to  the  principle 
of  any  duty  by  way  of  protrction.  That  indigo  was 
r«ned  in  the  Sotitli,  was  there  no  secret;  every  hoiiw- 
w.fe  could  raise  what  she  herself  require<l.  All  that  his 
Stale  uroukl  ask  for  was  a  fair  revenue  ^stem;  a  system 
built  on  revenue  alone,  ami  on  just  and  rqiiitalde  terms. 
His  object  was  to  disclaim,  on  the  part  of  his  State,  any 
prtMrction  on  this  or  any  other  art.cic  of  her  produce. 
South  Carolina  would  ditidain  to  ask  for  any  protection 
whatever:  ii  this  duty  was  intended  a-sa  boon  to  her,  she  did 
Boi  Meek  it.     Hut  to  a  fa'.r  revenue  she  would  not  disM-nt. 

Mr.  UICKEKSON  said  it  had  not  been  propose<l  by  the 
commitlee  as  a  boon  to  the  South,  indigo  was  becimiing 
an  article  of  considerable  home  produce,  and  therefore  it 
was  tlionglit  necessary  to  protect  it,  as  well  as  the  other 
productions  of  the  cmintry,  by  a  duty  of  fifteen  per  cent. 

Mr.  MILLER  made  some  remarks,  which  were  not  dis- 
tinctly audible. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment,  when 
it  vm»  negatived  with  cnnseiit,  in  order  again  to  make  the 
intended  substitute  in  the  proper  place. 

U  bcii>g  past  SJC  o'clock,  the  Senate  ailjoumed. 

Fbidat,  Jclt  6. 


THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  reinmed  the  tariff  bill.  After  d'spoxing  of 
Tarioiis  ameiidmentt  without  discussion,  the  last  amend- 
ment of  the  coinm'ttee  was  taken  up,  as  follows:  After 
the  woni  "part,"  insert  "the  (hities  following,  that  is  to 
Say,  such  other  mannfaclureH  <if  wool,  or  of  which  wool 
is  a  component  part,  the  actnnl  \'aluc  of  which  at  the 
place  frvai  whence  imported  shall  not  exceed  fifty  centi 
the  square  yard,  shall  be  deemed  to  have  cost  fifiv'  cents 
the  square  yard,  ami  pay  a  duty  thereon  of  thirty -five  per 
centum.  And  all  such  other  mannfaclures  of  w<kiI,  or  of 
which  wool  is  a  component  part,  the  actual  value  of  which, 
at  the  place  from  whence  imported  shall  cxceeil  fifty 
cruts  the  sqtiure  yard,  and  shall  nut  exceed  twodollais 
ami  fifty  cents  the  R<|UHre  yard,  shall  [be  deemed  to  have 
coat  two  dollars  and  filty  cents  the  square  yard,  and}  pay 
adiity  tliereoii  of  Ihiity-five  percentum.  Anil  imall  such 
other  manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  com- 
ponent part,  the  actual  value  of  which  at  the  places 
whence  importeil  shall  exceed  two  dollars  aiul  fifty  cents 
the  eqiiare  yar<l,  there  shall  be  levied  a  duty  of  thirty-five 
per  Centum  ad  valorem." 

Mr.  UICKER-^ON,  in  supporting  this  amendment,  re. 
marked  that  since  wool  was  protected,  the  woollen  manu- 
factures shOHid  be  equally  so.  The  protection  of  the 
manutiicturrd  article  from  wool  would  act  beni'ficially  to 
agriculturists  themselves — the  growers  of  wool;  for  the 
consequence  wa.->,  that  the  more  the  manufacture  was  in- 
creased, tlie  more  wool  wotdd  be  c<insuraed.  The  wool- 
leli  trade  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  us,  and  on  it 
might  be  said  to  hang  the  interests  of  the  agriculturists  in 
a  paramount  drgree.  The  necessity  of  this  part  of  our 
industry  was  of' the  last  importance  to  the  C4>untry;  and 
when  it  was  pmptised  by  gentlemen  to  do  away  with  its 
ptate«tian«  be  could  not  biK  say  that  tbey  would  w  sub' 


serve  the  British  interest.  He  alluded  to  the  practice  of 
the  British  Government  to  defeat  our  advances  in  manu- 
facluring,  by  meeting  us  with  specific  duties,  and  instanced 
that  on  glass.  Under  such  circumstances,  our  woollens 
required  more  protection  than  was  given  them  by  the  bill, 
and,  therefore,  the  committee  had  proposed  this  amend- 
ment. He  was  of  opinion,  that  whilst  the  change  pro- 
posed would  be  beneficial  to  the  manufacturers,  it  gave  a 
considemhle  boon  to  the  South,  by  the  low  duty  imposed 
on  the  cheap  coarse  cloths. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  did  not  rise  to  enter  into  any  argu- 
ment on  this  question,  but  to  explain  a  difference  as  to 
facts  between  the  Setiator  from  N^w  Jersey  [Mr.  Dicua- 
sox]  and  himself.  That  gentleman  bad  taken  the  year 
1824,  when  we  passed  the  act  raising  the  duty  on  wool, 
and  said  that  the  Engl  ah  duty  of  sixteen  cents  perpoimd 
was  repealed  in  consequence  of  our  act.  This  was  not 
so.  Mr.  S.  rccolleCte<l  well,  that  when  the  bill  of  1824 
was  under  consideiation,  he  rose  in  h.s  place,  and  stated, 
at  the  very  time  we  were  about  raising  our  duty  on  wool, 
the  English  were  about  reducing  theirs;  and  that  the 
CiHirae  pursued  by  (ireat  Britain  would  o|>erate  more  to 
our  disailvantage  than  any  advantage  we  conid  expect 
to  gain  by  incrrasie  of  duty.  What  was  the  answer  of 
gentlemen  at  tliat  time?  Why,  that  Great  Britain  only 
held  out  this  threat  m  lerroran,  to  prevent  us  from  raising 
our  duty.  The  gentlrman  from  New  Jersey  contended 
ihat  the  duty  of  1824  was  trifling— a  mere  modicum. 
Why,  sir,  it  was  not  so  considered  then.  Gentlemen  who 
favored  the  measure  at  that  time  told  a  diff'ereiit  story. 
By  the  act  of  1816,  the  duty  was  twenty-five  per  cent, 
to'  become  the  next  year  twenty,  ami  so  on;  but,  by  the 
net  of  1824,  the  duty  was  increased  to  thirty-three  and  a 
third;  and  this  was  considered  by  all  at  that  t.me  as  a  very 
high  rate  of  ihity. 

Widi  respect  to  the  glass  spoken  of  hy  the  Senator, 
he  could  not  agree  with  him.  He  [Mr.  S.]  was  at  one 
time  an  importer  of  glass  to  a  considerable  amount,  and 
the  drawback  to  the  amount  of  the  excise  in  England 
was  always  given  them.  So  it  was  with  repaid  tocal  eoes. 
'I'liey  gave  us  bark,  said  he,  the  full  amount  of  the  ex- 
cise on  that  article.  So  also  in  Ireland  witli  respect  to 
linens.  There  was  an  excise  of  a  penny-halfpenny  a  jard 
on  this  last  article,  which  has  since  been  repealed,  and 
now  it  came  to  us  at  a  penny-halfpenny  dearer. 

Mr.  HOLMES  a«lvrrted  to  the  pol  cy  ftillowe<l  by  Great 
Britain  in  1819,  in  raising  the  duty  on  fiire'gn  wool  one 
penny  sterling  to  six  pence.  It  had  so  continued  till  1835, 
when  it  whs  repraUd  and  put  at  the  old  rate.  In  the 
96th  No.  of  the  Edinhurgh  Keview,  there  was  an  excel- 
lent article,  which  shnwt  d  the  ftillacy  of  not  allowing  the 
duty  on  woollens  and  on  uo<d  to  go  hand  in  liaixl;  of 
not'  reducing  the  one,  and  at  the  Siime  time  reducing  the 
other.  But  it  was  ftiiind  by  a  committee  of  inve»tigntiun, 
that  the  manufacturers  could  not  go  on  witlioiit  havinjp 
foreign  fine  wik>I  to  mix  with  their  coarse,  and  without 
the  one  thev  could  not  consume  the  other. 

Mr.  niCKERSUN  sad  he  recollected  they  had  been 
told,  in  1824,  by  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  that,  if  they 
increased  the  protection  on  wool,  the  British  wmild  re- 
duce the  duty  on  their  importaticms  of  the  article,  and  de- 
f..-Ht  the  protection.  This  he  thimglit,'  at  the  time,  highly 
probable.  If  wc  had  been  content  to  take  their  woollens 
aa  before,  they  would  not  have  reduced  their  duty.  They 
were  watching  the  progress  of  our  legislation,  and  began 
this  measure  to  defeat  us.  They  would  have  much  pre- 
ferred to  keep  up  tlieir  duty,  if  it  could  be  sent  here  and 
the  tax  levied  on  us.  But  he  did  not  bt  lieve  they  would 
have  put  down  their  duty,  but  for  the  consideration  that 
they  were  deteru.ined  to  supply  us  in  spite  of  our  legis- 
lation. 

Very  little  was  done  for  wool  in  1824.  In  1823,  the 
duty  on  wool  amounted  to  about  f  120,OUO;  and  we  paid  a 
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tax  to  Great  Britain  in  that  year  to  that  amount.  With 
respect  to  glass,  the  excise  in  1825  was  reduced  to  forty- 
five  alilHingM,  ami  the  drawback  was  put  at  sixty-fivet  so 
that  there  is,  at  this  moment,  twenty  shillings  which  tliey 
pay  for  the  sake  of  supplying  us  with  that  article. 

Mr.  CL.\Y  advocated  the  amendment,  and  stated  that 
it  ma<le  the  bill  much  better  fur  the  South  than  it  was 
when  it  came  from  the  House.  He  read  from  an  invoice, 
dated  August,  1831,  an  account  of  tlie  charges  on  a  lot 
of  glassware  sent  to  Greenock.  The  original  value  of  tlie 
glass  was  £T  10*.  9d.  sterling.  The  duties  and  charges 
were  £1018*.  8d.;  making  the  cost  £IS9».  3d.  The 
articles  then  sold  for  £28  Sa.  Dishes,  produced  by  Ame- 
rican ingenuity  for  one  dollar  and  a  half,  sold  for  up- 
wards of  eight  dollars.  This  glass  was  produced  by  com- 
pression. He  gave  this  fact,  to  show  the  nature  and  ex- 
tent of  English  liberality  and  kindness,  and  the  sincerity  of 
the  profession  of  Great  Britain  in  reference  to  free  trade. 

He  then  adverted  to  the  character  and  operation  of 
this  amendment,  showing  that  tlie  local  minimum  was 
merely  noipinal,  and  that  the  next  minimum  was  the  only 
real  and  substantial  one.  The  idea  of  protecting  articles  in 
which  tl)e  South  are  most  interested,  is  abandoned.  The 
second  minimum,  he  showed,  was  more  favorable  to  the 
South  than  the  bdl  from  tlie  House.  Its  operation  would 
be  princ'pally  on  the  mi<ldle  classes  in  the  North  and  tlie 
East;  so  that  the  burden  and  the  beneBt  would  go  together. 

The  spec.iic  duty  he  regarded  as  preferable  to  the  ad 
valorem,  as  it  prevented  fraud.  And,  in  reference  to  the 
minimum  system,  he  referred  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
cottim  manufactories,  to  show  its  efficacy. 


woollens,  from  fifty  cenU  to  C3  50,  ihcdl  be  deemed  ta 
have  cost  $2  50;  thereby  doubling  the  duty  on  the  onm 
articles.  It  was  true  tliut,  under  the  former  bvr,  the ddr 
was  forty-live  per  cent. ;  but,  under  the  proposed  noninl 
rate  of  duly  of  thirtjr-fivck  per  cent  on  the  mininMim  <■( 
$2  50,  the  duty  will  in  fact  amount  to  eig^ity-sevea  cenli 
per  yard;  and  the  entire  class  of  articles  between  fifty 
cents  and  }1  50  will  pay  a  duty  ranging  from  sixty  toone 
hundred  and  seventy  per  cent.  Mr.  H.  viewed  tliisenoN 
mous  increase  of  duty  to  amount  to  a  proliibition  of  fte 
coarser  articles;  and  tlie  real  object  of  the  amendment  un- 
questionably WHS  to  give  an  entire  monopoly  to  the  nuiw- 
factiire  of  clotbi  worth  from  fifty  cents  to  $2  50.  Bit 
negro  cloth  was  to  be  excepted.  New  negro  dotbs,  Mr. 
H.  sai<l,  were  plains,  not  made  in  the  United  Statet  it 
all,  or,  if  made,  to  a  very  linuted  extent.  Tint  thott 
ciNirse  cloths  were  consumed  at  the  North  as  well  u>t 
the  Soutli,  the  gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposii|f. 
There  was  no  coarse  article  consumed  at  the  Nsrth.  Bat 
the  entire  importation  of  siicli  articles  was  to  a  vr^ 
limited  extent;  not  exceeding  about  $500,000.  And  here 
he  must  remark,  that  one  of  the  strongest  objectiaii]  to 
the  proposed  mlnimums  arose  from  the  difference  in  tlie 
amount  of  the  articles  on  which  it  would  opcrale,  com- 
pared with  the  amount  to  be  admitted  as  a  law  duty.  Br 
a  statement  of  the  treasurj'  he  htdd  in  his  liand,  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  whole  amount  of  the  importation  udtcgn 
cloths  and  other  coarse  articles  was  only  $600,000;  vliJe 
of  those  costing  from  $1  to  (2  20,  the  impurtatioin,  ia 
1830,  were  $2,373,791,  and  last  year  exceeded  HOOO.OOO. 
So  that  while  on  a  very  limited  importation  the  duties  ire 


That  branch 
of  onr  manufacture  had  grown  up  under  the  protection  I  to  be  reduced,  they  are  to  be  enormously  increased  m 
of  a  single  minimum.     He  read  a  communication  from  an  articles  amounting  to  between  twoaiKl  four  ro.lliuns.  The 


officer  of  the  customs  in  New  York,  of  gr«at  intelligence 
and  worth,  in  which  he  showed  tlie  advantage  of  the 
square  yard  and  minimum  system.  Under  the  ad  valo- 
rem duty,  one  package  in  twenty  is  examined,  while,  in 
the  specific  duty  system,  every  package  is  examined.  If 
fraud  can  exist,  then,  under  the  specific  duty  system,  what 
frauds  may  not  be  expected  under  the  ad  valorem  system? 
He  then  adverted  to  the  operation  of  the  original  bill,  in 
order  to  show  its  inefficiency.  He  laid  it  down  as  indis- 
putable that  adequate  protection  could  alone  be  obtaine<l 
by  a  duty  on  the  raw  material  and  foreign  fabric  operat- 
ing together.  It  was  h  s  wish  to  guard  the  farmer  and  tlie 
maiiu^tiirer  against  the  influence  of  foi-eign  legislation. 

He  congratulated  the  Senate  on  the  evidence  which  had 
been  exhibited,  that  the  protective  principle  was  still  to 
be  preserved,  and  concluded  by  asserting  that  the  amend- 
ment h.id  been  iiitro<luded  from  a  feeling  of  kindness  to 
the  Smith.  The  coarse  article  is  abandoned  to  the  South, 
and  lays  the  burden  on  the  middle  classes  in  the  North 
and  the  East. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  his  desire  was  to  bring  this  question 
to  the  test;  and  he  should  therefore  move  to  strike  out,  in 
the  14tli,  15tli,  and  16tli  lines,  the  wonls  "  be  deemed  to 
have  cost  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  the  square  vard,"  to 
try  the  question  on  the  mtniinums  at  once,  ifis  object 
was  to  bring  before  the  Senate  this  principle  of  miiiimums 
which  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  called  the  most  effi- 
cient feature  in  the  bill,  and  which  the  Senate  would  at 
once  perceive  would  greatly  increase  the  duty.  In  the  bill 
that  came  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  these  duties 
ranged  from  five  to  thirty  per  cent. ;  in  the  bill  from  the 
House  they  ranged  from  five  to  fifty  per  cent,  without 
having  minimunis  in  eiihert  and  in  the  amendment  it  is 
propused  that  the  duty  shall  be  calculated  on  every  yard 
of  cloth  costing  from  fifty  cents  to  $2  50,  as  if  it  cost  $2  50. 
The  first  objection  to  this  clause  was,  that  it  wa.s  a  great 
enlargement  of  the  existing  tar:fr.  The  present  law  pro- 
vides that  all  woollen  goods  costing  fifty  cents,  and  under 
one  dollar,  shal  I  be  deemed  to  have  cost  one  dollar,  ami  pay 
ditty  accardiugly.       This  amendment  pi-ovides  tliat  all 


higher  priced  art.cles  of  woollen  clotlis,  costing  above 
$2  50,  amounted  only  to  $8J,000,  and  were  made,  to  i 
very  limited  extent,  in  the  United  States:  so  much  u, 
that  thirty-five  per  cent,  waa  deemed  by  the  gentleunn 
themselves  an  adequate  protection;  for  tlie  gentlenian  hid 
declared  that  he  would  not  go  one  cent  below  an  adequate 
protection.  He  should  be  glal,  therefore,  to  know  where, 
111  all  this,  was  tlie  yielding  to  the  South  that  tlie  gentle- 
man talked  so  much  of.  lie  had  explicitly  declared  thit 
he  would  yield  nothing  of  the  protection,  and  is  seeking 
to  increase,  very  largely,  the  duties  on  tlie  gicat  mut  a 
woollens.  One  word  more  as  to  Uie  miiiimums.  Wliitut 
they }  Why,  they  declare  tliat  an  article  which  is  worth  no 
more,  and  actually  coat  only  fitly  cents,  shall  be  dcciMd 
and  taken  to  have  cost  $2  50,  and  pay  a  duty  accordingly. 
Could  any  thing  be  more  unfair,  more  unjust,  or  owre 
extravagant?  If  you  apply  tliis  principle  tu  the  piwjile 
of  the  United  States  in  the  way  of  direct  tauuun,  it 
would  not  be  submitted  to  for  a  moment.  How  would  it 
answer  to  impose  an  income  tax,  and  then  say  tliat  eveiy 
man%  income,  no  matter  what  it  was,  sliall  be  deemed  to 
be  $1,000,  and  that  he  shall  pay  a  tax  accordingly;  or  that 
his  still  shall  be  taxed  fifty  cents  per  gallon,  butUullbe 
deemed  to  contain-one  hundred  gallims,  and  taxed  atthat 
rate  ?  The  minimum  provision  was  a  more  cuniiiiigcoiitnT- 
ance  by  which  to  conceal  the  tnuh  from  tlie  peojilc; 
making  them  pay,  as  in  the  case  before  us,  a  tax,  av  of 
one  hundred  and  fifty  per  cent.,  and,  at  the  same  tmf, 
telling  them  that  they  were  only  to  pay  ijiirty-five  percent. 
But  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  says  tlial  the  muii- 
mums  are  tu  guard  against  a  false  valuation.  Why,  lif 
you  now  no  means  o>  ascertaining  tlie  true  value  of  u*' 
ported  ai-ticles?  if  the  gentleman  is  right,  why  have  sd 
vah>reni  duties  at  all?  Surely  the  laws  now  provide,  urthe 
Treasury  De|>artment  can  devise  a  system  by  wind)  tJi« 
cU!>tom-liouses  can  alwa)  s  know  the  actiuil  value  ol  the 
articles  entered.  If  ibis  cannot  be  done,  you  niu»t  adopt 
minimums  or  specific  duties  throughout  your  sliole  «)•• 
tern.  But  he  would  leave  tliis  branch  of  llie  subject  tt 
requiivd  no  argunent  to  show  that  ad  valortnu  trere  th* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1197 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1193 


Jcti  6,  1833.] 


Tilt  Turff. 


[Sek^ts. 


Unrst  rates  of  iliity  ttimt  could  be  adopted.     All  others 
must  b«  man*,  unequal  and  unjust. 

To  him  the  greatest  objection  to  minimums  was,  thai 
Ihey  incriTBsed  the  duty  on  the  coarser  and  cheapep  ar- 
dcles,aiid  fell  most  heavily  on  the  consumption  of  the  poor. 
Birfore  he  sat  down,  Mr.  H.  said  he  would  reply  to  the 
statements  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  with 
regurd  to  the  exportation  of  a  case  of  glass,  valued  at 
■even  ptHiiids,  to  Great  Britain;  but  he  would  first  remark 
tiiat  every  thing  relating  to  that  country  always  set  the 
gentlenuin  from  New  Jersey  in  as  fierce  aflame  as  one  of 
his  own  furnaces — he  seemed  to  have  a  holy  horror  at 
every  thing  English —and  why?  Because  England  sold 
her  iron  so  much  cheaper  tlian  his  could  be  produced 
here.  But  the  gentleman  thinks  high  duties  lessen  prices. 
Is  it  not  passing  strange  that  when  you  impose  a  tax  on 
voo)  and  sail  duck,  these  gentlemen  tell  us  it  increases  the 
price  of  the  article;  but  when  you  tax  the  article  they 
want  to  sell,  why,  it  always  lessens  the  price;  and  with 
them,  when  Great  Britain  takes  off  a  tax;  it  always  fur- 
nishes a  reason  for  imposing  additional  burdens  on  our 
own  people'  Suppose  Great  Britain  were  to  repeal  her 
com  laws  to-morrow;  we  should  then  hear  a  clamor  from 
all  the  manufacturers  of  the  country  for  increased  protec- 
tion. But,  as  to  this  exportation  of  glass,  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky  takes  this  small  isolated  case,  and  presents 
it  as  an  instance  of  successful  competition  with  British 
manufactures,  in  consequence  of  the  system  of  protec- 
tion. This  was  a  small  affair,  indeed,  and  he  wassatisfied 
that  no  glassware  would  ever  be  exported  to  England 
worth  mentioning.  Although  this  glass  paid  a  high  duty, 
but  few  of  our  exports  to  England  paid  more  than  a  very 
moderate  one.  But,  with  respect  to  articles  of  theirs  that 
We  imported,  many  of  them  paid  even  a  much  higher  rate 
ofduty  than  the  gla.<»  spoken  of  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky. Here  are  invoices  of  a  great  variety  of  articles 
imported  into  this  country;  green  and  red  baizes  paying  a 
duly  of  three  hundred  per  cent.;  swansdown  vesting,  a 
duty  of  two  hundred  anci  three  percent.;  shawls  and  lenu 
muslins  taxed  as  high  as  onu  hundred  and  seventy-five  per 
cent. ;  and  he  could  go  through  a  long  list,  and  show  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  that  the  duties  on  some  of  them 
run  up  as  high  as  three  hundred  per  cent.  There  were 
flannels,  wh.ch  a  respectable  merchant  of  Phdadelphia 
assured  him  could  be  purchased  in  England  at  eight 
cents,  and  are  now,  by  this  bill,  to  pay  a  duty  of  sixteen 
cents.  Fine  salt  was  taxed  as  high  as  two  hundred  per 
cent. ;  he  could  show  piles  of  such  articles,  on  which  exor- 
bitant dut'.es  were  lain.  But  it  was  not  the  rate  of  duty 
on  any  particular  article  which  formed  the  proper  subject 
for  comparison,  but  the  general  rate  of  duties  between  the 
two  countries.  And  here  he  woukl  say  that,  while  the 
great  mass  of  our  exports  were  received  by  Great  Britain 
at  a  duty  almost  nominal,  the  great  mass  of  British  exports 
were  taxed  almost  to  prohibition. 

Mr.  H.  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope  that  this  mini 
mum  Would  be  stricken  out,  and  that  if  gentlemen  are  re 
solved  to  increase  the  duty  on  woollens,  and  carry  it  up 
even  beyond  the  tariff' of  1828,  they  would  do  it  openly 
and  above-board.  If  we  are  to  pay  fifty,  sixty,  or  one 
hundred  percent,  for  the  protection  of  the  domestic  manu- 
factures, say  so  in  plain  terms,  which  every  one  can  un- 
derstand, and  do  not  call  it  thirty-five  per  cent,  with  a 
minimum  of  two  dollars  ami  fifty  cents. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  addressed  the  Senate  in  defence 
of  the  amendment  of  the  committee.  He  contended  that 
the  high  sotinding  ad  valorem  duty  imposed  by  the  bill 
was  fallacious,  and  could  only  deceive  those  who  took  su- 
perficial views  of  tlie  subject.  He  stated  that  the  wool- 
len mamifiicture  was  now  on  the  point  of  success  or  the 
point  of  failure.  It  was  not  established  in  prosperity,  nor 
was  it  prostrate.  He  described  the  woollen  interest  as  a 
losing  interest  from  liS34  to  the  present  time.     Re  asked 


gentlemen,  who  opposed  Uiis  amendment,  to  refute  this 
statement;  to  show  that  the  manufacturers  were  growing 
rich,  and  not,  in  their  attacks  on  the  proposition,  to  ahtt 
ter  themselves  behind  general  principles.  He  considered 
the  ad  valorem  system  as  uncrrtHin  and  deceptive,  iiias* 
much  as  invoices  from  England  could  be  shown  to  sustain 
any  price  which  the  importer  wished  to  prove  that  the 
fabrics  had  cost.  Invoices  were  made  op  for  the  occa- 
sion, and  would  continue  to  be  so  while  the  ad  valorem 
system  should  continue.  He  stated  that  the  duty  of  six- 
teen cents  a  square  yard  on  the  article  of  flannels  was  in 
fact  a  minimum  duty,  because  it  placed  the  same  duty  of 
sixteen  cents  on  flannel  which  cost  five  cents,  whicli  it 
laid  on  that  which  cost  fify  cents.  The  adoption  of  the 
terms  was  merely  to  classify  the  duties.  He  laid  it  down 
that  our  manufacturers  must  workup  our  own  wool.  This 
wool  is  too  fine  for  the  coarser  fabric,  and  not  good  enough 
fur  the  finest;  and  here  the  foreign  article  would  be  in 
demand,  mid  hence  the  efficacy  of  this  minimum. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  after  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  the 
Senator  from  MassachuiCtls,  [Mr.  AVibster,]  observed 
that  this  amendment  embraced  almost  every  description 
of  woollen  goods;  six  different  kinds,  at  least,  he  believ- 
ed, were  included  in  it,  so  that  few  were  left  free  from  its 
operation;  it  covered  almost  every  importation  of  the  kind 
that  came  into  this  countr)'.  He  wished  particularly  to 
direct  attention  to  the  effect  which  would  result  in  this 
case  from  the  immense  increase  that  would  take  place  in 
the  mode  which  the  bill  would  carry  into  operation,  in  esti- 
mating the  duties  by  calculating  the  British  pound  sterling 
at  four  dollars  and  eighty  cents  in  place  of  four  dollars  and 
forty-four  cents.  Under  this  would  be  comprehended  one-  ' 
third  of  the  whole  importations,  and  was  equivalent  to  an 
increase  of  thirty -seven  and  a  half  per  cent.  It  amounted 
to  a  prohibition  on  articles  of  necessary  use.  To  the  sup- 
ply required  by  our  population,  we  did  not  manufacture 
within  ourselves  within  five  million  dollars  of  a  sufficien- 
cy. Seven  million  dollars  worth  of  fore.gn  articles  requir- 
ed by  us,  were  imported  last  year;  and  on  this  the  change 
in  the  increase  of  value  given  to  the  pound  sterling  would 
be  tantamount  to  a  prohibition;  and  prohibitions,  when  of 
a  grinding  description,  often  resulted  in  a  revolution. 
Gentlemen  talked  much  of  tlie  necessity  for  protection  to 
our-manufiictures;  but  our  woollen  manufactures  existed 
before  the  revolutionary  war;  even  prior  to  that,  one-half 
the  people  were  clothed  in  their  own  manufactures.  Of 
the  period  antecedent  to  1812,  we  can  speak  without  hesi- 
tation; and  it  is  known  that  the  country  was  then  produc- 
ing more  than  the  One-half  of  all  tliat  was  u  orn.  It  was 
as  clear  of  proof  as  figures  could  make  it,  that  from  the  in- 
crease in  calculating  the  value  of  every  Britisli  pound's 
worth  of  gootls  imported  from  four  dollars  and  forty-four 
cents  to  four  dollars  and  eighty  cents,  that  which  paid  fifty 
percent,  nominally  would  really  pay  eighty-seven  and  a  half 
cents.  But  wc  were  told  a  boon,  forsooth,  was  given  to  tlie 
South,  by  only  laying  five  percent,  on  coarse  woollens. 
On  making  a  calculation  of  the  numbers  of  persons  in  the 
South  who  would  be  benefited  by  the  importation  of  this 
coarse  manufacture  at  the  decreased  duty,  the  average 
benefit  would  be  one  suit  of  clothes  for  every  two  hundred 
inhabitants;  and  Charleston,  in  whose  favor  it  was  said  the 
alteration  was  made,  would  just  receive  twelve  suits  of 
clothes.  A  boon  of  twelve  suits  of  clothes  to  Charleston, 
and,  therefore.  Southern  gentlemen  should  vote  for  the 
measure  in  consequence  of  this  enormous  liberality! 
The  theory,  he  contended,  of  the  imposition  of  dunes 
tending  to  lessen  the  price,  was  altogether  fallacious;  he 
was  surprised  at  such  a  doctrine  being  ni.iintained.  When 
the  duty  on  wool  was  raised,  was  such  the  effect?  he  ask- 
ed. If  gentlemen  were  sincere  in  the  belief  of  their  own 
doctrine,  this  duty  should  be  put  on  again.  He  again  aft- 
verted  to  ihe  woollen  duties  under  the  act  of  1828,  the  bill 
of  abominations,  as  it  bad  been  denominated  by  the  geoile- 
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man  from  Massachusetts,  after  the  epithet  applleil  to  it  by 
the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Sxitb;]  ami  argued  that 
the  present  bill  would  inCrt-ase  those  duties  beyond  that 
bill,  though  to  the  public  eye  apparently  less,  by  the  in- 
crease of  valuing  the  pound  sterling  at  four  dollars  and 
eighty  cents  from  lour  dul  larsaud  forty-four  cents,  and  in  the 
item  under  consideration  of  thirty-Hve  per  cent.,  it  woulil, 
in  real  ty,  under  this  mode  of  calculation,  amount  to  a 
duty  of  54  3-lOOtliSi  yet  the  fiiemls  of  the  mirasure  gave 
no  credit  fur  titis  increase.  In  conclusion,  he  hoped  the 
amendment  would  not  be  adopted. 

Mr.  WBBS  TEU  denied  that  aity  delusion  was  practised 
on  the  people;  and,  as  regarded  the  principle  of  mini- 
mums,  it  was  also  well  understood  by  them. 

Mr.  KKELINGHUYSB.V  said  he  should  vote  fur  strik- 
ing out  the  miuimunis  which  seemed  to  be  so  unpopular, 
anil  aga  nst  which  much  excitement  existed)  but  at  the 
same  lime  he  expres-ied  his  <leierniinaticm,  at  a  proper 
period,  to  move  for  an  adequate  protection  to  the  branch 
of  the  Woollen  manufactures  provideil  for  by  them.  I'lie 
duty  iixe<l  tiy  the  House  was  certainly,  he  said,  too  low, 
•nd  would  result  in  the  total  ruin  of  the  minufactures. 
He  thought  a  prolecllon  of  from  sixty  to  s.xty-five  per 
Cent,  would  be  sufficient,  an<I,  at  a  proper  time,  would 
move  to  increase  the  duty  to  that  amount. 

Hr.  CHAMBBKS  expressed  the  same  views. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  .Mr.  Hathe's  amend- 
ment, striking  out  that  part  of  tlie  amendment  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures  which  provides  that  the  woollens 
of  the  value  of  Kfly  cents  the  square  yard,  and  not  ex- 
ceeding two  ddll^u^  and  fifty  cents  the  square  yard,  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  cost  two  dollars  and  fitty  cents  the 
square  yard.  It  was  decided  in  the  aifirniative — yeas  24, 
nays  23,  as  f<illows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  El- 
lis, Forsyth,  Frelingliuyseii,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Mdlcr,  Moore,  Foindexter,  Kubinsoii, 
Sm.th,  Tazewell,  T.pton,  Troup,  Tyler,  Wh.te.--24. 

NAYS.— Mc  SSI'S.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Bwing,  FcK>t,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Kniglii,  Naiidain,  Frentiss.  Knbbitis,  Ruggles,  Seymour, 
Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomliiison,  Waggaiiian,  Webster,  WU- 
kins.— 23. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  then  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment, by  striking  out  in  the  seventeenth  line  the  words 
thirty-five,  and  inserting  8i.\ty ;  so  as  to  place  all  the  articles 
on  wh.ch  the  minimum  was  struck  out  at  a  duty  uf  sixty 
per  cenliini  ad  valorem. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  s^id  this  made  the  question  whether 
the  Senate  would  raise  the  duty  from  fif.y  to  sixty  per  cent. 
On  this  question  he  asked  for  the  yeas  and  na^s;  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL  observed  that  the  duly  was  now  fifty 
per  cent.  He  estimated  the  change  in  the  calculation  of 
the  pound  sterling  from  four  dollars  and  fotty-fuurccntsto 
fourdollarsandeighty  cents  as  over  fourandtiiree-fourths 
per  cent  more;  the  value  of  the  interest  saved  in  ubulish- 
ing  the  cred.t  system,  at  idx  per  cent.,  tnaking  over  sixty 
per  cent.)  and,  adding  to  these  the  freiglit  and  cumnns- 
sions,  the  protection  was  consi<lerably  over  seventy-five 
per  cent.,  and  yet  gentlemen  wanted  more.  Gentlemen 
iiaving  a  majority  would  do  just  as  they  pleased;  and  it 
wan  tlierefore  useless  for  him  to  say  any  thing  more  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CLAY  supported  the  amendment  at  some  length. 
He  spoke  of  the  importance  to  the  farmers  to  su|)purt 
this  branch  of  industry,  thousands  of  whom,  he  said,  were 
turning  their  attention  to  the  raising  of  sheep;  and  he 
hoped,  on  tliis  occasion,  the  sheep  would  not  be  made 
scapegoats. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  CuaxBERs's  amend- 
ment to  the  amendment, and  it  wascarried — ^yeas  24,  nays 
23.  as  follows: 


YEAS Messrs.  Bell,   Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dil. 

las,  U.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frt-lingliuyieii, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Nauila'.n,  Prentiss,  KabhiiD, 
Utiggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  TomliiMoii,  Wi{. 
gaman,  Webs'er,  W.lkins. — 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Hibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Elli^ 
Porsytli,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendrxks,  H.ll,  Kanr,  Kini^ 
Maiigiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Foimlexter,  UubUmjo, 
Smth,  lazewell, Tipton,  Ti-oup,  White.— 23. 

The  question  then  coming  up  on  the  amendment  ai 
amended. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAYNE,  the  amendment  wasditided, 
so  as  to  take  t1ie  qiiei>tioii  on  the  first  or  lowest  minimum. 
The  question  was  tlien  tAken,  and  decided  in  the  iicgv 
live,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  CUy,  Clayton, Dalu, 
D'ckersim,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Finit,  Frcliiiglmyseii,  Unlmii^ 
Johnston,  Kmglit,  Nandain,  Prentiss,  Kubbiiu,  Kugglci^ 
Seym.ur,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tumliiisuii,  Waggamaii, Web- 
ster, Wilkins 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckncr,  Ellii^ 
Fors)tli,  Grumly,  Hayne,  Hendricki,  Hill,  Kaiw,  King, 
.Mangura,  Marcv,  Miller,  Moore,  Poiiidrxter,  Rabiiuai, 
Smith,  I'azeweil,  Tipton,  Troup,  TjUr,  White.— 24. 

So  the  first  part  was  negat  ved. 

1'lie  question  was  then  taken  on  the  second  part,v 
amended,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clianibers,  Clay,  Cla)ton,D»IUi, 
Dickersun,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelmghuysen,  Holinc^ 
Johnstim,  Knight,  NainUin,  Puiiulexter,  Preiitisa^ Kubbis, 
Ruggles,  Seymour.  S  Isbee,  Sprague,  Tundiiisun,  Wag- 
gaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — ^25. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  B.bb,  Brown,  Buckner.ElCi, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  H.ll,  Kane,  Kinj;, 
Maiigum,  Marcy,  .Mdler,  Moore,  Uobmsim,  Smith,  Toe- 
well,  Tipton,    Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 23. 

Mr.  POINDEX'I'KR,  Iiaving  voted  under  a  miitab, 
moved  to  reconsider  this  vole;  which  was  agreetl  tu. 

Mr.  KWING  moved  to  amend  the  amendment  by  strik- 
ing out  words  so  as  to  make  it  read,  *'  And  on  all  acii 
manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  wliich  wool  shall  be  a  cum- 
ponent  part,  there  shall  be  levied  a  duty  of  thii'ty-fivcpet 
centum  ad  valorem."     Agreed  to,  as  tblliiws: 

YEAS.— .Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  CUy.  Cbf- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing.  Foot,  Frelinj- 
hiiysen.  Holmes,  Johnstim,  Knight,  Nuuthim,  Prtntias 
Robbins,  Kuggle-s  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  ToiuLo' 
son,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — "iS. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis  Forsjlin 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks  H.ll,  Kane,  King,  Manguin, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Foimlexter,  Robinson,  SmiUiiTaie- 
well,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 23. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  agreeing  to  the  leonil 
part  of  me  amendment,  which  reads  thus:  "And»Ila>tl' 
other  manufactures  uf  wool,  or  of  which  wwil  isacoin|w 
nent  part,  shall  pay  a  duty  uf  sixty  per  centum  atl  nio' 
rem;"  aiui  was  deeded  in  the  negative,  as  fiilloas: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  BeU,  Chambers.  Clay.  Cla)^oii,  Dit 
las  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frel.nKliiiyKn, 
Holmes,  Johnston,  Kniglit,  Naudain,  Prentiss  BobbiiUi 
Kuggles  Seymour,  Silsbee.  Sprague,  Tomhiisuii,  Wijp- 
man,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 24. 

NAYS.— .Messi-s.  Benton,  B.bb,  Brown,  Bucknrr.ElK 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks  Hill;  Kane,  Kiifi 
.Mangiim,  Miller,  Marcy,  Moore,  Poiiidexter,  Bobinwn 
Smith,  'Tazewell,  Tipton,  'Troup,  'Tyler,  White.— 24. 

'The  VICE  PUESIDEN  T  voted  in  the  negative. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  in  we 
second  section  by  striking  out  "fifty,"  and  inserting  "•«■ 
ty-seveii,"  so  as  to  increase  tlie  woollen  duty  to  the  bU" 
amount;  which  was  agreed  toby  the  fuUuwiiig  vote: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers  CUy,  Claytos  W- 
las,   Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,   Foot,  FreliiighuT*^ 
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Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
R'>re'^'>  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Spragiie,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins — 25. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Ellis, 
Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King, 
Hangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobinson, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 23. 

A  number  of  other  amendments  were  oflTered,  and 
acted  on  without  debate;  after  which,  the  bill  was  reported 
by  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  as  amended;  and      . 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

Satvbdat,  JvtT  7. 
FRENCH  CONVENTION. 

Mr.  SMITH  moved  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill  to 
carry  into  effect  the  convention  made  between  the  United 
States  and  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French,  at  Paris, 
on  the  4th  of  July,  1831. 

The  question  pending  was  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  CHAM- 
BERS to  amend  the  biU  by  providing  that  all  commerce 
shall  be  comidered  by  the  commissioners  as  lawful  com- 
merce, which  was  not  prohibited  by  the  laws  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

After  some  discusmon,  Mr.  CHAMBERS  withdrew  his 
amendment. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  in- 
serting a  provision  that  the  decisions  shall  be  publtshedc 

The  amendment  was  negatived. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ex- 
tending the  term  of  the  commission  from  two  to  three 
Tears. 

The  amendment  was,  negatived — yeas  7,  nays  35. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  without  amendment. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  then  renewed  his  motion  to  amend,  so 
as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  commissioners  to  publish 
their  decisions,  with  th?  grounds,  and  that  any  person 
may  obtain  them  on  paying  the  proper  fees,  and  be  at 
liberty  to  publish  them. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  was  ne- 
gatived— yeas  14,  nays  29. 

The  amendments  were  then  directed  to  be  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  resumed  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend 
the  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports. 

The  motion  pending  being  by  Mr.  Silsbeb,  to  insert 
"except  ravens  duck,  which  shall  be  four  cents  per 
square  yard." 

Mr.  UlCKERSON  moved  five  cents,  but  withdrew  his 
motion. 

The  amendment  was  then  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  having  been  g^ne  through,  with  the 
exception  of  the  following,  which  was  renewed  at  the 
request  of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina: 

"  All  manufactures  of  iron,  partly  finished,  shall  pay 
the  same  i-ates  of  duty  as  if  entirely  finished.  All  vessels 
of  cast  iron,  and  all  castings  of  iron,  with  handles,' rings, 
hoops,  or  otiier  addition  of  wrought  iron,  shall  pay  the 
same  rate  of  duty  as  if  made  entirely  of  cast  iron" — 

The  question  being  in  concurrence  with  this  amend- 
ment, 

Mr.  HAYNE  read  a  memorial  from  about  thirty  or  forty 
blacksmiths  of  Philadelphia  against  the  principle  of  this 
clause,  and  referred  at  length  to  the  evidence  taken  be- 
fore a  former  Committee  on  Manufactures,  when  Mr. 
Sarchet  was  examined  by  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey, 
to  show  the  untenable  character  of  the  proposition. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  stated  that  the  clause  was  only  in- 
serted to  prevent  frauds,  which  were  now  common. 

The  question  was  then  ordered  to  be  taken  by  yeas 
andnayt. 

Vot.  VU1.-76 


After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  DALLAS,  the  question 
was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  WilUns. — 26. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  insert  "  four"  cents  as  the  duty 
on  cotton  bagpng,  instead  of  "three  and  a  haK"  cents  a 
square  yard. 

The  yeas  and  navs  were  ordered. 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  CHAMBERS,  in  explaiia- 
tion  of  the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to  give  a  dif- 
ferent vote  in  the  Senate  from  that  which  he  gave  in  com- 
mittee, 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelingfauyaen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Prentiis, 
Bobbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 25. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Ka[ne,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Mil- 
ler, Moore,  Poindexter,  Bobinson,  Smith,  Tasewell, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

The  motion  was  agun  made,  which  was  negatived  in 
committee,  to  strike  but  "  palm  leaf  or  palmetto  hats." 

The  motion  was  agreed  to — yeas  25,  nays  22. 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  strike  out  the  proviso  in  the 
second  section,  as  follows: 

"Provided,  That  all  articles  manufactured  in  whole  of 
sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or  bar  iron,  or  of  iron  wire,  or  of 
which  sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or  bar  iron,  or  iron  wire, 
shall  constitute  the  greatest  weight,  and  which  are  not 
otherwise  specified,  shall  pay  the  same  duty  per  pound 
that  is  chared  by  this  act  on  sheet,  rod,  hoop,  bolt,  or 
bar  iron,  or  iron  wire,  of  the  same  number  respectively." 

■VtSIKd   SKSSIOS. 

At  five  o'clock  the  Senate  resumed  its  bumness;  when 
Mr.  MILLER  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  strik> 
out  the  sixth  section,  as  follows: 

Skc.  6.  Jnd  be  it  further  enacted,  .That,  from  and  after 
the  3d  day  of  March  aforesaid,  the  duties  on  all  wool, 
manufactures  of  wool,  or  of  which  wool  is  a  component 
part,  shall  be  paid  in  cash,  without  discount,  or,  at  the 
option  of  the  importer,  be  placed  in  the  public  stores^ 
under  bond,  at  his  risk,  subject  to  the  payment  of  the 
customary  storage  and  charges,  and  to  the  paj'ment  of  in- 
terest at  the  rate  of  six  per  centum  per  annum  while  so 
stored:  Frovided,  That  the  duty  on  the  articles  so  stored 
shall  be  paid  one-half  in  three,  and  one-half  in  six  months 
from  the  date  of  importation:  Provided,  alto.  That,  if  any 
instalment  of  duties  be  not  paid  when  the  same  shall  have 
become  due,  so  much  of  the  said  merchandise  as  may  be 
necessary  to  discharge  such  instalment  shall  be  sold  at 
public  auction,  and,  retiuning  the  sum  necessary  for  the 
payment  of  such  instalment  of  the  duties,  together  with 
the  expenses  of  safe  keeping  and  sale  of  such  goods,  the 
overplus,  if  any,  shall  be  returned  by  the  collector  to  the 
importer  or  owner,  or  to  his  agent  or  lawfiil  representa- 
tive: And  pratidtd,  alto.  That  tlie  importer,  owner,  or 
consignee  of  such  gooids  may,  at  any  time  after  the 
deposite  shall  have  been  made,  withdnw  the  whole  or 
any  part  thereof,  on  paying  the  duties  on  what  may  be 
withdrawn,  and  the  customary  storage  and  charges,  and 
interest. 
After  a  debate,  the  motion  wa«  nMatived,  as  follows: 
YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Onin- 
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djr,  Hayne,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Poindezter, 
Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troiip,  Tyler,  Wliite.— 17. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Biickner,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuy- 
sen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  klarcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  had  several  amendments,  which 
he  desired  to  offer  to  this  bill;  but  as  he  would  avoid  un- 
necessarily consuming  the  time  of  the  Senate,  he  had 
concluded  not  to  offer  any,  the  principles  of  wliich  had 
been  decided  against.  His  amendments,  therefore,  were 
reduced  to  two,  one  of  which  he  should  offer  at  that  time, 
retaining  the  other  until  the  bill  should  have  been  gone 
through  with.  The  one  he  was  now  about  to  offer,  re- 
lated to  the  minimum  on  cottons.  He  saw  no  reason  why 
this  should  be  retained  after  the  Senate  had  rejected  the 
same  principle  with  rcgfard  to  woollens.  Mr.  H.  moved  to 
strike  all  out  the  provision  in  the  second  section,  as  follows  : 

Jbid  provided.  That  all  manufactures  of  cotton,  or  of 
which  cotton  shall  be  component  part,  not  dyed,  colored, 
printed,  oratained,notexceeding  in  value  thirty  cents  the 
square  yard,  shall  be  valued  at  thirty  cents  per  square 
jrard;  and  if  dyed,  colored,  printed,  or  staiued,  m  whole  or 
m  part,  not  exceeding  in  value  thirty-live  cents  the  square 
yard,  shall  be  valued  at  thirty-five  cents  per  square  yard. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  KNIGHT  and 
CLAY,  and  supported  by  Mr.  TAZEWELL. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  gentlemen  contended  for  the 
minimum  on  woollens,  on  the  ground  of  the  high  duty  on 
the  importation  of  the  raw  material.  But  tliis  did  not 
apply  to  cottons,  on  the  raw  material  of  which  there  was 
only  a  nominal  duty,  and  which  was  supplied  wholly  in 
the  country.  If  gentlemen  would  agree  to  put  cottons 
at  a  revenue  duty,  aay  fifteen  per  cent.,  he,  for  bis  part, 
would  cheerfully  agree  that  cotton  might  be  brought  in 
free  of  duty.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  hwl  ex- 
hibited that  morning  some  cotton  goods  made  at  one  of 
the  Northern  factories,  and  he  confessed  that  he  himself 
had  been  astonished  at  their  cheapness.  But  this  furnish- 
ed an  abundant  reason  why  the  duty  should  be  reduced. 
If  cotton  goods  can  be  made  so  cheap,  why  this  enormous 
duty?  Gentlemen  say  that  they  can  make  the  cheapest 
cotton  goods  in  the  world;  but  they  want  the  duty  high 
ai  a  fence  to  keep  out  the  enemy.  This,  Mr.  H.  s)iid, 
was  an  avowal  that  the  system  was  to  be  perpetual. 

After  some  remarks  from  Mr.  FOOT  in  opposition  to 
the  motion,  the  question  was  taken,  and  it  was  rejected — 
yeas  17,  nays  27,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown  Ellis,  Forsytl^,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poin- 
dezter, Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 17. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen, 
Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Sllsbee,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

Mr.  DALLAS  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  in- 
creasing the  duty  on  slates  from  twenty-five  to  thirty-five 
per  cent.;  which  motion  was  a^eed  to — yeas 23,  nays 23. 

Mr.  KING  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  duty  of  16  cents 
per  square  yard  on  flannels,  and  insert  30  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem. Mr.  K.  said  he  merely  suggested  tliis  amendment 
Gentlemen  had  the  bill  in  their  own  hands,  and  could  do 
as  they  pleased  with  it.  His  object  was  to  make  the  duty 
come  lighter  on  the  coarse  flannels  used  by  the  poor.  If 
30  per  cent,  was  not  a  suflicient  protection,  let  gentlemen 
lay  so;  and  if  they  wanted  a  higher  duty,  let  them  put  it 
on  the  higher  priced  article. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  this  question  had  been  dis- 
cussed the  other  day,  and  it  was  then  perfectly  well  known 
that  the  reduction  would  break  up  the  flannel  manufac- 
tures of  the  country. 


Mr.  KING  said  he  would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Mo- 
sachusetts  if  it  was  also  perfectly  well  known  that  flanntli, 
costing  only  12J  cents  per  yard,  paid  a  duty  of  16  cent!, 
and  tluit  flannels  costing  70  cents  paid  no  more. 

After  some  further  debate,  in  which  Mean.  WEB- 
STEB,  FOOT,  and  KING  took  part,  the  question  m 
taken,  and  the  motion  was  rejected  by  the  following  »«« 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Gnin- 
dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  Kmg,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindezter,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.-18. 

Nays.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Clay,  Clayton,  D»llu, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hen- 
dricks, Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy,  Naudun,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tip- 
ton, Tomlinson,  Wag^man,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 28. 

ftur.  HAYNE  then  rose  to  offer  the  last  amendment  he 
should  offer  to  this  bSl.  He  had  looked  over  this  bill,  and 
was  satisfied  that  many  of  the  duties  provided  ranged  con- 
siderably over  100  per  cent.  This  gentlemen  had  d^ 
nied;  and  he  now  gave  them  an  opportunity  of  testing  their 
sincerity  by  their  votes  on  the  amendment  be  then  offer- 
ed. Mr.  H.  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill  by  insertinj 
a  proviso  that  the  duties  in  no  case  should  exceed  100  per 
cent,  ad  valorem. 

After  a  debate,  in  which  Messrs.  DICKERSON,  CLAY, 
HAYNE,  and  HOLMES  took  part,  the  question  m 
taken,  and  the  motion  was  rejected — ^yeas  1^  nays  38,  d 
follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Gnit- 
dy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Uoore, 
Poindexter,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 18. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  Clay.CUj- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelhig- 
huysen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Jolinston,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomhnson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wil- 
kins.—28. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  then  moved  an  amendment,  the  ffTecl 
of  which  would  be  to  destroy  the  bill;  to  repeal  the  uH 
of  '28>  and  leave  the  tariff  on  the  basis  of  the  act  of  1834. 
Mr.  F.  could  not  vote  for  that  bill — he  knew  it  would  not 
be  received  as  a  peace-offering  by  those  for  whom  it  sai 
intended,  and  he  tlierefore  proposed  to  repeal  all  the  r^ 
venue  laws  except  tlie  act  of  1824,  and  leave  the  questiot 
to  be  settled  at  the  next  session  of  CongTess,«by  repreien- 
tatlves  coming  fresh  from  the  people. 

Mr.  CLAY  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Georpi 
whether  it  would  nut  be  better  to  move  an  indefinite  pcst- 
ponement  of  the  bill.  Although  he  would  not  promise  tt 
vote  for  it,  such  motion,  he  thought,  would  be  more  par- 
liamentary. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied;  after  which,  the  question  «a! 
taken  on  his  motion,  and  decidedin  the  negative,  as  foUoTs: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hijne, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindeiter, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 16. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner.  Chambers,  Cby,  day- 
ton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  lYelinghuy- 
sen,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, Mangum,  Prtl- 
tiss,  Rbbbins,  Robinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tfimlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wdkins.— 27- 

Mr.  SILSBEE  moved  further  to  amend  the  bill,  by  al- 
lowing a  drawback  to  the  owners  of  vessels  and  stearaboali 
to  tlie  amount  of  the  duty  paid  on  the  hemp,  6ax,  iroi, 
and  copper  used  in  tlieir  equipment  and  construction. 

Mr.  MOt)RE  moved  to  amend  by  allowing  also  »  dB»- 
back  on  cotton  bagging  and  agricultural  implements;  but, 
after  a  discussion,  in  which  Messrs.  CLAY,  SILSBEE> 
and  SMITH  took  part,  withdrew  his  amendment. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Silsbxe'b  motion, 
and  it  was  negatived — ^yeas5,  nays  38. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  add- 
ing a  duty  of  five  per  centum  on  Indian  blankets,  itc. 
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The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the  negative — 
y«a»  20,  nays  26. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  moved  to  amend  by  inserting  a 
<lrawback  on  Indian  g^oods. 

Mr.  CLAY  required  a  specification  of  Indian  goods,  in 
case  of  obtaining  which,  he  might  vote  for  the  proposition. 

The  amendment  was  rejected — yeas  18,  nays  37. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking  out 
lO  cents  per  &rty-six  pounds  on  salt,  and  inserting  5  cents; 
«rhicb  was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas  22,  nays  24. 

The  amendments  were  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
axul  the  bill  directed  to  be  read  a  third  time,  by  tlie  fol- 
loa'uig  vote: 

VEAS — Messrs.  BeU,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
CUy,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Uickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  John- 
ston, Knight,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Kobin- 
aon,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlin- 
aoii,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 31. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Hayne, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  >lilter,  Moore,  Poindeztcr,  Taze- 
well, Tyler,  White 15. 

The  VICE  PKESIDENT  then  informed  the  Senate 
that  he  should  not  resume  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  and  ex- 
pressed his  wisli  that  the  Senators  might  have  a  safe  re- 
turn to  their  families. 

At  half  past  seven  the  Senate  adjourned. 

MOSOIT,  Jl'LI  9. 

The  Vica  PaisiniaT  not  appearing,  the  Senate  was 
called  to  order  by  the  Secretary,  when,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
CHAMBERS,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a 
President  pro  tent.  The  balloting  then  took  place,  and 
there  appeared  to  be  46  votes  given  in,  which  stood  as 
follows: 
Poindexter,  -  15        Hayne,  -        1 

Smith,        -  -  15        Bibb,  -        3 

Bell,  -  .  4        King,  -        1 

Tazewell,  -  .  S        Blank,  •         1 

Tyler,         -  -  1 

There  being  no  choice,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  ballot 
a  second  time,  which  resulted  as  follows:  the  whole  num- 
ber of  ballojs  being  46,  24  was  necessary  to  a  choice. 
Poindexter,  -  17        Bibb,  .        4 

Tazewell,  -  14        Bell,  -         1 

Smith,      -  -  7        Hayne,  •        1 

Mangum,  •  1        King,  -        1 

Mr.  SMITH  then  rose,  and  said,  it  had  been  his  desire 
early  in  the  session  not  to  be  considered  a  candidate.  In 
this  wish,  however,  he  found  that  he  dilTered  from  the 
opinions  of  his  friends,  and  he  had  conceded  his  own  de- 
sh-e  to  gpratify  theirs.  He  now  wished  to  be  considered 
as  withdrawn,  and  he  would  give  his  own  vote  for  a  mem- 
ber who,  in  point  of  talent,  was  inferior  to  no  man. 

The  Senate'  then  proceeded  to  a  third  ballot,  when  it 
appeared  that  47  members  had  voted,  of  which  24  were 
necessary  to  a  choice. 
Tazewell,  -  23        Hayne,  -        1 

Poindexter,  -  19        King,  -         1 

Bibb,  -  -  3 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  a  fourth  ballot,  when  it 
appeared  that  47  members  were  present,  of  which  34  were 
necessary  to  a  choice. 
Tazewell,  -  22        King,  -        1 

Poindexter,  -  22        Bibb,  -        1 

Hayne,      -  -  1 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  a  fifth  bdlot,  when  it 
appeared  that  47  members  were  present,  of  which  24 
were  necessary  to  a  clioice- 
Taxewell,  .  24        Hayne,  -        1 

Poindexter,  -  21         Bibb,  -        1 

Mr.  Tazewill  was  therefore  declared  to  be  duly  elect- 
ed,  and  was  conducted  to  the  chair  by  Mr.  Smra. 


Mr.  TAZEWELL  then  returned  thanks  in  a  voice  in- 
audible in  the  gallery.  He  was  understood  to  say  that  he 
begged  to  offer  his  sincere  thanks  for  this  renewed  cour- 
tesy on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  Had  he  consulted  lus  own 
inclinations,  they,  as  well  as  his  convictions  of  his  own  in- 
capacity, would  have  induced  him  to  pursue  the  course 
which  he  had  taken  on  a  former  occasion.  The  course 
which  was  then  dictated  by  a  most  profound  respect  for 
this  body,  might  now,  under  a  change  of  circumstances, 
be  considered  as  arrogant.  Therefore,  he  should  not,  on 
this  occasion,  decline  the  distinction  which  had  been  con- 
ferred on  him  by  the  vote  of  the  Senate  on  this  occadon. 
The  wibhes  of  the  Senate  should  be  to  him  a  command, 
and  it  would  be  his  duty  most  promptly  to  render  obedi- 
ence. Hb  qualifications  for  the  station  were  few,  and 
those  of  the  commonest  kind.  Whatever  labor  could  ac- 
complish, should  be  accomplished:  and  by  no  relaxation 
of  his  exertions  would  he  be  induced  to  disappoint  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  Senate.  For  the  rest,  he  must  cast  him- 
selfon  the  kindness  of  this  body,  to  prevent  error  where 
it  could  be  prevented,  and  to  correct  »here  it  could  not, 
and  to  excuse  those  aberrations  which  could  neither  be 
prevented  nor  repaired.  As  the  time  pressed,  he  would 
not  detain  the  Senate  any  longer  than  to  repeat  his  nn- 
cere  thanks  for  the  honor  which  had  been  conferred  upon 
him,  and  his  reassurances  that  he  would  discharge  the  du- 
ties of  the  station  with  what  ability  he  might.  The  best 
could  do  no  more. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  usual  resolutions, 
to  inform  the  President  of  the-  United  States,  and  the 
House  of  Representatives,  that  the  Senate  had  elected  the 
Hon.  LiTTLiTOH  W.  Tazswzli.  to  be  the  President  of 
this  body  pro  tem.,  were  adopted. 

THE  TARIFF. 

The  bill  in  alteration  of  the  several  acts  impoang  duties 
on  imports  having  been  read  the  third  thne,  the  question 
was,  "Shall  this  bill  pass?" 

Mr.  GRUNDY  taid  he  had  been  exceedingly  deshmu 
that  some  bill  should  pass  at  this  session,  that  wouM  re< 
lieve  the  public  burdens,  and  in  some  degree  restore  quiet 
to  an  excited  section  of  the  country.  Under  these  feel- 
ings, he  was  willing  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the 
House  of  Representatives;  but,  in  its  present  shape,  he 
could  not  now  vote  for  it.  On  account  of  the  many  amend- 
ments made  on  Saturday,  it  was  impossible  for  him,  at  the 
late  hour  at  which  the  question  on  the  third  reading  was 
taken,  to  arrive  at  such  a  result  as  to  be  folly  informed  of 
the  effects  of  the  bill,  tnd,  therefore,  unwilling  to  nut  it 
out  of  his  power  to  vote  finally  for  the  bill,  if  he  could,  on 
examination,  approve  it,  he  had  voted  for  the  third  read- 
ing. He  had  since  obtained  sufficient  inform«tion  to  satisfy 
him  that  the  bill  gave  relief;  that  it  contained  nothing 
calculated  to  allay  the  excitement  that  existed  against  the 
tariff  system;  and  that,  in  some  instances,  it  went  beyond 
the  present  tanff.  He  was,  therefore,  compelled  to  vote 
against  the  bill- 
Mr.  WEBSTER  knew  not  what  calculations  bad  been 
made  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  they  were  incorrect.  The  present  bill  diminished 
considerably  public  burdens.  Mr.  W.  mentioned  many 
articles  on  which  the  duties  had  been  reduced,  viz.  sugars 
and  coffee.  Half  a  million,  he  said,  bad  been  reduced  on 
woollens. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  did  not  believe  that  either  the  gentle- 
man  from  Massachusetts  or  himself  was  mistaken,  uiougb- 
their  views  were  different.  He  [Mr.  G.]  admitted  that 
there  had  been  a  reduction  on  wines  and  oiks,  but  none 
on  those  articles  of  universal  consumption,  iron  and  wool- 
len goods. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  had  cherished  hopes  of  some  equita- 
ble adjustment  of  the  tariff,  until  this  bill  came  from  the 
House;  and  although  it  ^d  not  go  as  far  as  be  tboufht 
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the  aggrieved  States  had  a  right  to  demand,  yet  he  had, 
with  aome  difficulty,  brought  himself  to  the  conclusion  to 
vote  Tor  it  as  a  partial  relief.  A  change,  however,  hod 
taken  place  in  this  bill,  that  had  been  very  properly  al- 
luded to  by  the  Senator  from  Tennessee.  That  change 
has  taken  the  burden  off  from  the  manu&cturers,  and 
placed  it  on  those  who  were  least  able  to  bear  it.  The 
courne  pursued  by  the  friends  of  the  bill  showed  that  this 
was  to  be  a  permanent  system;  that  they  would  not,  for  a 
moment,  listen  to  the  complaints  of  their  oppressed  bre- 
thren, but  would  carry  through  their  scheme  by  the 
strength  of  numbers.  The  bill  they  had  made  relieved 
only  those  who  were  already  protected,  while  it  increased 
the  burden  of  those  who  were  suffering  under  the  system. 
In  one  word,  it  was  the  scheme  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky,  intended  for  the  benefit  of  that  interest  that 
grasps  at  every  thing,  and  will  be  satisfied  with  nothing. 
Mr.  K.  said  he  could  not  now,  and  never  would,  vote  for 
such  a  bill,  be  the  consequences  what  they  might.  One  of 
his  greatest  desires  had  been  to  relieve  the  prevailing  ex- 
citement; but  tliis  bill  was  so  monstrous,  so  much  at  va- 
riance witli  the  promises  and  professions  of  those,  who 
formed  it,  as  to  leave  no  hope  but  that  the  system  is  to  be 
continued  for  an  indefinite  time. 

Mr.  U  AYNB  rose,  and  said  he  must  throw  himself  upon 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  to  state  the  reasons  which 
siiould  induce  him  to  vote  against  the  bill. 

I  am  well  aware,  Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  H.,  that  nO' 
thing  that  can  be  now  said  will  have  the  slightest  effect  on 
the  votes  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side;  and  I  know  that 
the  House,  at  this  late  period  of  the  session,  is  too  impa- 
tient of  delay  to  admit  of  protracted  discussion  on  any 
question.  Still  I  indulge  the  hope  tliat  tbey  will  consent 
to  hear  what  t  promise  them  shall  consist  of  little  more 
than  a  bare  statement  of  my  objections  to  the  bill.  I  am 
opposed  to  the  bill  in  its  present  shape,  Mr.  President, 
because  it  contains  all  the  objectionable  features  of  the 
existing  tariff. 

It  recognises  the  protecting  system  as  "  the  settled  po- 
licy of  the  country."  Ever  since  the  commencement  of 
this  system,  from  the  year  1816,  nay,  from  tlie,  beginning 
of  the  war  to  the  present  time,  there  has  always  existed 
in  the  actual  condition  of  the  country  some  reason,  or  a 
plausible  excuse,  for  a  system  of  high  duties.  During 
the  war  we  wanted  money  to  carry  it  on;  and  after  tlie 
peace,  tl)e  enormous  public  debt  which  was  left  upon  our 
bands  rendered  high  duties  indispensable  to  enable  the 
country  to  fulfil  its  obligations.  I  will  not  say  ttiat  all 
the  duties  imposed  were  necessary  to  revenue,  but  I  will 
fearlessly  assert  that,  but  for  tlie  demands  on  the  treasU' 
ry,  the  system  of  high  duties,  which  have  acted  so  power^ 
fully  for  tlie  protection  of  manufactures,  would  never 
have  been  established,  and  could  not,  possibly,  have  been 
maintained  for  a  single  year.  The  successive  tariffs  of 
1816,  1834,  and  1838,  owed  their  existence  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  country  in  relation  to  the  public  debt,  and  the 
manufacturers  had  very  adroitly  connected  a  protection 
to  their  industry  with  the  collection  of  revenue  for  the  re- 
demption of  the  public  faith.  But  now  that  the  debt  is 
about  to  be  paid,  and  a  demand  on  the  treasury  for  twelve 
millions  of  dollars  per  annum  is  about  to  be  entirely  re- 
moved, a  new  and  most  interesting  question  arises,  whc 
ther  the  protection  of  manufactures  is  to  be  made  a  dis- 
tinct and  substantive  object  of  legislation;  and  whether 
taxes*  no  longer  necessary  for  any  legitimate  public  ob- 
ject, are  to  be  levied,  merely  for  the  purpose  of  affording 
protection  to  the  manufacturers.  It  will  be  seen  at  a 
glance  tluit  this  question  calls  upon  us  to  take  a  new  and 
most  important  step  in  the  legimtion  of  the  country.  It 
will  be  admitted  on  all  hands  tliat,  but  for  the  claims  of 
the  manufacturers  of  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  the  du- 
ties on  tbesb  articles  would  now  be  reduced  to  fifteen  per 
cent.;  and  if  they  are  to  be  kept  up  to  fifty,  sixty,  or 


one  hundred  per  cent.,  it  will  not  be  because  the  public 
want  the  money,  but  because  the  introduction  of  the  fo- 
reign articles,  at  a  low  rate  of  dut}-,  would  interfere  with, 
or,  as  gentlemen  will  have  it,  prostrate  tlib  branch  of  oor 
domestic  industry.  The  standard  which  gentlemen  pw- 
pose  on  this  subject,  is  not  the  wants  of  the  treasury,  but 
what  they  are  pleased  to  call  adequate  protection  to  the 
manufacturers.  It  must  be  obvious,  therefore,  tint  to 
adjust  the  tariff  on  the  plan  now  proposed,  is  distinctly  to 
recognise  tlie  principle  of  protection  as  the  settled  poEcf 
of  the  country — a  principle  to  which  1  can  never  give  my 
consent  in  any  shape.  Let  me  not,  on  this  point,  be  Tais- 
understood.  I  am  no  enemy  to  the  manufacturers.  I 
would  not  destroy  them  if  I  could.  Of  this  I  think  [  h»e 
given  abundant  evidence  in  the  plan  I  proposed  at  tbe 
beginning  of  the  session,  for  tbe  settlement  of  this  grtit 
question.  The  resolution  which  I  had  the  honor  to  sib- 
mit  as  an  amendment  to  that  of  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, [Mr.  Clat,]  was,  in  substance,  a  proposition  to  re- 
duce the  revenue,  after  the  payment  of  the  public  ddit, 
to  tbe  wants  of  the  country.  I  proposed  to  do  this  oi 
principles  Of  perfect  justice  and  equality,  and  to  gusid 
against  any  shock  to  the  manufacturers,  by  a  sudden  re- 
duction of  tbe  duties  to  the  lowest  revenue  standard.  I 
declared  my  entire  willingness  tliat  this  reduction  should 
be  gradual,  and  spread  over  several  years.  1  was  perfect- 
ly willing,  provided  the  duties  should  be  finally  brougiit 
down  to  the  revenue  standard,  that  gentlemen  should  al- 
most take  their  own  time  for  the  accomplishment  of  the 
object.  Nor  did  this  proposition  involve  tlie  slightest  sa- 
crifice of  principle;  for  it  entered  into  my  plan,  that  tbe 
debt  should  spread  over  several  years,  so  that  the  diiliej 
sliould  be  brought  down  to  the  proper  point,  on  the  final 
extinction  of  that  debt.  Sir,  according  to  this  plan,  the 
manufacturers  would  have  enjoyed  an  incidental  protec- 
tion equal  to  tbe  amount  of  duties  necessary  for  revenue. 
1  am  not  prepared  to  say  bow  far  the  reduction  on  the 
protected  articles  would,  under  this  system,  have  been 
carried.  I  presume  tliat  fifteen' or  twenty  per  cent,  ad  ta. 
lorem  would  have  been  found,  eventually,  sufBcient  for 
all  purposes.  This,  as  it  seems  to  me,  would,  with  charges, 
freight,  and  insurance,  have  amounted  to  a  protectioii  of 
at  least  thirty-tliree  and  a  third  per  cent.;  an^  it  has  al- 
ways appeared  to  me  that  if,  witli  a  permanent  protec- 
tion of  one-third  of  the  cost  of  the  article  in  the  home 
market,  our  manufacturers  cannut  enter  into  a  successful 
competition  with  the  foreign,  they  must  be  cngaH 
in  a  pursuit  most  unprofitable  to  the  countrj-,  and  die 
sooner  it  is  abandoned  the  better  for  all  parties  concerned. 
My  next  objection  to  th's  bill  is,  that  it  retains  tlie  mini- 
mums  and  the  specific  duties.  I  have  already  stated  at 
large  my  objection  to  this  feature  in  the  bill,  and  will  m* 
now  repeat  what  I  then  said.  I  will  only  here  add, »  as 
additional  objection,  that  the  minimums  ^aml  speci6c  du- 
ties create  a  perpetually  increasing  tax  on  the  articlet 
embraced  by  them.  It  requires  no  argument  to  ^ov 
that  a  tax  of  eight  cents  a  yard  on  cottons  costing  sii- 
teen  cents,  which  is  a  tax  of  only  fifty  per  cent.,  becomes 
one  hundred  per  cent,  when  the  article  is  reduced  to 
eight  ccMls;  and  such  reductions  have,  for  years  pa*^ 
been  going  on,  as  we  all  k  now,  in  relation  to  every  arti- 
cle included  under  the  minimum  principle.  I  regard  the 
recognition  of  this  odious  principle,  in  the  bill  now  before 
tlie  Senate,  as  a  lasting  establishment  of  the  prohibitoiy 
system  in  this  country.  The  minimimis  on  cottons  irere 
at  first  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  the 
production  of  coarse  cottons.  We  are  told  that  it  has 
been  completely  successful;  tliat  it  is  no  longer  necesstrj 
to  protection;  and  yet  the  system  is  mainta'uicd  inviolate, 
because,  as  gentlemen  insist,  it  has  no  operatioii.  The 
minimums,  then,  are  to  be  introduced  to  buiW  up  >  i™' 
nufacture,  and  are  to  be  retained  to  establish  a  nionopolyi 
fr,r  if  gentlemen  refuse  to  abolish  them  ia  KUtioo  t» 
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coarse  cottons,  we  caii  never,  hereafter,  expect  to  have 
them  abolished  in  uny  case  whatever. 

Another  and  most  insuperable  objection  to  this  bill  is, 
that  it  raises  an  amount  of  revenue  greatly  exceedinf;  the 
wants  of  the  Government.  This  fact  i  shall  fully  establish 
in  another  part  of  my  argument;  but.  for  the  present,  as- 
snming  it  to  be  incontrovertible,  I  object  to  the  scheme, 
because  it  necessarily  leads  to  extravagant  expenditures — 
to  appropriations  U>t  unconstitutional  purposes — to  a  dis- 
Uaceful  scramble  for  the  public  money,  and  to  an  inju- 
riotis  dependence,  on  the  part  as  well  of  the  States  as  of 
the  people,  on  the  Federal  Government.  It  violates  the 
cardinal  principles  of  our  system,  and  must,  in  the  end,  cor- 
rupt the  whole  country,  and  endanger  our  free  institutions. 
Another  and  one  of  my  strongest  objections  to  this  bill 
is,  that  it  increases  the  evils  of  the  existing  system,  by 
aggravating  its  inequality  and  injustice.  The  great 
point  of  distinction  between  the  friends  of  the  free 
trade  and  the  advocates^nf  the  protective  system,  arises 
from  the  different  views  as  to  the  policy  to  be  pursu- 
ed in  relation  to  the  protected  and  unprotected  arti- 
cles. The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [.VIr.  Ciir]  and 
myself,  at  the  commencement  of  the  session,  differed  irre- 
concilably on  this  subject.  The  advocates  of  the  Ameri- 
can system  insist  that  the  only  proper  subjects  for  federal 
taxation  are  those  foreign  articles  which  enter  into  com- 
petition with  similar  articles  made  or  produced  within  the 
United  States,  while  we  at  the  South  contend  there  is  nei. 
thcr  reason  nor  justice  in  subjecting  to  exorbitant  taxation 
every  article  which  we  receive  from  abroad  in  exchange 
for  our  productions.  The  ground  of  our  complaint  is, 
that  we  obtain  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron  from  Europe  in 
exchani^  for  our  cotton,  rice,  and  tobacco;  and  when  we 
brin^  them  into  our  own  markets  for  sale  in  competition 
with  similar  articles,  the  fruits  of  our  labor  and  capital  are 
subjected  to  a  discriminating  tax  of  from  forty  to  fifty  per 
cent,  for  the  benefit  of  the  labor  and  capital  of  our  North- 
ern brethren.  This  we  believe  to  be  substantially  a  tax 
on  the  industry  of  the  South,  and  a  bounty  to  the  industry 
of  the  North.  It  is  not  my  present  purpose,  sir,  said  Mr. 
H.,  to  enlarge  on  this  topic,  which  I  have  endeavored,  on 
a  former  occasion,  to  explain  and  enforce;  but  if  there  be 
any  truth  in  tlie  argument,  it  furnishes  an  insuperable  ob 
jection  to  this  bill,  which  is  so  arranged  as  to  tlirow  the 
entire  burden  of  taxation  oii  the  protected  articles,  while 
the  unprotected  articles  are  to  be  admitted  duty  free.  Wi- 
have  always  insisted  thut,  while  duties  on  the  unprotected 
articles,  being  generally  articles  of  luxury,  operate  with 
perfect  equality  on  all  pai'ts  of  the  country,  the  duties  on 
the  protected  articles  not  only  operate  most  unequally 
upon  the  different  sections  and  the  different  interests,  but 
that  they  are  also  of  the  natiue  of  a  double  tax — first  on  the 
imported  article,  and  next  by  enliancing  tlic  price  of  the 
doniestic  article.  We  liave  heard  a  good  deal  of  tlie  efforts 
tliat  have  been  made  to  relieve  the  compluints  of  the  South. 
The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat]  declares  that  no 
man  would  go  further  than  he  would  to  remove  those  com- 
plaints,  though  he  believes  them  to  be  wholly  groundless. 
Sir,  the  gentleman  has  frequently  made  similar  declara- 
tions during  tlie  present  session.  As  to  the  gentleman's 
fi-ieiidly  disposition,  I  huve  nothingto  say;  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  to  him  in  perfect  candor,  that  I  have  no  evidence  of 
siicli  disposition  in  his  acts.  How  far  he  may  be  disposed 
to  go,  I  know  not;  but  he  certainly  has  not  advanced  one 
step,  no,  not  one  inch,  in  furtlierance  of  hisdeclared  object. 
Sir,  this  bill  holds  out  no  relief  to  the  South.  We 
have  never  uttered  one  word  of  complaint  against  tlie 
duties  on  the  unprotected  articles;  tluy  were  imposed  for 
revenue;  and  to  any  (at  and  ecpjal  revenue  system  we  do 
not  object.  Our  complaints  have  been  levelled  again^it 
the  duties  impofied,  not  for  revenue,  but  for  protection. 
And  gentlemen  grively  propose  to  redress  our  grievances 
by  taking  off  all  the  revenue  duties,  and  leaving  the  pro- 


tecting duties  untouched.  Sir,  as  to  the  mighty  boon 
conferred,  forsooth,  by  a  low  duty  on  negro  clutli  and 
coarse  blankets,  I  have  only  to  say  tliat  gentlemen  seem 
entirely  to  misun<Ierstand  the  character  of  the  Southern 
people;  they  treat  us  like  spoiled  children,  to  be  bribed 
witli  sugar  plums,  pleased  with  a  rattle,  tickled  with  a 
toy.  But  what  are  the  grounds  of  our  complaints?  Is  it 
that  we  pay  a  higii  tax  upon  a  few  articles  of  negro  cloth- 
ing?  No,  sir,  it  is  because  every  article  which  we  receive 
from  abroad,  in  exchange  for  our  productions,  is  enor- 
mously taxed;  it  is  because  duties  to  the  amount  of  from 
forty  to  fifty  per  cent,  on  $40,000,000  of  our  importations, 
procured  by  Southern  industry,  are  imposed  as  a  bounty 
to  the  industry  of  a  more  favored  section  of  the  Union, 
that  we  have  called  in  question  the  justice,  the  policy, 
and  the  right  of  imposing  on  us  a  system  absolutely  fatal 
to  our  prosperity.  Aud  what  is  the  amount  of  this  mighty 
boon  to  tlie  South?  According  to  an  estimate  which  I 
hold  in  my  hand,  the  negro  cloth,  covered  by  tlie  low  duty 
under  this  bill,  will  amount  to  about  $239,600;  coarse 
blankets,  under  seventj-five  cents,  to  about  $100,000; 
the  saving  on  which  two  articles  would  just  amount  to 
$112,000;  and  the  share  of  South  Carolina  would  be  just 
about  $10,000;  a  sum  quite  sufficient,  no  doubt,  in  the 
estimation  of  gentlemen,  to  bribe  ber  to  an  acquiescence 
in  the  American  system. 

I  have,  sir,  still  another  objection  to  this  bill;  it  intro- 
duces new  and  oppressive  featuies  in  the  protecting  sys- 
tem. Woollens  of  every  description  are  to  be  subjected 
to  cash  duties;  wliile  other  articles  are  to  be  entitled  to 
credits  of  three  and  six  months.  Why  this  discrimination  ? 
Is  there  any  re.ison  or  justice  in  it?  Can  there  beany 
object  in  it,  but  to  discourage  the  impoi  tation  of  wool- 
lens, and  to  open  a  door  to  a  system  of  discriminating  du- 
ties, by  which  particular  articles  may  be  excluded  by 
oppressive  regulations,  at  the  discretion  of  Congress?  I 
object,  sir,  likewise,  most  pointedly,  to  the  diminution  of 
the  credits,  the  only  cflect  of  wiiicli,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
will  be  to  embarrass  commerce,  lessen  the  capital  employ- 
ed in- trade,  and  cripple  the  commercial  resources  of  the 
country.  It  will,  moreover,  to  a  great  extent,  throw  the 
trade  into  the  hands  of  the  wealthy  capitalist,  and  do  an 
irreparable  injury  to  the  small  importer,  the  retail  dealer. 
Nor  can  it  escape  our  notice  that  by  this  bill  new  and  in- 
quisitorial powers  have  been  granted  to  the  appraisers. 

I  come  now,  sir,  to  the  last  point  on  which  I  propose  to 
touch — the  true  character  aud  pra>.tical  efi'ecis  of  this 
bill.  We  are  about  to  arrange  a  permanent  system  of  re- 
venue adapted  to  a  state  of  profound  peace,  after  the  total 
extinction  of  the  public  debt.  To  establish  a  rate  of 
duties  now,  no  higher  than  those  imposed  in  1828,  a  re- 
duction at  least  of  from  twenty  to  thirty  per  cent,  on  every 
article  paying  specific  duties  is  indispensable.  Since  1828, 
there  has  been  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  prices  of 
all  the  articles  embrsccd  in  our  tariff — a  reduction  which 
is  progressively  going  on;  and  it  requires  no  argument 
to  show  that  every  reduction  of  price  operates  as  an  in- 
crease of  the  duty.  The  duties  under  the  act  of  1828 
are,  therefore,  much  higher  now  than  they  were  when 
that  act  was  imposed.  As  an  illustration  o'f  this  bi-anch 
of  the  subject,  I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  fact,  that  when  a  duty  of  thirty  dollars  a  ton  was  im- 
posed on  rolled  iron,  it  cost  eleven  pounds  sterling,  so  tliat 
the  rate  of  duty  on  the  article  was  then  fifty-nine  per 
cent. ;  but  the  same  duty  now  on  such  iron  at  the  present 
reduced  price  woidd  be  one  hundred  and  sixty-seven  per 
cent.,  making  a  difference  of  one  hundred  and  eight  per 
cent.  It  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  from  thirty-seven 
to  tl)irty  dollars  per  ton,  but  thirty  dollars  at  existing 
prices  is  a  much  higher  duty  than  thirty-seven  dollars  in 
1828.  The  same  tiling  is  true  of  cottons  under  the  mini- 
mum price  of  Ihiity-five  cents.  And  every  one  must 
know  that  s'Xtcen  cciitj  the  square  yard  on  flannels  whicli 
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may  be  had  for  twelve  cents,  is  a  much  higher  duty  than 
twenty-two  cents  a  square  yard  at  the  former  prices  of 
eighteen  or  twenty  cents;  so  that  every  gentleman  will 
perceive  at  once,  that,  in  taking  the  tariff*  of  1828  as  the 
standard  for  this  bill,  the  duties  will  be  considerably  in- 
creased beyond  what  they  were  when  that  act  was  paraed. 
The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  that  there  has  been  a  con- 
siderable fall  in  the  price  of  all  manufactured  articles,  not 
only  in  this  country,  but  in  Europe  and  throughout  the 
world.  No  mistake  can  be  greater  than  to  suppose  that 
this  has  been  produced  by  the  establishment  of  manu&c- 
tures  in  this  country.  It  is  perfectly  absurd  to  say  that 
the  introduction  of  cotton  manufactures  in  this  country, 
for  instance,  to  an  amount  equal  to  two  or  three  percent, 
on  the  cotton  manufactures  of  Great  Britain,  could  reduce 
the  value  of  the  whole  of  the  latter  one-half;  and  yet  we 
know  that  the  cotton  manufactures  of  England  have  actu- 
ally fallen  fifty  per  cent,  in  the  price.  The  truth  is  that 
this  reduction  in  prices  has  fallen  indiscriminately  on  all 
articles,  protected  and  unprotected;  and  has  resulted  from 
general  causes,  in  operation  to  a  certain  extent  all  over 
the  world,  such  as  changes  in  the  currency,  improvements 
in  machinery,  and  a  diminution  in  the  wag^s  of  labor.  ! 
hold  in  my  hand,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  an  official  document, 
shuwhig  the  extent  of  the  reduction  of  prices  of  manu. 
factured  goods  of  every  description  in  Great  Britain,  be- 
tween the  years  1811  and  1829;  an  examination  of  which 
will  satisfy  gentlemen  of  the  true  state  of  the  case.  Mr. 
H.  here  read  from  the  table  the  following  abstract: 


Yean. 


Manufacturer  and  produce  of  Great  Britain. 
Oflleial  valuv. 


Dfclartrdorac-  Relative 

tual  value.  uroiittrtion. 

1811        £21,723,532  £30,850,618  100—141 

1829        £55,465,723  £35,212.873  100—  64 

On  the  whole,  equal  toabout  forty-five  per  cent,  reduction. 

Of  the  articles  embraced  in  the  sibove  tables,  it  fur- 
ther  appears,  sir,  that  the  cotton  manu&ctures   have 

fiUlen 55  percent. 

Woollen  manufactures   -        >        •        -        32 
Linen  do.  -        •        -        -        45 

Silk  do.  ....        55 

And  I  hardly  think,  said  Mr.  H.,  that  any  one  will  seri- 
ously contend  that  these  reductions  in  prices  in  England 
have  been  produced  by  American  competition! 

Let  us  now,  Mr.  President,  examine  the  last,  and,  I  roust 
think,  an  insuperable  objection  to  this  bill.  I  mean  its 
eflfect  upon  the  revenue.  From  an  attentive  examination 
of  its  pi-ovisions,  1  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  makes  no 
reduction  whatever  on  the  entire  class  of  protected  arti- 
cles, and  that  whatever  reduction  is  to  efl^ected  by  it,  must 
be  produced  only  by  the  abolition  of  the  duties  on  the 
unprotected  articles.  I  will  go  further,  and  state  my  con' 
viction  that  on  the  protected  articles  the  aggregate  of 
the  duties  would  be  increased,  and  not  diminished,  by  tliis 
bill.  This  I  will  endeavor  to  show,  not  by  instituting  a 
comparison  between  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  other 
House,  and  as  it  now  stands,  but  by  comparin&it  with  the 
tariflofl828. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  profess  to  be  very  skilful  in 
.  figures,  nor  can  I  rely  entirely  on  the  accuracy  of  calcula- 
tions which  have  been  very  hastily  made.  1  have  looked 
into  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  however,  as  carefully  as 
the  shortness  of  the  time  would  permit,  and,  to  satisfy  my- 
self that  I  have  fallen  into  no  material  errors,  have  con- 
sulted several  persons  on  whose  accuracy  I  have  the  most 
entire  reliance;  one  of  them  a  gentleman  of  high  charac- 
ter and  a  skilful  accountant,  now  a  member  of  the  other 
House.  All  of  these  gentlemen  have  concurred  in  the 
general  result,  that  the  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  House, 
and,  much  more,  as  it  now  stands,  actually  increases  the 
existing  duties  on  the  protected  articles  to  an  amount  vari- 
ously estimated  at  from  half  a  million  to  a  million  and  a 


half  of  dollars.  To  me,  however,  ssud  Mr.  H.,  it  would, 
I  confess,  be  comparatively  unimportant  whether  this  InH 
is  to  effect  a  reduction  of  a  few  himdred  thousand  doUan 
on  the  protected  articles,  as  contended  for  by  the  Senatot 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Wxbstek,]  or  is  to  increase  the 
duty  b^  an  equal  amount  Nothing  short  of  a  substantial 
reduction,  a  reduction  to  the  fair  revenue  standard,  would 
have  been  at  all  satisfactory  to  me;  a  ii:w  hundred  thou- 
sand dolUrs,  more  or  leas,  in  adjusting  a  revenue  of  twen- 
ty-five or  thirty  millions,  being  of  very  Uttle  impiortance  in 
my  estimation.  Butlet  us  see  how  the  fact  stands!  The 
amount  of  the  present  duties  on  the  protected  articles, 
according  to  a  calculation  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  found- 
ed on  the  "comparative  statement"  submitted  to  Con- 
gress from  the  treasury  on  the  8th  May  last,  is  15,000,000 
dollars;  of  this  amount,  it  was  proposed  by  the  treasury 
scheme  to  take  off  taxes  from  the  protected  articles  to  the 
amount  of  3,674,537  dollars.  While  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  amounting  to  about  9,00(^000  dollars,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  off,  nominally,  6,416,016  dollars,  but,  in  hsX, 
not  more  than  two  millions  and  a  half,  ($4,665,750  of  the 
said  amount  having  been  already  reduced  by  the  acts  i^ 
1830.) 

So  far,  therefore,  as  the  unprotected  articles  are  em. 
braced  in  this  "statement,"  it  cannot,  of  course,  be  made 
the  basis  of  our  calculations,  because,  as  any  one  will  aee, 
who  will  look  at  that  statement,  it  gives  six  millions  as  the 
amount  to  be  reduced  on  these  articles;  whereas  four  mil- 
lions of  tliat  amount  had  already  been  Uken  off  from  salt, 
coffee,  cocoa,  molasses,  and  teas,  under  the  act  of  May, 
1830,  and,  of  course,  cannot  be  considered  as  furnishing 
any  part  of  the  present  duties  to  be  reduced  under  any 
bill  to  be  now  passed.  *  But,  so  far  as  the  protected  arti- 
cles are  concerned,  I  presume  there  can  be  no  objection 
to  our  proceeding  on  the  basis  of  the  treasury  statement, 
no  reduction  of  the  duties  on  these  articles  having  taken 
place  since  1828. 

The  whole  amount  of  reduction  proposed  from  the  pre- 
sent duties  by  the  plan  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
was  as  follows,  viz. 

PrapaaedR- 
duclMQ. 

13,731,979 
6,012,765 
1,135,357 


Bitimated  amoam 
of  datica. 


Protected  articles,       -        -    ^15,935,734 
Unprotected  articles,  -        8,627,970 

Free  articles,  (partly  of  each,)     1,135,357 


»25,699,061    t*10.880,101 

*  This  is  explained  as  follows:  By  the  treasury  state- 
ment, the  amount  of  the  reduction  on  the  following  arti- 
cles is  stated  as  follows,  estimated  on  the  duties  in  force 
prior  to  1830,  viz. 

Prupoacd  tcdaetiaa. 


Salt,    - 

Coffee, 

Cocoa, 

Molasses, 

Teas, 


$806,127 

2,316,971 

51.649 

418,707 

2.821,563 


$6,416,016 
But  of  this  amount,  $4,665,750  bad  been  already  re- 
duced, under  the  acts  of  eOth  and  29th  of  May,  1830,  vii. 


Salt, 

Coffee, 

Cocoa, 

Molasses, 

Teas, 


$537,414 

2,059,529 

36,324 

418.707 

1,623,746 


$4,665,750 
f  Of  this  sum,  $4,665,750  being  already  reduced,  as 
above  mentioned,  leaves  the  amount  of  actual  reduction, 
$6,416,016.     Some  articles,  unimportant  in  amount,  ars 
here  omitted. 
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Now,  b^  the  bill  before  the  Senate,  a  sum  exceeding 
the  vrhole  amount  of  the  proposed  reduction  on  the  pro- 
tected articles,  as  above  mentioned,  is  stricken  out,  while 
on  the  unprotected  articles  there  is  added  to  the  proposed 
reduction  of  the  Treasury  Department  the  tbllowing 
itema,  riz. 
On  tea  and  coffee,  (now  made  free,)  a  further 

reduction  of f337,251 

Wines  and  silks,  estimated  at        -        -        •      l,lGto,000 
Other  small  articles, 50,000 


#1,487,251 
To  which  addtlie  utmost  possible  reduction  on 

•uch  articles  under  Mr.  McLane's  bill,  say      3,500,000 


And  we  have  -  -  $3,987,251 
as  the  probable  amount  of  reduction  under  the  present 
bin  on  the  unprotected  articles.* 

Now,  if  it  were  true  that  there  was  an  actual  reduction 
on  the  protected  articles  of  $500,000  as  alleged,  (instead 
of  an  increase,  as  I  believe,  of  at  least  $1,000,000,)  I  again 
ask,  would  such  a  pitiful  reduction  as  this  afford  any  com- 
pensation for  this  glaring  inequality  of  taxation,  in  respect 
to  the  protected  and  unprotected  articles?  Whatever 
might  be  the  opinions  of  others,  for  myself  I  would  say, 
I  should  consider  such  a  reduction  as  amountingto  nothing. 
I  am  far  from  admitting,  however,  that  there  is  actually  a 
reduction  of  half  a  million,  or  any  reduction  at  all,  on  the 
protected  articles.  I  do  firmly  believe,  and  will  attempt 
to  show,  that  the  whole  amount  of  taxes  on  these  articles 
had  been  considerably  increased.  To  prove  th'is,  I  will 
now  enter  into  a  brief  examination  of  the  proviaions  of 
this  bill,  and  compare  them  with  the  existing  law.  He 
would  take  as  the  basis  of  his  calculations  the  "compara- 
tive statement"  before  alluded  to.  Here  is  an  account 
made  up  with  some  care  from  this  comparative  statement. 
It  h^  been  carefully  corrected  by  an  accurate  accountant, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  sufficiently  correct  for  all 
practical  purposes. 

Protected  ariiekt,  viz.  lueh  as  come  into  competition  with  or- 
ticlamadeorpndueedin  the  Unitea  States. 

Amonnt  of  daiica    Arooont  pro- 

iu  1S3«.  poM^    to    br 

uken   oir  bj 

•  Mr.  McLaneli 

bill. 


WooOens,  of  all  descriptions. 

$2,626,261 

$1,220,670 

Cottons,        .... 

3,381,358 

260,288 

Iron,  manufactured. 

1,047,935 

125,394 

Do.   bar,  rolled,  hammered,  and 

steel,        .... 

985,747 

183,694 

Hemp  and  flax,  manufactures  of. 

1,026,526 

93,321 

Japanned  tin,   plated,   leather. 

gilt,    brass,   pewter,    leaden 

wares,  do.  of  wood  and  mar- 

ble,          .... 

358,188 

59,273 

Porcelain,    china,   earthen  and 

stone  ware,       ... 

276,993 

25,181 

Glassware,    -        .        -        - 

124,097 

24,502 

*  To  show  that  the  amount  of  the  reduction  of  the  du 
ties  on  tlie  unprotected  articles  is  not  here  underrated,  re- 
ference is  made  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  made  to  the  Senate  on  the  18th  April,  which 
(after  correcting  an  error  in  summing  up)  shows  that  the 
whole  reduction  in  such  articles,  under  Mr.  DicasasoK's 
bUU  was  only $1,668,016 

(See  Senate's  document  125.) 
Add  further  reduction  as  above,  -        -      1,487,251 


Cotton  bag^ng. 

Sugar,  .... 

Salt, 

Wool,  .... 

Spirits,  .        .        -        - 

Coal,  .... 

Paper,  .        .        .        - 

Leghorn  bats, 

$15,089,635    $3,400,441 

Add  the  following  articles  proposed  to  be  admitted  duty 
free: 


24,030 

10,321 

2,673,558 

445,574 

1,074.829 

806,127 

80,064 

64.397 

1,031.348 

no  reduction 

98,408 

no  reduction 

100,557 

no  reduction 

179,736 

81.699 

Quills. 

$4,376 

$4,376 

Hair  cloths. 

8,360 

8,360 

Bolting  cloths. 

1,566 

1,566 

Quicksilver, 

51,837 

51,837 

Brass,  in  plates,    - 

1,750 

1,750 

Tin,  in        do. 

4,429 

4^429 

Indigo,         -        .        . 

185,347 

185,347 

Corks, 

16,467 

16,467 

And  we  have  only  .  $3,152,267 
Making,  together,  a  reduction  on  the  unprotected  articles 
of  about  four  millions. 


$15,363,767      $3,674,537 

It  thus  appears,  that,  of  the  articles  above  mentioned, 
paying  duties  to  the  amount  of  $15,363,767.  itwaspropo*. 
ed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  take  off  taxes  to 
the  amount  of  $3,674,537.  Now,  how  stands  the  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate  in  reference  to  those  very  articles?  Let 
us  see: 

Woollens,  no  reduction,  duty  increased  by  174,214 
dollars. 

Cottons,  no  reduction,  but  duty  increased  111,661 
dollars. 

Iron  manufactures,  and  bar,  rolled,  and  steel,  no  reduc. 
tion,  duties  increased  by  140,912  dollars. 

Hemp  and  flax,  manufactures  of,  no  reduction. 

Leaden,  wooden,  japanned,  and  tin  ware,  &c.  (see  list 
above.)  no  reduction,  mcreased  amount  unknown. 

Porcelain,  china,  and  earthenware,  no  reduction. 

Glassware,  no  reduction. 

Cotton  bagging,  a  reduction  nearly  nominal. 

Cordage,  &c.,  no  reduction. 

Sugar,  no  reduction. 

Salt,  no  reduction. 

Spirits,  no  reduction. 

Coat,  no  reduction. 

Paper,  no  reduction. 

Leghorn  and  other  hats,  no  reduction. 

Quills,  hair  cloths,  quicksilver,  brass  and  tin  in  plates, 
indigo,  corks,  musical  instruments,  yarn,  and  a  variety  <rf' 
other  articles,  no  reduction.  To  which  may  be  added 
cash  duties.  <liminished  credits,  and  change  in  the  pound 
sterling,  operating  on  the  great  mass  of  our  imports  to  the 
amount  of  from  eleven  to  thirteen  per  cent. 

These  articles,  with  the  exception  of  the  three  first, 
(woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,)  all  speak  for  themselves. 
With  regard  to  these,  I  will  show  how  I  arrive  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  bill  before  tis  proposes  to  increase  the 
duties  upon  them. 

I  will  begin  with  woollens.  On  this  article  Mr.  McLane 
proposed  to  take  off  duties  to  the  amount  of  ;f  1,220,670. 
The  whole  quantity  of  woollens  is  estimated  at  $5,857,225, 
the  duties  at  $2,626,261,  being  an  average  rate  of  duty  of 
48  per  cent.  Now  Mr.  McLane  proposed  to  effect  this 
reduction  of  $1,220,670.  as  follows: 

On  all  woollens  under  50  cents,  10  per  cent  ad  valorem. 

On  worsted  stuff  goods,  &c.  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem. 

On  all  other  yianufactures  of  wool,  30  per  cent,  ad  va- 
lorem. 

Now,  what  is  proposed  in  this  bill? 

On  plains,  kerseys,  and  Kendal  cottons,  (weighing  16 
ounces,  and  tender  35  cents  the  square  yard,)  5  per  cent. 

Worsted  goods,  &c.  10  per  cent. 
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On  all  utiier  maiiulactures  of  wool,  (except  a  few  coarse 
blankets,)  57  per  cent. 

Here,  then,  it  will  be  seen  at  once,  that,  on  the  great 
mass  of  woollens,  the  duties  on  which,  under  the  existing 
law,  average,  according  to  the  treasury  stjitement,  forty- 
eight  per  cent.,  and  which  Mr.  McLane  put  at  thirty  per 
cent.,  the  duiy  is  increased  to  fifty-seven  per  cent.,  being 
twenty-seven  beyond  the  duty  proposed  by  Mr.  .McLane, 
and  nine  per  cent,  beyond  the  present  duty  It  is  true, 
negro  cloths,  which  Mr.  McLane  set  down  at  ten  percent., 
are  iiere  put  ut  five  per  ct  nt. ;  but  Mr.  McLane's  plan  em- 
bmced  all  woollens  under  fifty  cents,  whereas  this  bill  is  con- 
fined to  "plains,  kerseys,  and  Kendal  cottons,  under  thirty- 
five  cents,"  which,  [  am  assured  by  those  who  profess  to 
understand  the  subject,  will  not  enibrace  one-third  part  of 
the  "coarse  woollens  under  fifty  cents."  If  so,  the  entire 
reduction  on  these  negro  cloths  will  not  exceed  $100,000. 

The  saving  on  tlie  worsted  will,  1  am  told,  be  counter- 
balanced by  the  enhanced  duty  on  some  other  descriptions 
of  cloths,  and  on  negro  and  other  coarse  hats.  Against 
these  reductions  are  to  be  charged  twenty-seven  percent, 
increase  on  the  great  mass  of  woollens,  to  which  must  be 
lidded  at  least  five  per  cent,  fur  the  cash  duties,  and  eight 
per  cent,  for  the  change  in  the  calculation  of  the  pound 
sterling  from  i$4  44  to  ;^  80.  If  tliere  be  no  error  in  m) 
arithmetic,  we  will,  on  these  data,  have,  instead  of  a  reduc- 
tion, an  increase  of  the  duties  on  woollens  equal  to  at  least 
$174,214.,  Any  gentleman  can  make  the  calculation  fur 
himself.  I  am  confirmed  in  my  conclusion,  by  the  fact  that 
several  persons  who  have  made  the  calculation  have,  by  a 
different  process,  arrived  at  the  same  result.  By  one  cal- 
culation, which  1  have  before  me,  the  increase  of  the  duty 
on  woollens  is  shown  to  be  ^250,000. 

On  cotton  the  calcuUtiun  is  much  more  simple.  Ac- 
cording to  the  treasury  statement,  the  value  of  cottons  is 
estimated  at  $7,864,618;  the  duty  at  $3,381,358;  pro- 
posed saving  at  $260,288.  Now,  the  bill  before  us  makes 
no  alteration  in  the  treasury  plan  with  respect  to  cottons. 
Assuming,  then,  the  saving  to  be  as  above  stated,  $260,000, 
we  have,  as  a  set  oif  against  this  reduction,  the  diminished 
credits  equal  to  near  tnree  per  cent.,  and  in  the  change 
in  the  pound  sterling  equal  to  eight  per  cent. ;  making,  to- 
gether, eleven  per  cent,  on  tlie  amount  of  tlie  duty,  'i'his, 
according  to  my  calculation,  will  exceed  the  estimated 
laving  by  $111,661. 

Iron  and  the  manufactures  of  iron  and  steel  consist  of 
too  great  a  variety  of  articles  to  enable  me  to  do  more 
than  to  submit  a  mere  general  statement  in  relation  to 
them. 

Of  these  articles,  which  1  shall  consider  under  one  head, 
the  treasury  valuation  is  $5,638,736;  duties,  $2,0^3,682; 
estimated  saving,  $309,088.  Against  this  sum  is  to  be  put 
the  diminished  credits,  and  the  pound  sterling,  equal  to 
about  $200,000;  to  which  is  to  be  added  an  enormous  in- 
crease of  duties  on  a  great  variety  of  articles  of  hardware, 
under  the  prov.sos  in  the  10th,  12lh,  and  13th  member^  of 
the  2  J  section  of  the  bill,  which  carry  up  the  duties  on  all 
manufactures  of  iron  as  high  as  the  raw  material;  thus 
changing  ad  valorem  duties  of  from  twenty-five  to  forty 
per  cent  to  specific  duties,  ranging  from  one  and  two  hun- 
dred, up  to  three,  and  even  four  hundred  per  cent,  i  have 
already  given  to  the  Senate  several  examples  of  the  effect 
of  these  provisos.     I  will  repeat  one  or  two  of  them. 

On  an  invoice  of  trace  chains,  the  present  duty  on  which, 
at  twenty-five  per  cent.,  amounted  only  to  $69,  the  duty 
under  this  bill  (at  3  cents  per  lb.)  will  amoimt  to  $198. 

On  a  parcel  of  knitting  needles  now  paying  duty  of 
$1  90,  the  proposed  duty  will  be  $9. 

On  an  invoice  of  bed  screws,  costing  $53,  and  paying 
duties  under  the  existing  laws  of  only  $14,  the  duty  under 
tliis  bill  wiU  be  $67. 

These  cases  have  been  furnished  from  tlte  most  unques- 
tionable sources. 


A  practical  man,  intimately  acquainted  wiih  the  subject, 
writes  me,  that  "  these  provisos  will  double  the  duty  w 
hardware  made  of  common  sized  iron,"  and  he  estioiita 
die  amount  of  the  increased  duty  on  hardware  at  upwards 
of  five  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

But  take  it  at  half  of  that  amount,  and  we  have  an  in- 
crease of  the  duty  on  iron,  and  manufactures  of  iron,  of 
140,912  dollars. 

The  account,  then,  according  to  my  estimate,  would 
stand  thus: 

Increase  of  the  duty  on  tlie  protected  articles  undo 
this  bill— 

On  woollens,       ....  174,214 

On  cottons,  ....  111,661 

On  iron,  as  above,  -  -  -      _     140,912 

The  increase  on  other  articles  cannot  be  esti- 
matt  (1  at  less  than  -  -  -  100,000 

Add  for  the  cli  «nge  in  the  value  of  the  pound 
sterling,  and  tlie  sliortened  credits  on  articles 
other  than  woollens,  cottons,  and  iron,  at  least    500,000 

And  we  have  an  increase  of        -  -        1,026,'Si' 

It  is  vain  and  idle  for  gentlemen  to  tell  ua,  in  gincril 
terms,  that  this  bill  is  to  reduce  the  duties  four,  five,  eiybt, 
or  ten  millions.  Let  them  give  us  a  bill  of  particuUrs; 
show  us  the  items;  point  out  the  articles  on  which  tlie  re- 
duction is  to  take  place,  and  let  them  explain  how  it  is  to 
he  cft'ected.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  uid 
.Means,  in  his  exposition  of  this  subject,  shows  tliat  the 
official  treasury  estimate  of  the  reduction  to  be  efTectti 
under  this  bill,  as  reported  from  the  Committee  on  Mmu- 
factures,  was  on  woollens,  cottons,  iron,  and  the  great  maa 
of  the  protected  articles,  only  844,000  dollars,  and  thstthe 
whole  amount  of  the  proposed  reduction  was  onlj  4,177,000 
dollars. 

Now,  we  all  know  that  alai-ge  amount  of  this  propostd 
reduction  was  stricken  out  in  the  House.  That  distin- 
guished gentleman  has  given  us  statements,  show'mgUiat, 
in  the  shape  in  which  the  bill  passed  the  House,  tlic  esti- 
mated increase  of  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles  was 
1,406,000  dollars,  while  the  estimated  reduction  on  tbe 
unprotected  articles  was3,780,000  dollars.  If  gentlemen 
will  turn  to  the  treasury  statement,  No.  125  of  the  Senate's 
documents,  they  will  find  that  the  whole  amount  of  sit- 
ing on  the  articles  proposed  to  be  admitted  duty  free  un- 
der the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  on  Manufacturtsof 
this  House  was  only  $1,668,0 10.  Add  to  this  evetj-  free 
article  since  added  to  the  list,  and  the  further  reduction 
on  silks  and  wines,  and  even  the  two  or  three  hundredUiwi- 
sand  dollars  which  gentlemen  say  has  been  taken  off  ot 
the  protected  articles,  and  what  will  they  amount  to.' 

Thus,  then,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  whole  amount  of 
the  reduction  proposed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
on  thi;  protected  articles,  has  been  stricken  out,  and  tiiit 
more  than  a  million  has  been  added  to  the  existing  diiiin 
on  those  articles.  But,  for  all  this,  we  are  told  that  »e  »re  to 
be  remunerated  by  a  still  greater  reduction  on  the  unpro- 
tected articles.  Now,  assuming  the  reduction  on  the  un- 
protected articles  proposed  by  the  treasury  to  be  as  before 
stated  ..-'--    $2,500,0* 

The  following  are  the  further  reductions  em- 
braced in  this  bill,  viz. 

On  teas  and  coflec,  free,         -  -  •  ,'^ 

Wines  and  silks,  further  reduced,     -  -     1,100.""" 

$3,9J7,2il 
Making  the  total  reduction  on  the  unprotected  articloK 
in  round  numbers,  about  four  millions  of  dollar^  estimsted 
on  the  receipts  of  1830.  , 

From  which,  if  we  deduct  the  assumed  increase  on  tae 
protected  arUcles  as  about  $1,000,000,  we  h"'^'" J^' 
amount  of  actual  reduction  under  this  bill,  ''>"*5'"'°Z 
and  no  more.    If  the  present  revenue  be  estimateo  sttne 
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actual  receipts  of  the  year  1831,  viz.  $28,525,000,  or  at  the 
actual  receipt  of  the  last  year  upwards  of  f30,t)00, 000,  or 
at  the  average  receipts  of  the  last  five  years,  the  result, 
after  making  every  allowance,  will  give  a  clear  revenue  of 
upvrards  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars,  and  leave  eight  or 
ten  rniUions  beyond  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Having  taken  Mr.  McLane's  estimated  reduction  as  the 
basis  of  all  my  calculations,  I  have  not  noticed  the  repeal 
of  the  ten  and  twenty  per  cent,  in  the  valuation  of  foreign 
^oda,  these  having  been  deducted  in  the  treasury  esti- 
mates. In  making  this  comparison,  I  beg  not  to  be  un- 
derstood as  expressing  any  approbation  of  the  treasury 
ache.-ne.  That  scheme  proposed  to  make  a  reduction  on 
the  present  duties  of  between  six  and  seven  millions  of 
dollars,  which,  according  to  any  ftir  estimate  of  the  pre- 
sent and  future  revenue  of  the  country,  would  have  left  a 
aarplus  in  the  treasury  beyond  the  wants  of  the  country 
of  from  6,000,000  to  #8,000,000.  The  proposed  reduc- 
tion was  not  only  too  small,  but  it  was  made  in  much 
too  great  a  proportion  on  the  unprotected  articles,  and, 
being  expressly  announced  as  a  final  arrangement  of  the 
system,  was  altogether  inadmissible.  On  iron  the  duties 
ran  up  to  above  one  hundred  per  cent.i  on  coarse  cottons 
to  a  still  greater  amount;  and  on  every  other  article  the 
duties  were  still  higher.  But,  bad  as  was  the  scheme  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  bill  from  the  House 
was  much  worse,  and  this  is  infinitely  the  worst  of  all. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  H.  said  that  to  his  mind  it  was  per- 
fectly clear  that  this  bill,  in  its  present  sluipe,  had  not  a 
■ingle  feature  to  recommend  it  to  the  favor  of  any  but  the 
last  fHends  of  the  American  system.  It  is  neither  more 
nor  leas  than  the  resolution  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
reduced  to  the  form  of  a  law.  It  takes  off  the  duties  al- 
together from  almost  the  entire  mass  of  the  unprotected 
articles,  such  as  tea,  coffee,  spices,  fruits,  and  a  hundred 
other  articles  of  luxury,  and  reduces  them  to  almost  no- 
thing on  silks  and  wines,  while  it  leaves  the  protected  ar- 
ticles almost  untouched,  or  with  additional  burdens  thrown 
upon  them.  In  this  view  of  the  case,  it  affords  no  relief 
whatever  to  the  South.  It  only  aggravates  the  injustice 
of  which  we  complain.  It  throws  the  whole  burden  of 
federal  taxation  on  the  very  articles  the  duties  upon  which 
operate  as  a  tax  on  Southern  capital  and  labor,  and  as  a 
bounty  upon  the  industry  and  capital  of  another  section  of 
the  Union.  Tlie  passage  of  such  a  bill  as  this  would  only 
be  regarded  as  the  consummation  of  the  protecting  policy. 
It  leaves  no  hope  for  the  future.  It  must  rivet  upon  the 
country,  irretrievably  and  forever,  a  system  which  he  did 
most  conscientiously  believe  was  hostile  to  the  general 
welfare — utterly  unconstitutional — and  destructive  of  the 
best  interests  and  dearest  riglits  of  the  plantation  States. 
The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  expressed  a  hope — 
doubUess  most  sinCerely  entertained — that  the  South 
would  receive  this  bill  as  a  peace-offering,  founded  on 
concession  and  compromise;  and  he  had  kmdiy  tendered 
his  advice  that  we  should  go  home,  and  say  to  our  consti- 
tuents that  we  had  accomplished  all  that  we  bad  a  right  to 
expect)  that  our  grievances  were  redressed;  and  thus  the 
country  would  be  once  mure  restored  to  harmony  and 
peace.  Let  me  tell  that  gentleman,  sir,  that  if,  with  my 
convictions  of  the  true  character  of  this  bill,  I  could  go  to 
my  constituents  with  such  language  on  my  lips,  I  should 
go  home  "with  a  lie  in  my  mouth."  No,  sir!  when  I 
speak  on  such  a  subject,  I  shall  speak  the  honest  con- 
victions of  my  mind;  and  shall  be  constrained,  how- 
ever reluctantly,  to  declare,  as  I  now  do  in  the  presence 
of  this  House,  my  country,  and  my  God,  that  the  Ameri- 
can system  has  become  the  settled  policy  of  the  country; 
that  the  hopes  of  the  South  are  at  an  end;  and,  as  far  as 
their  prosperity  is  dependent  on  federal  legislation,  their 
ruin  sealed. 

NoTK. — The  Senate  finally  receded  from  such  of  their 
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amendments  as  were  disagreed  to  by  the  House.  The 
points  in  dispute,  however,  were  very  few,  and  not  of 
much  importance. 

The  following  were  the  only  material  items: 

1st.  The  fifty-seven  per  cent,  on  woollens,  passed  by 
the  Senate,  was  reduced  to  fifty  per  cent  as  proposed  by 
the  House. 

2d.  Sail  duck  was  left,  as  proposed  by  the  House,  at 
fifteei\  per  cent. 

3d.  Cotton  bagging  was  left  at  three  and  a  half  cents, 
as  passed  by  the  House,  instead  of  four  cents. 

4th.  Sugar  was  left  at  two  and  a  half  cents,  as  proposed 
by  the  House,  instead  of  being  left  at  three  cents,  the  pre- 
sent duty. 

Calculated  even  on  this  basis,  Mr.  McDurni  estimated 
the  increase  of  duty  on  the  protected  articles  at  $1,406,000 
beyond  the  present  tariff.  Making  allowance  for  the  fiill 
of  prices,  it  cannot  be  doubte<l  that  the  duties  now  impoiv 
ed  ai-e  much  gi-eater,  ad  valorem,  than  they  were  in  1828, 
without  taking  into  account  the  cash  duties,  or  change  in 
the  pound  sterling. 

Mr.  BROWN  said,  before  the  question  was  taken  on 
the  final  passage  of  the  bill  then  under  consideration,  he 
felt  that  it  was  due  to  those  whom  he  had  the  honor  in 
part  to  represent  in  that  body,  and  likewise  to  himself, 
to  explain  the  motives  which,  on  the  most  deliberate  const- 
deration,  would  induce  him  to  vote  in  opposition  to  the 
bill.  This  he  would  do  in  a  very  few  words.  If  the 
question  had  been  brought  to  the  consideration  of  the  Se- 
nate, in  the  form  of  a  bill,  at  an  earlier  period  of  the  ses- 
sion, he  should  have  availed  himself  of  the  occasion  to  have 
expressed  his  views  generally  on  a  subject  of  such  deep 
and  momentous  interest  to  the  country.  To  consume  time 
in  unprofitable  discussion  at  that  advanced  period  of  the 
session,  would  be  as  little  in  accordance  with  his  feerngs 
as  it  would  be  respectful  to  the  body  which  he  addressed. 
He  had  felt  the  most  anxious  sojicitude  that  some  adjust- 
ment of  this  question,  dictated  by  a  spurit  of  conciliation, 
should  be  made  before  the  adjournment  of  Congress.  In- 
fluenced by  a  spirit  of  that  kind,  he  had  come  to  the  de- 
termination to  vote  for  the  bill  which  had  passed  the  House 
of  Representatives,  unless  made  more  objectionable  by 
amendments  in  the  Senate.  He  admitted  that  the  bill, 
as  it  came  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  stopped 
far,  very  far,  short  of  reducing  the  revenue  to  that 
standard  which  the  condition  of  our  fiscal  afiairs  required, 
and  which  justice  to  a  large  portion  of  the  Union  de- 
manded. But  it  proposed  a  reduction,  and,  from  the  beat 
examination  he  had  been  able  to  give  to  the  subject,  a 
substantial  reduction,  on  a  number  of  articles  which  enter- 
ed extensively  into  the  consumption  of  the  whole  agricul- 
tural portion  of  the  Southern  States.  It  had  been  said  by 
one  honorable  Senator,  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  that 
voting  for  the  bill,  as  it  came  from  the  House,  would  con- 
cede the  constitutional  right  of  the  Government  to  protect 
manufactures.  He  [Mr.  B.]  viewed  the  subject  in  a  very 
different  light.  He  had  yet  to  learn  upon  what  principle  it 
was  unconstitutional  to  vote  for  a  bill  diminishing  the  bur- 
dens of  his  constituents,  and  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
to  mitigate  the  evils  of  the  system.  In  expressing  his 
intention  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House, 
he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that  he  should 
not  have  supported  it  as  a  measure  of  compromise.  Ther 
had  no  authority  to  compromise  the  rights  of  their  consti- 
tuents on  great  questions  deeply  affecting  their  tnteresti. 
Nor  would  be,  if  he  possessea  the  authority,  exercise  it  in 
reference  to  this  question. 

He'was  hostile,  on  principle,  to  the  whole  protecting 
system;  and,  while  he  was  honored  with  a  seat  in  that  body, 
he  would  contribute  his  humble  efforts,  on  all  proper  oc- 
casions, to  eradicate  from  our  laws  a  principle  which  he 
believed  incompatible  with  the  enlightened  spirit  of  the 
age,  and  of  free  Government.     This  much  he  had  deemed 
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it  his  duty  to  say  in  reference  to  the  bill  as  it  came  from 
the  House.  He  wouU^now  assigii,  in  a  very  few  words,  the 
reasons  which  would  influence  him  to  vote  arainst  it,  as 
amended  by  the  Senate.  The  amendments  nad,  in  bis 
opinion,  destroyed  whatever  of  value  was  contained  in  the 
bill,  by  increanng  the  duties  on  the  protected  articles;  and 
be  viewed  its  passage,  in  its  present  shape,  as  substan- 
tially re-enacting  some  of  the  most  obnoxious  features  of 
the  tariff  of  1828. 

He  must  be  permitted,  with  great  deference  to  the 
opinions  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate  who  thought  differ- 
ently, to  express  his  regret  that  any  addition  had  been 
made  to  the  rate  of  duties  proposed  by  the  bill  from  the 
House  of  Representatives.  To  that  body  the  constitution 
had  peculiarly  given  tlie  power  to  originate  bills  on  the 
delicate  and  interesting  question  of  taxation.  It  emanated 
directly  from  the  great  body  of  the  people,  and  was  pre- 
sumed to  represent  fairly  their  wishes  in  relation  to  that 
subject;  and  it  had,  by  a  most  decided  majority,  expressed 
its  opinion  in  favor  of  a  reduction  of  duties. 

The  extraordinary  spectacle  was  presented  in  our  coun- 
tiy  of  continuing  a  system  of  unjust  and  oppressive  taxa- 
tion, not  called  for  by  the  exigencies  of  the  nation,  but  to 
benefit  a  few  monopolists.  He  hoped  that  the  Justice,  in- 
telligence, and  patriotism  of  the  people  would  correct  this 
evil,  and  save  the  Union  from  the  disastrous  consequences 
which  were  likely  to  result  from  persevering  in  such  a 
system. 

Mr.  CLAY  made  a  few  remarks  in  reply,  when 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  bill  was  passed  by  the 
following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Marcy,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,'  Tomlinson, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  ATilkins.— 32. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter, 
Tazewell,  Troup,  Tyler,  White 16. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAY,  the  Senate  then  proceeded  to 
conmder  the  resolution  from  the  House,  appointing  this 
day  for  the  day  of  adjournment. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  striking 
out  «'9th"  and  inserting  "••  16th." 

Mr.  GKUNDY  suggested  Thursday  as  the  best  day  for 
adjournment,  and  proposed  that  the  Senate  should  disa' 
gree  to  the  resolution  from  the  House,  and  that  he  would 
then  lay  a  resolution  on  the  table  to  adjourn  on  Thursday, 
which  might  lie  on  the  table  until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  stated  that  there  was  an  important 
measure  under  the  consideration  of  the  Executive,  which 
he  was  not  compelled  to  return  to  this  House  in  less  than 
ten  days,  (Sundays  excluded.)  He  therefore  suggested 
to  insert  Tuesday,  the  ITth. 

Mr.  CLAY  moved  to  strike  out  the  word  "ninth,"  and 
sud  he  should  then  move  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table 
until  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  moved  to  lay  the  whole  subject  on  the 
table.     Negatived — yeas  19,  nays  27. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  stated  that  the  fixing  of  Tuesday  was 
holding  out  the  idea  that  Congress  would  not  adjourn 
until  the  message  expected  from  the  President  shall  be 
received ,  and  that  he  could  not  vote  for  it. 
■  Mr.  CLAY  said  that  the  city  was  full  of  rumors;  and 
although  gentlemen  who  voted  against  the  great  measure 
to  which  he  referred,  might  find  no  difficulty  in  making 
their  peace  with  their  constituents,  gentlemen  on  tlie  other 
side  would  be  placed  in  an  awkward  situation. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  had  no  fear  that  any  attempt 
would  be  made  in  any  quarter  to  evade  proper  responsi- 


bility. He  thought  that  such  evasion  would  be  disrepcti. 
ble,  and  he  would  vote  with  those  who  desired  the  fiiUttt 
days  to  be  allowed  to  the  President. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  9th,  and  insert  the  \(t^ 
was  then  a^eed  to;  and  the  resolution,  as  amcndt^  n 
concurred  m. 


TuESDiiT,  JniT  10. 
THE  BANK  VETO. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  President  of  (k 
United  States,  by  the  hands  of  Mr.  Donebon,  his  print; 
Secretuy,  returning  the  act  to  modify  and  continnc  tke 
act  to  incorporate  the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  tbe 
United  States,  with  his  objections  to  the  same.  [See  Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  that  the  constitution  made  it  Ike 
duty  of  tbe  House  to  which  such  communication  wu 
made,  on  receipt  of  it,  to  cause  it  to  be  recorded  atleuOi 
on  its  journals,  and  then  solemnly  to  take  tbe  questun 
whether  the  act  shall  become  a  law,  the  Preadent'i  ok. 
jections  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  The  consAii- 
tion  prescribes  that  the  House  shall  proceed  to  this  d<. 
cision  thereupon.     It  was  tbe  practice  of  Congraito 

ffive  a  proper  time  for  the  transcript  of  the  mesaigc,  aod 
or  a  respectful  consideration  of  the  subject.  In  aeet^ 
less  importance,  it  was  the  custom  to  proceed  imnw^tdf 
to  the  decision.  But,  in  this  case,  it  was  rcspectfiil  to 
the  President,  to  the  length  of  the  paper  which  had  bra 
read,  to  the  high  character  of  tbe  various  topic*  vhidiit 
embraced,  and  to  the  general  importance  of  the  wbjed, 
that  the  Senate  should  assign  such  day  and  hour  for  tak- 
ing tbe  message  into  consideration,  as  would  be  agitet- 
ble  under  the  existing  circumstances.  Presunia;  tbM 
the  presiding  officer  would  direct  the  message  to  be  en- 
tered on  the  journals,  he  wooM  now  move  to  postpow 
the  further  connderation  of  this  communicatiaii  mtil 
eleven  o'clock  to-morrow,  [to-day.  ] 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  disposed  of  a  number  of  bills,  witboul  de- 
bate, and  then  spent  the  remainder  of  the  day  in  execi- 
tive  business. 

Wkdnxsdat,  Jult  II. 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  tbe  mnsop 
from  the  House  of  Representatives,  agrreeing  to  jone, 
and  disagp-eeing  to  other  of  the  amendments  of  the  Seotte 
to  the  bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  act  impoong  duties 
on  imports. 

Mr.  WILKINS  moved  that  the  Senate  now  «skt  con- 
ference of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  Ibitao* 
mittee  be.  appointed  to  confer  with  such  conmiittee  » 
may  be  appointed  by  the  House.  His  object  wM  ^* 
every  thing  which  could  be  done  to  reconcile  the  Wo- 
ences  between  the  two  Houses.  His  idea  w»s  to  uk  '* 
a  conference;  and,  in  the  mean  time,  to  retain  the  biU  m 
the  Senate,  so  that,  afterwards,  tbe  Senate  might  either 
recede  or  insist.  ^. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  seconded  the  motioii.  '<•"?* 
wish  that  the  session  should  not  pass  away  witbool 'J" 
passage  of  this  bill;  and  he  thought  this  object  more  i»f- 
ly  to  be  obtained  if  a  conference  were  to  be  held  in  ™' 
stage,  rather  than  after  the  Senate  should  have  insisted  w 
their  amendments.  It  would  be  more  likely  no'  ""^ 
productive  of  good  feeling.  , 

Mr.  CLAY  considered  the  motion  to  be  strictly  in  onle^ 
He  considered  that  a  conference  might  be  heW  m  «"J 
stage  of  the  disagreement.  He  was  of  opinion,  ''°5"  ' 
that  the  best  mode  would  be  to  Uke  the  quertioo  few  ?J 
innsting  on  the  amendments.    But  as  the  cluinnu  v' 
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Coimnittee  on  Manufactures  bad  aaiented  to  the  other 
courae,  he  could  not  have  any  objection. 

Mr.  KING  was  of  opinion  that  the  course  prescribed 
by  this  motion,  altliough  in  order,  was  unusual^  and  be 
had  a  preference  for  the  ordinary  course. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  was  of  opinion  that,  with  a  view  to 
economy  of  time,  it  might  be  better  to  take  the  confer- 
ence course,  in  order  to  diminish  tlie  points  of  difference. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  motion  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  BROWN  and  Mr.  HAYNE  opposed  the  motion. 

Mr.  CLA.YTON  sUted  that  he  should  vote  in  its  favor. 
He  considered  the  bill  endangered  if  the  two  Houses 
should  fail  to  agree  to  these  amendments.  '  If  the  ques- 
tion were  first  taken  on  a  motion  to  recede  or  insist,  the 
opinions  of  Senators  would  be  committed,  and  the  proba 
bility  of  agreement  would  thus  be  weakened.  All,  there 
fore,  who  felt  a  desire  for  an  adjustment  of  tlie  tariff  at 
thia  session,  should  vote  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  took  a  similar  view.  He  thought 
that,  by  having  a  conference  now,  tlie  differences  which 
existed  might  be  settled  in  a  spirit  of  compromise.  He 
wished  the  country  to  know  that  there  were  individuals  in 
the  Senate  who  were  disposed  to  make  evexy  effort  to 
obtain  an  adjustment. 

Mr.  GRUNDY  thought  it  would  be  the  preferable  mode 
to  take  the  question  first  on  a  motion  to  recede  or  insbt, 
and  let  the  conference  follow. 

Afterafew  remarks  from  Mr.  POINDEXTERin  favor  of, 
and  Mr.  FORSYTH  against  the  motion,  the  latter  moved 
to  lay  the  bill  and  amendments  on  the  table.  Negatived, 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Clay,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy, 
Hayne,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Smitli,  Tazewell,  Tyler,  Waggaman,  White. 
—19. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Brown,  Buckner,  Chambers, 
Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
ling-huysen,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Knight,  Marcy, 
Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Bobiiuon,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Web- 
ster, Wilkins.— 29. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Wii-Kixs,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Buckner,  Chambers,  CUy,  Clay- 
ton, Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  FreUng- 
huyaen.  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Bugles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprsgue, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 26. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grun- 
dy, Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Mjiier,  Moore,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White.— 21. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  following  mem- 
bers appointed  to  compose  the  committee,  viz. 

Messrs.  Wilkiits,  Dickibsoh,  and  Uathi. 

THE  BANK  VETO. 

The  hour  of  eleven  having  arrived,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  renewing  and 
modifying  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
with  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
aasignmg  his  reasons  for  refusing  to  approve  and  sign  the 
same.  And  the  question  being  on  passing  the  bill,  said 
objections  notwithstanding. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  as 
follows: 

Mr.  President,  no  one  will  deny  the  high  importance  of 
the  subject  now  before  us.  Oangress,  alter  full  delibera- 
tion and  discussion,  has  passed  a  bill  for  extending  the 
duration  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  by  decisive 
majorities  in  both  Houses.  It  has  adopted  this  measure 
not  until  its  attention  had  been  called  to  the  subject  in 
three  successive  annual  messages  of  the  President.     The 


bill  having  been  thus  passed  by  both  Houses,  and  having 
been  duly  presented  to  the  President,  instead  of  sig^ning 
and  approving  it,  he  has  returned  it  with  objections. 
These  objections  go  against  the  whole  substance  of  the 
law  originally  creating  the  bank.  They  deny,  in  effect, 
that  the  bank  is  constitutional;  they  deny  that  it  is  expe- 
dient; tliey  deny  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  public  service. 

It  is  not  to  be  doubted  that  the  constitution  gives  the 
President  the  power  which  he  has  now  exercised;  but, 
while  the  power  Is  admitted,  the  grounds  upon  which  it 
has  been  exerted  become  fit  subjects  of  examination. 
The  constitution  makes  it  the  duty  of  Congress,  in  cases 
like  this,  to  reconsider  the  measure  which  they  have 
passed,  to  weigh  the  force  of  the  President's  objection* 
to  that  measure,  and  to  take  a  new  vote  upon  the  question. 

Before  the  Senate  proceeds  to  this  second  vote,  I  pro- 
pose to  make  some  remarks  upon  these  objections.  And, 
in  the  first  place,  it  is  to  be  observed  that  they  are  such 
as  to  extinguish  all  hope  that  the  present  bank,  or  any 
bank  at  all  resembling  it,  or  resembling  any  known  nnu- 
Ur  institution,  can  ever  receive  his  approbation.  He 
states  no  terms,  no  qualifications,  no  conditions,  no  modi- 
fications, which  can  reconcile  him  to  the  essential  pro- 
visions of  the  existing  charter.  He  is  sgainst  the  bank, 
and  against  any  bank  constituted  in  a  manner  known  either 
to  this  or  any  other  country.  One  advantage,  therefore, 
is  certainly  obtained  by  presenting  him  the  bill.  It  haa 
caused  his  sentiments  to  be  made  known.  There  is  no 
longer  any  mystery,  no  longer  a  contest  between  hope  and 
fear,  or  between  those  prophets  who  predicted  a  vet«», 
and  those  who  foretold  an  approval.  The  bill  is  nega- 
tived; the  President  has  assumed  the  responsibility  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  bank;  and  the  oountry  must  prepare 
itself  to  meet  that  chapge  in  its  concerns,  which  the  ex- 
piration of  the  charter  will  produce.  Mr.  President,  I 
will  not  conceal  my  opinion  that  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try are  approaching  an  important  and  dangerous  crims. 
At  the  very  moment  of  almost  unparalleled  general  pros- 
perity, there  appears  an  unaccountable  disposition  to 
destroy  the  most  useful  and  most  approved  institutions  of 
the  Government.  Indeed,  it  seems  to  be  in  the  midst  of 
all  this  national  happiness,  that  some  are  found  openly  to 
question  the  advantages  of  the  constitution  itself;  and 
many  more  ready  to  embarrass  the  exercise  of  its  just 
power,  weaken  its  authority,  and  undermine  its  founda- 
tions. How  far  these  notions  may  be  earried,  it  is  impossi- 
ble yet  to  say.  We  have  before  us  the  practical  result  of 
one  of  them.      The  bank  has  fallen,  or  is  to  fall. 

It  is  now  certain  that,  without  a  change  in  our  public 
councils,  this  bank  will  not  be  continued,  nor  will  any  other 
be  established,  which,  according  to  the  general  sense  and 
language  of  mankind,  can  be  entiUed  to  the  name.  In 
three  years  and  nine  months  from  the  present  moment, 
the  charter  of  the  bank  expires;  within  that  period, 
therefore,  it  must  wind  up  its  concerns.  It  must  call  in 
its  debts,  withdraw  its  bills  from  circulation,  and  cease 
from  all  its  ordinary  operations.  All  this  is  to  be  done  in 
three  years  and  nine  months;  because,  although  there  is  a 
provision  in  the  charter  rendering  it  lawful  to  use  the  ■ 
corporate  name  for  two  years  after  the  expiration  of  tha 
charter,  yet  this  is  allowed  only  for  the  purpose  of  suiti^ 
and  for  the  sale  of  the  estate  belonging  to  the  bank,  and 
for  no  other  purpose  whatever.  The  whole  active  busi- 
ness of  the  bank,  its  custody  of  public  deposites,  its  trans- 
fers of  public  moneys,  its  dealing  in  exchange,  UI  its  loans 
and  discounts,  and  all  its  issues  of  bills  for  circulation, 
must  cease  and  determine  on  or  before  the  3d  day  of 
March,  1836;  and,  within  the  same  period,  it^  debts-must 
be  collected,  as  no  new  contract  can  be  nutde  with  it^  aa 
a  corporation,  for  the  renewal  of  loans,  or  discount  of 
notes  or  bills,  after  that  time. 

The  President  is  of  opinion  that  this  time  u  long  enough 
to  close  the  concerns  of  the  inotittttion  without  inconre- 
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nience.  His  language  is:  "  The  time  allowed  the  bank  to 
close  its  concerns  is  ample,  and,  if  it  hiis  been  well  man- 
aged, its  pressure  will  be  light,  and  heavy  only  in  case  its 
management  has  been  bad.  If,  therefore,  it  shall  produce 
distress,  the  fault  will  be  its  own."  Sir,  this  is  all  no  more 
than  general  statement,  without  &ct  or  argument  to  sup- 
port it.  We  know  what  the  management  of  tlie  bank 
has  been,  and  wc  know  the  present  state  of  its  affairs. 
We  can  judge,  therefore,  whether  it  be  probable  that  its 
capital  can  be  all  called  in,  and  the  circulation  of  its  bills 
withdrawn,  in  three  years  and  nine  months,  by  any  dis- 
cretion or  prudence  in  management,  without  producing 
distress.  The  bank  has  discounted  liberally,  in  compliance 
with  the  wants  of  the  community.  The  amount  due  to  it 
on  loans  and  discounts,  in  certain  large  divisions  of  the 
country,  is  great;  so  gp-eat,  that  I  do  not  perceive  how  any 
man  can  believe  that  it  can  be  paid  within  the  time  now 
limited,  without  distress.  Let  us  look  at  known  facts. 
Thirty  millions  of  the  capital  of  the  bank  are  now  out,  on 
loans  and  discounts,  in  the  States  on  the  Mississippi  and  its 
waters:  ten  of  these  millions  on  the  discount  of  bills  of 
exchange,  foreign  and  domestic,  and  twenty  millions  loan- 
ed on  promissory  notes.  Now,  sir,  how  is  it  possible  that 
this  vast  amount  can  be  collected  in  so  short  a  period, 
without  suffering,  by  any  management  whatever?  We 
are  to  remember  that  when  the  collection  of  this  debt  be- 
gins, at  that  same  time  the  existing  medium  of  payment, 
that  is,  the  circulation  of  the  bills  of  the  bank,  wiU  begin 
also  to  be  restrained  and  withdrawn,  and  thus  the  means 
of  payment  miist  be  limited  just  when  tlie  necessity  of 
making  payment  becomes  pressing.  The  whole  debt  is 
to  be  paid,  and  with'^i  the  same  time  the  whole  circulation 
withdrawn. 

The  local  banks,  where  there  are  such,  will  be  able  to 
afford  little  assistance;  because  they  themselves  will  feel 
a  full  share  of  the  pressure.  They  will  not  be  in  a  con- 
dition to  extend  their  discounts;  but,  in  all  probability, 
obliged  to  curtail  them.  Whence,  then,  are  tlie  means 
to  come  for  paying  this  debt,  and  in  what  medium  is 
payment  to  be  made?  If  all  this  may  be  done,  with  but 
slight  pressure  on  the  community,  what  course  of  conduct 
is  to  accomplish  it?  How  is  it  to  be  done?  'What  other 
thirty  millions  are  to  supply  the  place  of  tliese  thirty  mil 
lions,  now  to  be  called  in?  What  other  circulation  or 
medium  of  payment  is  to  be  adopted,  in  the  place  uf 
the  bills  of  the  bank?  The  message,  following  a  singu- 
lar strain  of  argument  which  had  been  used  in  this 
House,  has  a  loud  lamentation  upon  the  suffering  of  the 
Western  States,  on  account  of  their  being  obliged  to  pay 
even  interest  on  this  debt.  This  payment  of  interest  is, 
itself,  represented  as  exhausting  their  means,  and  ruinous 
to  their  prosperity.  Bat  if  the  interest  cannot  be  paid 
without  pressure,  can  both  interest  and  principal  be  paid 
in  four  years  without  pressure?  The  truth  is,  the  interest 
has  been  paid,  is  paid,  and  may  continue  to  be  paid, 
without  any  pressure  at  all;  because  the  money  borrow- 
ed is  profitably  employed  by  those  who  borrow  it,  and 
the  rate  of  interest  which  they  pay  is  at  least  two  per 
cent,  lower  than  the  actual  value  of  money  in  that  part  of 
the  country.  But  to  pay  the  whole  princ'ipul  in  less  than 
four  years,  losing,  at  the  same  time,  the  existing  and  ac- 
customed means  and  facilities  of  payment  created  by  the 
bank  itself,  and  to  do  this  without  extreme  embarrass- 
ment, without  absolute  distress,  is,  in  my  judgment,  im- 
possible. I  hesitate  not  to  say  that,  as  this  veto  travels  to 
the  West,  it  will  depreciate  the  value  of  every  man's 
property,  from  the  Atlantic  States  to  the  capital  of  Mis- 
souri. Its  effects  will  be  felt  in  the  price  of  lands,  the 
great  and  leading  article  of  Western  property;  in  tlie 
price  of  crops;  in  the  products  of  labor;  m  the  repression 
of  enterprise;  and  in  embarrassment  to  every  kind  of 
business  and  occupation.  I  take  this  opinion  strongly, 
because  I  have  no  doubt  of  its  truth,  and  am  willing  its 


correctness  should  be  judged  by  the  erent.  Witbo«t 
personal  acquaintance  with  the  Western  States,  I  know 
enough  of  their  condition  to  be  satisfied  that  what  I  have 
predicted  must  happen.  The  people  of  the  West  are 
rich,  but  their  riches  con.sist  in  their  immense  quantities 
of  excellent  land,  in  the  products  of  these  lands,  and  in 
their  spirit  of  enterprise.  The  actual  value  of  money,  or 
rate  of  interest,  witli  them  is  high,  because  their  pecuniaiy 
capitid  bears  little  proportion  to  their  landed  interest.  At  an 
average  rate,  money  is  not  worth  less  than  eight  per  cent, 
per  annum  throughout  the  whole  Western  country,  notwith- 
standing that  it  has  now  a  loan,  or  an  advance,  from  the 
bank  of  thirty  millions,  at  six  per  cent.  To  call  in  this 
loan  at  the  rate  of  eight  millions  a  year,  in  addition  to  die 
interest  on  the  whole,  and  tp  take  away,  at  the  same  time, 
that  circulation  which  constitutes  so  great  a  portion  of  the 
medium  of  payment  throughout  that  whole  regicm,  is  an 
operation  which,  however  wisely  conducted,  cannot  but 
inflict  a  blow  on  the  community  of  tremendous  force  and 
frightful  consequences.  The  thing  cannot  be  done  with- 
out distress,  bankruptcy,  and  ruin  to  many.  If  the  Pre- 
sident had  seen  any  practicable  manner  in  which  this 
change  might  be  eflected,  without  producing  theae  con- 
sequences, he  would  have  rendered  infinite  service  to  the 
community  by  pointing  it  out.  But. he  has  pointed  Out 
nothing,  he  has  suggested  nothing;  he  contents  bimsetf 
with  saying,  without  giving  any  reason,  that  if  the  pressure 
be  heavy,  the  fault  will  be  the  bank's.  I  hope  this  is  not 
merely  an  attempt  to  forestall  opinion,  and  to  throw  on 
the  bank  the  responsibility  of  those  evils  which  threaten 
the  country,  for  the  sake  of  removing  it  from  himself. 

The  responsibility  justly  lies  with  him,  and  there  it  ought 
to  remain.  A  great  majority  of  the  people  are  satined 
with  the  bank  as  it  is,  'and  desirous  that  it  should  be  con- 
tinued. They  wished  no  change.  The  strength  of  tliis 
public  sentiment  has  carried  the  bill  through  Congress, 
ag.iinst  all  the  influence  of  the  administration,  and  all  the 
power  of  organized  party.  But  the  President  has  under- 
taken, on  his  own  responsibility,  to  arrest  the  measure, 
by  refusing  his  assent  to  the  bill.  He  is  answerable  for 
tlie'consequcnccs,  therefore,  which  necessarily  fi>llow  the 
change  which  the  expiration  of  the  bank  charter  may 
produce:  and  if  t^ese  consequences  shall  prove  disastrouj^ 
tliey  can  fairly  be  ascribed  to  hb  policy  only,  and  to  the 
policy  of  his  administration. 

Although,  sir,  I  have  spoken  of  the  effects  of  this  Teto 
in  the  Western  country,  it  has  not  been  because  I  conn- 
dered  that  part  of  the  United  SUtcs  exclusively  aiTected 
by  it. 

Some  of  the  Atlantic  States  may  feel  its  consequences, 
perhaps,  as  sensibly  as  those  of  the  West,  though  not  fiw 
the  same  reasons.  The  concern  manifested  by  Pennsyl- 
vania for  the  renewal  of  the  charter,  shows  her  sense  of 
the  importance  of  the  bank  to  her  own  interest,  and  that 
of  the  nation.  That  great  and  enterprising  State  has  en- 
tered into  an  extensive  system  of  internal  improvements, 
which  necessarily  makes  heavy  demands  on  her  credit  an<l 
her  resources;  and  by  the  sound  and  acceptable  currency 
which  the  bank  affords,  by  the  stability  which  it  gives  to 
private  credit,  and  by  occasional  advances  made  in  antici- 
pation of  her  revenues,  and  in  aid  of  her  great  objects, 
she  has  found  herself  benefited,  doubtless  in  no  iitcona- 
deriable  degree.  Her  Legislature  has  instructed  her  Se- 
nators here  to  advocate  the  renewal  of  the  charter  at  this 
session;  they  have  obeyed  her  voice,  and  yet  they  have 
the  misfortune  to  find  that,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Prcs- 
dent,  the  measure  is  unconstitutional,  unnecessary,  dan- 
gerous to  liberty,  and  is,  moreover,  ill-timed-  But,  Mr. 
President,  it  is  not  the  local  interest  of  the  West,  nor  the 
particular  interest  of  Pennsylvania,  or  any  other  State,  • 
which  has  influenced  Congress  in  passing  this  bill. 

It  has  been  governed  by  a  wise  foresight,  and  by  a  de- 
sire to  avoid  embarrassment  in  the  pecuniary  concerns  of 
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Jie  countty,  to  secure  the  safe  collection  and  convenient 
Tansmission  of  public  moneys,  to  maintain  the  circulation 
of  this  country,  sound  and  safe  as  it  now  happily  is,  against 
the  possible  efrects  of  a  wild  spirit  of  speculation.  Find- 
ing the  bank  highly  useful,  Congress  has  thought  fit  to 
provide  for  its  continuance. 

As  to  the  time  of  passing  this  biD,  it  would  seem  to  be 
tbe   last  thing  to  be  thought  of  as  a  ground  of  objection 
by  tlie  President;  since,  from  the  date  of  his  first  message 
to  the  present  time,  he  has  never  failed  to  call  our  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  with  all  possible  apparent  earnestness. 
So  early  as  December,  1829,  in  his  message  to  the  (wo 
Houses,  he  declares  that  he  "  cannot,  in  justice  to  the 
parties  interested,  too  soon  present  the  subject  to  the  de- 
liberate consideration  of  the  Legislature,  in  order  to  avoid 
the  evils  resulting  from  precipitancy,  in  a  measure  involv- 
ing' auch  important  principles  and  such  deep  pecuniary 
interests."    Aware  of  this  early  invitation  given  to  Con- 
greas  to  take  up  the  subject,  by  the  President  himself, 
the  writer  of  the  message  seems  to  vary  the  ground  of  ob- 
jection, and,  instead  of  complaining  that  the  time  of  bring- 
ingp  forward  this  measure  was  premature,  to  insist,  rather, 
that,  aftcrthe  report  of  the  committee  of  the  other  House, 
the   bank  should  have  withdrawn  its  application  for  the 
present!     But  that  report  offers  no  just  ground,  surely, 
|br  such  withdrawal.     The  subject  was  before  Congress^ 
it   was  for  Congress  to  decide  upon  it,  with  all  the  light 
■hed  by  the  report;  and  the  question  of  postponement 
was  lost,  having  been  made  in  both  Houses,  by  clear  ma- 
joritiefl  in  each.     Under  such  circumstances,  it  would 
have  been  somewhat  singular,  to  say  the  least,  if  the  bank 
itaelf  bad  withdrawn  its  application.     It  is  indeed  known 
to  every  body,  that  the  report  of  the  committee,  or  any 
thin^  contained  in  that  report,  was  very  little  relied  on 
by  the  oppnsers  of  the  renewal.     If  it  has  been  discover- 
ed elsewhere  that  that  report  contained  matter  important 
in  itself,  or  which  should  have  led  to  further  inquily,  It 
may  be  proof  of  superior  sagacity;  but  certainly  no  such 
thin^  was  discerned  by  either  House  of  Congress. 

But,  sir,  do  we  not  now  see  that  it  was  time^and  high 
time',  to  press  this  bill,  and  to  sendrit  to  the  President? 
Does  not  the  event  teach  us  that  the  measure  was  not 
brought  forward  one  moment  tootarly?  The  time  had 
come  when  the  people  wished  to  know  the  decision  of  the 
administration  on  the  question  of  the  bank.  Why  con- 
ceal it,  or  postpone  its  declaration  ^  Why,  as  in  regard  to 
the  tariflT,  give  one  set  of  opinions  for  the  North,  and  an- 
other for  the  South? 

An  important  election  is  at  hand,  and  the  renewal  of  the 
bank  charter  is  a  pending  object  of  great  interest,  and 
some  excitement.  Should  not  the  opinions  of  men  high 
in  office,  and  candidates  for  re-election,  be  known,  on 
this  a*  on  other  important  public  questions^  Certainly,  it 
is  to  be  hoped  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  are 
not  yet  mere  man-worshippers,  that  they  do  not  choose 
tbeir  rulers  without  some  regard  to  their  political  princi- 
ples, or  political  opinions.  Were  they  to  do  this,  it  would 
be  to  subject  themselves  voluntarily  to  the  evils  which 
the  hereditary  transmission  of  power,  independent  of  all 
personal  qualifications,  inflicts  on  other  nations.  They 
will  judge  tbeir  public  servants  by  their  acts,  and  con- 
tinue, or  withhold,  their  confidence,  as  they  shall  think  it 
merited,  or  as  (hey  shall  think  it  forfeited.  In  every  point 
of  view,  therefore,  the  moment  had  arrived,  when  it  be- 
came the  duty  of  Congress  to  come  to  a  result  in  regard 
to  this  highly  important  measure.  The  interests  of  the 
Government,  the  interest  of  the  people,  the  clear  and  in- 
disputable voice  of  public  opinion,  all  called  upon  Con- 
fess to  act  without  further  loss  of  time.  It  has  acted, 
and  its  act  has  been  negatived  by  the  President;  and  this 
result  of  the  proceedings  here  places  the  question,  with 
aU  its  connexions  and  all  Its  incidents,  fully  before  the 
people. 


Before  proceeding  to  the  constitutional  question,  there 
are  some  other  topics,  treated  in  the  message,  which 
ought  to  be  noticed.  It  commenced  by  an  inflamed  state- 
ment of  what  it  calls  the  "favor"  bestowed  upon  the 
original  bank  by  the  Government,  or,  indeed,  as  it  is 
phrased,  the  "  monopoly  of  its  iavor  and  support;"  and 
through  the  whole  message  all  possible  clunges  are  rung 
on  the  "gratuity,"  the  "exclusive  privileges," and  "mo- 
nopoly," of  the  bank  charter.  Now,  sir,  the  truth  is,  that 
the  powers  conferred  on  the  bank  are.such,  and  no  other, 
as  are  usually  conferred  on  similar  institutions.  They 
constitute  no  monopoly,  although  some  of  them  are,  of 
necessity,  and  vrith  propriety,  exclusive  privileges.  "  The 
original  act,"  says  the  message,  "  operated  as  a  gratuity 
of  many  millions  to  the  stockholders."  What  fair  foun- 
dation is  there  for  this  remark?  The  stockholders  re- 
ceived their  charter  not  gratuitously,  but  for  a  valuable 
consideration  in  money,  prescribed  by  Congress,  and  ac- 
tually paid.  Sometimes  the  stock  has  been  above  par,  at 
other  times  below  par,  according  to  prudence  in  manage- 
ment, or  according  to  commercial  occurrences.  But  if, 
by  a  judidous  administration  of  its  afiairs,  it  had  kept  its 
stock  always  above  par,  what  pretence  would  (here  be, 
nevertheless,  for  saying  that  such  augmentation  of  its 
value  was  a  "  g^tuitv  from  Government?  The  mes- 
sage proceeds  to  declare  (hat  the  present  act  proposes 
another  donation,  another  gratuity,  to  the  same  men,  of 
at  least  seven  millions  more.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
an  extraordinary  statement,  and  an  extraordinary  style  of 
argument,  for  such  a  subject  and  on  such  an  occasion. 
In  the  first  place,  the  facts  are  all  assumed;  they  are  taken 
for  (rue  without  evidence.  There  are  no  proofs  that  any 
benefit  to  that  amount  will  accrue  to  the  stockholders,  nor 
any  experience  to  justify  the  expectation  of  it.  It  rests 
on  random  estimates,  or  mere  conjecture.  But  suppose 
the  continuance  of  the  charter  should  prove  beneficial  to 
the  stockhtdders,  do  they  not  pay  for  it?  They  give  twice 
as  much  for  a  charter  of  fifteen  years,  as  was  given  before 
for  one  of  twenty.  And  if  the  proposed  bonus  or  pre- 
mium be  not,  in  the  President's  judgment,  large  enough, 
would  he,  nevertheless,  on  such  a  mere  matter  of  opiraon 
as  that,  negative  the  whole  bill  ?  May  not  Congress  be 
trusted  to  decide,  even  on  such  a  subject  as  tlie  amount 
of  the  money  premium  to  be  received  b^  Government 
for  a  charter  of  this  kind?  But,  sir,  there  is  a  larger  aud 
a  much  more  just  view  of  this  subject.  The  bill  was  not 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  the  present  stock- 
holders. Their  benefit,  if  any,  is  incidental  and  collateral. 
Nor  was  it  passed  on  any  idea  that  they  had  a  right  to  a 
renewed  charter,  although  the  message  argues  against 
such  right,  as  if  it  had  been  somewhere  set  up  and  asserted. 
No  such  right  has  been  asserted  by  any  body. 

Congress  passed  the  bill,  not  as  a  bounty  or  a  fitvor  to 
the  present  stockholders,  nor  to  comply  with  any  demand 
of  right  on  their  part,  but  to  promote  great  public  inte- 
rests, for  great  public  objects.  Every  bank  roust  have 
some  stockholders,  unless  it  be  such  a  bank  as  the  Pres- 
dent  has  recommended,  and  in  regard  to  which  he  seems 
not  likely  to  find  much  concurrence  of  other  men's  opi- 
nions; and  if  the  stockholders,  whoever  they  may  be, 
conduct  the  affairs  of  the  bank  prudently,  the  expectation 
is  always,  of  course,  that  they  will  make  it  profitable  to 
themselves,  as  well  as  useful  to  the  public.  If  a  bank 
charter  is  not  to  be  granted,  because  it  may  be  profitable, 
either  in  a  small  or  great  degree,  to  the  stockholders,  no 
charter  can  be  granted.  The  objection  lies  against  all 
banks.  Sir,  the  object  aimed  at  by  such  institutions  is  to 
connect,the  public  safety  and  convenience  with  private 
interests^  It  has  been  found  by  experience  that  banks 
are  safest  under  private  management,  and  that  Govern- 
ment banks  are  among  the  must  dangerous  of  all  inven- 
tions. Now,  sir,  tlie  whole  drift  of  the  message  is  to  re- 
verse the  settled  judgment  «f  all  the  civilised  world,  and 
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to  set  up  Government  banks,  independent  of  private  in- 
terest, of  private  control.  For  this  purpose  the  messaf^e 
labors,  even  beyond  the  measure  of  all  its  other  labors,  to 
create  jealousies  and  prejudices,  on  the  g'round  of  the 
alleged  bene6t  which  mdividuals  will  derive  from  the  re- 
newal of  this  charter.  Much  less  effort  is  made  to.  show 
ti>at  Government,  or  the  public,  will  be  injured  by  the 
bill,  tlian  that  individuals  will  profit  by  it.  Following  up 
the  impulses  of  the  same  spirit,  the  message  goes  on 
gravely  to  allege  thi^t  the  act,  as  passed  by  Congress,  pro- 
poses to  make  a  present  of  some  millions  of  dollars  to 
foreigners;  because  a  portion  of  the  stock  is  holden  by 
foreigners.  Sir,  how  would  this  sort  of  argument  apply 
to  other  cases?  The  President  has  shown  himself  not 
only  willing,  but  anxious,  to  pay  off  the  three  per  cent, 
stocks  of  the  United  States  at  par,  notwithstanding  that  it 
i«  notorious  that  foreigners  are  owners  of  the  greater  part 
of  it.  Why  should  be  not  call  that  a  donation  to  foreign- 
en  of  many  millions? 

I  will  not  dwell  particularly  on  this  part  of  the  message. 
Its  tone  and  its  arguments  are  all  in  the  same  strun.  It 
speaks  of  the  certain  gain  of  the  present  stockholders,  of 
the  value  of  the  monopoly;  it  says  that  all  monopolies  are 

granted  at  the  expense  of  the  public;  that  tlie  many  mil- 
ons  which  this  bill  bestows  on  the  stockholders,  come 
out  of  the  earnings  of  the  people;  tiiat  if  Government 
sells  monopolies,  it  ought  to  sell  them  in  open  market; 
that  it  is  an  erroneous  idea  that  the  present  stockholders 
have  a  prescriptive  right  either  to  the  favor  or  the  bounty 
of  Goven\ment;  that  the  stock  is  in  the  hands  of  a  few, 
and  that  the  whole  American  people  are  excluded  from 
competition  in  the  purchase  of  the  monopoly.  To  all  this  I 
say,  again,  that  much  of  it  b  assumption  without  proof; 
much  of  it  is  an  argument  agunst  that  which  nobody  has 
maintained  or  asserted,  and  the  rest  of  it  would  be  equally 
strong  against  any  charter,  at  any  time.  These  objections 
existed  in  their  full  strength,  whatever  that  was,  against 
the  first  bank.  They  existed,  in  like  manner,  against  the 
present  bank  at  its  creation,  and  will  always  exist  against 
all  banks.  Indeed,  as  to  the  bill  now  before  us,  all  the 
fiuilt  found  with  that  is,  that  it  proposes  to  continue  the 
bank  substantially  as  it  now  exists.  "All  the  objection- 
able principles  of  the  existing  corporation,"  says  the  mes- 
sage, "  and  most  of  its  odious  features,  are  retained  without 
alleviation;",  so  that  the  measure  is  aimed  against  the 
bank,  as  it  has  existed  from  the  first,  and  ag^nst  any  and 
all  others  resembling  it  in  its  general  features!  Allow 
me  now,  sir,  to  take  notice  of  an  argument,  founded  on 
the  practical  operation  of  the  bank.  That  argument  is 
this.  Little  of  the  stock  of  the  bank  is  held  in  the  West, 
being  chiefly  owned  by  citizens  of  the  Southern  and 
Eastern  States,  and  by  foreigners.  But  the  Western  and 
Southwestern  States  owe  the  bank  a  heavy  debt,  so  heavy 
that  the  interest  amounts  to  a  miUion  six  hundred  thousand 
a  year.  This  interest  is  carried  to  the  Eastern  States, 
or  to  Europe,  annually,  and  its  payment  is  a  burden  on  the 
people  of  the  West,  and  a  drain  of  their  currency,  which 
no  country  can'  bear  without  inconvenience  and  distress. 
The  true  ciiaracter  and  the  whole  value  of  this  argument 
are  manifest  by  the  mere  statement  of  it.  The  people  of 
the  West  are,  from  their  situation,  necessarily  large  bor- 
rowers. They  need  money  capital,  and  they  borrow  it 
because  they  can  derive  a  benefit  from  its  use,  much  be- 
yond the  interest  which  they  pay.  They  borrow  at  six 
per  cent,  of  the  bank,  although  the  value  of  money  with 
them  is  at  least  as  high  as  eight.  Neverthaiess,  although 
they  borrowed  atthislow  rate  of  interest,and although  they 
use  all  they  borrow  thus  profitably,  yet  they  cannot  pay 
the  interest  without  "  inconvenience  and  distress;"  and 
then,  sir,  follows  the  logical  conclusion,  tliat  although 
they  cannot  pay  even  the  interest  without  inconvenience 
and  distress,  yet  less  than  four  years  is  ample  time  for  the 
bank  to  call  in  the  whole,  both  principal  and  interest. 


without  causing  more  than  a  lig^ht  pressure!  Thisiitk 
argument.  Then  follows  another,  which  may  be  Ow 
stated.  It  is  competent  to  the  States  to  tax  the  propotjf 
of  their  citizens  vested  in  the  stock  of  this  bank,  buttbe 
power  is  denied  of  taxing  the  stock  of  foreigners;  thetc- 
fore,  the  stock  will  be  worth  ten  or  fifteen  per  caA. 
more  to  foreigners  than  to  residents,  and  will  of  coune 
inevitably  leave  the  country,  and  make  the  Americu 
people  debtors  to  aliens  in  nearly  the  whole  amount  doe 
the  bank,  and  send  across  the  Atlantic  from  two  to  6re 
millions  of  specie  every  year,  to  pay  the  bank  dividends. 
Mr.  President,  arguments  like  these  might  be  more  readi- 
ly disposed  of,  were  it  not  that  the  high  and  officltl  aource 
from  which  they  proceed  imposes  the  necessity  of  tn*t- 
ing  them  with  respect.  In  tlie  first  place,  it  may  safely  be 
denied  that  the  stock  of  the  bank  is  any  more  viduable  to 
foreigners  than  to  our  own  citizens,  or  an  object  of  greater 
desire  to  them,  except  in  so  &r  as  capital  may  be  mote 
abundant  in  the  foreign  country,  and  therefore  its  ownrn 
more  in  want  of  opportunity  of  investment.  The  foreiyi 
stockholder  enjoys  no  exemption  from  taxation.  Uei^ 
of  course,  taxed  by  his  own  Government  for  his  incomei 
derived  from  this  as  well  as  other  property;  and  this  aa 
full  answer  to  the  whole  statement.  But  it  may  be  added, 
in  the  second  place,  that  it  is  not  the  practice  of  dTiliied 
States  to  tax  the  property  of  foreigners  under  such  cir- 
cumstances. Do  we  tax,  or  do  we  ever  tax,  the  foreign 
holders  of  our  public  debt?  Does  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  or  Ohio  tax  the  foreign  holders  of  stock  in  tte 
loans  contracted  by  either  of  these  States?  Certainly  not 
Sir,  I  must  confess  I  had  little  expected  to  see,  on  udi 
an  occasion  as  the  present,  a  labored  and  repeatedattempt 
to  produce  an  impression  on  the  public  opinion,  unfavo^ 
able  to  tlie  bank,  from  the  circumstance  that  foreigoen 
are  among  its  stockholders.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  sayiif 
that  I  deem  such  a  strain  of  remark  as  the  message  cos- 
tains,  on  tliis  point,  coming  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  be  injurious  to  the  credit  and  character 
of  the  country  abroad;  because  it  manifests  a  jealoaqr,  a 
lurking  disposition  not  to  respect  the  property  of  fbrogn- 
ers  invited  hither  by  our  own  laws.  And,  sir,  what  is  iti 
tendency  but  to  excite  this  jealousy,  and  create  groundlea 
prejudices? 

From  the  commencement  of  the  Goremment  it  has  bees 
thought  desirable  to  invite,  rather  than  to  repel,  the  intro- 
duction of  foreign  capital.  Our  stocks  have  all  been  open 
to  foreign  subscriptions,  and  the  State  banks,  in  likemia- 
ner,  are  free  to  foreign  ownership.  Whatever  State  baa 
created  a  debt,  has  been  willing  that  foreigners  should  Ik- 
come  purchasers,  and  desirous  of  it  How  long  is  it,  ff, 
once  Congress  itself  passed  a  law,  vesting  new  ptowen  m 
the  President  of  the  United  States  over  the  cities  in  tbis 
District,  for  the  very  purpose  of  increasing  their  aeSt 
abroad,  tl>e  better  to  enable  them  to  borrow  money  to  pay 
their  subscriptions  to  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  canal'  It 
is  easy  to  say  that  there  is  danger  to  liberty,  danger  to  in- 
dependence, in  a  bank  open  to  foreign  stockhoWers— be- 
cause it  is  easy  to  say  any  thing.  But  neither  reason  nor 
experience  proves  any  such  dang^.  The  foreign  stock- 
bolder  cannot  be  a  director.  He  has  no  voice  even  in  the 
choice  of  directors.  His  money  is  placed  entirely  in  the 
management  of  the  directors  appointed  by  the  Preaideat 
and  Senate,  and  by  the|American  stockliolders.  Sofcr* 
there  is  dependence,  or  influence,  citlier  way,  it  is  to  tta 
disadvantage  of  the  foreign  stockholder.  He  has  parted 
with  the  control  over  his  own  property,  instead  of  «ct- 
cinng  control  over  the  property  or  over  the  actions  of 
others.  And,  sir,  let  it  now  be  added,  in  further  answer 
to  tbis  whole  class  of  objections,  that  experience  has  ^u^ 
dantly  confuted  them  all.  This  Government  has  eiislrf 
forty-three  years,  and  has  maintained,  in  full  being  and 
operation,  a  bank,  such  as  is  now  proposed  to  be  renewed, 
for  thirty-six  years  out  of  the  for^-three.    We  bare  oertf 
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for  a.  moment  had  *  bank  not  subject  to  erery  one  ofthese 
objections.  Always  foreigners  might  be  stockholders; 
always  foreign  stock  has  been  exempt  from  State  taxation, 
aa  inuch  as  at  present;  always  the  same  power  and  privi- 
leges; always  all  that  which  is  now  called  a  "monopoly," 
»  ''gratuibr,"  a  "present,"  has  been  possessed  by  the 
bank.  And'  yet  there  has  been  found  no  danger  to  liberty, 
no  introduction  of  foreign  influence,  and  no  accumulation 
of  irresponsible  power  in  a  few  hands.  I  cannot  but  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  will  not 
nowyield  up  their  judgment  to  those  notions,  which  would 
reverse  all  our  past'^experience,  and  persuade  us  to  dis- 
continue a  useful  institution,  from  the  influence  of  vague 
and  unfounded  declamation  against  its  danger  to  the  pub- 
lic liberties.  Our  liberties,  indeed,  must  stand  upon  very 
frail  foundations,  if  the  Government  cannot,  without  en- 
dangering them,  avail  itself  of  those  common  facilities,  in 
the  collection  of  its  revenues,  and  the  management  of  its 
finances,  which  all  other  (jovemments,  in  commercial 
countries,  find  usefiil  and  necessary.  In  order  to  justify 
its  alarm  for  the  security  of  our  independence,  the  mes- 
sage supposes  a  case.  It  supposes  that  the  bank  should 
pass  principally  into  the  hands  of  the  subjects  of  a  foreign 
country,  and  that  we  should  be  involved  in  war  with  that 
country,  and  then  it  exclums,  "  what  would  be  our  con- 
dition?" Why,  nr,  it  is  plain  that  all  the  advantages  would 
be  on  our  side.  The  bank  would  still  be  our  institution, 
subject  to  our  own  laws,  and  allits  directors  elected  by 
ouraeWes:  and  our  means  would  be  enhanced,  not  by  the 
confiscation  and  plunder,  but  by  the  proper  use  of  the 
foreign  capital  in  our  hands.  And,  mr,  it  is  singular  enough, 
that  this  very  state  of  war,  from  which  this  argument 
against  a  bank  is  drawn,  is  the  very  thing  which,  more 
than  all  others,  convinced  the  country  and  the  Oovem- 
ntent  of  the  necessity  of  a  national  bank.  So  much  was 
the  want  of  such  an  institution  felt  in  the  late  war,  that 
the  subject  engaged  the  attention  of  Congress  constantly, 
from  the  declaration  of  that  war  down  to  the  time  when 
the  existing  bank  was  actually  established;  so  that,  in  this 
respect,  as  well  as  in  others,  the  argument  of  the  message 
is  directly  opposed  to  the  whole  experience  of  the  Go- 
Ternment,  and  to  the  general  and  long  settted  conviction 
of  the  country. 

I  now  proceed,  sir,  to  a  few  remarks  upon  the  Presi 
denfa  constitutional  objections  to  the  bank;  and  I  cannot 
forbear  to  say,  in  regard  to  them,  that  he  appears  to  me 
to  have  assumed  very  extraordinary  grounds  of  reasoning. 
He  denies  that  the  constitutionality  of  the  bank  is  a  set- 
tled question.  If  it  be  not,  will  it  ever  become  so,  or  what 
disputed  question  can  be  settled?  I  have  already  observ- 
ed, diat  for  thirty-six  years  out  of  the  forty-three,  during 
which  the  Government  has  been  in  being,  a  bank  has  ex- 
isted, such  as  is  now  proposed  to  be  contmued. 

As  early  as  1791,  after  gfreat  deliberation,  the  first  bank 
charter  was  passed  by  Congress,  and  approved  by  Presi- 
dent Washing^n.  It  established  an  mstitution,  resem- 
bling, in  all  things  now  objected  to,  the  present  bank. 
That  bank,  like  this,  could  take  lands  in  payment  of  its 
debts;  that  charter,  like  the  present,  gave  the  States  no 
power  of  taxation;  it  allowed  foreigners  to  hold  stock,  it 
restrained  Congress  from  creating  other  banks.  It  gave, 
also,  exclusive  privileges,  and  in  all  particulars  it  was,  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrines  of  the  message,  as  objectionable 
as  that  now  existing.  The  bank  continued  twenty  years. 
In  1816,  the  present  institution  was  established,  and  has 
been  ever  since  in  full  operation.  Now,  sir,  the  question 
of  the  power  of  Congress  to  create  such  institutions  has 
been  contested  in  every  manner  known  to  our  constitution 
and  laws.  The  forms  of  the  Government  fum'ish  no  new 
mode  in  which  to  try  this  question.  It  has  been  discuss- 
ed over  and  over  again,  in  Congress:  it  has  been  argued 
and  solemnly  adjudged  in  the  Supreme  Court;  every  Pre- 
sident, except  the  present,  has  considered  it  a  settled 


question;  many  of  the  State  Legislatures  have  instructed 
their  Senators  to  vote  for  the  bank;  the  tribunals  of  the 
States,  in  every  instance,  have  supported  its  constitution- 
ality; and,  beyond  all  doubt  and  dispute,  the  general  pub- 
lic opinion  of  the  country  has  at  all  times  given,  and  does 
now  give,  its  fidl  sanction  and  approbation  to  the  exercise 
of  this  power  as  being  a  constitutional  power.  There  has 
been  no  opinion  questioning  the  power,  expressed  or  inti- 
mated, at  any  time,  by  either  House  of  Congress,  by  any 
President,  or  by  any  respectable  judicial  tribunal.  Now, 
sir,  if  this  practice  of  near  forty  years,  if  these  repeated 
exertions  of  the  power,  if  this  solemn  a(^udication  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  with  the  concurrence  and  approbation  of 
public  opinion,  do  not  settle  the  question,  how  is  any  ques- 
tion ever  to  be  settled,  about  which  any  one  may  choose 
to  raise  a  doubt?  The  argument  of  the  message,  upon  the 
congressional  precedents,  is  either  a  bold  and  gross  falla- 
cy, or  else  it  is  an  assertion  without  prooft,  and  against 
known  facts.  The  message  admits  that,  in  1791,  Con- 
gress decided  in  favor  of  a  bank;  but  it  adds  that  another 
Congress,  in  1811,  decided  against  it.  Now,  if  it  be  meant 
that,  in  1811,  Congress  decided  against  the  bank  on  consti- 
tutional ground,  then  the  assertion  is  whc^y  incorrect, 
and  against  notorious  facts.  It  is  perfectly  well  known 
that  many  members  in  both  Houses  voted  agunstthe  bank 
in  1811,  who  had  no  doubt  at  all  of  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congress.  They  were  entirely  governed  by 
other  reasons  given  at  the  time.  I  appeal,  sir,  to  the 
honorable  member  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Sxith,]  who  was 
then  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  voted  agunst  the  bank, 
whether  he,  and  others  who  were  on  the  same  side,  did 
not  give  those  votes  on  other  well  known  grounds,  and  not 
at  an  on  the  constitutional  ground. 

[Mr.  SMITH  here  rose,  and  said  that  he  voted  agunst 
the  bank  in  1811,  but  not  at  all  on  constitutional  grounds, 
and  had  no  doubt  such  was  the  case  with  other  mem- 
bers.] 

We  all  know,  sir,  continued  Mr.  W.,  the  fiict  to  be 
as  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  has  'stated  it.  Every 
man  who  recollects,  or  who  has  read  the  political  occur- 
rences of  that  day,  knows  it.  Therefore,  if  the  message 
intends  to  say  that,  in  181 1,  Congress  denied  the  existence 
of  any  such  constitutional  power,  the  declaration  is  unwar- 
ranted— is  altogether  at  variance  with  the  facts.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  only  intends  to  say  that  Congress  de- 
cided against  the  proposition  then  before  it,  on  some  other 
grounds,  then  it  alleges  that  which  is  nothing  at  all  to  the 
purpose.  The  argument,  then,  either  assumes  for  truth 
that  which  is  not  true,  or  else  the  whole  statement  is  Im- 
material and  futile.  But,  whatever  value  others  may  attach 
to  this  argument,  the  message  thinks  so  highly  of  it,  that 
it  proceeds  to  repeat  it.  "One  Congress,"  it  says,  "in 
1815,  decided  against  a  bank;  another,  in  1816,  decided 
in  its  favor.  There  is  nothing  in  precedent,  therefore, 
which,  if  its  authority  were  admitted,  oupht  to  weigh  in 
favor  of  the  act  before  me."  Now,  sir,  since  it  is  known 
to  the  whole  country,  one  cannot  but  wonder  how  it  should 
remain  unknown  to  the  President,  that  Congress  did  not 
decide  against  a  bank  in  1815.  On  the  contruy,  that  very 
Congress  passed  a  bill  for  creating  a  bank  by  very  large  ma- 
jorities. In  one  form,  it  is  true,  the  bill  failed  in  the  House 
of  Representatives,  but  the  vote  was  reconsidered,  the  bill 
recommitted,  and  finally  passed  by  a  vote  of  one  hundred 
and  twenty  to  thirty-nine.  There  is,  therefore,  not  only 
no  solid  ground,  but  nbt  even  any  plausible  pretence,  for 
the  assertion  that  Congress,  in  1815,  decided  against  the 
bank.  That  very  Congress  passed  a  bill  to  create  a  bank, 
and  its  decision,  therefore,  is  precisely  the  other  way,  and 
is  a  direct  practical  prece<lentin  &vor  of  the  constitutional 
power.  What  are  we  to  think  of  a  constitutional  argu- 
ment, which  deals  in  this  way  with  historical  facts?  When 
the  message  declares,  as  it  does  declare,  that  there  is  no- 
thing in  precedent  which  ought  to  weigh  in  favor  of  the 
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power,  it  sets  at  naught  repeated  acts  of  Congress  aflBrm- 
ing  the  power,  and  it  also  states  other  acts  which  were,  in 
(act,  and  which  are  well  known  to  have  been  directly  the 
reverse  of  what  the  messa^  represents  them.  There  is 
not,  nr,  the  slightest  reason  to  think  that  any  Senate,  or 
any  House  of  Representatives,  ever  assembled  under  the 
constitution,  contained  a  majority  that  doubted  the  consti- 
tutional existeiice  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  establish  a 
banlc.  Whenever  the  question  has  arisen,  and  has  been 
decided,  it  has  been  always  decided  one  way.  The  legis- 
ktive  precedents  all  assert  and  maintain  the  power;  and 
these  legislative  precedents  have  been  the  law  of  the  land 
for  almost  forty  years.  They  settle  the  construction  of  the 
constitution,  and  sanction  the  exercise  of  the  power  in 
question  so  far  as  these  ends  can  ever  be  accomplished  by 
any  legislative  precedents  whatever.  But  the  President 
does  not  admit  the  authority  of  precedent.  Sir,  I  have 
always  found  that  those  who  habitually  deny  most  vehe- 
mently the  general  force  of  precedent,  and  assert  most 
strongly  the  supremacy  of  private  opinion,  are  yet,  of  all 
men,  most  tenacious  of  that  very  autliority  of  precedent 
whenever  it  happens  to  be  in  their  favor.  I  beg  leave  to 
ask,  sir,  upon  what  ground,  exceptthatof  precedent,  and 
precedent  alone,  the  President's  friends  have  placed  his 
power  of  removal  from  office.  No  such  power  is  given 
by  the  constitution  in  terms,  nor  any  where  intimated 
througtiout  the  whole  of  it;  no  paragraph  or  clause  of  that 
instrument  recognises  such  a  power.  To  say  the  least,  it 
is  as  questionable,  and  has  been  as  often  questioned,  as 
the  power  of  Congress  to  create  a  bank;  ana,  enlightened 
by  what  has  passed  under  our  own  observation,  we  now 
see  that  it  is,  of  all  powers,  the  most  capable  of  flagrant 
abuse.  Now,  nr,  I  ask,  again,  what  becomes  of  this  power, 
if  the  authority  of  precedent  be  taken  away^  It  has  all 
along  been  denied  to  exist,  it  is  nowhere  found  in  the  con- 
stitution, and  its  recent  exercise,  or,  to  call  things  by  their 
right  names,  its  recent  abuse,  has,  more  than  any  other 
single  cause,  rendered  good  men  either  cool  in  their 
affections  toward  the  Government  of  their  country,  or 
doubtful  of  its  lung  continuance.  Tet  this  power  has  pre- 
cedent, and  the  President  exercises  it.  We  know,  sir, 
that,  without  the  aid  of  that  precedent,  his  acts  could  never 
have  received  the  sanction  of  this  body,  even  at  a  time 
when  his  voice  was  somewhat  more  potential  here  than  it 
now  is,  or,  as  I  trust,  ever  again  will  be. 

Does  the  President,  then,  reject  the  authority  of  all 
precedent,  except  what  is  suitable  to  his  own  purposes  to 
use?  And  does  he  use,  without  stint  or  measure,  all  pre- 
cedents which  may  augment  his  own  power,  or  gratify  his 
wishes?  But  if  the  President  thinks  lightly  of  the  autho- 
rity of  Congress,  in  construing  the  constitution,  he  thinks 
still  more  lightly  of  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
He  asserts  a  right  of  individual  judgment  on  constitutional 
questions,  which  is  totally  inconsistent  witli  any  proper 
administration  of  the  Government,  or  any  regular  execu- 
tion of  the  laws.  Social  disorder,  entire  uncertainty  in 
regard  to  individual  rights  and  individual  duties,  the  cessa- 
tion of  legal  authority,  confusion,  the  dissolution  of  free 
Government — all  these  are  the  inevitable  consequences 
of  the  principles  adopted  by  the  message,  whenever  they 
shall  be  carried  to  their  full  extent.  Hitherto  it  has  been 
thought  that  the  final  decision  of  constitutional  questions 
belonged  to  the  supreme  judicial  tribunal.  The  ver/ na- 
ture of  free  Government,  it  has  been  supposed,  enjoins 
this:  and  our  constitution,  moreover,  has  been  understood 
so  to  provide,  clearly  and  expressly.  It  is  true  that  each 
branch  of  the  Legislature  has  an  undoubted  right,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  functions,  to  consider  the  constitutionality 
of  a  law  proposed  to  be  passed.  This  is  naturally  a  part 
of  its  duty,  and  neither  branch  can  be  compelled  to  pass 
any  law,  or  do  any  other  act,  which  it  deems  to  be  beyond 
the  reach  of  its  constitutional  power.  The  President  has 
the  same  right  when  a  bill  is  presented  for  his  approval; 


for  he  is,  doubtless,  bound  to  consider,  in  all  cases,  whe- 
ther such  bill  be  compatible  with  the  constitution,  am] 
whether  he  can  approve  it  consistently  with  bis  oAth  of 
office.  But  when  a  law  has  been  passed  by  Congress,  and 
approved  by  the  President,  it  is  now  no  longer  in  the 
power,  either  of  the  same  President,  or  his  successors,  to 
say  whether  the  law  is  constitutional  or  not.  He  is  not  at 
liberty  to  disregard  it;  he  is  not  at  liberty  to  feel  or  to  affect 
"constitutional scruples,"  and  to  sit  in  judgment  himself 
on  the  validity  of  a  statute  of  the  Government,  and  to  nul- 
lify it  if  he  so  chooses.  After  a  law  has  passed  through 
all  the  requisite  forms;  after  it  has  Received  the  requisite 
legislative  sanction  and  the  Executive  approval,  the  quo- 
tion  of  its  constitutionality  then  becomes  a  judicial  ques- 
tion, and  a  judicial  question  alone.  In  the  courts,  that 
question  may  be  raised,  argued,  and  adjudged;  it  can  be 
adjudged  nowhere  else. 

The  President  is  as  much  bound  by  the  law  as  any  pri- 
vate citizen,  andean  no  mwe  contest  its  validity  than  any 
private  citizen.  He  may  refuse  to  obey  the  law,  and  so 
may  a  private  citizen;  but  both  do  it  at  their  own  peril, 
and  neither  of  them  can  settle  the  question  of  its  vafidity. 
The  President  may  say  a  law  Is  unconstitutional,  but  be  b 
not  the  judge.  Who  is  to  decide  that  question.^  The 
judiciary,  alone,  possesses  this  unquestionable  and  hitherto 
unquestioned  right.  The  judiciary  is  the  constitutional 
tribunal  of  appeal,  for  the  citizens,  against  both  Congress 
and  the  Executive,  in  regard  to  the  constitutionality  of 
laws.  It  has  iliis  jurisdiction  expressly  conferred  uponit: 
and  when  it  has  decided  the  question,  its  judgment  mus^ 
from  the  very  nature  of  all  judgments  that  are  final,  ai^ 
from  which  tliere  is  no  appeal,  be  conclusive.  Hitherto^ 
this  opinion,  and  a  correspondent  jjractice,  have  prevailed 
in  America,  with  all  wise  and  considerate  men.  If  it  were 
otherwise,  there  would  be  no  government  of  laws;  but 
we  should  all  live  under  the  government,  the  rule,  the 
caprices  of  individuals.  If  we  depart  from  the  observance 
of  these  salutary  principles,  the  Executive  power  becomes 
at  once  purely  despotic;  for  the  President,  if  the  principle 
and  the  reasoning  of  the  message  be  sound,  may  either 
execute,  or  not  execute,  the  laws  of  the  land,  accorxUng 
to  his  sovereign  pleasure.  He  may  refuse  to  put  into  exe- 
cution one  law,  pronounced  valid  by  all  the  branches  of 
the  Government,  and  yet  execute  another,  which  may 
have  been,  by  constitutional  authority,  pronounced  void. 
On  the  argument  of  the  message,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  holds,  under  a  new  pretence,  a  dispensi^ 
power  over  the  laws,  as  absolute  as  was  claimed  by  Jamei 
the  Second  of  England,  a  month  before  he  was  compelled 
to  fly  the  kingdom.  That  which  is  now  claimed  for  the 
President  is,  in  truth,  notliing  less,  and  nothing  else,  than 
the  old  dispensing  power  asserted  by  the  Kings  of  England 
in  the  worst  of  times — ^the  very  climax,  indeed,  of  all  the 
preposterous  pretenaons  of  the  Tudor  and  the  Stuart 
races. 

According  to  the  doctrines  put  forth  by  the  Preadent, 
although  Congress  may  have  passed  a  law,  and  although 
the  Supreme  Court  may  have  pronounced  it -constitutional, 
yet  it  IS,  nevertheless,  no  law  at  all,  if  he,  in  his  good 
pleasure,  sees  fit  to  deny  its  eflect;  in  other  words,  to  re- 
peal and  annul  it  Sir,  no  President,  and  no  public  man, 
ever  before  advanced  such  doctrines  iu  the  face  of  the 
nation.  There  never  was  before  a  moment  in  which  any 
President  would  have  been  tolerated  in  asserting  such  a 
claim  to  despotic'power.  After  Congress  has  passed  the 
law,  and  tlie  Supreme  Court  has  pronounced  its  judg- 
ment on  the  very  point  in  controversy,  the  Preadent 
has  set  up  his  own  private  judgment  against  its  constitu- 
tional interpretation.  It  is  to  be  remembered,  sir,  that  it 
is  the  present  law,  it  is  tlve  act  of  1816,  it  is  the  present 
charter  of  the  bank,  which  the  President  pronounces  to 
be  unconstitutional.  It  is  no  bank  to  be  created,  it  is  no 
law  proposed  to  be  passed;  which  he  denounces;  it  is  the 
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»>«r  now  existing,  passed  by  Congress,  approved  by  Pre 
iident   Madison,  and  sanctioned  by  a  solemn  judgment  of 
the    Supreme  Court,  which  he  now  declares  unconstitu- 
Lioiial,  and  wbicli,  of  course,  so  far  as  it  may  depend  on 
l»iir»,  cannot  be  executed. 

ir  these  opinions  of  the  President  be  maintained,  there 
ks  s^n  end  of  all  hkw  and  all  judicial  authority.  Statutes 
i^re  but  recommeDdatjons,  Judgments  no  more  than  opi- 
nions. Both  are  equally  destitute  of  binding  force.  Such 
a.  u  rjiversal  power  as  is  now  claimed  for  him,  a  power  of 
i  u<lging'  over  the  laws,  and  over  tlie  decisions  of  the  ti-ibu- 
iiaV,  is  nothing  else  tliau  pure  despotism.  If  conceded 
to  him,  it  makes  him,  at  once,  what  Louis  the  Four- 
teenth proclaimed  himself  to  be,  when  be  said,  "I  am  the 
State." 

1'be  Supreme  CouK  has  unanimously  declared  Mid  ad- 
j  uilged  tliat  the  existing  bank,  is  created  by  a  constitutional 
law  of  Congress.  As  has  been  before  observed,  this  bank, 
so  Eir  as  the  present  question  is  concerned,  is  like  that 
wliich  was  established  in  1791  by  Washington,  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  great  men  of  tliat  day.  In  every  form, 
therefore,  in  which  the  question  can  be  raised,  it  has  been 
raised,  and  has  been  settled.  Every  process,  and  every 
ntode  of  trial  known  to  the  constitution  and  laws,  has  been 
«xh«usted^  and  always,  and  without  exception,  the  vali- 
dity has  been  in  favor  of  the  law.  But  all  this  practice, 
&11  this  precedent,  all  this  public  approbation,  all  this 
solemn  adjudication  directly  on  tlie  point,  is  to  be  disre- 
garded and  rejected,  and  the  constitutional  power  flatly 
<lenicd.  And,  sir,  if  we  arc  stai-tled  at  this  conclusion, 
our  sarpriae  will  not  be  lessened  when  we  examine  the 
arjcument  by  which  it  is  maintained. 

By  the  constitution.  Congress  is  authorized  to  pass  all 
law  «»  necessary  and  propel-"  for  carrying  its  own  legis- 
lative powers  into  effect.  Congi'ess  has  deemed  a  bank 
to  be  "necessary  and  proper"  wr  these  purposes,  and  it 
has,  therefore,  established  a  bank.  But  although  the  law 
tias  been  passed,  and  tbe  bank  established,  and  the  consti- 
tutional validity  of  its  charter  solemnly  adjudged,  yet  tbe 
President  pronounces  it  unconstitutional,  because  some  of 
tho  powers  bestowed  on  the  bank  are,  in  his  opinion,  not 
necessary  or  proper.  It  wcyld  appear  that  powers  which, 
in  1T91  and  1816,  in  the  time  of  Washington,  and  in  tlie 
tiiBe  of  Madison,  were  deemed  "necessary  and  proper^" 
are  no  longer  to  be  so  regarded,  and  therefore  the  bank 
is  unconstitutionaL  It  has  really  come  to  this,  that  the 
constitutionality  of  a  bank  is  to  depend  upon  the  opinion 
which  one  particular  man  may  form  of  the  utility  or  ne- 
cessity of  some  of  the  clauses  of  its  charter.  If  that  indi- 
vidual chooses  to  think  that  a  particular  power  contained 
in  the  charter  is  not  necessary  to  the  proper  constitution 
of  the  bank,  then  the  act  is  unconstitutional. 

Hitherto  it  has  always  been  supposed  that  the  question 
'nras  of  a  veiy  difi'erent  nature.  It  has  been  thought  tliat 
-the  policy  of  granting  a  particular  charter  may  be  mate- 
rially dependent  on  the  structure,  and  organization,  and 
powers  of  tlie  proposed  institution.  But  its  general  con- 
stitutiomdity  has  never  before  been  understood  to  turn  on 
such  points.  This  would  be  making  its  constitutionality 
depend  on  subordinate  questions,  on  questions  of  expe- 
diency, and  questions  of  detail;  upon  that  which  one  Boan 
may  think  necessary,  and  another  may  not.  If  the  con- 
stitutional question  were  made  to  hinge  on  matters  of  this 
kind,  how  could  it  ever  be  decided?  AU  would  depend 
on  conjecture,  on  the  complexional  feeling,  on  the  preju- 
dices, on  tlie  passions  of  individuals)  or  more  or  less 
practical  skill,  or  correct  judgment,  in  regard  to  banking 
operations,  among  those  who  should  be  the  judges;  on 
the  impulse  of  momentary  interest,  party  objects,  or  per- 
sonal purposes.  _  Put  the  question,  in  this  manner,  to  a 
court  of  seven  judges,  to  decide  whether  a  particular 
bank  was  constitutional,  and  it  might  be  doubtful  whether 
they  could  come  to  any  result,  as  they  might  weU  hoU 
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very  various  opinions  on  the  practical  utility  of  laany 
clauses  of  the  charter. 

The  question,  in  that  case,  would  be,  not  whether  the 
bank,  in  It^  general  frame,  character,  and  objects,  was  a 
proper  instrument  to  carry  into  effect  the  powers  of  the 
Government;  bat  whetlier  the  particular  powers,  direct 
or  incidental,  conferred  on  a  particular  bank,  were  better 
calculated  than  all  otiiers  to  give  success  to  its  operations. 
For  if  not,  then  the  charter  would  be  unwarranted,  ac- 
cording to  this  sort  of  reasoning,  by  tbe  constitution.  This 
mode  of  construing  the  constitution  is  certainly  a  novel 
discovery.  Its  merits  belong  entirely  to  the  President  and 
his  advisers.  According  to  this  rule  of  interpretation,  if 
tbe  President  should  be  of  opinion  that  the  capital  of  tbe 
bank  was  larger,  by  a  thousand  dollars,  thai  it  ought  to 
be;  or  that  the  time  for  tbe  continuance  of  the  charter 
was  a  year  too  long;  or  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  require 
it,  under  penalty,  to  pay  specie;  or  needless  to  provide 
for  punishing,  as  forgery,  the  counterfeiting  ai  its  bills( 
either  of  these  reasons  would  be  sufficient  to  render  tlie 
cliartcr,  in  his  opinion,  unconstitutional,  invalid,  and  nu- 
gatory. This  is  a  legitimate  conclusion  from  the  ailment. 
Such  a  view  of  the  subject  has  certainly  never  before 
been  taken.  This  strain  of  reasoning  has  hitherto  not 
been  heard  within  tiie  HaUs  of  Congress,  nu-  has  any  one 
ventured  upon  it  before  the  tribunals  of  justice.  The 
first  exhibition,  its  first  appearance,  as  an  argument,  is  in 
a  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States.  Ac- 
curding  to  that  mode  of  construing  tbe  constitittion,  which 
was  adopted  by  Congress  in  1791,  aad  approved  by  Wash- 
ington, and  which  has  been  sanctioned  by  tbe  judgment 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  affirmed  by  the  practice  of 
near  forty  years,  the  question  upon  the  censtitutionaJily  of 
the  bank  involves  two  inquiries:  first,  whether  a  bank,  in 
its  general  character,  and  witii  regard  to  the  general  ob- 
jects with  which  banks  are  usually  connected,  be,  in  itself, 
a  fit  means,  a  suitable  instrument,  to  carry  into  effect  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Government. 

If  it  be  so,  then  the  second,  and  the  only  other  ques- 
tion is,  whether  the  powers  given  in  a  particular  charter 
are  appropriate  for  a  bank.  If  they  are  powers  whic^  ate 
appropriate  for  a  bank,  powers  which  Coi^reis  auiy  fiurly 
consider  to  be  useful  to  the  bank  or  the  country,  then 
Congress  may  confer  these  powers;  because  the  discre- 
tion to  be  exercised  in  framing  the  constitutisn  ef  the 
bank  belongs  to  Congress.  One  man  may  think  the 
granted  powers  not  indispensable  to  the  partacailar  bank; 
another  may  suppose  them  injudicious,  or  injurious;  a 
third  may  imagine  that  other  powers,  if  granted  in  their 
stead,  would  be  more  beneficial;  but  all  these  are  mat- 
ters of  expediency,  about  which  men  may  differ;  and 
the  power  of  deciding  upon  them  belongs  to  Congress.  I 
again  repeat,  sir,  that  if,  for  reasons  of  this  kind,  the  Pre- 
sident sees  fit  to  negative  a  bill,  oi\the  ground  of  its  being 
inexpedient  or  impoUtie,  he  has  a  right  to  do  se^  but  re- 
member, sir,  that  we  are  now  on  the  eonstitutioBsI  ques- 
tion. Remember,  that  the  argument  of  the  President  ia^ 
that  because  powers  were  g^ven  to  the  bank  by  the  char- 
ter of  1816,  which  he  thinks  not  necessary,  that  charter  is 
unconstitutional.  Now,  «r,  it  will  hardly  be  denied,  or 
rather  it  was  not  denied  or  doubted  before  this  message 
came  to  us,  that,  if  there  was  to  be  a  bank,  the  powers 
and  duties  of  that  bank  most  be  prescribed  in  the  lav 
creating  it.  Nobody  but  Congress  it  has  been  though^ 
could  grant  these  powers  said  privilege^  or  preseribe 
their  limitatioas.  It  is  true,  indeed,  that  the  iMssage 
pretty  plainly  intimates  that  the  President  should  hare 
been  first  consulted,  and  that  he  should  have  bad  the 
framing  of  the  bill;  but  we  are  not  yetaeeustoned  tothat 
order  of  things,  in  enacting  laws,  nor  do  I  kaow  a  paral- 
lel to  this  claim,  thus  now  brought  forward,  except  that, 
in  some  peculiar  cases  in  England,  highly  affeotang  the 
royal  prerogatives,  the  asacot  of  the  monarch  is  aecesMiy, 
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before  either  the  House  of  Peers  or  his  Majesty's  fiuthlxil 
Commons  we  permitted  to  act  upon  the  subject,  or  to 
entertain  its  consideration.  But  stipposing',  sir,  that  our 
accustomed  forms  and  our  republican  principles  are  still 
to  be  followed,  and  that  a  law  creating  a  bank  is,  like  all 
other  laws,  to  originate  with  Congress,  and  that  the  Pre- 
sident has  nothing  to  do  with  it  tilt  it  is  presented  for  his 
ap|m>Tal,  then  it  is  clear  that  the  powers  and  duties  of  a 
proposed  bank,  and  alt  the  terms  and  conditions  annexed 
to  it,  nFHnt,  in  the  first  ptacc,  be  settled  by  Congress.  This 

Sower,  if  constitutional  at  all,  is  only  constitutional  in  the 
ands  of  Congress.  Any  where  else,  its  exercise  would 
be  plain  usurpation.  If,  then,  the  authority  to  decide 
what  powers  ought  to  be  granted  to  a  bank  belong  to 
Congress,  and  Congress  sliall  have  exercised  that  power, 
it  would  seem  little  better  than  absurd  to  say  that  its  act, 
nereKheless,  would  be  unconstitutional  and  invalid,  if,  in 
liie  opinion  of  a  third  party,  it  had  misjudged,  on  a  ques- 
tion of  expediency,  in  the  arrangement  of  details.  Ac- 
cording to  such  a  mode  ef  reasoning,  a  mistake  in  the 
exercise  of  jurisdiction  takes  away  the  jurisdiction.  If 
Congress  decide  right,  its  decision  may  stand;  if  it  decide 
wrong,  its  decision  is  nugatory;  and,  whether  its  decision 
be  right  or  wrong,  another  is  to  judge,  although  the  ori- 
ginal power  of  making  the  decision  must  be  allowed  to 
be  exclusively  in  Congress.  This  is  tlie  end  to  which  the 
argument  of  the  message  will  conduct  its  followers.  Sir, 
in  considering  the  authority  of  Congress  to  invest  the 
bank  with  the  particular  powers  g^nted  to  it,  the  inquiry 
is  not,  and  cannot  be,  how  appropriate  these  powers  are, 
but  whether  they  be  at  all  appropriate;  whether  they 
come  within  the  range  of  »  j"st  and  honest  discretion; 
whether  Congress  may  fairly  esteem  them  to  be  necessary. 
The  question  is  not,  are  they  the  fittest  means,  the  best 
means,  or  whether  the  bank  might  not  be  established 
without  tliem;  but  the  question  is,  are  they  such  as  Con- 
gress, beaa  fide,  may  have  regarded  as  appropriate  to  the 
end.  If  any  other  rule  were  to  be  adopted,  nothing  could 
ever  be  settled.  A  law  would  be  constitutional  to-day 
and  unconstitutional  to-morrow.  Its  constitutionality  would 
altogether  depend  upon  individual  opinion,  on  a  matter  of 
mere  expediency.  Indeed,  such  a  case  as  that  is  now 
actually  before  us.  Mr.  Madison  deemed  the  powers 
given  to  the  bank,  in  its  present  charter,  proper  and  ne- 
cessary. He  held  the  bank,  therefore,  to  be  constitu- 
tional. But  the  present  President,  not  acknowledging 
tijat  the  power  of  deciding  on  these  points  rests  with  Con- 
gress, nor  with  Confess  and  the  then  President,  but,  set- 
ting up  Itis  own  ofMnions  as  the  standard,  declares  the 
law  now  in  being  unconstitutional,  because  tiie  powers 
gfranted  by  it  are,  in  his  estimation,  not  necessary  and  pro- 
per. I  pray  to  be  informed,  sir,  whether,  upon  similar 
grounds  of  reasoning,  the  President's  own  scheme  for  a 
Bank,  if  Congress  should  do  so  unlikely  a  thing  as  to 
adopt  it,  would  not  become  unconstitutional  also,  if  it 
should  so  happen  that  his  successor  should  hold  his  bank 
in  as  light  esteem  as  he  holds  those  established  under  tiie 
auspices  of  Washington  and  Madison. 

If  the  reasoning  of  the  message  be  well  founded,  it  is 
clear  that  the  charter  of  the  existing  bank  is  not  a  law. 
The  bank  has  no  legal  existence;  it  is  not  responnble  to 
Government;  it  has  no  authority  to  act;  it  is  incapable  of 
being  an  agent;  the  President  may  treat  it  as  a  nullity  to- 
morrow, withdraw  from  it  all  the  public  deposites,  and  set 
afloat  all  the  existing  national  arrangements  of  revenue 
and  finance.  It  is  enough  to  state  these  monstrous  conse- 
quences, to  show  that  the  doctrine,  principles,  and  pre- 
tensions of  the  message  are  entirely  inconsistent  with  a 
Government  of  laws.  If  that  which  Congress  has  enact- 
ed be  not  the  law  of  the  land,  then  the  reign  of  the  law 
has  ceased,  and  the  reign  of  individual  opinion  has  already 
begun. 
The  President,  in  his  oommentary  on  the  details  of  the 


existing  bank  charter,  undertakes  to  prove  that  one  pro- 
vision, and  another  provision,  is  not  necessary  and  pro- 
per; because,  as  he  thinks,  the  same  objects  proposed 
to  be  accomplished  by  them  might  have  been  better  at- 
tained in  another  mode;  and,  therefore,  such  provisioos 
are  not  necessary,  and  so  not  warranted  by  the  constits- 
tion.     Does  not  this  show  that,  according  to   his  on 
mode  of  reasoning,  his  own  scheme  would  not  be  consti- 
tutional,  since  another  scheme,  which  probably  most  peo- 
ple would  think  a  better  one,  might  be  substituted  for  it' 
Perhaps,  in  any  bank  charter,  there  may  be  no  proviaions 
which  may  be  justly  regarded  as  absoluteh'  indispensablef 
since  it  is  probable  that,  for,any  of  them,  some  others 
might  be  substituted.     No  bank,  therefore,  ever  could 
be  established,  because  there  never  has  been,  and  never 
could  be,  any  charter,  of  which  every  provision  should 
appear  to  be  indispensable,  or  necessary  and  proper,  in 
the  judgment  of  every  individual.     To  admit,  therefore, 
that  there  may  be  a  constitutional  bank,  and  yet  to  con- 
tend for  sueh  a  mode  of  judging  of  its  provisions  and  de- 
tails, as  the  message  adopts,  involves  an  absurdity.     Any 
charter  which  may  be  framed  may  be  taken  up,  and  each 
power  conferred  by  it  successively  denied,  on  the  ground 
that,  in  regard  to  each,  either  no  such  power  is  "necM- 
sary  or  proper"  in  a  bank,  or,  which  is  the  same  thing  in 
effect,  some  other  power  might  be  substituted  for  it,  and 
supply  its  place.     That  can  never  be  necessary  in  the 
sense  in  which  the  message  understands  that  term,  whictt 
may  be  dispensed  with;  and  it  cannot  be  said  that  any 
power  may   not  be  dispensed   with,  if  there   be  some 
others  which  might  be  substituted  for  it.  And  which  would 
accomplish  the  same   end.     Therefore,  no  bank  couW 
ever  be  constitutional ;  because  none  could  be  establi^ed, 
which  should  not  contain  some  provisions,  which  might 
have  been  omitted,  and  their  place  supplied  by  others. 
Mr.  President,  I  have  understoo<l  the  true  and  well  esta^ 
blished  doctrine  to  be,  that  after  it  has  been  decided  tiiat 
it  is  competent  for  Cong^ress  to  establish  a  bank,  then  it 
follows  that  it  may  create  such  a  bank  as  it  judges,  in  its 
discretion,  to  be  best,  and  mvest  it  with  all  such  power  as 
it  may  deem  fit  and  suitable;  with  this  limiution,  always, 
that  all  is  to  be  done  in  the  bona  fide  execution  of  the 
power  to  create  a  bank.     If  the  granted  powers  are  ap- 
propriate to  the  professed  end,  so  that  the  granting  of  them 
cannot  be  regjardeil  as  usurpation  of  authM-ity  by  Con- 
gress, or  an  evasion  of  constitutional  restrictions  under 
color  of  establi*ing  a  bank,  then  the  charter  is  constiUi- 
tional,  whether  these  powers  be  thought  indispensable  by 
others  or  not,  or  whether  even  Congress  deemed  them 
absolutely  indispensable,  or  only  thought  them  fit  ai»d  suit- 
able; wliether  they  are  more  or  less  appropriate  to  their 
end.     It  is  enough  that  they  are  appropriate;  it  is  enough 
that  they  suited  to  produce  the  etiects  designed;  and  no 
comparison  is  to  be  institvited,  in  order  to  try  their  con- 
stitutionality, between  them  and  others  which  may  be 
sugfgested.     A  case  analogous  to  the  present  is  found  in 
the  constitutional  power  of  Coiwress  over  tiie  mail.     The 
constitution  says  no  more  than  tiiat  "  Congress  shall  hare 
power  to  establish  post  offices  and  post  roads;"  and  in 
the  general  clause,  "all  powers  necessary  and  proper"  to 
gfive  effect  to  this.     In  the  execution  of  this  power,  Con- 
gress has  protected  the  mail,  by  providing  that  robbery  of 
it  shall  be  punished  with  deatii.     Is  this  infliction  of  capi- 
tal punishment  unconstitutional?     Certainly  it  is  not,  un- 
less it  be  both  "  proper  and  necessary."    The  President 
may  not  think  it  necessary  or  proper;  the  law,  then,  ac- 
cording to  the  system  of  reasoning  enforced  in  the  mes- 
sage, is  of  no  binding  force,  and  the  President  may  disobey 
it,  and  refuse  to  see  it  executed.     The  trutii  is,  Mr.  Pre- 
sident,  that  if  the  general  object,  the  subject-matttr, 
properly  belongs  to  Congfrcss,  all  its  incidents  belong  to 
Congrress,  also.     If  Congress  is  to  establish  post  offices 
and  post  roads,  it  may,  for  that  end,  adopt  one  set  of  re- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1.237 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1238 


r«ji,Tll,  1833.] 


ThtBaak  VOo. 


[SnrATC. 


S^lations  or  another;  and  either  would  be  constitutional. 
So  the  details  of  one  bank,  are  as  constitutional  as  those  of 
^another,  if  they  are  confined,  fairly  and  honestly,  to  the 
purpose  of  organizing  the  institution,  and  rendering  it 
visrful.     One  bank  is  as  constitutional  as  another  bank. 
l.f  Congress  possess  the  power  to  make  a  bank,  it  possess- 
^»  the  power  to  make  it  efficient,  and  competent  to  pro- 
«luce  the  good  derived  by  it.     It  may  clotoe  it  with  all 
sach  power  and  privileges,  not  otherwise  inconsistent  with 
'tise  constitution,  as  may  be  necessary,  in  its  own  judg- 
wirnt.  to  make  it  what  Government  deems  it  should  be. 
It  may  confer  on  it  such  immunities  as  may  induce  indivi- 
duals to  become  stockholders,  and  to  furnish  the  capital; 
«ik1  since  the  extent  of  these  immunities  and  privileges 
is  matter  of  discretion,  and  matter  of  opinion.  Congress 
only  can  decide  it,  because  Congress  alone  can  frame  or 
^rmnt  the  charter.    A  charter,  thus  granted  to  individuals, 
becomes  a  contract  with  them,  upon  their  compliance  with 
its  tem».     The  bank  becomes  an  agent,  bound  to  per- 
form certain  duties,  and  entitled  to  certain  stipulated  rights 
an<l  privileges,  in  compensation  for  the  proper  discharge 
of  these  dutiesj  and  all  their  stipulations,  so  long  as  they 
are  appropriate  to  the  object  professed,  and  nut  repug- 
nant to  any  other  constitutionkl  injunction,  are  entire^ 
within  the  competency  of  Congress.     And  yet,  nr,  the 
meoage  of  the  President  toils  through  all  the  common- 
place topics  of  monopoly,  the  right  of  taxation,  the  suffer- 
ing of  the  poor,  and  the  arrog^ice  of  the  rich,  with  as 
Bsucb  painful  effort,  as  if  one,  or  another,  or  all  of  them, 
iiadaomething  to  do  with  the  constitutional  question. 

What  is  called  the  "  monopoly,"  is  made  the  subject  of 
repeated  rehearsal,  in  terms  of  special  complaint.  By 
this  "monopoly"  I  suppose  is  understood  tlie  restriction 
contained  in  the  charter,  that  Congress  shall  not,  during 
the  twenty  years,  create  another  bank.  Now,  sir,  let  me 
ask,  who  would  think  of  cceating  a  bank,  inviting  stock- 
holders into  it,  with  large  investments,  imposing  upon 
it  heavy  duties,  as  connected  with  the  Government,  re- 
ceiving some  millions  of  dollars  as  a  bonus,  or  premium, 
and  yet  retaining  the  power  of  granting,  the  next  day, 
another  charter,  which  would  destroy  the  whole  value  of 
the  fint'  If  this  be  an  unconstitutional  restraint  on  Con- 
{freas,  the  constitution  must  be  strangely  at  variance  with 
the  dictates  both  of  good  sense  and  sound  morals.  Did 
not  the  first  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  contun  a  simikr 
restriction?  And  have  not  the  States  granted  bank  char- 
ters, with  a  condition  that,  if  tlie  charter  should  be  ac- 
cepted, they  would  not  grant  others.'  Slates  have  cer- 
tsunly  done  soj  and,  in  some  instances,  where  no  bonus 
or  premium  was  paid  at  all,  but  from  the  mere  desire  to 
Ifive  effect  to  the  charter,  by  inducing  individuals  to  ac- 
cept it,  and  organize  the  institution.  The  President  de- 
clares that  this  restriction  is  not  necesnry  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  baiiki  but  that  is  the  very  thing  which  Congress 
and  his  predecessor  in  office  were  called  on  to  decide, 
and  which  they  did  decide,  when  the  one  passed,  and 
the  other  approved  the  act  And  be  has  now  no  more 
authority  to  pronounce  liis  judgment  on  that  act,  than  any 
other  individual  in  society.  It  is  not  his  province  to  de- 
cide on  the  constitutionality  of  statutes  which  Congress 
has  passed,  and  his  predecessors  approved. 

There  is  another  sentiment,  in  this  part  of  the  message, 
which  we  should  hardly  have  expected  to  find  in  a  paper 
which  is  supposed,  wlioever  may  have  drawn  it  up,  to 
have  passed  under  the  review  of  professional  characters. 
The  message  decUres  that  this  limitation  to  create  no 
other  bank  is  unconstitutional,  because,  although  Con- 
gress may  use  the  discretion  vested  in  them,  "  that  they 
may  not  limit  tlie  discretion  of  their  successors."  This 
reason  is  almost  too  superficial  to  require  an  answer. 
Every  one  at  all  accustomed  to  the  consideration  of  such 
subjects,  knows  Uiat  every  Congress  can  bind  its  succes- 
sor* to  the  same  extent  ttiat  it  can  bind  itself:  the  power 


of  Conj^resi  is  always  the  same;  the  authority  of  law  al- 
ways the  same.  'It  is  true  we  speak  of  the  twentieth 
Congress,  and  the  twenty-first  Congress,  but  this  is  only 
to  denote  the  period  of  time,  or  to  mark  the  successive 
periodical  elections  of  it*  members.  As  a  politic  body, 
as  the  legiaUtive  power  of  the  Government,  Congre**  is 
always  continuous,  always  identical.  A  particular  Con- 
gress, as  we  speak  of  it,  for  instance,  the  preaent  Con- 
gress, can  no  fitrtber  restrain  itself  from  doing  what  it 
may  chance  to  do  at  the  next  session,  than  it  can  restrain 
any  succeeding  Congress  from  doing  what  it  may  choose. 
Any  Congress  may  repeal  the  act  or  law  of  it*  predeces- 
sor, if  in  it*  nature  it  be  repealable,  just  as  it  may  repeal 
its  own  act;  and  if  a  law,  or  an  act,  be  irrepcalable  in  its 
nature,  it  can  no  more  be  repealed  by  a  subsequent  Con- 
gress tfian  by  that  which  passed  it.  All  this  is  fsmilitr 
to  every  body.  And  Congress,  like  avery  other  I<egisla- 
ture,  oflen  passes  acts  which,  being  in  the  nature  of 
grants,  or  contracts,  are  irrepealable  erer  afterward*. 
The  message,  in  a  strain  of  argument  which  it  is  difficult 
to  treat  with  ordinary  respect,  declare*  that  this  restric- 
tion on  the  power  of  Congress,  as  to  the  establishment  of 
other  banks,  is  a  palpable  attempt  to  amend  the  consti- 
tution by  an  act  of  legislation.  The  reason  on  which  this 
observation  purports  to  be  founded,  is,  that  Congre  M,  by 
the  constitution,  is  to  have  exclusive  legislation  over  the 
District  of  Columbia)  and  when  the  bank  charter  declwes 
that  Congfress  will  create  no  new  bank  within  the  District, 
it  annuls  this  poWer  of  exclusive  leg;i*lation!  I  must  *a^ 
that  this  reasoning  hardly  rises  hig^  enough  to  entitle  it 
to  a  passing  notice.  It  would  be  doing  too  much  credit 
to  call  it  pUusible.  No  one  needs  to  be  informed  that 
exclusive  power  of  legislation  is  not  unlinuted  power  of 
legislation;  and,  if  it  were,  how  can  thatleg^islative  power 
be  unlimited  that  cannot  restrain  itself,  that  cannot  bind 
itself  by  contract?  Whether,  as  a  Government,  or  as  an 
individual,  that  being  is  fettered  and  restrained  which  is 
not  capable  of  binding  itself  by  ordinary  obligation.  Every 
Legislature  binds  itself  whenever  it  makes  a  gfrant,  en- 
ters into  a  contract,  bestows  an  office,  or  does  any  other 
act  or  tiling  which  is  in  it*  nature  irrepealable.  And  this, 
instead  of  detracting  from  its  leg^lative  power,  is  one  of 
the  modes  of  exercisng  that  power.  And  the  leg^tive 
power  of  Cong^ress  over  the  District  of  Columbia  would 
not  be  full  and  complete  if  it  migfht  not  make  just  such  a 
stipulation  as  the  bank  charter  contains. 

As  to  the  taxing  power  of  the  State,  about  which  the 
message  says  so  much,  the  proper  avenue  to  all  it  says, 
is,  that  the  States  possessed  the  power  to  tax  any  instru- 
ment of  the  Government  of  the  United  States.  It  was  no 
part  of  their  power  before  the  constitution,  and  they  de- 
rive no  such  power  from  any  of  its  provisions.  It  i*  no- 
where given  to  them.  Could  a  State  tax  the  coin  of  the 
United  State*  at  Uie  mint'  Could  a  State  lay  a  stamp 
tax  on  the  process  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  and 
on  custom-house  papers?  Could  it  tax  the  transportation 
of  the  mail,  or  the  ships  of  war,  or  the  ordnance,  or  the 
munitions  of  wsr,  of  the  United  States?  The  reason  that 
they  cannot  be  taxed  by  a  State,  is,  that  ^they  are  mean* 
and  instruments  of  the  Government  of  ttie  United  State*. 
The  establishment  of  a  bank,  exempt  from  State  taxation, 
takes  away  no  existing  right  in  a  State.  It  leaves  it  all  it 
ever  possessed;  but  the  complaint  is,  that  the  bank  char* 
ter  does  not  confer  the  power  of  taxation.  This,  certain- 
ly, though  not  new,  (for  the  same  argument  was  ur^ed 
here,)  appears  to  me  to  be  a  strange  mode  of  asserting 
and  maintaining  State  rights.  The  power  of  taxation  w 
a  sovereign  power;  and  the  President,  and  those  who 
think  with  him,  are  of  opinion,  in  a  given  case,  that  this 
sovereign  right  should  be  oonferred  on  the  States  by  an 
act  of  Congress.  There  is,  if  I  mistake  not,  sir,  as  bttle 
compUment  to  State  soverei^ty,  in  th'is  idea,  as  there  >• 
of  sound  constitutional  doctrine.     Sorereign  rights,  held 
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under  die  grant  of  an  act  of  Congfrets,  present  a  proposi- 
tion quite  new  in  constitutional  law. 

Tbe  Prendent  himself  eren  admits  that  an  instrument 
of  the  United  States  ought  not,  as  such,  to  be  taxed  by  the 
States;  yet  he  eontencu  for  such  a  power  of  taxing'  pro- 
perty connected  with  this  instrument,  and  essential  to  its 
very  being,  as  places  its  whole  existence  in  the  pleasure 
of  the  States.  It  is  not  enough  that  the  States  may  tax  all 
the  property  of  their  own  citizens,  wherever  inTCsted,  or 
however  employed.  The  complaint  is,  that  the  power  of 
State  taxation  does  reach  so  far  as  to  take  cognizance 
orer  persons  out  of  the  State,  and  to  tax  them,  or  a  fran- 
chise, lawfully  exercised  under  the  authority  of  the  United 
States.  Sir,  when  did  the  power  of  the  States,  orindeed 
of  any  Government,  go  to  such  an  extent  as  that'  Clearly, 
neT«r. 

The  taxing  power  of  all  commnnities  is  necessarily  and 
justly  limited  to  the  property  of  its  own  citizens,  and  to 
the  property  of  others,  having  a  distinct  local  existence, 
•s  property  within  its  jurisdiction;  it  does  not  extend  to 
rights  and  franchises  rightly  exercised  under  the  authori- 
ty of  other  Governments,  nor  to  persons  beyond  its  juris- 
diction. As  the  constitution  has  left  the  taxing  power  of 
the  States  as  the  bank  charter  leaves  it.  Congress  has  not 
undertaken  either  to  take  away,  or  to  confer  a  taxing 
power;  nor  to  enlarge,  or  to  restrain  it:  if  it  were  to  do 
either,  I  hardly  know  which  of  all  would  be  tbe  least  ex- 
cusable. 

I  beg  leave  to  repeat,  Mr.  President,  that  what  I  have 
now  been  considering  are  the  President's  objections  not 
to  the  policy  or  expediency,  but  to  the  constitutionality  of 
the  bank ;  and  not  to  the  constitutionality  of  any  new  or 

J>roposed  bank,  but  of  the  bank  as  it  now  is,  and  as  it  has 
ong  existed.  If  the  President  had  declined  to  approve 
this  bill  because  he  thought  the  original  charter  unwisely 
granted,  and  the  bank,  in  point  of  policy  and  expediency, 
objectionable  or  mischievous,  and  in  that  view  only  had 
suggested  the  reasons  now  urged  by  him,  his  argument, 
however  tnoonclnsive,  would  have  been  intelligible,  and 
not,  in  its  whole  frame  and  scope,  inconsistent  with  all 
weU  established  first  principles.  His  rejection  of  the  bill, 
in  that  case,  would  have  been,  no  doubt,  an  extraordinary 
exercise  of  power;  but  it  would  have  been,  nevertheless, 
tbe  exercise  of  a  power  belonging  to  his  office,  and  trusted 
by  the  constitution  to  his  discretion.  But  when  be  puts 
forth  an  array  of  arguments,  such  as  the  message  employs, 
not  i^nst  the  expediency  of  the  bank,  but  against  its 
constitutional  existence,  he  confounds  all  distinctions, 
mixes  questions  of  policy  and  questions  of  right  together, 
and  turns  all  constitutional  restraints  into  mere  matters  of 
omnion.  As  far  as  its  power  extends,  either  in  its  direct 
enecti,  or  as  a  precedent,  the  message  not  only  unsettles 
every  thmg  which  has  been  settled,  under  the  constitution, 
but  would  show,  also,  that  the  constitution  itself  is  utterly 
incapable  of  any  fixed  construction,  or  definite  interpreta- 
tion; and  that  there  is  no  possibility  of  establishing,  by  its 
authority,  any  practical  limitations  on  the  powers  of  the 
respective  branches  of  the  Government. 

When  the  message  denies,  as  it  does,  the  authority  of 
the  Supreme  Court  to  decide  on  constitutional  questions, 
it  effects,  so  far  as  the  opinion  of  the  President  and  his 
authority  can  effect,  a  complete  change  in  our  Govern- 
ment. U  does  two  things:  first,  it  converts  a  constitu- 
tional limitation  of  power  into  mere  matters  of  opinion, 
and  then  strikes  the  judicial  department,  as  an  efRcient 
department,  out  of  our  system.  But  the  message  by  no 
means  stops  even  at  this  point.  Having  denied  to  Con- 
gress the  authority  of  judging  what  powers  may  be  con- 
•titationally  conferred  on  a  bank,  and  having  erected  the 
judgment  of  the  President  himself  into  a  standard  by 
which  to  try  the  constitutional  character  of  such  powers, 
and  having  denounced  the  authority  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  decided  finally  on  constitutional  questions,  the  roes- 


sage  proceeds  to  cWm  for  the  President,  not  the  poy'**'  of 
approval,  but  the  primary  power,  the  power  of  c^ginat- 
ing  laws.  The  President  informs  Congress  tiiat  be  would 
have  sent  tliera  such  a  charter,  if  it  had  been  properif 
asked  for,  as  tliey  ought  to  possess.  He  very  plainly  iirti- 
mates  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  establishment  of  all  laws, 
of  this  nature,  at  least,  belongs  to  the  functions  of  Ae  Ex- 
ecutive Government,  and  that  Congress  ought  to  have 
waited  for  the  manifestation  of  tbe  Executive  will,  beibre 
it  presumed  to  touch  the  subject.  Such,  Mr.  President, 
stripped  of  their  disguises,  are  the  real  pretences  set  op 
in  behalf  of  the  Executive  power  in  this  most  extraonfi- 
nar)'  paper. 

Mr.  President,  we  have  arrived  at  a  new  epoch.  We 
are  entering  on  experiments  with  tiie  Government  and 
the  constitution  of  the  Country,  hitherto  untried,  and  «if 
fearful  and  appairmg  aspect.  This  message  calls  us  to 
the  contemplation  of  a  future,  which  little  resembles  the 
past.  Its  principles  are  at  war  with  all  that  pubKc  opi- 
nion has  sustained,  and  all  which  the  experience  of  the 
Government  has  sanctioned.  It  denies  first  principles.  It 
contradicts  truths  heretofore  received  as  indisputable. 
It  denies  to  the  judiciary  the  interpretation  of  law,  and 
demands  to  divi<ie  with  Congress  the  origination  of  sta- 
tutes. It  extends  the  grasp  of  Executive  pretenaon  over 
every  power  of  the  Government.  But  tws  is  not  all.  It 
presents  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  Union  in  the  attitude 
of  arguing  away  the  powers  of  that  Government  over 
which  he  has  been  chosen  to  preside;  and  adopting,  for 
this  purpose,  modes  of  reasoning  which,  even  under  the 
influence  of  all  proper  feeling  towartls  high  official  sta- 
tion, it  is  difficult  to  regard  as  respectable.  It  appeals  to 
every  prejudice  which  may  betray  men  into  a  mistaken 
view  of  their  own  interests;  and  to  every  passion  which 
may  lead  them  to  disobey  the  impulses  of  their  imder- 
standing.  It  urges  all  the  specious  topics  of  State  rights, 
and  national  encroachment,  against  that  which  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  States  have  affirmed  to  be  rightful,  and  in 
which  all  of  them  have  acquiesced.  It  sows,  in  an  un- 
sparing manner,  the  seeds  of  jealousy  and  ill-will  against 
that  Government  of  which  its  author  is  the  official  head 
It  raises  a  cry  that  liberty  is  in  danger,  at  the  very  mo- 
ment when  it  puts  forth  claims  to  power  heretofore  tui- 
known  and  unheard  of.  It  affects  alarm  for  the  public 
freedom,  when  nothing  so  much  endangers  that  freedom 
as  its  own  unparalleled  pretences.  This,  even,  is  not  alL 
It  manifestly  seeks  to  influence  the  poor  against  the  rieli. 
It  wantonly  attacks  whole  classes  of  the  people,  for  the 
purpose  of"^  turning  against  them  the  prejudices  and  re- 
sentments of  other  classes.  It  is  a  State  paper  which  finds 
no  topic  too  exciting  for  its  use;  no  passion  too  inflamma- 
ble for  its  address  and  its  solieitation.  Such  is  this  mes- 
sage.  It  remains,  now,  for  the  people  of  the  United 
States  to  choose  between  the  principles  here  avowed  and 
their  Government.  These  cannot  subsist  together.  TTie 
one  or  the  other  must  be  rejected.  If  the  sentiments  of 
the  message  shall  receive  general  approbation,  the  consti- 
tution will  have  perished  even  earlier  than  the  moment 
which  its  enemies  originally  allowed  for  tlve  termination 
of  its  existence.  It  willnot  have  survived  to  its  fiftieth  year. 

Mr.  WHITE,  of  Tennessee,  next  rose,  and  addressed 
the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  President,  pressed  as  we  are  for  time,  I  mustctaie 
the  indulgence  of  the  Senate,  while  I  attempt  some  an- 
swer to  the  matters  urged  by  the  Senator  from  Massacba- 
setts  to  tbe  message  accompanying  the  bill  now  to  b« 
reconsidered. 

I  rejoice  that,  for  once,  we  have  a  document  from  tbe 
present  Chief  Magistrate,  acknowledged  by  tbe  oppoai- 
tion  to  be  frank,  plain,  and  susceptible  of  only  one  inter- 
pretation. Heretofore,  the  common  complaint  fi-om  that 
quarter  has  been  that  his  important  communications  were 
so  worded  as  to  be  interpreted  one  way  in  one  section  of 
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the  country,  and  in  a  different  way  in  another.  Here  it  is 
kdmitted  we  have  a  document  so  worded,  as  to  be  under- 
stood every  where  alike.  The  honorable  Senator  thinlcs 
this  frankness,  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Ma^strate,  ouKht 
to  be  met  in  a  corresponding  spirit  by  those  who  differ 
from  him  in  opinion.  Approving  of  this  course,  I  shall 
endeavor  to  be  equally  as  explicit,  in  wluit  I  propose  to 
say,  in  answer  to  his  argument. 

The  Senator  thinks,  if  the  charter  of  this  bank  is  not 
renewed,  ruin  to  the  country  is  to  be  the  consequence,  be- 
cause the  bank  nrast  wind  up  all  its  concerns.  This  is  no- 
thing' but  the  old  argument  used  in  181 1,  when  the  then 
existing  bank  applied  for  a  renewal  of  its  charter.  Dis- 
tress to  the  conmiunity,  and  ruin  to  the  country,  were  pre- 
dicted by  the  advocates  of  the  bank.  The  predictions 
were  not  verified.  The  capital  employed  in  the  bank 
was  not  aanihilated.  It  still  existed;  and  in  loans  to  indi- 
viduals, or  in  some  other  shape,  it  was  applied  to  the  uses 
of  the  community.  Debtors  sought  and  obtained  accom- 
modations elsewhere:  as  the  notes  of  that  bank  were 
withdrawn  from  circulation,  their  places  were  supplied 
by  specie,  or  the  paper  of  local  institutions,  and  little  or 
no  inconvenience  was  experienced;  and  such  will  be  the 
case  again,  should  the  charter  of  this  bank  be  allowed  to 
expire  in  1836.  Debtors  worthy  of  credit  will  obtain  ac- 
commodations from  either  Individuals  or  other  banks,  and 
discharge  their  dues  to  this;  and  as  the  notes  of  this  bank 
disappear,  their  places  will  be  supplied  by  specie,  or  the 
paper  of  other  banks,  and  the  mass  of  the  community 
will,  in  a  short  time,  hardly  be  sensible  that  the  operation 
of  winding  up  has  been  performed.  We  have  been  told 
that,  in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  alone,  there  is  due  to 
this  bank  thirty  millions  of  dollars,  twenty  millions  for 
loans  made,  and  ten  millions  for  domestic  bills  of  exchange. 
That  the  press  occasioned  by  the  collection  of  this  debt 
will  be  too  severe  to  be  borne.  The  charter  has  almost 
four  years  yet  to  run,  and  then  two  years  are  allowed  for 
collections,  making  nearly  nx  years.  How  often  have  we 
been  told  during  this  session  of  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  and  especially  that  part  of  it  in  the  valley 
of  the  Mississippi.  If  these  statements  have  any  resem- 
blance to  the  filct,  it  ought  to  be  entirely  within  the  power 
of  these  debtors,  in  five  or  sixyears,  to  adjust  and  pay  what- 
ever they  may  owe.  I  must  repeat  what  f  said  on  a  former 
occasion:  If  these  debts  are  real  transactions,  the  adjust- 
ment of  them  will  be  a  simple  operation.  The  paper 
evidencing  these  debts  will  be  paid  at  maturity;  and  let 
tlie  bank  be  careful  not  to  discount  when  the  charter  is 
near  expiring,  and  the  whole  object  will  be  accomplished. 
If  the  transactions  are  not  reaJ,  but  fictitious,  and  the 
paper  discounted  has  assumed  the  appearance  of  business 
paper,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  permanent  loans,  in 
other  words,  standing  accommodations,  the  soonertbe  truth 
is  known,  the  better  to  all  concerned.  The  community 
has  a  deep  interest  in  this  matter:  false  credit  given  to  in- 
diriduals  by  false  appearances  is  an  injury  to  society,  and 
of  no  actual  benefit  to  individuals;  and  the  sooner  such 
transactions  are  brought  to  a  close,  all  the  better;  the 
fewer  will  be  the  number  of  sufferers. 

If  I  am  not  very  much  mistaken,  this  opinion  was,  some 
years  ago,  advanced,  in  a  report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  whose  opinions  upon  such  a  subject  are 
entitled  to  the  highest  respect. 

But,  sir,  if,  when  this  bank  has  been  in  operatidn  only 
fifteen  or  sixteen  years,  the  debts  have  become  so  nume- 
rous, and  so  large,  that  we  must,  on  these  accounts,  re- 
new the  charter,  I  must  be  allowed  to  ask,  what  will  be 
the  state  of  things  it  the  end  of  thirty-five  years?  Will 
they  not  be  much  worse?  Most  certainly  ihey  will.  What, 
then,  do  gentlemen  mean  ?  Do  tliey  intend  that  this  char- 
ter ^udl  become  perpetual?  That  this  company,  foreign- 
ers and  all,  shall  have  this  monopoly  forever'  If  this  be 
not  their  intention,  I  must  ask  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 


setts to  tell  us  at  what  time  the  institution  can  be  wound 
up,  with  less  inconvenience,  than  at  the  expiration  of  tl>e 
present  charter.  When  will  the  debtors  in  the  valley  of 
the  Mississippi  be  better  able  to  pay,  than  when  this  char- 
ter expires?  If  the  argument  of  the  Senator  proves  any 
thing,  it  proves  that  this  corporation  ought  to  exist  for- 
ever. Is  any  gentleman  willing  to  avow  this?  I  am 
decidedly  opposed  to  it.  Pay^lay  for  these  debtors  must 
arrive  some  time;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  the  affairs  of 
this  bank  can  probably  be  closed,  with  less  inconvenience 
to  the  community,  at  the  expiration  of  this  charter,  than 
they  can  be  fifteen  years  afterwards. 

The  Senator  says,  the  President  alleges  that  the  ap- 
plication to  renew  the  charter  is  premature,  and  thinks 
we  ought  not  to  be  chided  by  him  for  acting  on  the  sub- 
ject, as  he  hdl  directed  the  attention  of  the  nation  and  of 
Congress  to  this  subject,  in  his  message  of  1829,  and  in 
two  succeeding  me^isages. 

Mr.  President,  tn  me  it  is  obvious  that  the  notice  taken 
of  the  bank  in  those  messages  was  not  to  recommend  to 
Congress  to  act  upon  the  subject,  at  either  of  the  sessions 
when  those  messages  was  delivered;  but,  as  the  subject 
was  esteenKd  of  vital  interest  to  the  commnnity,  to  turn 
the  attention  of  all  to  it,  at  an  early  period,  so  that  the 
opinion  might  be  wdl  matured  upon  it,  when  the  charter 
was  about  to  expire,  and  when  it  would  become  necessary 
to  act  upon  it. 

But  if  Congress  ought  now  to  act  upon  it,  because  the 
subject  is  brought  before  us  by  those  messages,  why  was 
it  not  acted  on  at  the  sessions  when  these  messages  were 
delivered?  Why  not  at  the  session  in  1829?  The  Sena- 
tor has  answered  the  question  with  frankness.  He  has 
told  us  it  is  material  that  it  should  be  known  befbre  the 
Presidential  election,  whether  the  President  would  sign 
the  act  renewing  the  charter  or  not;  because,  if  he  wotud 
not,  he  ought  to  be  turned  out,  and  another  put  in  his  place, 
who  will ;  and  as  the  election  is  to  take  place  the  succeed- 
ing fall,  application  for  the  renewal  could  not  be  longer 
delayed. 

I  thank  the  Senator  for  t]>e  candid  avowal,  that  unless 
the  President  wilt  wgn  such  a  charter  as  will  suit  the  di- 
rectors, they  intend  to  interfere  in  the  election,  and  en- 
deavor to  displace  him.  With  the  same  candor  I  state 
that,  after  this  decUration,  this  charter  shall  never  be  re- 
newed with  my  consent. 

liCt  us  look  at  this  matter  as  it  is.  Immediately  before 
the  election,  the  directors  apply  for  a  charter,  which  tliey 
think  the  President  at  any  otiier  time  will  not  sign,  for 
the  express  purpose  of  compelling  him  to  sign  contrary 
to  his  judgment,  or  of  encountering  all  their  hostility  in 
the  canvass,  and  at  the  polls.  Suppose  this  attempt  to 
have  succeeded,  and  the  President,  through  fear  of  his 
election,  had  signed  this  charter,  although  he  conscien- 
tiously believes  it  will  be  destructive  of  the  liberty  of  the 
people  who  have  elected  him  to  preside  over  them,  and 
preserve  their  liberties,  so  far  as  in  his  power.  What  next? 
Why,  whenever  the  charter  is  likely  to  expire  hereafter, 
they  will  come,  as  they  do  now,  on  the  eve  of  the  election, 
and  compel  the  Chief  Magistrate  to  sign  such  a  charter  as 
they  may  dictate,  on  pain  of  being  turned  out  and  dis- 
gnced.  Would  it  not  be  fiir  better  to  gratify  this  moneyed 
aristocracy,  to  the  whole  extent  at  once,  and  renew  ttieir 
charter  forever?  The  temptation  to  a  periodical  inter- 
ference in  our  elections  would  then  be  taken  away. 

Sir,  if,  under  these  circumstances,  die  charter  is  re- 
newed, the  elective  franchise  is  destroyed,  and  the  liber- 
ties and  prosperity  of  the  people  are  delivered  over  to 
this  moneyed  institution,  to  be  disposed  of  at  their  discre- 
tion, against  this  I  enter  my  solemn  protest. 

The  honorable  Senator  next  adverts  to  what  the  Presi- 
dent says  on  the  constitutionality  of  this  act,  and  animad- 
verts on  what  is  stated  in  rebtion  to  there  being  two  prece- 
dents in  Congress,  where  this  power  is  asserted,  and  two 
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in  which  it  was  denied;  and  then  asserUthat  since  the  rear 
1791,  wlien  the  first  bank  was  chartered,  Cong^ss  hsu 
never  denied  this  power. 

Mr.  President,  it  appears  to  me  that,  whether  the 
President  can  -show  any  recorded  vote,  denying  this 
power  or  not,  the  Senator  ought  not  to  be  too  severe  upon 
the  Executive  for  this  mistake,  if  it  be  one.  When  a  re- 
newal of  the  charter  was  applied  fur  in  1811,  its  con- 
stitutionality was  argued,  and  ably  argued,  by  those  op- 
posed to  it,  and  the  application  was  rejected.  Tlie  bank 
then  applied  for  time  to  wind  up  its  business;  the-petition 
was  referred  to  a  committee  wlio  reported  against  the  ap- 
plication, alleging  that  it  was  unconstitutional,  and  this 
report  was  concurred  in.  Afterwards,  in  1815,  when  a 
bank  cliarter  was  under  consideration  in  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, a  member  from  Massachusetts,  in  his  place, 
then  acting  under  tlie  same  high  obligations  which  the 
President  acts  under,  arguing  against  the  charter,  states 
expressly  that  the  renewiQ  of  the  charter  had  been  refused 
because  it  was  unconstitutional.  The  President,  without 
doubt,  has  read  this  argument,  and  seen  this  resolution; 
and  if  he  reposed  confidence  in  these  statements,  and  was 
thereby  misled,  which  I  suppose  he  was  not,  1  submit  to 
the  honorable  Senator  whether,  undersuch  circumstances, 
be  would  not  have  been  entitled  to  milder  treatment  from 
him,  than  he  has  received. 

The  attention  of  the  Senate  has  been  next  called  to  that 
part  of  the  message  found  in  page  six,  in  which  the  deci- 
sions of  the  Supreme  Court  are  spoken  of. 

The  honorable  Senator  argues  that  the  constitution  has 
constituted  the  Supreme  Court  a  tribunal  to  decide  great 
constitutional  questions,  sucli  as  this,  and  that,  when  they 
have  done  so,  the  question  is  put  at  rest,  and  every  other 
department  of  the  Government  must  acquiesce.  This 
doctrine  I  deny.  The  constitution  vests  "the  judicial 
power  in  a  Supreme  Court,  and  in  such  inferior  courts  as 
Congress  may  from  tiitie  to  time  ordain  and  establish." 
Whenever  a  suit  is  commenced  and  prosecuted  in  tlie 
courts  of  the  United  States,  of  which  they  have  jurisdic- 
tion, and  such  suit  is  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court,  as 
that  is  the  court  of  the  last  resort,  its  decision  is  final  and 
conclusive  between  tlie  parties.  But  as  an  authority,  it 
does  not  bind  either  the  Congress  or  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  If  eitlier  of  these  co-ordinate  depart- 
ments is  afterwards  called  upon  to  perform  an  official  act, 
and  conscientiously  believe  the  performance  of  tliat  act 
will  be  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  they  are  not  bound 
to  perform  it,  but,  on  tlie  contrary,  are  as  much  at  liberty 
to  decline  acting,  as  if  no  such  decision  had  been  made. 
In  examining  the  extent  of  their  constitutional  power, 
the  opinion  of  so  enlightened  a  tribunal  as  our  Supreme 
Court  has  been,  and  I  hope  ever  will  be,  will  always  be 
entitled  to  great  weight;  and,  without  doubt,  either  Con- 
gress or  tlie  President  would  always  be  disposed,  in  a 
doubtful  case,  to  think  its  decisions  correct;  but  I  hope 
neither  will  ever  view  them  as  authority  binding  upon 
them.  They  ought  to  examine  the  extent  of  their  con- 
stitutional powers  for  themselves;  and  when  they  have 
bad  access  to  all  sources  of  information  within  their  reach, 
and  given  to  every  thing  its  due  weight,  if  they  are  satis- 
fied the  constitution  has  not  given  a  power  to  do  the  act 
required,  I  insist  they  ought  to  refrain  from  doing  it. 

Suppose  the  House  of  Representatives  to  have  passed 
an  act  on  a  given  subject  for  a  number  of  successive  ses- 
sions, and  from  want  of  time  the  Senate  had  not  acted  on 
it,  and  the  cottstitutionality  of  such  an  act  to  come  before 
the  Senate,  would  any  member  think  those  opinions  of 
the  House  authorities  by  which  he  was  bound?  Certainly 
not.  They  would  hare  due  weight,  and  be  respectfully 
conndered,  but  disregarded  in  the  decision  made  by  the 
Senate,  if  shown  to  be  incorrect.  In  principle  tliere  can 
be  no  difference  between  such  cases  and  the  judicial  de- 
cisions.    Suppose  the'  President  to  recommend,  never  so 


oflen,  the  passage  of  an  act  which  he  may  think  caata- 
tutional,  would  the  Senate,  ihe  House  of  Representatires, 
or  the  courts,  feel  themselves  bound  by  his  opinions?  i 
think  not.  Each  co-ordinate  department,  within  its  ap- 
propriate sphere  of  action,  must  judge  of  its  own  powers, 
when  called  upon  to  do  its  official  duties;  and  if  eitber 
blindly  follows  the  others,  without  forming  an  opinion  fer 
itself,  an  essential  check  against  the  exercise  of  unconsti- 
tutional power  is  destroyed.  A  mistake  by  Coagrem  m 
passing  an  act,  inconsistent  with  the  constitution,  followed 
by  a  like  mistake  by  the  Supreme  Court,  in  deciding  auch 
act  to  be  constitutional,  might  be  attended  with  the  most 
fatal  consequences.  Let  each  department  judge  for  itself^ 
and  we  are  safe.  If  different  interpretations  are  put  upon 
the  constitution  by  the  different  departments,  the  people 
is  the  tribunal  to  settle  the  dispute.  Each  of  the  defnrt- 
ments  is  the  agent  of  the  people,  doing  their  buoness  >c- 
conling  to  the  powers  conferred;  and  where  there  b  a 
disagreement  as  to  the  extent  of  these  powers,  the  people 
themselves,  through  tlie  ballot  boxes,  must  settle  it-  The 
Senator,  if  I  heard  him  correctly,  has  said  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  asserted  that  the  Supreme  Court  has  no  power 
to  decide  upon  the  constitutionality  of  an  act  of  Congress. 
The  gentleman  has  not  attended  to  the  message  with  hi* 
usual  accuracy.  No  such  opinion  is  advanced,  but  the 
contrary,  that  each  department  within  its  appropriate 
sphere  of  action  has  the  right  to  judge  for  itself,  and  is 
not  bound  by  the  opinion  of  both,  or  either  of  the  others; 
and  this  I  incline  to  think  is  the  correct  constitutional 
view  of  the  subject  The  honorable  Senator  thinks  the 
Presideht  entirely  mistaken  when  he  supposes  Congreit 
cannot  deprive  itself  of  some  of  its  legislative  powers. 
Let  us  for  a  few  minutes  attend  to  the  view  of  this  part 
of  tlie  subject  presented  by  the  message,  and  then  examine 
its  correctness. 

,  The  Congress  is  vested  with  exclusive  legislative  pow- 
ers over  the  District  of  Columbia.  It  therefore  has  an 
undoubted  ■power  to  establish,  wltliin  the  District,  as  man}' 
banks,  with  as  much  capital  to  each,  as  it  chooses.  Br 
this  charter,  it  is  stipulated  that  Congress  shall  not  esta- 
blish any  bank  within  the  District,  nor  sliall  it  incrrsK 
the  capital  of  existing  banks.  This  the  President  tbinki 
is  unconstitutional.  By  this  agreement,  the  present  Cob- 
gress,  and  its  successors,  are  deprived  of  the  powers  of 
establishing  any  bank,  no  matter  how  presangly  the  pub- 
lic interest  may  require  one.  Congress  by  this  agreemeat 
will  have  stripped  itself  of  all  power  to  legislate  upon  i 
subject  during  the  existence  of  the  charter,  when  tbs 
constitution  haid  vested  the  most  ample  powers.  Is  thii 
constitutional?  Ought  we  to  be  bound  by  such  an  agree- 
ment for  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  permit  the  best  ia- 
terests  of  society  to  be  sacrificed  for  the  want  of  a  power 
which  the  constitution  has  conferred,  but  which  we  have 
bailered  away?  The.  message  supposes  we  are  not  »t 
liberty  to  dispose  of  our  legislative  powers  in  this  manner, 
and  therefore  this  act  is  unconstitutional.  This  is  cer- 
tainly a  very  important  point.  If  we  make  such  an  agret- 
ment,  we  ought  to  be  bound' by  it;  and  yet  I  think  casa 
might  occur,  in  which  we  ought  not  to  be,  nor  would  wt 
be,  bound  by  any  such  agreement.  The  public  safetr, 
the  public  interest,  might,  long  before  the  expiration  of  tfce 
charter,  imperiously  demand  the  establishmeut  of  one  a 
more  banks  within  tlie  District,  and  I  do  not  believe  «c 
can  constitutionally  deprive  ourselves  or  our  succesors  of 
the  power  to  do  so. 

The  Senator  insists,  in  many  cases,  we  derive  our  pow- 
ers not  from  express  grants,  but  by  constructions,  and 
asks  how  we  acquire  power  to  pass  laws  to  han^  thoK 
who  rob  the  mail.  He  says  it  might  be  argued  that  fins 
and  imprisonment  would  be  sufficiendy  severe. 

To  this  I  answer,  that  when  an  express  power  is  granted 
to  Congress  to  accomplish  a  given  object,  and  no  meaiu 
for  its  accompl'ishment  are  pointed  out,  there  we  must,  b; 
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struction,  h»re  the  necessary  and  appropriate  means, 
.he  case  of  the  mail  robber,  we  have  the  power  to  hang, 
ause  we  have  an  undoubted  power  to  carry  the  mail 
I  deliver  its  contents  safely,  and  unless  those  who  vio- 
:  it  can  be  punished  criminally,  this  granted  power 
not  be  carried  into  efTectj  and  as  putting  to  death  the 
1  who  will  break  open  the  mail  and  steal  its  contents 

necessary  and  appropriate  means  for  preventing  such 
9,  Congress  has  the  power  thus  to  punish.  But  this 
I  not  furnish  a  precedent  for  exercising  the  power  to 
fer  upon  a  bank  created  ostensibly  for  public  and 
mcial  purposes,  a  set  of  powers  and  privileges  not  in 

least  necessary  or  proper  for  enabling  it  to  perform 
'  of  the  duties  to  be  required  of  it  by  the  Government. 
The  honorable  Senator  has  wearied  himself  a  good  deal 
h  a  criticism  upon  the  word  "  monopoly."  He  says  it 
Bed  at  least  twenty  times  in  this  message,  and  never 
rectly.  That  the  act  only  confers  exclusive  privileges, 
I  the  word  monopoly  means  the  sole  power  of  tradmg. 
Mr.  President,  I  do  think  upon  this  great  subject  the 
ids  of  statesmen  may  be  more  profitably  employed, 
a  in  close  criticisms  upon  the  definition  of  particular 
rds;  but  I  am  content  to  take  the  Senator's  definition, 
1  insist  it  is  appropriately  used.  The  charter  does  grant 
:  sole  power  of  banking  for  fifteen  years  to  this  com- 
ly."  They,  therefore,  have  the  sole  power  of  trading 
the  nianner  pointed  out  in  that  charter  for  the  perio<l 
its  duration.  To  make  it  a  monopoly,  the  company 
rf  not  have  the  exclusive  right  of  trading  in  every 
rig;  the  sole  right  to  carrj-  on  a  particular  branch  of 
liness  is  sufficient;  and  as  this  company  is  to  have  this 
c  or  exclusive  right,  it  appears  to  me  the  word  is  pro- 
fly  used.  The  honorable  Senator  fears  much  mischief 
y  follow  from  the  objections  urged  against  foreigners 
ning  stock  in  the  bank,  unless  something  shall  be 
le  to  remove  these  erroneous  impressions.     He  sa.ja 

are  interested  in  encouraging  them  to  make  loans  for 
Wic  purposes  to  the  General  and  State  .Governments, 
I  that  heretofore  it  has  been  our  policy  to  encourage 
:m  to  hold  property  among  us. 

Br.  President,  this  never  has  been  our  policy  as  to 
dsi  the  respective  States  have,  and  ought  ever  to  have, 
!  exclusive  right  to  determine  who  shall  hold  lands 
hin  their  limits.  It  has  generally  been,  and  probably 
!r  will  be,  their  policy  to  prevent  aliens  from  acquiring 
ebolcis  within  their  limits.  This  policy  of  theirs,  we 
'e  no  constitutional  power  to  interfere  with.  As  to  our 
blic  stocks,  I  think  witli  the  Senator,  foreigners  may 
n  make  loans  to  the  Government,  or  purchase  stock 
ned  by  our  citizens.  Much  benefit  m.iy  result  from 
I,  and  we  have  no  injury  to  fear.  As  to  our  public 
cks,  foreigners  owning  them  can  have  no  agency  what- 
'r  in  creating  them,  or  managing  them.  At  the  end  of 
i\  quarter,  the  Government  pays  the  stipulated  inte- 
t,  and  at  the  time  agreed  on  discliarges  the  principal, 
e  holder  of  the  stock,  by  no  act  of  his,  can  make  his 
rfits  more  or  less.  But  the  case  is  not  so  as  to  bank 
ck.  Although  the  foreigner  can  neither  vote,  nor  be 
irector,  yet  he  can  in  many  instances  have  an  indirect 
uence  on  the  operations  oi  the  bank,  and,  by  regulat- 

exchanges  favorably  for  the  bank  and  injuriously  for 
'  citizens,  can  increase  tlie  profits  of  the  establishment, 
I  Utus  benefit  himself.  Will  any  gentleman  say  he  is 
opinion  the  Barings,  who  own  a  million  of  stock,  can 
'e  no  influence  on  the  profits  to  be  made  by  this  insti- 
ion '     I  think  not. 

lome  of  the  views  taken  in  this  message  of  the  manner 
which  this  stock  may,  and  probably  will  be,  managed 
our  own  citizens  and  foreigners,  arc  very  forcible,  as 
y  strike  my  mind. 

Jnder  the  old  charter,  the  bank  could  not  bv  taxed  by 
:  State  Governments,  according  to  the  decision  of  the 
preme  Courtj  but  citizen  stockholders  might  be  luxe'l 


by  the  States  in  which  they  reside  for  the  stock  which 
they  hold.  The  asseasors  in  Connecticut  applied  to  the 
bank  in  that  State  for  the  names  of  the  stockholders  re- 
siding there.  The  names  were  not  furnished,  and  the  like 
application  was.  made  to  the  president  of  the  principal 
bank,  who,  by  the  advice  of  counsel,  returned  a  very  po- 
lite answer,  declining  to  give  the  names,  as  the  bank  could 
not  lend  their  aid  to  enforce  penalties  against  their  stock- 
holders. To  remedy  this  mischief  under  the  renewed 
charter,  provision  is  made  that  the  names  of  citizen  stock- 
holders shall  be  furnished.  The  President  thinks  that, 
under  this  renewed  charter,  the  construction  will  be  that 
the  bank  cannot  be  taxed,  therefore  yuu  cannot  tax  fo- 
reigners; but  that  citizens  may  be  taxed  for  the  stock  they 
own;  therefore  this  stock  will  be  worth  one  per  cent,  per 
annum  more  to  the  foreigner  than  to  the  citizen.  That, 
with  this  inducement,  foreigners  will  purchase  out  all  the 
stock  except  enough  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  a  few  citi- 
zens, who  will  liave-a  power  every  year  to  elect  themselves 
directors.  That  this  company,  thus  formed  of  a  few  citi- 
zens, and  foreign  stockholders,  will  manage  the  institution 
for  their  own  particular  benefit  in  lime  of  peace,  and  that 
in  time  of  war  it  will  possess  a  power  dangerous  to  the 
Government  itself.  The  honorable  Senator  says  the  mes- 
sage frequently  repeats  that  the  institution  may  be  "  dan- 
gerous" to  our  liberty-,  dangerous  to  our  prosperity,  &c.; 
that  he  can  see  nothing  dangerous  in  it. 

Mr.  President,  we  must  remember  that,  in  case  of  a  war, 
this  bank,  if  in  existence,  must  be  our  main  dependence 
for  raising  money;  and  yet  there  is  no  provision  by  which 
it  is  bound  to  loan  us  one  cent.  Now,  suppose  it  to  have 
existed  during  the  last  war,  and  the  stock  to  have  been 
owned  by  British  subjects  and  a  few  of  our  own  citizens, 
and  those  citizens  to  have  belonged  to  that  sect  in  politics 
who  were  seeking  to  change  our  federal  rulers — who 
thought  it  wicked  to  thank  God  for  our  victories  upon 
either  land  or  water — who  had  sent  an  embassy  to  this  city 
to  request  the  then  President  to  resign:  does  any  man  be- 
lieve the  administration  could  have  procure<l  a  loan  for  one 
cent.'  Those  politicians,  I  am  willing  to  suppose,  were 
acting  honestly;  that  they  believed  the  war  impoFitic,  un- 
just, and  wicked,  so  much  so  that  they  would  not  aid  it 
with  their  good  wishes.  Does  any  one  suppose  that  they 
would  not  have  held  it  treason  against  good  morals  to  have 
loaned  pecuniary  aid.'  Surely  they  would.  We  must 
then  have  been  without  money,  and  without  the  meansof 
obtaining  any.  Peace  must  have  been  made,  and  upon 
any  terms  dictated  by  the  bank,  or  by  the  enemy. 

i  put,  then,  the  question  to  the  Senate — to  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts — to  answer  me  if  they  can  see  no  dan- 
ger in  this  state  of  things. 

The  honorable  Senator  next  recurs  to  that  part  of  the 
message  which  speaks  of  the  bonus.  The  President  sup- 
poses that  this  is  proof  upon  the  face  of  the  act,  that  more 
power  and  greater  privileges  are  conferred  than  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  performance  of  the  public  business  to  be 
done  by  the  bank.  The  Senator  thinks  this  small  aStit 
is  within  a  nut-shell,  and  that  shell  not  worth  crackings 
that  any  one  capable  of  taking  the  view  of  a  statesman, 
would  have  seen  that  the  other  powers  were  necessary  to 
make  a  bank  of  any  use  for  public  or  private  purposes. 

Mr.  President,  I  have  endeavored  to  expand  my  mind 
so  as  to  take  this  enlarged  view  of  the  subject,  and  what 
I  find  is,  that  the  advocates  of  tliis  bank,  upon  the  plea 
that  the  bank  is  necessary  for  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the 
Government,  wish,  by  construction,  to  acquire  the  power 
to  create  a  bank;  and,  having  thus  possessed  themselves  of 
the  power,  wish  to  use  it  so  as  to  confer  powers  not  in  any 
degree  necessary  for  a  bank  to  possess,  to  enable  it  to  do 
all  which  the  Government  may  wish  to  have  done,  but 
through  which  the  stockholders  may  enrich  themselves 
and'their  friends,  and  acquire  an  influence  greater  than 
the  Government  itself,  and  control  all  our  political  con- 
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cerns  in  such  manner  as  to  gratify  their  ambition  and  pro- 
mote their  interests  to  any  extent  they  may  wish.  In  short, 
it  appears  to  me  that,  in  creating  the  bank,  the  pretence 
is,  through  it  to  do  the  public  business;  and  as  soon  as 
created,  the  public  business  is  a  mere  insignificant  inci- 
dent; and  private  emolument,  without  limit,  is  the  mwu 
design. 

But  it  is  said.we  have  the  President's  project  for  abank. 
It  is  to  be  one  without  money,  without  credit,  and  to  do 
no  business. 

Others,  before  tlie  honorable  Senator,  have  supposed 
the  President  to  mean  any  sort  of  bank  that  could  be 
most  easily  turned  into  ridicule.  I  do  not  know  where 
the  honorable  member  has  seen  the  project  of  which  he 
speaks.  I  have  never  seen  or  heiu^l  of  any  such  thing 
from  the  President. 

The  Senator  seems  to  suppose  the  President's  fears 
upon  the  subject  of  the  States  not  being  allowed  to  im- 
pose a  tax,  entirely  too  great. 

How  stands  this  matter?  The  Supreme  Court  has  de- 
cided that  the  States  cannot  tax  the  bank.  This  charter 
imposes  no  condition  upon  the  bank  that  it  shall  pay  any 
tax  to  any  State,  and  provides  a  mode  by  which  resident 
stockholders  may  be  taxed  for  their  stock.  What,  then, 
will  be  tlie  construction  under  this  renewed  charter?  No 
man  can  doubt  it.  As  no  provision  is  made,  no  tax  can 
be  collected.  I  hold  that  in  every  State  where  a  branch 
is  situated,  that  as  the  State  laws  must  protect  the  pei'sons 
who  manage  the  afiiiirs  of  tliis  corporation,  and  must  pro- 
tect the  property  within  their  limits,  it  is  strictly  just  that 
ai  reasonable  tax  should  be  paid  for  this  protection. 

All  tlus  might  have  been  easily  provided  for.  Although 
Congress  cannot  confer  upon  a  Stiite  the  power  of  taxa- 
tion, it  certainly  can  impose  a  condition  upon  tliis  corpo- 
ration that  it  shall  pay  a  tax,  or  the  charter  be  forfeited. 
As  no  such  condition  is  imposed,  tlie  States  must  lose  tlie 
tax,  under  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court.  I  take  the 
liberty  of  saying,  further,  that  the  reasoning  in  that  case, 
if  correct  and  carried  out,  will  produce  a  cluss  of  persons 
exempt  from  taxation  that  would  be  highly  inconvenient. 
The  principle  established  is,  that  the  bank  is  necessary 
for  tlie  Federal  Government;  that  the  State  Government 
is  an  adversary  power,  and,  if  allowed  the  power  to  tax, 
could  tax  so  heavily  as  to  exclude  the  bank  and  branches 
from  the  States.  Carry  out  tlie  same  principle,  and  you 
must  exempt  from  State  taxation  the  houses  and  other 
property  of  every  federal  officer  of  every  grade.  If 
the  bank  is  necessaiy  to  the  United  States  in  an  indivi- 
dual Stale,  and  tliat  State  cannot  tax  it,  because  it  may  by 
taxing  exclude  it,  I  ask,  are  not  federal  judges  neces3ary; 
marshals,  clerks,  collectors,  and  a  host  of  olitcers?  Why 
shall  tlie  States  tax  them  or  their  property?  They  may 
be  taxed  out  of  the  States  by  this  adversary  power,  and 
therefore  they  must  be  freed  from  taxation.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  yield  my  assent  to  a  doctrine  leading  to  such 
a  result.  The  President  must  be  right  in  wishing  to  pre- 
serve for  the  States  all  the  powers  of  taxation  which  they 
have  not,  in  express  terms,  auiTendered  in  the  constitu- 
tion. These  are  few.  He  says,  imports  and  exports.  The 
objects  of  taxation  are  only  limited  by  their  discretion. 
Persons  and  property  of  every  description,  real  and  per- 
sonal, corporeal  and  incorporeal,  with  the  exception  men- 
tioned, are,  and  of  right  ought  to  be,  liable  to  State  taxa- 
tion; yet  under  tliis  charter  they  will  be  deprived  of  it  for 
want  of  some  such  provision  as  it  was  attempted  to  intro- 
duce here,  and  which  was  rejected. 

The  honorable  member  has  alluded  to  that  part  of  the 
message  which  speaks  of  tlie  investigation  of  the  bank 
being  unwillingly  yielded;  and  at  the  same  time  he  says, 
as  it  does  not  allude  to  this  branch  of  the  Legislature,  we 
cannot  notice  it 

Sir,  is  not  the  statement  true?  Was  not  the  creation  of 
a  committee  opposed?    The  bank  had  its  agents  here,  no 


doubt.  Gentlemen  of  the  House,  confidj^g  in  the  state- 
ments of  the  agent,  thought  the  investigatioa  uselesi, 
therefore  they  opposed  it.  It  was  unwillingly  yiekled. 
Who  is  blamed  for  this  in  the  message?  Not  Uie  Hooic; 
Qot  tlie  members  of,  the  House.  Liet  any  candid  oiind  ex- 
amine the  whole  paragraph,  and  he  must  see  it  b  those 
who  applied  for  a  renewal  of  the  charter,  and  persisted  in 
the  application,  after  this  limited  and  unsatisfactory  exa- 
mination. The  honorable  Senator  thinks  the  message  it 
unfortunate  in  ascribing  to  tlie  patriots  of  the  rerolutioa 
the  spirit  of  compromise,  which  ought  not  to  be  imitated. 
Mr.  President,  if  the  message  did  read  as  tlie  Senattv  has 
read  it,  it  would  have  been  substantially  correct-  The 
leading  patriots  of  tlie  revolution  were  tlie  leading  men 
in  framing  and  adopting  the  constitution;  and  it  is  the 
spirit  of  compromise  which  these  men  manifested  in  adopt* 
ing  the  constitution  we  are  called  upon  to  imitate,  not 
that  dispUy ed  during  the  revolution  in  fighting  tlie  enemy. 
But  the  paragraph  was  misread  by  the  Senator^  no  doubt 
unintentionally,  and  furnishes  no  color,  when  correcdy 
read,  for  the  criticism  we  have  heard  upon  it.  It  has  bees 
argued  that  it  is  strange  the  message  should  intiniate  the 
Executive  ought  to  have  been  called  upon  for  a  draught 
of  tlie  project  of  a  bank. 

I  submit,  Mr.  President,  tliat  it  is  not  at  all  strange.  In 
every  instance,  heretofore,  the  bank  projects  have  pro- 
ceeded from  the  treasury;  and  so  they  ought.  AltbiAigli 
the  bank  established  in  General  Washington's  day  ma/ 
have  been  the  best  tliat  could  be  devised,  as  things  then 
were,  yet  the  increase  of  population — numerous  ctiaoga 
in  almost  every  thing,  might  make  it  a  very  unsuitiible  plan 
at  this  time.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  whose  duty 
it  is  to  watch  the  finances  of  the  country,  and  the  open- 
tionsof  the  bank,  could  better  judge  of  tlie  details  proper 
for  a  bill,  than  any  other  officer;  and  now,  as  in  time  past, 
ought  to  have  l^een  consulted. 

Hr.  President,  in  submitting  this  meaaage,  one  of  the 
highest  duties  of  the  Chief  Magistrate  has  been  perform- 
ed. Under  peculiar  and  trying  circumstances  he  has  given 
his  sentiments,  plainly  and  frankly,  as  he  believed  his  duty 
required. 

When  the  excitement  of  the  time  in  which  we  act  shaO 
have  passed  away,  and  the  historian  and  biographer  shall 
be  employed  in  giving  his  account  of  the  acts  of  our  mofl 
distinguished  public  men,  and  comes  to  the  name  of  An- 
drew Jackson;  when  he  shall  have  recounted  all  the  great 
and  good  deeds  done  by  this  man  in  the  course  of  a  loof 
and  eventful  life,  and  tlie  circumstances  under  which  chu 
message  was  communicated  shall  have  been  stated,  the 
conclusion  will  be,  that,  in  doing  this,  he  has  shown  a  wil- 
lingneKi  to  risk  more  to  promote  the  happiness  of  his  fel- 
low-men, and  to  secure  their  liberties,  than  by  the  doii^ 
of  any  other  act  whatever. 

Mr.  HOLMES  followed  in  opposition  to  the  mesagc, 
and  spoke  some  time,  when  the  Senate  took  a  recess  till 
five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon;  at  which  time  it  met,  andre- 
sumed  the  subject  of  the  veto  message,  when 

Mr.  EWING  took  the  floor.  He  said  he  had  thus  &t 
been  an  attentive  listener  to  the  discussion  which  ttie  sab- 
ject  liad  elicited.  In  the  progress  of  that  discussion,  his 
own  views  had  been  in  many  particulars  anticipated.  Sooe 
pai-ts,  however,  of  the  messi^e  which,  in  his  opinicm,  re- 
quired examination,  had  been  but  briefly  noticed,  and 
others  passed  over  in  silence.  To  such  of  them,  said  Hr. 
£.,'as  1  deem  tlie  most  important,  I  will  now  ask  the  at- 
tention of  the  Senate.  But  in  this  discusaon  I  shall  be 
brief — carefully  avoiding,  as  far  as  may  be,  a  repetitioii  of 
the  subjects  already  dwelt  upon,  and  arguments  afaeady 
advanced. 

This  message  contains  the  Executive  condemnation  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States;  a  universal,  unqualified, 
condemnation  of  all  that  it  is,  and  all  that  Congress  bid 
proposed  to  make  it.  There  is  no  objection,  however  on- 
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Ibtinded,  no  argument,  however  unspund,  which  has  been 
ur^ed  against  this  institution  for  years  past,  both  in  and 
out  of  this  capitol,  but  are  collected  and  thrown  together 
here  to  make  up  this  extraordinary  paper.  But  its  general 
merits  have  been  already  cunsiderecl.  The  parts  to  which 
I  vrould  now  more  especially  invite  your  attention,  are 
found  on  Ihe  third  page  of  the  printed  message,  in  which, 
after  saying  that  "all  the  objectionable  principles  of  the 
existing'  corporation,  and  most  of  its  odious  features,  are 
retainetl  without  aUeviation"  in  the  bill  under  considera- 
tion, proceeds: 

"The  fourth  section  provides  '  that  the  notes  or  bills  of 
the  nid  corporation,  although  the  same  be  on  the  faces 
thereof  respectively  made  payable  at  one  place  only, 
shall,  nevertheless,  be  received  by  the  said  corporation  at 
the  bank,  or  at  any  of  the  offices  of  discount  and  deposite 
thereof,  if  tendered  in  liquidation  or  payment  of  any  ba'- 
lamce  or  balances  due  to  said  corporation,  or  to  such  office  of 
discount  and  deposite,  from  any  other  incorporated  bank.' 
This  provision  secures  to  the  State  banks  a  legal  privilege 
ia  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  which  is  withheld  from 
all  private  citizens.  If  a  State  bank  in  Philadelphia  owe 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  have  notes  issued  by 
the  St.  Louis  branch,  it  can  pay  the  debt  with  those  notes; 
but  if  a  merchant,  mechanic,  or  other  private  citizen,  be 
in  like  circumstances,  he  cannot,  by  law,  pay  his  debt  with 
those  notes,  but  must  sell  them  at  a  discount,  or  send  them 
to  St.  Louis  to  be  cashed.  This  boon  conceded  to  the 
State  banks,  though  not  unjust  in  itself,  'is  most  odious; 
because  it  does  not  measure  out  equal  justice  to  the  high 
and  the  low,  the  rich  and  the  poor.  To  the  extent  of  its 
practical  effect,  it  is  a  bond  of  union  among  the  banking 
establishments  of  the  nation,  erecting  them  mto  an  interest 
separate  from  that  of  the  people:  and  its  necessary  ten- 
dency is  to  unite  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State  banks  in  any  measure  which  may  be  thought  condu 
rire  to  their  common  interests." 

And  this  is  one  prominent  objection  to  the  bill  extend 
in^  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  one 
of  the  reasons  for  refusing  it  the  sanction  of  the  Execu- 
tire !  This  bank,  sir,  with  its  present  charter,  has  exist- 
ed about  fifteen  years.  During  that  period,  its  effects 
upon  the  country  have  been  tried  and  tested.  The  pre 
sent  charter  has  faults  and  imperfections.  Men  of  busi- 
ness, pursuing  the  various  avocations  of  life  in  a  state  of 
society  highly  complicated,  and  in  its  various  branches 
connected  and  intertwined  in  a  thousand  forms  of  combi- 
nation, have,  in  that  long  period  of  time,  felt  all  the  good 
and  all  the  evil  it  contained;  but  with  all  its  good  and  all 
its  evil,  taken  as  a  whole,  it  has  proved  highly  beneficial 
to  our  country.  That  it  has  so,  is  certain  from  the  united 
opinion  of  all  men  of  business,  and  almost  all  the  local 
banks  in  the  United  States,  whose  petitions  for  its  renewal 
load  your  table — petitions,  not  of  one  place,  or  of  one 
party,  or  one  class  of  men,  but  of  the  people  of  all  classes, 
all  parties,  and  almost  all  sections  of  the  Union — and  ge- 
nerally in  those  petitions  they  call  for  an  extension  of  the 
charter  of  the  bank,  without  suggesting  either  variation 
or  modification.  Others  do  suggest  existing  evils,  and  ask 
for  a  modification  which  will  remove  them;  butin  no  one, 
and  from  no  quarter,  do  we  hear  it  urged  as  a  complaint 
that  the  notes  of  the  bank,  wherever  payable,  are  not 
made  a  tender  at  all  places  for  the  payment  of  individual 
debts  to  the  bank.  Was  it  necessary,  then,  or  was  it  pro- 
per, to  insert  such  provision?  Certainly  not,  unless  some 
eril  was  to  be  avoided,  or  some  good  to  be  produced  by  it. 

The  present  charter  of  the  bank  permits  them  to  pay 
out  and  put  in  circulation,  at  any  one  of  their  branches, 
bills  payable  at  any  other  branch.  The  bill  before  us  re- 
stricts them,  and  requires  that  no  notes  of  a  denomina- 
tion which  constitutes  currency  shall  be  paid  out  or  put  in 
circulation  which  are  not  made  payable  at  the  place  where 
they  are  to  issued.  If,  then,  an  individual  borrow  money 
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at  a  branch,  and  agree  to  pay  it  at  the  same  place,  is  it,  I 
ask,  necessary  for  nis  protection,  or  consistent  with  mer- 
cantile habits  and  principles,  that  he  should  be  allowed,  as 
a  legal  right,  to  tender  in  payment  of  this  loan  the  notes 
of  the  person  (or  the  bank)  of  whom  he  borrows,  payable 
a  thousand  miles  off  ?  It  may  be  j  ust  enough,  once  adopted 
as  a  rule  of  law;  but  it  would  be  embarrassing  in  the  ex- 
treme to  the  lender,  and  would  compel  him  to  diminish  the 
amount  of  his  loans  in  order  to  sustain  bis  credit.  But  can 
any  injury  happen  to  the  borrower  by  the  want  of  such 
provision?      Kvery   individual   who   borrows  at  a  bank 
knows  when  pay-day  comes,  and  if  be  be  provident,  he 
prepares  for  it.     Should  the  bank  hold  him  to  the  strict 
law,  and  require  him  to  pay  in  the  notes  of  the  branch,  or 
specie,  he  has  time  to  prepare  himself  with  such  funds  as 
may  suit  his  purpose,  by  exchanges,  which  are  always 
easily  effected.     As,  for  example,  a  trader  or  mechanic  at 
Cincinnati  borrows  money  payable  at  that  place,  and  he 
is  required  to  pay  in  notes  of  that  branch,  or  specie:  now 
tlie  notes  that,  under  this  charter,  would  circulate  there, 
are  those  of  Cincmnati,  Louisville,  and  Pittsburg.     If  the 
debtor  had  one-third  of  the  amount  due  in  notes  of  each 
of  those  branches,  and  the  bank  at  Cincinnati  should  re- 
fuse to  receive  any  but  its  own  notes,  every  man  of  busi- 
ness knows  that  an  hour  would  be  ample  time  to  exchange 
to  the  amount  of  any  moderate  loan,  and  without  a  pre- 
mium, for  such  funds  as  the  branch  could  not  refuse. 
But  the  suppontion  that  this  would  ever  be  required  by 
the  bank,  is  perfectly  idle.     They  have  to  deal  with  the 
people,  and  the  good  will  of  their  customers  is  the  source 
bothof  their  convenience  and  their  profit.    It  would  be 
wanton  folly  in  them  to  refuse  notes  of  any  of  their 
branches  in  payment  of  the  debts  due  them,  whenever 
obtained  by  a  borrower  in  the  due  course  of  business,  and 
fairly  offered  for  that  purpose.     They  never  have,  that  I 
haveeverheardof,  asyet,inthe  whole  course  of  their  busi- 
ness, and  I  presume  they  never  will,  unless  their  officers  be- 
come insane,  or  an  unexpected  change  in  business  should 
render  it  necessary  for  self-preservation.  But  compel  them 
by  law  to  do  that  which  they  now  do  voluntarily,  and  great 
mischief  might  follow.     In  the  fluctuations  of  trade  there 
will  frequentiy  be  heavy  drains  upon  the  specie  of  our 
gT'eat  commercial  cities.     In  those  cities  flows  from  every 
part  of  the  Union  the  paper  of  all  the  branches,  brouriit 
there  by  traders  as  the  funds  easiest  of  transportation  for 
the  purchase  of  merchandise.     There,  too,  the  heaviest 
loans  are  made  to  individual^  and  the  amount  becoming 
due  to  the  bank,  in  a  single  day,  is  sometimes  immense. 
Now,  in  this  state  of  things,  suppose  one  of  these  sudden 
and  heavy  pressures  upon  the  money  market  in  New  York, 
and  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the  other  banks  in 
that  city  are  drawn  on  at  once  for  one  or  two  millions  of 
dollars  of  specie,  and  this  bank  compelled  to  receive  the 
paper  of  remote  branches  in  payment  of  debts,  is  it  not 
obvious  at  once  that  they  would  bear  the  whole  pressure, 
in  the  first  instance,  at  least<to  the  extent  of  all  the  notes 
of  all  the  branches  in  the  money  market  of  the  place?  The 
Manhattan  bank,  for  example,  has  $100,000  of  the  paper 
of  the  remote  branches,  and  wi^es  to  make  it  available 
at  once  in  specie :  that  bank  would,  through  the  medium 
of  brokers,  bid  up  a  small  premium  in  the  bills  on  remote 
branches,  for  those  payable  at  the  branch  in  New  York, 
and  the  debtors  who  were  about  to  pay  the  money  on  their 
own  notes  would  make  the  exchange  and  take  the  pre- 
mium, and  the  Manhattan  bank  would  return  the  notes 
of  the  branch  in  New  York,  and  compel  the  payment  of 
specie.  Thus  every  sudden  pressure  would  be  cast  wholly 
upon  this  institution,  their  bunness  would  be  cramped 
and  their  discounts  limited,  and  no  good  or  useful  pur- 
pose whatever  effected  by  it     So  much  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  this  extension  of  the  general  privilege  offender 
to  individuals. 
With  respect  to  banks,  the  case  is  wboDy  dHTerent. 
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They  arethe  rivals,  not  the  customers,  of  this  institution. 
If  their  jealousy  should  ever  be  excited  against  any;  if 
they  should,  from  any  cause,  attempt  the  oppression  or 
overthrow  of  any  interest  in  tlie  country,  it  would  be 
the  local  institutions,  the  otlier  chartered  banks  in  the 
United  States;  and  it  is  against  the  possibility  of  such 
oppression  tliat  this  fourth  section  was  intended  to  guard. 
BanVs  are  essentially  creatures  of  credit,  no  matter  how 
safe  and  solvent  they  may  be  in  fact;  if  they  ever  refuse 
payment  of  their  engagements  but  for  a  single  day,  under 
circumstances  where  they  are  legally  required,  the  public 
confidence  is  shaken,  their  credit  is  gone,  and  their  ruin 
i*  complete. 

Banks,  too,  are  unlike  individuals  in  this;  they  do  not 
know  what  day  or  hour,  or  to  what  amount,  they  may  be 
called  on  to  redeem  their  notef.  lltey  cannot,  uerefore, 
be  prepared,  by  a  given  day,  to  meet  a  given  sum,  which 
they  know  they  must  pay,  and  which  is  all  that  they  must 
pay.  But  a  heavy  claim  may  come  without  a  moment's 
notice,  and  must  be  paid  within  the  day,  or  the  credit  of 
the  bank  is  destroyed. 

Ag«n,  sir,  several  branches  may  have  a  motive,  and 
without  this  provinon  they  would  have  the  power  to  com' 
bine  against  a  State  bank  to  injure  and  oppress  it,  while 
they  have  neither  the  motive  nor  the  power  so  to  operate 
against  individuals.  I  would  instance  the  case  of  the 
three  branches  of  Pittsburg,  Cincinnati,  and  Louisville, 
the  notes  of  all  which  circulate  within  the  range  of  busi- 
ness of  the  Commercial  bank  of  Cincinnati.  They  eacli 
of  them  receive  the  notes  of  that  bank,  and  it  receives 
theirs.  Suppose  that  each  of  these  branches  has  in  iti> 
vaulu  $30,0ti0  of  the  notes  of  the  Commercial  bank,  and 
that  it  has  at  the  same  time  an  equivalent  amount  of  theirs. 
The  two  remote  branches  may,  if  they  choose  to  do  so, 
under  the  present  charter,  send  all  those  notes  to  the  Cin- 
cinnati branch  for  collection — this  branch  presents  them 
at  the  Commercial  bank  and  demands  payment;  they  must 
take  in  exchange  the  30,000  dollars  of  paper  on  the  Cin- 
cinnati branch,  but  are  not  bound  to  take  the  60,000  on 
the  Pittsburg  and  Louisville  branches.  The  Commercial 
bank  might,  tlierefore,  be  compelled  to  pay  the  balance 
of  60,000  dollars  in  specie,  to  its  great  injury,  when  equity 
required  that  not  a  dollar  should  be  drawn.  A  case  like 
this  could  not  arise  as  to  an  incUvidual.  And  was  it  not 
right  to  provide  against  this  possible  evil?  And  can  it  be 
that  this  provision  is  "  most  odious"  to  a  wise  Executive 
and  an  honest  and  intelligent  people,  because  another  pro- 
vision, fraught  with  mischief,  and  productive  of  nj  good, 
has  not  also  been  inserted? 

But  this  boon,  it  is  said,  is  most  odious,  "  because  it  does 
not  measure  out  equal  justice  to  the  high  and  low,  rich 
and  poor."  Now,  sir,  I  cannot  sec  the  connexion  of  this 
conclusion,  with  any  of  the  premises  or  arguments  which 
precede  it,  if,  indeed,  it  be  intended  as  a  conclusion.  If 
It  be  an  assertion,  1  can  by  no  means  admit  its  tnith  in 
point  of  fact.  The  rich  and  pgor,  in  the  capacity  of  bor- 
rowers, are  certainly,  in  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  placed 
upon  the  same  footing  precisely — ^all  subject  to  the  same 
obligations,  and  all  having  the  same  rights.  But  banking 
institutions,  being  particularly  liable  to  danger,  have  had 
a  shield  thrown  over  tliem  as  a  defence,  which  private 
borrowers,  who  are  not  exposed  to  the  same  danger,  did 
not  want,  and,  therefore,  did  not  receive.  But  the  "high 
and  low,  rich  and  poor,"  what  does  it  mean  as  applied  to 
the  State  institutions?  Tlie  banks  Uiemselvcs  are  neither 
the  one  thing  nor  the  other;  but  if  it  have  any  application 
at  all,  it  must  be  to  the  stockholdirrsin  such  bank.  Now, 
nr,  if  it  be  true  tliat  the  stockholders  in  our  State  banks 
are,  as  a  body,  richer  than  the  borrowei's  from  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  it  is  a  fact  which  I  have  yet  to  learn. 
The  stock  in  those  banks  is  generally  held  in  small  sums 
by  men  who  have,  during  an  active  life,  saved  something 
for  their  old  age;  or  by  the  widows  and  orphans  of  such 


persons,  deceased.  The  borrowers  of  the  Bank  of  ^tut 
United  States  are  the  young,  tlie  active,  and  the  enter- 
prising,  who  are  using  their  talents  and  industry  to  rise  in 
the  world.  Neither  class,  as  compared  with  the  other,  is 
rich,  and  neither  poor;  and  I  know  not  upon  what  sound, 
statesmanlike  principle  an  assertion  or  assumed  condiukm 
of  this  kind  could  have  found  its  place  in  this  message. 

But  it  is  further  said,  and  it  is  the  last  mischief  diacussed 
under  this  bead,  that  the  necessary  tendency  of  this  pro- 
vision is  "to  unite  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the 
State  banks  in  any  measure  which  may  be  thought  coodn- 
cive  to  their  common  interest." 

There  is  but  one  possible  mode  in  which  this  prorinoa 
of  the  charter  would  produce  the  effect  prDp<Med,  and 
that  is  by  removing  a  source  of  controversy  and  discord 
between  them,  preventing  future  collisions,  and  enabUr^ 
them  to  pursue  more  harmoniously  the  general  objects  at 
their  creation;  for  unless  strife  and  discord  prevent  it,  all 
men  and  all  institutions  who  possess  an  ordinary  share  of 
wisdom  and  foresight,  will  pursue  that  which  n  conducive 
to  tlieir  interest;  and  if  the  same  object  be  conducive  to 
the  interest  of  the  whole  people,  or  a  whole   class  of 
incorporated  institutions,  they  will,  unless  the  prtfdomi- 
nance  of  evil  passions  prevent  it,  unite  in  its  pursuit.  Ttui 
provision  might  have  had  the  efiiict  of  removing  cause*  of 
animosity  between  the  national  and  State  institutions,  sjul 
have  allayed  or  prevented  the  occurrence  of  hostile  tx 
unkindly  feelings  between  those  who  directed  them,  and 
thus  have  enabled  them  to  pursue  their  common  interrat 
without  jealousy  or  collision,  and  by  their  united  means  to 
advance  the  common  interests  of  our  country.     But  I 
cannot,  for  myself,  divine  why  the  removal  of  a  subject 
of  discord  between  that  and  the  Slate  institutions  should 
be  made  an  objection  fatal  to  the  bill.     This  difficulty,  if 
it  be  one,  lies  too  deep  for  my  intellect  to  fiithom  it. 
Surely  the  President  did'  not  intend  to  convey  the  idea 
that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  and  the  State  banks 
would,  by  this  provision,  be  induced  "  necessarily"  to 
unite  in  oppi;^5sing  the  people.     No  man  possessing  ordi- 
nary intelligence  could  entertain  an  opinion  of  this  kind, 
and,  if  not  entertained,  certainly  it  could  not  be  Intentioa. 
ally  advanced.     Unite  against  the  people!     Why,  «r,  let 
this  bank  and  the  State  bank  settle  tlieir  accounts  with 
each  other  as  tliey  will,  or  let  the  law  settle  for  them  as  it 
may,  they  are  still,  and  always  must  be,  riral%  in  trade, 
and  tlieir  competition  compels  them,  and  must   always 
compel  them,  to  treat  their  customers  not  only   with 
justice,  but  with  courtesy;  and  no  man   in  this  age  and 
nation  will  believe,  let  it  be  insinuated  from  what  quarter 
it  may,  that  a  law  compelling  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States  to  receive  the  paper  of  the  branches  in  payment 
from  the  Slate  banks,  will  form  a  bond  of  union  between 
them,  and  unite  them  against  the  people,  on  whose  gocd 
will  they  both  depend. 
Passing  from  this  subject,  the  message  procecdstosay  that 
"The  ninth  section  of  the  act  recognises  principles  of 
worse  tendency  than  any  provision  of  the  present  charter. 
"  It  enacts  that    '  the  cashier  of  the  bank  shall  annually 
report  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  names  of 
stockholders  who  arc  not  resident  citizens  of  the  United 
ntates,  and,  on  the  application  of  the  treasurer  of  any 
State,  shall  make  out  and  transmit  to  such  treasurer  a  }aA 
of  stockholders  residing  in,  or  citizens  of  such  State,  with 
the  amount  of  stock  owned  by  each.' " 

This  principle,  so  fraught  with  evil,  is  tlie  right  of  the 
States  to  tax  stockholders  resident  within  their  hmits. 

Now,  sir,  no  right  of  this  kind  is,  or  could  be,  granted, 
nor  is  it  professed  to  be  granted  by  this  bill.  I'he  ninth 
section  furnishes  the  several  States  the  means  of  knowiag 
what  stock  is  owned  within  their  limits,  and  who  are  the 
proprietors,  but  it  confers  no  rights  upon  tlie  States — it 
gives  them  no  power — it  does  not  even  suggest  or  intimate 
the  use  which  the  States  may  make  of  thu  information — 
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and  it  is  liardly  a  fair  presumption  that  the  States  will  so 
Gir  abuse  their  information,  that  the  merely  telling  them 
the  secret  will  sap  the  liberties  and  destroy  the  prosperity 
of  the  commonwealth. 

But,  sir,  the  right  of  the  States  to  tax  the  stock  held  in 
this  bank  by  persons  residing  within  their  limits,  has  never 
been  doubted.  Many  of  the  States  have  exercised  it; 
and  all  hiTe  the  power  to  do  it,  and  to  compel  the  stock- 
bolder,  by  various  modes,  generally  that  of  arbitrary 
assessment,  to  disclose  under  oath  tlie  amount  of  stock 
which  he  owns.  But  the  ninth  section  of  this  charter 
obviates  that  necessity,  and  it  does  nothing  more.  So 
much  for  the  effect  of  this  provision,  which  is  said  to  be 
fraught  with  principles  of  such  d.ingerous  tendency.  But 
a  word  more  as  to  the  principles  wTiich  it  does  not  recog- 
nise, but  which,  nevertheless,  do  exist  in  law. 

I  have  said  that  the  States  have  an  undoubted  right  to 
txs.  the  stockholders  residing  within  their  limits  for  all  the 
iitock  which  they  hold  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
ITie  right  of  taxation,  as  to  debts,  contracu,  stocks,  every 
thing  which  is  of  untangible  nature,  (not  issuing  out  of  real 
estate,^  and  is,  therefore,  ofnophce,  is  determined  by  the 
domicilof  the  owner)  it  is  supposed  to  cxbt  there,  and,  if 
tSLzed  at  all,  it  is  in  the  State  or  kingdom  in  which  its  owner 
resides.  Take,  for  example,  the  case  of  a  man  resident 
in  "Virginia,  loaning  money  to  a  citizen  of  Ohio.  Could 
Ohio  tax  tlie  lender  in  consequence  of  the  loan?  Certainly 
not.  But  the  money  in  the  hands  of  the  borrower,  dispose 
of  it  however  he  might— whether  he  retwned  it  on  liand, 
or  converted  it  into  properly,  or  loaned  it  again — would 
become  at  once  a  subject  of  taxation  in  Ohio.  It  is  the 
same  between  kingdoms  as  States;  a  long  established  prin- 
ciple of  international  law,  never  departed  from  in  times  of 
peace  and  amity:  and  even  in  war,  confiscation,  or  the 
suspensioii  of  the  rights  of  the  creditor,  and  not  taxation, 
is  the  usual  resort  against  the  credits  of  the  al.en  enemy. 
But  k  word  as  to  the  justice  of  this  principle,  as  applied 
to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  and  the  policy  of  per- 
mitting tlie  stock  to  be  owned  by  foreigners. 

The  bonus  of  three  millions  of  dollars,  and  the  several 
burdens  imposed  by  the  bill,  was  the  price  which  it  was 
proposed  should  be  paid  by  the  bank  for  its  privilege  to 
exist,  and  loan  money  as  a  corporation.  This  was  the 
medium  sum  in  the  judgment  of  those  who  had  reflected 
on  the  subject^  and  every  thinr  considered  was  about  a 
just  equivalent.  This  matter,  however,  I  do  not  intend 
to  diacuas — suffice  it  that  it  w.is  the  price  proposed  for  the 
privilege  of  the  charter.  The  individual  stockholders, 
then,  must,  in  this  bonus,  pay  an  equivalent  for  vesting 
their  money  in  the  corporate  joint  stock  concern;  and, 
having  done  so,  they  ought  to  stand  in  every  other  respect 
upon  precisely  the  same  footing  with  individual  money 
lenders — no  better  and  no  worse.  If  an  individual  resid- 
in{^  in  Boston  send  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  his 
agent  at  Cincinnati,  who  lends  it  for  him  and  in  bis  name, 
the  State  of  Ohio  cannot,  as  I  have  already  explained,  tax 
the  Bostonian  on  account  of  tlie  loan.  The  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts may,  but  Ohio  cannot,  for  the  debt  is  drawn  to 
the  domicil  of  the  lender,  and  is  property  there,  and  not 
in  Ohio.  So,  if  the  lender  resides  in  England,  and  loans 
hismoneyinthe'United  States,  the  same  principle  applies; 
we  cannot  tax  him  for  the  loan,  but  bis  own  Government 
can.  These  are  principles  which  we  cannot  alter,  and 
keep  within  those  rules  which  are  respected  by  all  civilized 
nations.  -Now,  the  same  principles  apply,  in  all  their 
force,  to  stockholders  in  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
They  stand  in  the  situation  of  lenders,  and,  having  paid 
for  the  privilege  of  a  corporate  existence,  are,  all  beyond 
the  peculiar  privilege  so  purchased,  in  effect,  private 
moneylenders,  to  the  amount  of  their  stock;  and  where  is 
the  hardship  of  all  this?  Ought  we  to  complain  that 
foreigners  come  here  and  lend  their  money  or  invest  their 
csLpital?  Does  Penn^Irania  complain  that  her  CMal  stock 


is  purchased  in  England?  Or  does  Ohio  feel  grieved  that 
her  stock  is  owned  in  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  in 
London?  No  such  thing.  It  is,  uf  all  others,  that  which 
advances  otir  prosperity.  They  luive  capital  which  we 
want.  We  have  industry,  enterprise,  and  the  means  of 
applying  capital,  which  they  do  not  possess.  It  Is,  there- 
fore, for  the  common  benefit  that  the  transfer  should  be 
made.  It  is  true  it  would  be  better  if  we  had  this  capital 
of  our  own,  without  paying  interest;  but,  as  we  have  it 
not,  it  is  well  that  we  can  obtain  it  on  ftvorable  terms 
from  other  States,  or  from  foreign  nations.  No  one  ever 
heard  of  any  nation  prohibiting  its  citizens  fi-ora  borrowing 
money  of  foreipiers;  and  it  would  be  equally  absurd  in 
us  to  prohibit  ours  from  selling  tliem  stocks  in  our  banks, 
or  our  public  works. 

Capital  is,  indeed,  the  greatdesideratumin  our  country; 
it  is  the  want  of  it  which  disables  us  from  competing  with 
foreigners  in  many  articles  of  manufacture,  and  all  tlie 
capital  which  we  have  received,  or  shall  receive,  from 
England,  or  elsewhere  abroad,  and  all  the  interest  we  pay 
them,  is  saved  thrice  told,  in  the  products  of  our  home 
industry,  which  it  creates  and  sustains. 

There  is  another  clause  in  the  third  page  of  the  mes- 
sage, to  which  I  now  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate. 

"  It  lias  been  urged  aa  an  argument  in  favor  of  rechar- 
tering  the  present  bank,  that  the  calling  in  its  loans  will 
produce  great  embarrassment  and  distress.  The  time 
allowed  to  close  its  concerns  is  ample;  and  if  it  has  been 
well  managed,  its  pressure  will  be  light,  and  heatnr  onlpr 
in  case  its  management  has  been  bad.  If,  therefore,  it 
shall  produce  distress,  the  fault  will  be  its  own;  and  it 
would  furnish  a  reason  against  renewing  a  power  which 
has  been  so  obviously  abused.  But  will  there  ever  be  a 
time  when  this  reason  will  be  less  powerful?  To  acknow- 
ledge its  force,  is  to  admit  that  tlie  bank  ouglit  to  be  per- 
petual; and,  as  a  consequence,  the  present  stockholders, 
and  those  inheriting  their  rights  as  successors,  be  establish- 
ed a  privileged  order,  clodied  both  with  great  political 
power,  and  enjoying  immense  pecuniary  advantages,  from 
their  connexioB  witli  the  Government." 

This  whole  clause  is  assumption,  without  argument  w 
proof  to  sustain  it.  The  question  whether  the  time  to 
close  the  concern  of  the  bank  is  or  is  not  ample,  is  one 
which  depends  upon  a  variety  of  circumstancea,  of  which 
the  most  important  are  the  amount  of  its  loans,  and  abili^ 
of  the  individuals  and  of  the  country  to  pay  those  loans 
without  serious  pressure  upon  business,  and  consequent 
individual  and  public  distress;  but  the  message  avers  that 
if  the  management  of  the  bank  has  been  g^ood,  the  pres- 
sure, on  the  withdrawal  of  its  loans,  will  be  light,  and 
heavy  only  in  case  its  management  has  been  bad.  It 
would  seem,  therefore,  according  to  the  ideas  conveyed  in 
the  message,  that  the  bank  ought  to  have  made  no  loans 
except  to  individuals  who  were  full  banded  and  always 
ready  to  pay;  and  thattliry  should  not  have  been  liberal 
of  their  loans  in  any  portion  of  the  country  where  money 
was  scarce,  and  the  business  and  the  enterprise  of  the 
people  dependent  on  their  capital  to  put  rt  in  motion.  In 
other  words,  it  were,  according  to  the  message,  good 
management  to  loan  to  the  rich  who  are  full  of  capital, 
and  can  always  pay,  and  to  refuse  to  the  poorer  and  more 
enterprising  sections  and  citizens  of  our  country,  who 
borrow  to  create  capital  from  the  proceeds  of  their  indus- 
try, aided  by  their  loans.  In  this  I  differ  from  the  message 
to  the  whole  extent.  Tlus  bank  was  little  needed  in  that 
portion  of  our  country  where  capital  has  been  accumu- 
lating for  ages,  and  therefore  abounds.  It  wa&  not  wanted 
in  Boston — they  could  do  well  enough  without  it  in  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore — but  in  the  West,  the 
younger  sisters  of  our  confederacy,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  In- 
diana, Illinois,  and  Missouri,  where  the  whole  wealth  of 
the  people  has  sprung  from  small  savings  of  the  industry 
and  enterprise  or  the  present  generction,  ^o  tbenuelres 
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entered  and  subjugated  the  wilderness,  which  they  have  I  minority  who  voted  oririnally  against  the  bill,  and  witb. 
covered  with  fruitful  fields  and  flouri^ng  villages.     In  |  out  whose  aid  our  struggle  here  is  fruideae  andunavMliiqj; 


these  sections  of  our  country,  capital — accumulated  capi' 
tal — does  not,  and,  in  the  very  nature  of  things,  cannot, 
exist;  and  there,  of  all  places  else,  is  there  need  of  capital 
to  sustain  the  enterprise  and  aid  the  industry  of  the  people. 
If  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  designed  to  confer 
all  the  benefit,  in  a  national  point  of  view,  of  which  it 
was  capable,  this  is  exactly  the  portion  of  the  country  to 
which  its  liberal  loans  would  have  effected  that  object. 
By  lending  freely  in  this  youthful  section  of  our  country, 
to  tlie  industrious,  the  honest,  and  the  enterprinng,  who 
could  apply' the  loans  advantageously,  so  as  to  pay  the 
interest  and  accumulate  capital  out  of  the  residue  of  the 
profits,  those  who  managed  the  concerns  of  this  institu- 
tion not  only  did  wisely  for  the  interest  of  the  concern, 
but  well  for  the  general  benefit  of  the  nation.  But  these 
are,  of  all  others,  the  loans  which  it  is  the  most  difficult  to 
withdraw,  without  the  pressure  being  severely  felt;  pre- 
cisely for  the  reason  that  they  were  the  loans,  of  all  others, 
the  most  needed  when  made.  It  does  not,  therefore, 
appear  to  roe  to  be  true  in  fact,  that  if  the  bank  cannot 
withdraw  its  bumness  without  injury  to  the  country,  it 
affords  evidence  of  Its  mismanagement;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, it  proves  that  it  now  ministers  to  the  actual  wants 
of  the  country;  and  when  those  wants  cease  to  be  supplied, 
and  the  fund  is  withdrawn,  it  will  produce  misery  and 
distress.  I,  sir,  am  not  the  eulogist  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  nor  in  any  respect  its  especial  friend.  I 
am  not,  and  have  not  been,  its  supporter,  except  so  far  as 
I  have  seen  and  felt  its  existence  blended  with  the  interests 
of  my  country,  and  more  especially  for  the  time  being, 
with  the  vital  interests  of  that  portion  of  the  country 
which  I  in  part  represent,  and  whose  welfare  I  most  espe- 
cially regard;  and  I  cannot  look  forward  to  the  crisis 
which  awaits  that  country  without  feelings  of  anxiety  and 
alarm.  If  this  institution  is  really  to  be  prostrated,  if  it 
have  now  received  its  death  blow,  and  is  but  to  await  and 
prepare  for  its  final  fall,  the  distress  and  ruin  which  it 
will  occasion,  rests  not  with  the  wealthy  money  bolder, 
whose  funds  have  found  an  investment  in  its  stocks;  if  it 
did,  and  this  were  all,  for  him  I  would  care  tittle;  but  it 
must  come  with  fatal  and  unbroken  force  upon  the  indus- 
try, the  enterprise,  the  public  prosperity,  and  the  private 
comfort  of  the  whole  extended  West 

I  have  already  stud  that  in  that  section  of  the  Union  we 
are  without  capital  Tlie  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in 
pursuing  its  own  interest^has  done  what  motives  of  public 
spirit  would  have  prompted.  It  loaned  extensively  where 
it  found  capitid  deficient,  and  the  means  of  employing  it 
abundant — and  at  this  time  we  have  in  the  valley  of  the 
Mississippi  thirty  millions  of'  its  funds  invested  and  em- 
ployed. 

Tliat  the  employment  of  that  fund  has  brought  with  it 
public  improvement  and  general  prosperity,  no  one  who 
lias  watched  the  progress  of  that  section  of  the  Union 
since  the  first  establishment  of  the  branches  of  this  bank 
within  its  linuts,  can  for  a  moment  doubt.  How  steady 
and  how  rapid  has  been  our  advance,  by  the  aid  of  this 
institution,  and  other  concurring  causes,  from  a  state  of 
financial  and  commercial  depression,  to  one  of  almost  un- 
rivalled prosperity. 

But,  sir,  the  scene  is  now  to  be  changed.  If  the  days 
of  this  institution  he  numbered,  every  principle  of  self- 
protection  must  constrain  it  at  once  to  prepare  for  its  final 
termination.  The  capital  of  the  stockholders,  now  in- 
vested in  this  bank,  must  be  withdrawn,  in  order  to  seek 
another  investment  Those  who  have  its  direction,  must, 
therefore,  as  a  matter  of  duty  to  their  employers,  call  in 
their  loans  and  issues,  and  prepare  for  its  final  withdrawal; 
and  I  now  ask  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  its  operation 
upon  my  own  section  of  the  Union,  not  with  the  bope  of 
changing  the  opinion,  or  the  course  of  any  portion  of  that 


but  I  speak  that  my  own  may  be  heard  beyond  theae  vaUs 
by  those  whom  I  represent,  that  they  at  least  may  know 
that  I  have  not  been  blind  to  their  interest,  or  unmindfol 
of  my  duty  towards  them. 

Sir,  of  the  whole  thirty  millions  loaned  in  the  Westeri 
States,  but  one  hundred  and  forty  thousand  two  hundred 
dollars  is  owned  as  stock  in  that  section  of  the  country. 
All  besides  of  the  whole  thirty  millions  must  be,  within 
the  coming  five  years,  collected  and  withdrawn  from  our 
circulation.  But  this  is  not  all :  there  is  owned  by  fbreiga- 
ers  something  more  than  eight  millions  of  the  stock  of  the 
bank.  TThis  sum  can  find,  at  this  time,  no  other  aafe  in- 
vestment in  our  country.  That  eight  millions  must  be 
shipped  from  our  scaboai'd  in  gold  and  silver  to  the  capi- 
talists of  Europe. 

The  withdrawal  of  that  sum  from  the  actual  specie  ca- 
pital of  our  country  roust  of  itself  cause  a  sennble  pres- 
sure in  tlie  money  market;  and  that  pressure,  though 
striking  first  on  the  commercial  cities,  will  be  feltdtrough- 
out  the  Union,  especially  in  the  West,  which  has  always 
maintained  with  them  a  constant  and  close  connexion:  f<r, 

scarcely  less  quickly  do  the  nerves  in  the  animtl 
•'  .>        1  ^. .l.- 1 ■^. 1    .w» 


frame  carry  sensation  between  the  extremities  and  the 
brain,  their  common  centre,  than  do  the  rapid  lines  of 
commercial  intercourse  bear  the  vibrations  of  money  capi- 
tal, the  relation  of  demand  and  supply  in  the  commercial 
world,  from  our  cities,  the  centre  aud  emporium  of  that 
commerce,  to  the  extreme  points  of  our  Union.  What 
man  of  business  who  has  heard  of  a  sudden  claim  on  one 
of  the  commercial  cities  for  a  few  millions  of  dollars,  but 
has  felt  at  once  the  extended  pressure  upon  the  reinote 
point  which  he  may  have  occupied?  The  traosportatioD 
of  this  eight  millions  of  specie,  if  it  stood  alone,  and  with 
tlie  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  aid  us,  and  break  the 
force  of  the  shock,  we  should  feel,  and  sensibly  feel»  evea 
to  the  fartliest  West 

But  sensibly  as  this  would  be  felt  m  common  tiroes,  and 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  it  will  be  lost  in  the  magni- 
tude of  the  fiscal  and  commercial  evils  of  which  it  must  be 
but  an  attendant.  In  tlie  first  place,  the  issues  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  must  cease.  The  man  of  busi- 
ness, whether  engaged  in  tlie  transportation  of  the  pro- 
duce of  the  country — the  building  and  equipping  of  steam- 
boats for  the  navigation  of  our  waters— 4be  improvement 
of  our  cities — tlie  trade  to  Santa  Fe — or  the  fiir  trade  oo 
the  heads  of  the  Mississippi,  or  the  Northwest  coast,  finds 
at  once  the  resources  on  which  he  relied  to  aid  his  enters 
prise,  cut  off— the  fountain  dried  up  at  its  very  source. 
Next,  in  the  whole  extent  of  business,  those  to  whom 
these  funds,  in  the  hands  of  the  first  adventurers,  had 
furnished  employment  as  laborers  and  artisans,  or  the 
farmers  to  whom  it  had  supplied  a  cash  market  tot  the 
surplus  produce  of  their  fields,  are  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment, and  their  products  left  on  their  hands,,  or  sold 
for  credit  to  tlw  exporter,  witli  all  the  vexations  of  delay 
in  payment,  and  the  risk  of  loss. 

But  the  bank  must  not  only  cease  its  issues,  it  ronst 
withdraw  its  paper  from  circulation,  and  compel  the  pay- 
ment of  its  loans;  the  thirtj-  millions  which  we  owe  it  in 
the  West  must  be  called  in.  All  the  paper  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  in  circulation  among  us  will  make 
but  a  mere  pittance  of  tliat  sum.  That  must  be,  in  the 
first  place,  all  withdrawn;  and  how  is  tlie  void  to  be  filled' 
The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whitx]  has  said  the 
State  banks  may  increase  their  issues;  but  never  was 
there  a  more  egregious  error.  The  State  banks  must, 
in  self-defence,  cease  their  loans  and  withdraw  their  issues 
also.  Look  for  a  moment  at  its  operation:  there  is  not, 
including  the  whole  circulating  medium — United  States 
paper,  the  paper  of  the  State  banks,  and  specie — an 
amount  large  enough  in  the  Western  States  to  pay  the 
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debt  which  we  owe  that  bank.  All  the  embTyo  riches  of 
the  earth  we  have — every  thing  which  constitutes  the 
g«mi  of  neat  future  wealth.  It  is  inherent  in  our  soil 
Knd  populationi  but  it  requires' time  and  means  to  deve- 
lop and  call  it  into  being.  But,  sir,  of  monev,  gold  and 
nlrer,  and  that  which  will  at  once  command^  them,  we 
have  not  in  the  whole  country  an  amount  sufficient  to  pay 
this  debt  If  the  State  banks  enlarge  their  issues,  to 
supply  the  pressing  wants  of  the  community,  their  paper, 
either  at  once,  or  after  going  a  few  short  rounds  of  trade, 
must  fall  into  tlie  hands  of  the  debtors  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States;  they  pay  it  in,  in  liquidation  of  their  debts, 
and  it  is  returned  to  the  State  banks,  and  specie  drawn 
from  their  vaults,  and  exported  from  the  country.  Is  not 
this,  «r,  the  natural  and  necessary  course  of  things? 
SuKly  it  is;  and  it  will  be  understood  at  once  by  the  State 
institutions,  which  are  solvent  and  wish  to  continue  so;  and 
they,  too,  must  and  will  lock  their  counters  against  their 
customers,  and  withdraw  their  issues.  Then  follows  a 
scene  of  calamity  and  suffering  which  we  have  once  ex- 

feiienced  in  that  section  of  the  country,  and  with  which 
h«d  hoped  in  God  we  should  never  have  again  been 
▼inted.  I  allude  to  the  commercial  revulaons  which  fol- 
lowed the  close  of  the  late  war,  the  consequences  of  which 
were  so  heavily  felt,  and  are  still  fresh  in  the  recollection 
of  us  all. 

The  Bank  of  the  United  States  must,  then,  withdraw 
its  issues  and  call  in  iti  loans,  or  as  much  of  them  as  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  country  will  meet.  As  this  me- 
dium disappears  from  among  us,  the  property  of  every 
individual — land,  houses,  stock — the  fruits  of  the  earth — 
the  labor  of  the  fkrmer,  the  mechanic,  and  all  the  pro- 
ducts of  their  labor,  must  go  down,  almost  to  notbmg: 
still,  for  years,  this  debt  will  press  heavier  and  heavier 
upon  our  resources.  The  nuui  who  owes  the  bank  will 
have  bis  debtors,  and  must  press  them  in  order  to  cast  off 
the  burden  from  himself.  Suits,  sales  of  property  under 
the  hammer  by  the  officers  of  the  law,  come  next  in  the 
progress  of  events — and  this,  sir,  not  upon  the  rich  and 
purse-proud,  the  monopolist  and  the  aristocratic  son  of 
fortune,  to  whom  the  President  seems  to  think  the  bank  is 
alone  of  importance,  but  upon  the  industrious  farmer  and 
mechanic,  the  bone  and  sinew  of  our  republic,  they  who 
support  tlie  Government  by  their  honest  industry,  and 
whom  the  rulers  of  our  land  ought,  in  all  things,  most 
carefully  to  guard.  In  this  state  of  things  the  industrious 
poor  would  be  in  effect  delivered  over,  bound  hand  and 
foot,  to  the  voracious  moneyed  speculator.  He  who  could 
come  into  the  countiy  in  the  midst  of  a  scene  like  that 
which  we  once  witnessed,  and  which  is  again  at  hand, 
armed  with  a  few  thousands  of  ready  cash,  might,  if  he 
had  the  hardness  of  heart  to  do  it,  buy  himselfa  dukedom 
out  of  the  farms  of  our  industrious  but  ruined  yeomanry. 

But  this  is  not  all.  You  sap  the  morals  at  the  same 
time  you  thus  rudely  shake  the  prosperity  of  a  people. 
Their  first  resort  will  be  to  legislative  aid,  and  relief  laws 
follow,  or,  in  other  words,  laws  to  prevent  the  collection  of 
debts,  (for  what  Legislature  can  withstand  the  appeals  of  a 
whole  people  suffering  under  a  general  visitation  ?)  or  if 
not  tliat,  the  creation  of  a  host  of  banks  with  fictitious 
capital,  which  may  seem  for  a  time  to  suspend  the  blow, 
but  will  nuke  it  fall  the  heavierat  last.  And  then,  instead 
of  the  safe  and  sound  currency  which  we  now  enjoy,  we 
■ball  again  have  a  depreciated  and  woi-thless  mass  of  trash, 
whicli  will  pass  into  the  hands  of  the  people,  and  there  sink 
into  nothing,  leaving  them  to  bear  the  loss.  And  at  last, 
when  the  pressure  becomes  intolerable ;  when  the  father 
of  a  family  who,  but  a  brief  space  before,  thought  himself 
prosperous,  rising  in  the  world  by  his  industry  to  a  happy 
competence,  and  able  to  rear  and  educate  and  settle  his 
chiiaren,  sees  at  once,  without  any  fault  of  his,  his  whole 
property  stripped  from  him  to  pay  a  small  debt,  which, 
when  it  was  contracted,  was  entirely  within  his  means — 


when  his  farm,  his  stock,  his  household  goods,  are,  one 
afler  the  other,  passing  from  his  hands,  and  hardly  pro- 
ducing the  cost  of  sale,  few  can  withstand  the  temptation 
to  fictitious  sales,  transfers  fraudulent  in  law,  and  evasions 
generally  leading  on  to  high  legal  crime,  ending  at  last  in 
disgrace  as  well  as  ruin.  Such  are  the  scenes  which  we 
once  have  witnessed;  with  such  are  we  again  threatened: 
but  their  second  coming,  may  Heaven  in  its  mercies  avert! 

But,  on  the  supposition  that  the  evils  which  have  been 
anticipated  must  flow  from  the  present  destruction  of  the 
United  States'  Bank,  the  President  in  this  message  inquires, 
"will  there  ever  be  a  time  when  this  reason  will  be  less 
powerful?"  and  adds,  "that  to  acknowledge  its  force  is  to 
admit  that  the  bank  ought  to  be  perpetual." 

Now,  sir,  I  must  confess  I  cannot  see  any  clear  and  co- 
gent reason  why  we  should,  at  this  day,  look  forward  with 
anxiety  to  see  the  final  destruction  of  this  bank,  any  more 
than  to  see  the  ruin  of  any  other  of  the  institutions  of  our 
country.  If  advantages  are  enjoyed  by  the  stockholders, 
and  their  possession  of  these  advantages  confer  an  equal 
benefit  on  the  people,  why  should  we  wish  to  deprive 
them  of  a  benefit  from  wluch  the  Government  and  the 
people  all  derive  their  share  of  blessing'  And  is  it  wise 
to  hasten  to  do  evil  to  them,  with  the  perfect  assurance 
before  us  that  the  evil  will  recoil  with  double  force  upon 
us  who  inflict  it?  I  can  answer  for  it,  that  the  nation  has 
no  feeling  of  envy  against  the  bank  or  its  stockholders,  or 
any  desire  to  mar  their  prosperity. 

But  if  it  be  essential  that  the  bank  should  one  day  be 
put  down,  and  that  we  should  hazard  our  own  prosperity 
for  the  purpose  of  destroying  it,  does  wisdom  dictate  that 
the  present  time  should  be  chosen,  when  it  is  certainly  in 
our  power  to  postpone  the  mischief  to  a  distant  day^ 
Shall  we  rush  at  once  upon  a  national  calamity,  because, 
perchance,  it  must  hereafter  come?  This,  sir,  is  not  the 
principle  hf  which  we  are  governed  in  the  affairs  of  com- 
mon life,  where  plain,  unsophisticated  reason  teaches  us 
to  grasp  the  good,  and  put  far  off  the  evil  which  is  before 
us.  Why,  wc  know  even  now,  wliile  in  the  enjoyment 
of  life,  and  health,  and  vigor,  that  sickness,  and  pain,  and 
death  necessarily  await  us;  but  it  were  folly  and  mad- 
ness in  us,  or  those  who  would  counsel  us,  to  wilfully 
waste  at  once  our  health,  or  destroy  our  being,  because 
we  cannot  enjoy  life  and  health  forever.  We  know,  too, 
if  we  reason  from  analogies  of  the  past,  that  our  rising  re- 
public, with  all  that  gives  it  energy  and  grace — its  power, 
its  happiness,  the  freedom  of  its  institutions,  at  some  fu- 
ture day,  far  distant,  I  trust,  must  sink,  too,  into  ruin, 
and  share  the  fate  of  the  empires  and  republics  which 
have  gone  before  it — for  nothing  human  is  made  to  endure 
forever. 

Debemur  morti  no*,  nottraqoe. 

But  should  we,  therefore,  with  rash  impatience  and  a 
reckless  hand,  hurry  our  cotmtry  and  its  institutions  to  its 
destruction?  Sir,  an  argument  like  this  is  unworthy  the 
high  source  from  which  it  has  emanated. 

In  casting  my  eyes  over  the  message,  I  find  much  more 
on  which  I  would  wish  to  comment;  but  all  else  has  been 
touched  by  other  hands,  and  time  admonishes  me  that  I 
should  have  done.  1  have  addressed  you,  sir,  not  in  be- 
half of  this  institution;  for,  as  such,  and  in  the  abstract,  it 
has  no  special  regard  of  mine,  and  none  of  my  sympa- 
thies; but  in  behalf  of  my  country,  over  whose  niterests, 
while  here,  1  am  bound  to  watch  as  an  honest  and  faithful 
sentinel,  and  whose  destinies  are  now  so  deeply  involved 
in  the  fate  of  this  institution,  1  have  felt  that  without  this 
last  effort  to  avert  tlie  evil  which  1  foresee,  or  g^ve  warn- 
ing of  its  approach,  my  duty  would  not  have  been  per- 
formed. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  rose,  he  said,  for  the  'purpose  of  add- 
ing to  what  had  been  sug^sted  by  gentlemen  who 
had  gone  before  him  in  the  debate,  his  own  views  of  the 
true  issue  tendered  by  the  President  to  the  country'  in  the 
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messaKc  under  consideration.  It  was  not  merely  the  ques- 
tion wiiether  tlie  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  should 
b«  rechartered,  but  whether  any  bank  whatever  should 
be  oetablished  by  tlie  Government  after  the  expiration  of 
the  act  of  Congress  incorporating  that  institution. 

This  message  contains,  said  Mr.  C,  two  sentences 
which  I  will  venture  to  predict  will  be  artfully  quoted  in 
the  coming  contest,  to  prove  the  very  reverse  of  the  po- 
sition which  I  have  laid  down,  and  to  delude  the  people 
who  are  to  decide  this  question  as  to  the  real  opinions  of 
the  President  in  reference  to  the  whole  subject.  We 
shall  be  told,  sir,  that,  in  the  very  first  page  of  this  do- 
cument, the  President  has  admitted  that  "  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States  is,  in  many  respects,  convenient  for  the 
Government,  and  useful  to  the  people;"  and  that,  on  the 
twelfth  page  of  the  same  paper,  he  has  said  "that  a  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  competent  to  all  the  duties  which 
may  be  required  by  the  Government,  might  be  so  organ- 
ized as  not  to  infringe  on  our  own  delegated  powers,  or 
the  reserved  rights  of  the  States,  I  do  not  entertain  a 
doubt."  Without  stopping  to  inquire  for  what  purpose 
these  declarations  have  been  introduced  into  the  message, 
we  cannot  but  anticipate  the  uses  to  be  made  of  them 
hereafler;  and  as  it  is  of  importance  to  the  whole  country 
that  no  false  coloring  should  be  given  to  the  Executive 
opinion,  by  the  use  of  these  isolateit  passages,  I  will  con- 
sume so  much  of  your  time  as  may  be  necessary  to  dispel 
the  illusion  they  are  calculated  to  create. 

I  repeat,  then,  sir,  that,  from  the  opinions  of  the  Presi- 
dent, as  fully  developed  in  this  paper,  it  is  not  to  be  ex- 
pected that  during  bis  administration,  and  while  these  sen- 
timents remun  unchanged,  any  bank  whatever  can  be 
established  by  this  Government;  and  to  show  it,  1  will 
content  myself  by  referring  to  a  few  paragraphs  in  that 
part  of  bis  argument  which  labors  to  prove  the  present 
bank  charter  unconstitutional. 

"  On  two  subjects  only  does  the  constitution  recogfnise 
in  Congress  the  power  to  grant  exclusive  privileges  or 
monopolies.  It  declares  that  ■  Congress  shall  have  power 
to  promote  the  progress  of  science  and  useful  arts,  by  se- 
cjaring,  for  limited  times,  to  authors  and  inventors,  the 
exclusive  right  to  their  respective  writings  and  discove- 
ries.' Out  of  this  express  delegation  of  power  have 
grown  our  laws  of  patents  and  copyrights.  As  the  con- 
stitution expressly  delegatts  to  Congress  the  power  to 
grant  exclusive  priveleges,  in  these  cai>es,  as  the  means  of 
executing  the  substantive  power  <  to  promote  the  pro- 
gress of  science  and  useful  arts,'  it  is  consistent  with  the 
nur  rules  of  construction  to  conclude  that  tuch  a  power 
was  not  intended  to  be  granted  as  a  means  of  accomplish- 
ing any  other  end.  On  every  other  subject  which  comes 
within  the  scope  of  congressional  power,  there  is  an  ever- 
living  discretion  in  the  use  of  proper  means,  which  can- 
not be  restricted  or  abolished  without  an  amendment  of 
the  constitution.  Every  act  of  Congress,  therefore,  which 
attempts,  by  grants  of  monopolies,  or  sale  of  exclusive 
privileges  for  a  limited  time,  or  a  time  without  limit,  to 
restrict  or  extinguish  its  own  discretion  in  the  choice  of 
means  to  execute  its  delegated  powers,  is  equivalent  to  a 
legislative  amendment  of  the  constitution,  and  palpably 
unconstitutional." 

Here,  andelsewhere  throughout  the  document,  the  grant 
of  a  charter  to  individuals  for  banking  purposes  is  de- 
nounced as  the  "grant  of  a  monopoly" — the  "sale  of 
exclusive  privileges" — the  "grant  of  exclusive  privileges 
or  monopolies,"  "  equivalent  to  a  legislative  amendment 
of  the  constitution,  and  palpably  unconstitutional."  If 
a  grant  to  one  incorporated  company  be  a  monopoly, 
we  must  also  consider  as  monopolies  several  grants  to 
several  such  companies.  Twenty  such  grants  to  twenty 
such  companies  are  as  much  sales  of  exclusive  privileges 
to  them,  as  that  which  is  the  peculiar  and  present  sub- 
ject of  the  President's  animadversion.     This  objection. 


fatal  to  all  charters  by  which  private  individuals  are  per- 
mitted to  hold  stock,  could  be  obviated  only  by  a  gnat 
of  charters  fox  banking  purposes  tc  all  who  aak  them— t 
mode  of  avoiding  the  constitutional  objection,  not  to  be 
supposed  to  have  entered  into  the  imagination  of  him 
who  informed  us,  in  his  message  of  1829,  that  even  the 
present  bank  had  entirely  failed  in  the  great  object  of  es- 
tablishing a  sound  and  uniform  currency. 

What  manner  of  a  national  bank  is  that,  rir,  in  wttich 
the  people  of  our  country  are  to  be  prohibited  from  head- 
ing stock.'  Another  important  feature  of  this  project  is 
disclosed  on  the  ninth  page  of  the  messagre: 

"The  Government  is  the  only  •  proper*  judge  where 
its  agents  should  reside  and  keep  their  offices,  because  it 
best  knows  where  their  presence  will  be  '  necessary.'  & 
cannot,  therefore,  be  'necessary'  or  'proper*  [that  ia,  it  is 
unconstitutional]  to  authorize  the  bank  to  locate  branches 
where  it  pleases  to  perform  the  public  service,  without 
consulting  the  Government,  and  contrary  to  its  will." 

The  inference  is  then  distinctly  drawn,  that  a  bank, 
which  can  locate  branches  where  it  pleases,  must  be  a 
bank  "  for  other  than  public  purposes"— or,  in  other 
words,  that  the  power  to  establish  two  branches  in  any 
State,  "  without  the  injunction  or  request  of  the  Govern- 
ment," is  unconstitutional,  because  it  is  not  necessary  to 
the  due  execution  of  the  powers  delegated  to  Congress. 

If  any  thing  were  wanted  to  demonstrate  that  the  only 
bank  to  the  existence  of  which  the  President  will  ever 
yield  his  assent,  is  that  "Government  bank  founded  on 
the  revenues  of  the  country,"  recommended  in  his  former 
messages  to  Congress,  we  have  it  here.  For  it  is  in  effect 
held  by  him  that  no  bank  can  be  constitutionally  created 
over  which  the  Executive  is  not  to  exercise  absolute  con- 
trol. The  "  Government"  must  have  the  power  at  all 
times  to  locate  branches  where  it  pleases;  and  as  the 
power  to  establish  or  create  involves  the  power  to  destroy 
or  remove,  it  must,  of  necessity,  exercise  tlie  authority  to 
withdraw  those  branches  whenever,  in  the  exercise  of  its 
discretion,  such  branches  slull  appear  not  "  necessary" 
or  "proper."  By  the  word  "Government,"  as  bete 
used,  is  meant  the  Executive  alone,  and  by  the  Executive 
is  meant  the  President.  That  is  apparent  from  the  whole 
context:  Congress  not  being  generally  in  sesraon  half  tbe 
year,  could  not  be  alluded  to  as  that  "  Government," 
without  the  injunction  or  request  of  which  no  branch 
bank  ought  to  be  established  m  the  opinion  of  the  Presi- 
dent. It  could  not  exercise  the  power.  The  fiscal  con- 
cerns of  the  Government  are  entrusted  to  the  Executive, 
in  the  absence  of  Congress,  which  is  a  body  too  unwieMy 
to  manage  their  details,  when  it  is  in  session,  and  (with 
deference  to  our  dignity  be  it  spoken)  too  ignorant  of  the 
practical  science  oft>anking  to  decide  properly  on  the  ten 
thousand  questions  which  would  enter  into  such  a  sub- 
ject, were  it  divested  of  every  political  or  party  induce- 
ment to  act  improperly  when  its  members  shall  be  con- 
verted into  bankers  and  bank  directors.  The  plan  dis- 
closed as  the  only  constitutional  scheme  is,  to  establish  a 
bank  as  a  "  branch  of  the  Treasury  Department" — that 
department  whose  head  or  Secretary  is,  by  constitutional 
construction,  removable  by  the  President  alone  at  his 
pleasure.  In  this  bank  or  "  branch '  of  the  treasuiy," 
the  funds  of  the  nation — all  the  revenues  of  the  Govern- 
ment, are  to  be  kept  by  the  Secretary,  who,  being  a  quaa 
president  and  cashier  of  the  bank,  can  never  "locate 
branches"  or  withdraw  them,  without  the  will  of  tbe 
President;  and  who,  while  in  perfect  subservience  to  the 
same  will,  is  to  check  the  issues  of  all  the  State  banks,  by 
refusing  to  take  their  notes  in  deposite  and  for  exchang^ 
or  by  accepting  them  at  pleasure. 

In  order  that  the  views  expressed  in  tiie  passages  cited 
may  be  more  distinctly  understood,  I  quote  the  messages 
of  the  President  for  the  years  1829  and  1830,  which  (at- 
nish  tbe  soundest  commentaries  on  that  before  us,  aad 
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exhibit  to  us  fully  that  pUn  of  a  bank  whicii,  as  we  have 
already  seen,  can  have  no  stockholdera,  lest  exclusive  pri- 
vUeifea  should  be  grante<l,  and  the  branches  of  which  are 
to  be  located  when  and  where  the  Executive  may  direct 

In  the  message  of  1839,  the  President  thus  introduces 
the  stibject  to  Cong^ress: 

♦•  The  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes  ex- 
pires in  1836,  and  its  stockholders  will  most  probably 
apply  for  a  renewal  of  their  privileges.  In  order  to  avoid 
the  evils  resulting  from  precipitancy  in  a  measure  involv- 
ing such  important  principles,  and  such  deep  pecuniary 
interests,  1  feel  that  I  cannot,  in  justice  to  the  parties  in- 
terested, too  soon  present  it  to  the  deliberate  considera- 
tion of  the  Legislature  and  the  people.  Both  the  con- 
stitutionality and  the  expediency  of  the  law  creating  this 
bank  are  well  questioned  by  a  large  portion  of  our  fel- 
luw-citizensi  and  it  must  be  admitted  by  all  that  it  has 
fidled  in  the  great  end  of  establishing  a  uniform  and  sound 
currency. 

*' Under  these  circumstances^  if  such  an  institution  is 
deemed  essential  to  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  submit  to  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature  whether 
a  national  one,  founded  upon  the  credit  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  its  revenues,  migjit  not  be  devised,  which  would 
avoid  all  constitutional  dimculties,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
secure  all  the  advantages  to  the  Government  and  country 
that  were  expected  to  result  from  the  present  bank." 

In  this  message,  the  favorite,  and,  to  the  view  of  tlie 
President,  the  only  constitutional  project  of  a  Govern- 
ment bank  is  very  respectfully  submitted  to  the  wisdom 
of  Congress,  although,  in  the  veto  messa^  under  con- 
uderation.  Congress  is  lectured  because  it  did  not  submit 
the  matter  to  the  Executive  before  it  dared  to  act.  In 
the  message  of  1829,  the  Government  bank  is  suggested 
as  one  that  would  avoid  all  constitutional  difficulties.  In 
the  veto  message  of  1832,  all  other  banks  are  pronounced 
to  be  unconstitutional:  first,  because  they  have  stock- 
holders, and  therefore  are  grants  of  exclusive  privileges; 
and,  secondly,  because  they  are  not  under  the  sole  guid- 
ance and  control  of  the  Executive. 

The  President,  in  bis  message  of  1830,  is  still  more  ex- 
plicit. 

<*  The  importance  of  the  principles  involved  in  the  in- 
quiry whether  it  will  be  proper  to  recharter  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  requires  that  I  should  agwn  call  the 
attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject.  Nothing  has  oc- 
curred to  lessen  in  any  degree  the  dangers  which  nuny 
of  our  citizens  apprehend  from  that  institution,  as  at  pre- 
sent organized.  In  the  spirit  of  improvement  and  com- 
promise which  distinguishes  our  country  and  its  institu- 
tions, it  becomes  us  to  inquire  whether  it  be  not  possible 
to  secure  the  advantages  aHbrded  by  the  present  bank, 
through  the  agency  of  a  Bank  of  the  United  States,  so 
modified  in  its  principles  and  structure  as  to  obviate  con- 
stitutional and  other  objections.  It  is  thought  practica- 
ble to  organize  such  a  bank,  with  the  neces-^ry  officers, 
as  a  branch  of  the  Treasury  Department,  based  on  the 
public  and  individual  deposites,  without  power  to  make 
loans  or  purchase  property,  which  shall  remit  the  funds 
of  the  Government,  and  the  expenses  of  which  may  be 
paid,  if  thought  advisable,  by  allowing  its  officers  to  sell 
bills  of  exchange  to  private  individuals  at  a  moderate  pre- 
mium. Not  being  a  corporate  body,  having  no  stock- 
holders, debtors,  or  property,  and  but  few  officers,  it 
vould  not  be  obnoxious  to  the  constitutional  objections 
'vbich  are  urged  against  the  present  bank;  and  having  no 
means  to  operate  on  the  hopes,  fears,  or  interests  of  large 
masses  of  the  community,  it  would  be  shorn  of  the  in- 
fluence which  makes  that  bank  formidable.  The  States 
would  be  strengthened  by  having  in  their  hands  the  means 
of  furnishing  the  local  paper  currency  through  their  own 
bankst  while  the  Bank  of  tlie  United  States,  though  issu- 
ing no  paper,  would  check  the  iaiues  of  the  State  banks. 


by  taking  their  notes  in  deposite  and  for  exchange,  only 
so  long  as  they  continue  to  be  redeemed  with  specie.  In 
times  of  public  emergency,  the  capacities  of  such  an  in- 
stitution might  be  enlarged  by  legislative  provisions." 

We  see,  then,  why  all  other  banks  except  this  Go- 
vernment bank  are  hrld  to  be  unconstitutional.  The  rea- 
sons for  which  the  Government  bank  is  considered  as 
the  only  constitutional  compromise  to  which  the  Presi- 
dent can  accede,  are. 

First,  because  it  is  not  to  be  a  corporate  body.  Of 
course  it  is  not  liable  before  any  court,  should  it  violate 
its  duties,  trample  the  State  laws  under  foot,  and  pros- 
titute itself  to  every  political  and  ambitious  design  of  the 
President,  who  would  hold  it  in  his  power  as  absolutely 
as  the  very  pen  with  which  he  signed  this  message.  Wield- 
ing the  immense  revenues  of  the  whole  country,  mure 
than  twenty  millions  annually,  and  vested  with  all  the  ad- 
ditional power  which  the  whole  credit  of  the  nation  could 
confer,  it  would,  at  the  same  time,  stand  above  every  law 
to  the  enforcement  of  which  a  judicial  tribunal  should  be 
requisite. 

Secondly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  stockholders!  of 
course,  no  countervailing  check  to  Executive  influence  i* 
to  be  suffered  to  exist  in  the  patriotism  or  interest  of  the 
people. 

Thirdly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  debtors;  and  conse- 
quently it  is  no  part  of  its  design  to  relieve  the  contmer- 
ctal  embarrassments  of  the  country  during  any  of  those 
fluctuations  in  trade  which  will  otten  occur  in  any  com- 
munity. It  is  to  furnish  no  relief  to  distress  under  any 
circumstances,  and  still  it  is  to  be  a  benefit  to  the  poor. 

Fourthly,  because  it  is  to  have  no  property.  By  this  is 
meant  that  it  shall  hold  nothing  but  money.  The  same 
idea  is  thus  enforced  in  the  veto  message: 

"The  Government  of  the  United  States  hare  no  con- 
stitutional power  to  purchase  lands  within  the  States  ex- 
cept '  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magazines,  arsenals,  dock 
yards,  and  other  needful  buildings;'  and  even  for  these 
objects  only  *  by  the  consent  of  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  in  which  the  same  shall  be.*  By  making  themselves 
stockholders  in  the  bank,  and  granting  to  the  corporation 
the  power  to  purchase  lands  for  other  purposes,  they  as- 
sume a  power  not  granted  in  the  constitutiun,  and"  grant 
to  others  wlut  they  do  not  themselves  possess.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  the  receiving,  safe  keeping,  or  transmission 
of  the  funds  of  the  Government,  that  the  bank  should 
possess  this  power;  and  it  is  not  proper  that  Congress 
should  thus  enlarge  the  powers  delegated  to  them  in  the 
constitution." 

Of  course,  if  it  receives  the  notes  of  a  State  bank  in 
payment  of  the  revenue,  which  should  become  insolvent, 
or  whose  paper  should  depreciate,  it  can  take  no  land  or 
other  property  in  compromise  of  the  debt. 

Another  feature  of  this  Government  bank  is,  that  it  is 
to  have  no  loans,  and  issue  no  paper.  Yet  it  is  toaccom- 
pUsh  what  it  is  said  by  the  President  even  the  present  bank 
has  fiuled  to  achieve — ^the  establishment  of  a  uniform  and 
sound  currency.  A  thousand  State  banks,  emitting  a 
thousand,  different  kinds  of  paper,  in  different  parts  of  the 
whole  country,  with  different  degrees  of  credit  attached  to 
them,  are  thus  to  "furnish  the  local  paper  currency," 
which  is  to  be  uniform.  Stock,  note,  and  paper  banks, 
springing  up  as  ttiey  did  in  1813,  and  after  the  expiration 
of  the  charter  of  tlte  old  Bank  of  the  United  States,  in 
every  part  of  our  immense  territory,  are  to  form  for  us  a 
sound  currency.  Such  have  been  the  views  of  the  Preu- 
dent,  since  December,  1829,  to  this  day,  of  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  At  every  period,  under  any  and  all  cir- 
cumstances, he  holds  no  bank  to.  be  constitutional,  but 
such  as  I  have  described.  Thus,  in  his  message  at  the 
commencement  of  the  present  session,  he  maintains  the 
same  views,  and  puts  himself  upon  the  country  for  a  verdict 
in  his  {kvor  while  be  expresses  them: 
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"Entertaining'  the  opinions  heretofore  expressed  in 
reUtion  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  as  at  present  or- 
ganized, 1  felt  it  my  duty,  in  my  former  messages,  frank- 
fy  to  disclose  them,  in  order  that  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature  and  the  people  should  be  seasonably  directed 
to  that  important  subject,  and  that  it  might  be  consider- 
ed and  finally  disposed  of  in  a  manner  best  calculated  to 
promote  the  ends  of  the  constitution,  and  subserve  the 
public  interests.  Having  thus  conscientiously  discharged 
a  constitutional  duty,  I  deem  it  proper,  on  tJiis  occasion, 
without  a  more  particular  reference  to  the  views  of  the 
subject  then  expressed,  to  leave  it  for  the  present  to  the 
investigation  of  an  enlightened  people  and  their  represen- 
tatives." 

I  put  it  solemnly,  now,  to  honorable  men  of  all  parties 
and  opinions,  to  be  answered  in  candor  at  this  crisis  in 
our  anairs,  what  is  this  scheme,  this  only  constitutional 
scheme  of  a  national  bank?  What  were  the  features  of 
that  bank,  than  which  there  is  no  other  which  can  obtain 
the  Executive  sanction?  It  is,  sir,  that  plan  of  a  Govern' 
ment  bank  which  has  been  denounced  by  every  other  in^ 
telligent  man,  of  every  political  party,  in  every  part  of  the 
countr)'.  No  one — not  the  most  zealous  political  parti- 
san— not  even  a  single  ribald  editor,  seeking  office,  hascver 
yet  dared  to  stand  up  in  the  face  of  the  country,  and  pro- 
claim the  opinion  that  such  a  bank  could  be  tolerated  in 
a  free  country.  Both  in  and  out  of  these  Halls  such  a 
scheme  has  been  ridiculed  by  men  of  all  parlies.  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  of  the  other  House,  com- 
posed of  his  strongest  political  friends,  in  the  first  year  of 
his  administration,  in  tlieir  report  on  this  part  of  the  Pre- 
sident's message  of  1829,  speaking  of  the  "corrupting 
influence  which  such  an  institution  would  exercise  over 
the  elections  of  the  country,"  declared  it  to  be  "irresis- 
tible," and  added,  "  No  matter  by  what  means  an  adminis- 
tration might  get  into  power,  with  such  a  tremendous 
engine  in  their  hands,  it  would  be  almost  impossible  to 
displace  them  without  some  miraculous  interposition  of 
Providence." 

I  ask,  what  is  to  be  done  for  the  country?  All  think- 
ing men  must  now  admit  tliat,  as  the  present  bank  must 
close  its  concerns  in  less  than  four  years,  the  pecuniary 
distress,  tlie  commercial  embarrassments,  const-quent 
upon  its  destruction,  must  exceed  any  thing  which  has 
ever  been  known  in  our  history,  unless  some  other  bank 
can  be  established  to  relieve  us.  Eight  and  a  half  mil- 
lions of  the  bank  capital,  belonging  to  foreigners,  must 
be  drawn  from  us  to  Europe.  Seven  millions  of  the  ca- 
pital must  be  paid  to  the  Government,  not  to  be  loaned 
again,  but  to  remain,  as  the  President  proposes,  deposit- 
ed in  a  branch  of  the  treasury,  to  check  the  issues  of  the 
local  banks.  The  immense  available  resources  of  the 
present  institution,  amounting,  as  appears  by  the  report 
in  the  other  House,  to  ?82,057,4So,  arc  to  be  used  for 
banking  no  longer,  and  nearly  fifty  millions  of  dollars  in 
notes  discounted,  on  personal  and  other  security,  must 
be  paid  to  the  bank.  The  State  banks  must  pay  over  all 
their  debts  to  the  expiring  institution,  and  curtail  their 
discounts  to  do  so,  or  resort,  for  the  relief  of  their  debt- 
ors, to  the  old  plan  of  emitting  more  paper,  to  be  bought 
up  by  speculators  at  a  lieavy  discount.  The  prediction 
o«Mr.  Lowndes  in  1819  must  be  fulfilled,  "That  the  de- 
struction of  the  United  States'  Bank  would  be  followed 
by  the  establishment  of  paper  money,  he  firmly  believedj 
he  might  also  say  he  knew.  It  was  an  extremity,  he  siud, 
from  which  the  House  would  recoil."  The  farmer  must 
again  sell  his  grain  to  the  country  merchant  for  State  bank 
paper  at  a  discount  of  from  ten  to  twenty,  or  even  thirty 
per  cent,  in  the  nearest  commercial  city.  The  merchant 
must  receive  from  the  farmer  the  same  paper  in  exchange 
for  all  the  merchandise  he  consumes.  The  merchant 
with  bis  money  must  purchase  other  merchandise  in  the 
cities,  and  must  often  sell  it,  at  an  advance  on  that  price. 


to  the  farmer,  of  twenty  per  cent,  to  save  himself  fi«m 
loss. 

The  depreciation  of  the  paper  thus  operates  as  a  tax 
on  the  farmer,  the  mechanic,  and  all  the  consumen  of 
merchandise,  to  its  whole  amount.  The  loss  of  confi- 
dsnce  among  men,  the  total  derangement  of  that  admi- 
rable system  of  exchanges  which  is  now  acknowledged 
to  be  better  than  exists  in  any  other  country  on  the  globe, 
overtrading  and  speculation  on  false  capital  in  every  part 
of  the  country,  that  rapid  fluctuation  in  the  standiinJ  of 
value  for  money,  which,  like  the  unseen  pestilence,  with- 
ers all  the  efforts  of  industry,  while  the  sufferer  is  in 
utter  ignorance  of  the  cause  of  his  destruction;  bankrupt- 
cies and  ruin,  at  the  anticipation  of  which  the  heart  sir- 
ens, must  follow  in  the  long  train  of  evils  which  are  as- 
suredly before  us.  Where,  then — where,  then,  I  demand 
to  know,  sir,  it  the  remedy  to  save  us?  In  a  Government 
bank — a  branch  of  the  treasury — without  stockholders  or 
property — without  the  power  to  issue  a  dollar  of  paper, 
or  to  loan  a  dollar  of  any  kind — without  the  ability  to  deal 
in  exchanges,  except  so  &r  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  its 
officers  for  standing  behind  the  counter — controlling  the 
State  bank  emissions  of  unsound  currency  only  by  refiiGng 
to  take  their  notes  in  payment  of  the  custom-house  bonds 
when  the  Executive  may  think  them  about  to  prove  re- 
fractory at  an  election. 

To  such  a  bank  no  Congress  ever  did  nor  ever  will  coo- 
sent  while  we  remain  free  men.  I  say,  then,  wr,  that 
while  these  remain  the  opinions  of  the  Preadent,  this  Go- 
vernment can  establish  no  bank  whatever. 

The  veto  message  before  us  does  also  prescribe,  as  an 
indispensable  requisite  to  the  formation  ofa  conititutjooal 
bank,  the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  any  act  for  its  establish- 
ment, granting  to  the  States  the  right  to  tax  tlie  branches. 
All  around  me  know,  and  the  President  well  knew  when 
he  signed  this,  that  Congress  will  never  give  their  assent 
to  such  a  principle — a  principle  by  which  the  people  of 
States  which  have  no  branches  are  to  be  taxed  by  States 
having  branches.  For  that  reason,  also,  I  repeat,  we  can 
have  no  bank.     Let  the  countrj'  understand  it. 

The  President  complains  of  us  as  if  we  had  really  in- 
vaded his  privileges  in  omitting  to  ask  his  opinion,  be- 
fore we  dared  to  act  on  this  subject.  He  not  only  claims 
the  right  to  reject  our  bill  when  passed,  but  tells  us  round- 
ly that  had  the  Executive  been  called  upon  to  furnish  the 
project  of  a  bank,  be  does  not  doubt  but  he  could  have 
directed  us  how  to  make  a  constitutional  bank;  and  be 
adds  "this  duty  would  have  been  cheerfully  performed 
by  him."  What  duty?  The  duty  of  prescribing  the 
whole  course  of  our  legislation,  while  he  reserves  the  right 
to  reject  it,  when  we  have  done  it.  When  we  wished  to 
ask  him  the  reasons  for  the  removal  of  public  oflScers,  we 
were  told  that  our  demand  on  him  would  be  a  mere  ini- 
iumfulmen  which  he  would  disregard.  When  we  desir- 
ed to  know  even  of  one  of  the  heads  of  department  wlw 
he  bad  removed  a  thousand  fiuthful  public  servant^  bn 
friends  suppressed  all  inquiry  into  his  conduct,  lest  it  might 
disclose  impeachable  mutter.  When, we  knock,  we  mid 
the  doors  locked;  when  we  fiul  to  knock,  we  are  censur- 
ed fbr  neglect  of  duty.  Sir,  we  did  put  this^uestion  to 
the  President  in  the  mode  prescribed  by  the  constitutioii, 
and  in  no  other.  We  passed  a  bill  liable  to  no  objectioB 
from  constitutional  scruples,  as  we  thought;  we  restrict- 
ed the  powers  of  the  present  bank  in  every  provision  of 
the  bill,  diminished  the  term  of  its  charter  from  twenty 
to  fifteen  years,  while  we  increased  the  amount  of  tax  upon 
it  from  a  million  and  a  half  (the  former  bonus)  to  three 
millions  of  dollars.  We  complied,  as  we  thought,  with 
every  proper  suggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  tlie  Treasury, 
the  Executive  officer,  and  the  only  officer  whose  duty  it 
was  by  law  to  advise  tis  on  the  subject,  and  who  at  the 
beginning  of  this  session  told  us  how  important  it  was  to 
recharter  this  verv  bank  to  enable  him  to  collect  tiie  reve- 
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mie  and  conduct  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  Government 
Yet  we  arepravely  taxed  for  not  asking  "  the  Executive" 
what  we  ihould  hare  dune,  and  are  reminded  that  it  was 
bis  duty  not  only  to  reject  our  doinj^s,  but  to  legislate  in 
advance  of  us — thus  leaving  us  only  to  register  his  re- 
scripts and  submit  to  his  will.  If  this  doctrine  be  sotinil,  it 
was  idle  to  speak  of  "  submitting  this  measure  to  the  wis- 
dom of  Congress"  three  years  ago.  The  President  had 
need  only  to  pave  declared  to  us  »te  veh,  titjubeo,  tic  veto, 
aiid  we  might  at  once  have  returned  to  our  homes.  Sir, 
it  would  have  been  an  in6nitely  more  unimportant  usurpa- 
tion of  power  had  the  Senate,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  session,  claimed  it  as  their  duty  to  inform  the 
President  what  officers  be  should  nominate  for  their  ad- 
vice and  consent. 

I  should  not  have  prolonged  this  debate  at  this  late 
bour.  by  any  remarks  of  mine,  had  1  not  felt  the  necessity 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  and  the  countir  to 
the  true  issue  now  tendered  for  our  acceptance.  The 
question  once  understood — whether  we  shall  have  any 
bank  to  regulate  our  currency  and  relieve  our  distresses, 
I  caiinot  doubt — I  will  not  suffer  myself  to  doubt — what 
will  be  the  verdict  of  that  country  on  the  issue  joined. 

Mr.  CLAY  next  took  the  floor,  but,  it  being  late,  he 
moved  an  adjournment,  and,  at  eight  o'clock,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 


Tbubsdat,  3vvx  13. 
THE  BANK  VETO. 

The  Senate  having  resumed  the  coniideration  of  the 
veto  message  of  the  President, 

Mr.  CLAY  rose.  He  said  he  had  some  observations  to 
submit  on  tliu  question,  which  he  would  not  trespass  on 
the  Senate  in  ottering,  but  that  it  had  some  command  of 
leisure,  in  consequence  of  tlie  conference  which  had  been 
agreed  upon  in  respect  to  the  tariff. 

A  bill  to  recharter  the  bank  had  recently  passed  Con- 
gress, after  much  deliberation.  In  this  body,  we  know 
that  there  are  members  enough,  who  entertain  no  consti- 
tutional scruples,  to  make,  with  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
was  passed,  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  lu  the  House  of 
Sepresentatives,  also,  it  is  believed  there  is  a  like  majori- 
ty in  favorof  the  bill.  Notwithstanding  this  state  of  things, 
the  President  has  rejected  the  bill,  and  transmitted  to 
the  Senate  an  elaborate  message,  communicating  at  large 
bis  objections.  The  coastituliun  requires  that  we  should 
reconwder  the  bill,  and  that  the  question  of  its  passage, 
the  President's  objections  notwithstanding,  shall  be  taken 
by  yeas  and  nays.  Respect  to  him,  as  well  as  the  injunc- 
tions of  the  institution,  require  that  we  should  deliberate- 
ly examine  his  reasons,  and  reconsider  the  question. 

The  veto  is  an  extraordinary  power,  which,  though 
tolerated  by  the  constitution,  wa3  not  expected  bv  the 
:oitTention  to  be  used  in  ordinary  cases.  It  was  designed 
for  instances  of  precipitate  legislation,  in  unguarded  mo- 
nents.  Thus  restricted,  ami  it  had  been  thus  restricted 
ly  all  former  Presidents,  it  might  not  be  mischievous. 
During  Mr.  Madison's  administration  of  eight  years,  there 
lad  occurred  but  two  or  three  cases  of  its  exercise.  Uu- 
■in^  the  last  administration,  I  do  not  now  recollect  that 
t  was  once.  In  a  period  little  upwards  of  three  years, 
iie  present  Chief  Magistrate  has  employed  the  veto  four 
jmes.  We  now  hear  quite  frequently,  in  the  progress  of 
ncrasures  through  Congress,  the  statement  that  the  Presi- 
lent  will  veto  ihem,  urged  as  an  objection  to  their  pas- 
mge. 

The  veto  is  hardly  reconcilable  with  the  genius  of 
•epresentative  Government.  It  is  totally  irreconcilable 
ritb  it,  if  it  is  to  be  frequently  employed  in  respect  to 
he  expediency  of  measures,  as  well  as  their  constitution- 
Jity.  It  is  a  feature  of  our  Government  borrowed  from 
I  prerogative  of  the  British  King. '  And  it  is  remarkable 
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that  in  England  it  has  grown  obsolete,  not  having  been 
used  for  upwards  of  a  century.  At  the  commencement 
of  the  French  revolution,  in  discussing  the  principles  of 
their  constitution,  in  the  National  Convention,  the  veto 
held  a  conspicuous  figure.  The  gay,  laughing  population 
of  Paris  bestowed  on  the  King  the  appellation  of  Monsieur 
Veto,  and  on  the  Queen  that  of  Madame  Veto.  The  conven- 
tion finally  decreed  that  if  a  measure  rejected  by  the  King 
should  obtain  the  sanction  of  the  two  concurring  Legisla* 
tures,  it  should  be  a  law,  notwithstanding  the  veto.  In 
the  constitution  of  Kentucky,  and  perhaps  in  some  other 
of  the  State  constitutions,  it  is  provided  that  if,  after  the 
rejection  of  a  bill  by  the  Governor,  it  shall  be  passed  by  a 
majority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  both  Houses,  it 
shall  become  a  law,  notwithstanding  the  Governor's  objec- 
tions. As  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the  Government,  the 
Chief  Magistrate  has  great  weight.  If,  after  a  respectfiil 
consideration  of  his  objections  urged  against  a  bill,  anuk- 
jority  of  all  the  members  elected  to  the  Legislature  shall 
still  pass  it,  notwithstanding  his  official  influence  and  tha 
force  of  his  reasons,  ought  it  not  to  become  a  law  ?  Ought 
the  opinion  of  one  man  to  overrule  that  of  a  legislative 
body  twice  deliberately  expressed.' 

It  cannot  be  imagined  that  the  cdnvention  contemplated 
the  application  of  the  veto  to  a  question  which  has  been 
so  long,  so  often,  and  so  thoroughly  scrutinized,  as  that  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  by  every  department  of 
the  Government,  in  almost  every  stage  of  its  existence, 
and  by  the  people,  and  by  the  State  Legislatures.  Of  al} 
the  controverted  questions  which  have  sprung  up  under 
our  Government,  not  one  has  been  so  fully  investigated  •• 
that  of  its  power  to  establish  a  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
More  than  seventeen  years  ago,  in  January,  1815,  Mr. 
Madison  then  sud  in  a  message  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States:  "Waiving  the  question  of  the  constitutional  au- 
thority of  the  Legislature  to  establish  an  incorporated 
bank,  as  being  precluded,  in  ray  judgment,  by  repeated 
recognitions,  under  varied  circumstances,  of  the  validity 
of  such  an  institution,  in  acts  of  the  legislative,  execu- 
tive, and  judicml  branches  of  the  Government,  accom- 
panied by  indications,  in  different  modes,  of  a  concur- 
rence of  the  general  will  of  the  nation."  Mr.  Madison, 
himself  opposed  to  the  first  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
yielded  his  own  convictions  to  those  of  the  nation,  and  aU 
the  departments  of  the  Government  thus  often  expressed. 
Subsequent  to  this  true,  but  strong  statement  of  the  case, 
the  present  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  established, 
and  numerous  other  acts  of  all  the  departments  of  the 
Government,  manifesting  their  settled  sense  uf  the  power, 
have  been  added  to  those  which  existed  prior  to  the  date 
of  Mr.  Madison's  message. 

No  question  has  been  more  generally  discussed,  mthin 
the  last  two  years,  by  the  people  at  large,  and  in  State 
Legislatures,  than  that  of  the  hank ;  and  this  considera- 
tion of  it  has  been  prompted  by  the  President  himself.  In 
his  first  message  to  Congress,  (in  December,  1839,)  he 
brought  the  subject  to  the  view  of  that  body  and  the  na- 
tion, and  expressly  declared  that  it  oouM  no^  for  the  inte- 
rests of  all  concerned,  be  "  too  soon"  settled.  In  each  of 
bis  subsequent  annual  messages,  in  1839  and  in  1831,  he 
ag^n  invited  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  subject 
Thus,  after  an  interval  of  two  years,  and  after  the  inter- 
vention of  the  election  of  a  new  Congfress,  the  President 
deUberately  renews  his  recommendation  to  consider  the 
question  ot  the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  And  yet  his  friends  now  declare  the  agita- 
tion of  the  question  to  be  premature!  It  was  not  premai- 
ture  in  1829  to  present  the  question,  but  it  is  premature 
in  1832  to  consider  and  decide  it! 

After  the  President  had  directed  public  attention  to  this 
question,  it  became  not  only  a  topic  of  popular  converia* 
tion,  but  was  discussed  in  the  press,  and  employed  as  a 
theme  in  poptilar  elections.    I  was  myself  intwrogated  on 
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more  occasions  than  one,  to  make  a  public  expression  of 
my  sentiments;  and  a  friend  of  mine,  in  Kentucky,  a  can- 
didate for  the  State  Legpislature,  told  me,  near  two  years 
ago,  that  he  was  surprised,  in  an  obscure  part  of  his  coun- 
ty, (the  hills  of  Benson,)  where  there  was  but  little  occa- 
sion for  banks,  to  find  himself  questioned  on  the  stump  as 
to  the  recharter  'of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  It 
teemed  as  if  a  sort  of  general  order  had  gone  out  from 
bead  quarters  to  the  partisans  of  the  administration  every 
where,  to  agitate  and  make  the  most  of  the  question. 
They  have  done  so:  and  their  condition  now  reminds  me 
of  the  fable  invented  by  Dr.  Franklin  of  the  Eagle  and 
the  Cat,  to  demonstrate  that  £sop  bad  not  exhausted 
invention,  in  tlie  construction  of  his  memorable  fables. 
The  eagle,  you  know,  Mr.  President,  pounced,  from  his 
loftjr  flight  in  the  air,  upon  a  cat,  taking  it  to  be  a  pip. 
Having  borne  off  his  prize,  lie  quickly  felt  most  painfully 
the  paws  of  the  cat  thrust  deeply  into  bis  sides  and  body. 
Whilst  flying,  he  held  a  parley  with  tlie  supposed  pig,  and 
proposed  to  let  go  his  hold,  if  the  other  wpuld  let  him 
•lone.  No,  says  puss,  you  brought  me  from  yonder  earth 
below,  and  I  will  hold  hax  to  you  until  you  carry  me  back; 
•  condition  to  which  the  eagle  readily  assented. 

The  friends  of  the  Preadent,  who  have  been  for  near 
three  years  agitating  this  question,  now  turn  round  upon 
their  opponents  who  have  supposed  tlie  President  quite 
serious  and  in,  earnest,  in  presenting  it  for  public  conside- 
ration, and  citarge  them  with  prematurely  agitating  it. 
And  that  for  electioneering  purposes !  The  other  side  un- 
derstands perfectly  the  policy  of  preferring  an  unjust 
charge  in  order  to  avoid  a  we  II  founded  accusation. 

If  there  be  an  electioneering  motive  in  the  matter,  who 
have  been  actuated  by  it?  Those  who  have  taken  tlie 
President  at  his  word,  and  deliberated  on  a  measure  which 
he  has  repeatedly  recommended  to  their  conmderation; 
or  those  who  have  resorted  to  all  sorts  of  means  to  elude 
the  question?  By  alternately  coaxing  and  threatening 
the  bank;  by  an  extraordinary  investigation  into  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  bank;  and  by  every  species  of  post- 
ponement and  procrastination,  dating  the  progress  of  the 
Dill. 

Notwithstanding  all  these  dilatory  expedients,  a  majo- 
rity of  Congress,  prompted  by  Uie  will  and  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  nation,  passed  the  bill.  And  I  shall  now 
proceed,  with  great  respect  and  deference,  to  examine 
some  of  the  obj  ections  to  its  becoming  a  law,  contained  in 
the  Presdenfs  message,  avoiding,  as  much  as  I  can,  a  repe- 
tition of  what  gentlemen  have  said  who  preceded  me. 

The  President  thinks  that  the  precedents,  drawn  from 
the  proceedings  of  Congress,  as  to  the  constitutional  power 
to  establish  a  oank,  are  neutralized,  by  there  being  two 
for  and  two  against  the  authority.  He  supposes  that  one 
Congress  in  1811,  and  another  in  1815,  decided  against 
the  power.  Let  us  examine  both  of  these  cases.  The 
House  of  Representatives,  in  1811,  passed  the  bill  lo  re- 
charter  the  bank,  and,  consequently,  affirmed  the  power. 
The  Senate  during  the  sam^year  were  divided,  17  and  17, 
•nd  the  Vice  President  gave  the  casting  vote.  Of  the  17 
who  voted  agunst  the  bank,  we  know,  from  the  declaration 
of  the  Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Sxitb,]  now  present, 
that  he  entertained  no  doubt  whatever  of  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congp-ess  to  establish  a  bank,  and  that  he  voted 
on  totally  distinct  ground.  Taking  away  his  vote,  and  add- 
ing it  to  the  17  Who  voted  for  the  bank,  the  number  would 
have  stood  18  for,  and  16  against  the  power.  But  we 
know,  flirther,  that  Mr.  Gaillard,  Mr.  Anderson,  and  Mr. 
Robinson,  made  a  part  of  that  16;  and  that  in  1815  all  three 
of  them  voted  for  the  bank.  Take  those  three  votesfrom 
the  ie,andaddthemtothe  18,  and  the  vote  of  1811,  as  to 
the  question  of  the  constitutional  power,  would  have  been 
31  and  13.  And  of  these  tliirteen,  there  might  have  been 
othenMIU  who  were  not  governed  in  their  rotes  by  any 
doubti  of  the  power. 


In  regard  to  the  Congress  of  1815,  so  far  from  tha 
having  entertained  any  scruples  in  respect  to  the  power 
to  establish  a  bank,  they  actually  passed  a  hank  bUl,  and 
thereby  afltrmed  the  power.  It  is  true  that,  by  the  cast- 
ing vote  of  the  Speaker  of  tlie  House  of  RepresentatiTci, 
(Mr.  Cheves,)  thn  rejected  another  bank  bill,  not  os 
grounds  of  want  of  power,  but  upon  considerations  of  ex- 
pediency in  the  particular  structure  of  that  bank< 

Both  the  adverse  precedents,  therefore,  relied  upon  in 
the  message,  operate  directly  against  the  argument  which 
they  were  brought  forward  to  maintain.  Congress,  by 
various  other  acts,  in  relation  to  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  has  again  and  again  sanctioned  the  power.  And 
1  believe  it  may  be  truly  affirmed  that,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Government  to  this  day,  there  has  not 
been  a  Congress  opposed  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  State* 
upon  the  distinct  ground  of  a  want  of  power  to  establish  it. 

And  here,  Mr.  President,  I  must  request  the  indulgence 
of  the  Senate,  whilst  I  express  a  few  words  in  relation  to 
myself. 

I  voted,  in  1811,  against  the  old  Bank  of  the  Uiuted 
States,  and  I  delivered  on  the  occasions  speech,  in  wliicb, 
among  other  reasons,  I  assigned  that  of  its  bemg  unconsti. 
tutional.  My  speech  has  been  read  to  the  Senate  ditting 
the  progress  of  this  bill,  but  the  reading  of  it  excited  no 
other  regret  than  that  it  was  read  in  such  a  wretclted,  bui^- 
ling,  mangling  manner.*  During  a  long  public  life,  (I 
mention  the  fact  not  as  claiming  any  merit  for  it,)  the 
only  great  question  in  which  I  have  ever  clian^d  my 
opinion,  is  that  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  If  the 
researclies  of  the  Senator  had  carried  him  a  little  further, 
he  would,  by  turning  over  a  few  more  leaves  of  the  same 
book  from  which  he  read  my  speech,  have  found  that  which 
I  made  in  1816,  in  support  of  the  present  bank.  By  the 
reasons  assigned  in  it  for  the  change  of  my  opinion,  I  an 
ready  to  abide  in  the  judgment  of  the  present  generatioa 
and  of  posterity.  In  1816,  being  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  it  was  perfectly  in  my  power  to  ba^e 
said  nothingand  done  nothing,  and  thus  liave  concealed  the 
change  of  opinion  which  my  mind  had  undergone.  But  I 
did  not  choose  to  remain  silent  and  escape  responsibility. 
I  chose  publicly  to  avow  my  actual  convernon.  The  war, 
and  the  fatal  experience  of  its  disasti-oos  events,  bad  chang- 
ed me.  Mr.  Madison,  Governor  Pleasants,  and  almost  ^t 
the  public  men  around  me,  my  political  friends,  had  chain- 
ed their  opinions  from  the  same  causes. 

The  power  to  establish  a  bank  is  deduced  from  that 
clause  of  the  constitution  wlilch  confers  on  Congress  aO 
powers  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  effect  the  eim- 
merated  powers.  In  1811, 1  believed  a  Bank  of  the  United 
States  not  necessary,  and  th^t  a  safe  reliance  might  be 
placed  on  the  local  banks,  in  the  administration  of  the  fis- 
cal affairs  of  the  Government.  The  war  taught  us  many 
lessons;  and,  among  others,  demonstrated  the  necessity  of 
a  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  the  successful  operations 
of  the  Government.  1  will  not  trouble  tlie  Senate  with  a 
perusal  of  my  speech  in  1816,  but  ask  its  penaisson  to 
read  a  few  extracts: 

*'  But  how  stood  the  case  in  1816,  when  he  was  called 
upon  again  to  examine  the  powers  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment to  incorporate  a  naticnal  iMink?  A  total  cliange  of 
circumstances  was  presented — events  of  the  utmost  mag- 
nitude had  intervened. 

"  A  general  suspension  of  specie  payments  had  taken 
place,  and  this  had  led  to  a  train  of  consequences  of  the 
most  alarming  nature.  He  beheld,  dispersed  over  tbe 
immense  extent  of  the  United  States,  about  three  hundred 
banking  institutions,  enjoying,  in  difl'erent  degrees,  the 
confidence  of  the  public,  shaken  as  to  them  all,  under  no 
direct  control  of  the  General  Government,  and  subject  to 
no  actual  responsibility  to  the  State  authorities.     These 


*  It  if  uadrniacd  u  harebcru  tvnil  b)  Mr.  HlLL.—S4Utrt, 
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insthiitions  were  emitting  the  actual  currency  of  the  Unit- 
ed States — a  currency  consisting  of  paper,  on  which  they 
neither  pud  interest  nor  principal,  whilst  it  was  exchang- 
es! for  the  paper  of  the  community,  on  which  both  were 
paid.  We  saw  these  institutions,  in  fact,  exercising  what 
had  been  considered,  at  all  times,  and  in  all  countries,  one 
of  the  highest  attributes  of  sovereignty — the  regulation 
of  the  current  tnedium  of  the  country.  They  were  no 
longer  competent  to  assist  the  treasury  in  either  of  the 
great  operations  of  collection,  deposite,  or  distribution  of 
the  public  revenues.  In  fact,  the  paper  which  they  emit- 
ted, and  which  the  treasury,  from  the  force  of  events, 
found  itself  constrained  to  receive,  wasconstanily  obstruct- 
ing the  operations  of  that  department;  for  it  would  accu- 
mulate where  it  was  not  wanted,  and  could  not  be  used 
where  it  was  wanted,  for  the  purposes  of  Government, 
without  a  ruinous  and  arbitrary  brokerage.  Every  man 
who  paid  to  or  received  from  the  Government,  paid  or  re- 
ceired  as  much  less  than  he  ouglit  to  have  done,  as  was 
the  difference  between  the  mediuin  in  which  the  payment 
was  eflTectecI  and  specie.  Taxes  were  no  longer  uniform. 
In  New  England,  where  specie  payments  had  not  been 
suspended,  the  people  were  called  upon  to  pay  larger 
contributions  than  where  they  were  suspended.  In  Ken- 
tucky as  much  more  was  paid'by  the  people  in  their  taxes, 
than  was  paid,  for  example,  in  the  Sute  of  Ohio,  as  Ken- 
tucky paper  was  worth  more  than  Ohio  paper.      •     •    • 

«•  Considering,  then,  that  the  state  of  the  currency  was 
such  that  no  thinking  man  could  contemplate  it  without 
the  most  serious  alarm;  that  it  threatened  general  dis- 
tress, if  it  did  not  ultimately  lead  to  convulsion  and  sub- 
Tersion  of  the  Government,  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the 
duty  of  Congress  to  apply  a  remedy,  if  a  remedy  could  be 
devised.  A  national  bank,  with  other  auxiliary  measures, 
was  proposed  as  that  remedy.  Mr.  Clat  said  he  deter- 
mined to  examine  the  question  With  as  little  prejudice  as 
possible  arising  from  his  former  opinion;  he  knew  that  the 
safest  course  to  him,  if  he  pursued  a  cold,  calculating  pru- 
dence, was  to  adhere  to  that  opinion,  right  or  wrong.  He 
•was  perfectly  aware  that,  if  he  changed,  or  seemed  to 
change  it,  he  should  .expose  himself  to  soQie  censure;  but, 
looking  at  the  subject  with  the  light  shed  upon  it  by 
erents  happening  since  the  commencement  of  the  war,  he 
could  no  longer  doubt.        •  •  •        He  pre- 

ferred, to  the  suggestions  of  the  pride  of  consistency,  the 
evident  interests  of  the  community,  and  determin^  to 
tiirow  himself  upon  their  justice  and  candor." 

The  interest  which  foreigners  hold  in  the  existing  Bank 
of  the  United  States  is  dwelt  upon  in  the  message  as  a  se- 
rious objection  to  the  recharttr.  But  this  interest  is  the 
result  of  the  assignable  nature  of  the  stock;  and  if  the  ob- 
jection be  well  founded,  it  applies  to  Government  stock, 
to  the  stock  in  local  banks,  in  canal  and  other  companies, 
created  for  internal  improvements,  and  every  species  of 
money  or  moveables  in  which  foreigners  may  acquire  an 
interest.  The  assignable  character  of  the  stock  is  a  qua- 
lity conferred,  not  for  the  benefit  of  foreigners,  but  for 
that  of  our  own  citizens.  And  the  fact  of  its  being  trans- 
ferred to.them  is  the  effect  of  the  balance  of  trade  being 
against  us — an  evil,  if  it  be  one,  which  the  American  sys- 
tem will  correct.  All  Governments  wanting  capital  resort 
to  foreign  nations  possessing  it  in  superabundance,  to  ob- 
tain it.  Sometimes  the  resort  is  even  made  by  one  to  an- 
other belligerent  nation.  "During  our  revolutionary  war 
we  obtained  foreign  capital  (Dutch  and  French)  to  aid  us. 
During  the  late  war  American  stock  was  sent  to  Europe 
to  sell;  and,  if  I  am  not  misinformed,  to  Liverpool.  The 
question  does  not  depend  upon  the  place  whence  the  capi- 
tal is  obtained,  but  the  advantageous  use  of  it.  The  con- 
fidence of  foreigners  in  our  stocks  is  a  proof  of  the  solidity 
of  our  credit.  Foreigners  have  no  voice  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  bank;  and  if  tbey  buy  its  stock,  they  are 
obliged  to  submit  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  to  ma- 


nage it.  The  Senator  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Wam]  ask* 
what  would  have  been  the  condition  of  this  country,  if, 
during  the  late  war,  this  bank  had  existed,  with  such  an 
interest  in  it  as  foreigners  now  hold'  I  will  tell  him.  We 
should  have  avoided  many  of  the  disasters  of  that  war; 
perhaps  those  of  Detroit,  and  at  this  place.  The  Govern- 
ment would  have  possessed  ample  means  for  its  vigorous 
prosectition;  and  the  interest  of  foreigners  (Britina  sub- 
jects especially)  would  hare  operated  upon  them,  not 
upon  us.  Will  it  not  be  a  serious  evil  to  be  obliged  to 
remit  in  specie  to  foreigners  the  eight  millions  which  they 
now  have  in  this  bank,  instead  of  retaining  that  capi- 
tal within  the  country  to  stimulate  its  industry  and  enter- 
prise? 

The  Preadent  assigns  in  his  message  a  conspicuous 
place  to  the  alleged  injurious  operation  of  the  bank  on 
the  interests  of  the  Western  people.  They  ought  to  be 
much  indebted  to  him  fbr  his  kindness  manirested  to- 
wards them;  although  I  think  tbey  have  much  reason  to 
deprecate  it.  The  people  of  all  the  West  owe  to  this 
bank  about  thirty  millions,  which  have  been  borrowed 
from  it;  and  the  President  thinks  that  the  payments  for 
the  interest,  and  other  facilities  which  they  derive  from 
the  operation  of  this  bank,  are  so  onerous  as  to  produce 
'•  a  drain  of  their  currency,  which  no  country  can  bear 
without  inconvenience  and  occasional  distress."  His  re- 
medy  is  to  compel  them  to  pay  the  whole  of  the  debt 
which  they  have  contracted  in  a  period  short  of  four  years. 
Now,  Mr.  President,  if  they  cannot  pay  the  interest  witht 
out  distress,  how  are  they  to  pay  the  principal?  If  they 
cannot  pay  a  part,  how  are  they  to  pay  the  whole?  Whe- 
ther the  payment  of  the  interest  be  or  be  not  a  burden  to 
them,  is  a  question  for  themselves  to  decide,  respecting 
which  tliey  might  be  disposed  to  di^ense  with  the  kind- 
ness of  the  President.  If,  instekd  of  borrowing  thirty 
millions  Irom  the  bank,  they  bad  borrowed  a  like  sum 
from  a  Girard,  John  Jacob  Astor,  or  any  other  banker, 
what  would  they  think  of  one  who  should  come  to  them 
and  say — "Gentlemen  of  the  West,  it  will  ruin  you  to  pay 
the  interest  on  tliat  debt,  and  therefore  I  will  oblige  you 
to  pay  the  whole  of  the  principal  in  less  than  four  years." 
Would  they  not  reply — "  We  know  what  we  are  about; 
mind  your  own  business;  we  are  satisfied  that  in  ours  we 
can  make  not  only  the  interest  on  what  we  loan,  but  a  ftir 
profit  besides." 

A  grreat  mistake  exists  about  the  Western  operation  of 
the  bank.  It  is  not  the  bank,  but  the  business,  the  com- 
merce of  the  West,  and  the  operations  of  Government, 
that  occasions  the  transfer  annually  of  money  from  the 
West  to  the  Atlantic  States.  What  is  the  actual  course 
of  things?  The  business  and  commerce  of  tlie  West  are 
carried  on  with  New  Orleans,  with  the  Southern  and 
Southwestern  States,  and  with  the  Atlantic  cities.  We 
transport  our  dead  or  inanimate  produce  to  New  Orleans, 
and  receive  in  return  checks  or  drafts  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  at  a  premium  of  a  half  per  cent.  We  send, 
by  our  drovers,  our  live  stock  to  the  Soutli  and  South- 
west, and  receive  similar  checks  in  return.  With  these 
drafts  or  checks  our  merchants  proceed  to  the  Atlantic 
cities,  and  purchase  domestic  or  foreign  goods  for  West- 
em  consumption.  The  lead  and  fiir  trade  of  Missouri  and 
Illinois  is  also  carried  on  principally  through  the  agency 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  Government  also 
transfers  to  places  where  it  is  wanted,  through  that  bank, 
the  sums  accumulated  at  the  different  land  offices  for  pur< 
chases  of  the  public  lands. 

Now,  all  these  varied  operations  must  go  on — all  these 
remittances  must  be  made,  Bank  of  the  United  States  or 
no  bank.  The  bank  does  not  create,  but  it  fiiciUtates 
them.  The  bank  is  a  mere  vehicle;  just  as  much  so  as 
the  steamboat  is  the  vehicle  which  transports  our  produce 
to  the  great  mart  of  New  Orleans,  and  not  th^  grower  of 
that  produce.    It  is  to  confound  cause  and  effect,  to  attri- 
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bute  to  the  bank  the  transfer  of  money  from  the  West  to 
the  East.  Annihilate  the  bank  to-morrow,  and  similar 
transfers  of  capital,  the  same  description  of  pecuniary 
operations,  must  be  contintied;  not  so  well,  it  is  true,  but 
performed  they  must  be,  ill  or  well,  under  any  state  of 
circumstances. 

The  true  questions  are,  how  are  they  now  performed  ^ 
how  were  they  conducted  prior  to  the  existence  of  the 
batik?  how  would  they  be  after  it  ceased?  I  can  tell  you 
what  was  our  condition  before  the  bank  was  established; 
and,  a*  I  reason  from  past  to  future  experience,  under 
analogous  circumstances,  I  can  venture  to  predict  what  it 
will  probably  be  without  the  bank. 

Before  the  establishment  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  the  exchange  business  of  the  West  was  carried  on 
by  a  premium,  which  was  generally  paid  on  all  remit- 
tances to  the  East  of  two  and  a  lialf  per  cent.  The  ag- 
gregate amount  of  all  remittances,  throughout  the  whole 
circle  of  the  year,  was  very  ^eat<  and,  instead  of  the  sum 
then  paid,  we  now  pay  hsdf  per  cent,  or  nothing,  if  notes 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  be  used.  Prior  to  the 
bank  we  were  without  the  capital  of  the  thirty  million^ 
which  that  institution  now  supplies,  stimulating  our  Indus 
tiy  and  invigorating  our  enterprise.  In  Kentucky  we 
have  no  specie-paying  bank,  scarcely  any  currency  other 
than  that  of  paper  of  tite  Bank  of  the  United  States  and 
its  branches. 

How  is  the  West  to  pay  this  enormous  debt  of  thirty 
irollions  of  dollars?  It  is  impossible.  It  cannot  be  done. 
General  distress,  certain,  wide-spread,  inevitable  ruin, 
must  be  the  consequences  of  an  attempt  to  enforce  the 
payment.  Depression  in  the  value  of  all  property,  she- 
rin's  sales  and  sacri6ces — bankniptcy,  must  necessarily 
ensue;  and,  with  them,  relief  laws,  paper  money,  a  pros- 
tration of  the  courts  of  j  ustice,  evils  from  whicli  we  have 
jtut  emerged,  mustagain,  with  all  their  train  of  afflictions, 
revisit  our  country.  But  it  is  argued  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Whit?}  that  nmilar  predictions 
were  made,  without  being  realized,  from  the  downfiill  of 
the  old  Bank  of  the  United  States.  It  is,  however,  to  be 
recollected  that  the  old  bank  did  not  possess  one-third  of 
the  capital  of  the  present;  that  it  had  but  one  office  west 
of  the  mountains,  wliilst  the  present  has  nine;  and  (hat  it 
had  little  or  no  debt  due  to  it  in  that  quarter,  whilst  the 
present  bank  has  thirty  millions.  The  war,  too,  which 
shortly  followed  the  downfall  of  the  old  bank,  and  the  sus- 
pension of  specie  payments  which  soon  followed  the  war, 
prevented  the  injury  apprehended  from  the  discontinu- 
ance of  the  old  bank. 

The  same  gentleman  further  argues  that  the  day  of  pay- 
ment must  come;  and  he  asks  when,  better  than  now?  Is 
it  to  be  indefinitely  postponed;  is  the  charter  of  the  pre- 
sent bank  to  be  perpetual?  Why,  Mr.  Freiudent,  all 
things — Goverimients,  republics,  empires,  laws,  human 
life — doubtless  are  to  have  an  end;  but  shall  we  therefore 
accelerate  their  termination?  The  West  is  now  young, 
wants  capital,  and  its  vast  resources  needing  nourishment 
are  daily  developing.  By  and  by,  it  will  accumulate 
wealth,  from  its  industnr  and  enterprise,  and  possess  its 
surplus  capital.  The  charter  is  not  made  perpetual,  be- 
cause it  is  wrong  to  bind  posterity  perpetually.  At  the 
end  of  the  term  limited  for  its  renewal,  posterity  will  have 
the  power  of  determining  for  itself  whether  the  bank 
shall  then  be  wound  up,  or  prolonged  another  term.  And 
that  question  may  be  decided,  as  it  now  ought  to  be,  by  a 
consideration  of  the  interests  of  all  parts  of  the  Union, 
the  West  among  the  rest.  Sufficient  for  the  day  is  the 
evil  thereof. 

The  President  tells  us  that,  if  the  Executive  had  been 
called  upon  to  furnish  the  project  of  a  bank,  the  duty 
would  have  been  cheerfully  performed;  and  he  states  tliat 
a  bank,  competent  to  all  the  duties  which  may  be  requir- 
ed by  the  Government,  might  be  so  organized  as  not  to 


infringe  on  our  own  delegated  powers,  or  the  resnrtd 
rights  of  the  States.  The  President  is  a  co-ordinate  bnmck 
of  the  legislative  department.  As  such,  bills  which  ion 
passed  both  Houses  of  Congress,  are  presented  to  him  ibr 
his  approval  or  rejection.  The  idea  of  going  to  the 
President  for  the  project  of  a  law,  is  totally  new  in  tin 
practice,  and  utterly  contrary  to  the  theory  of  the  Go- 
vernment. What  should  we  think  of  the  Senate  calliii; 
upon  the  House,  or  the  House  upon  the  Senate,  for  tbe 
project  of  a  law? 

In  France,  the  King  possessed  the  initiative  of  ill  lavs, 
and  none  could  pass  without  its  having  been  previnul; 
presented  to  one  of  the  Chambers  by  the  Crown,  thraiif;k 
tlie  ministers.  Does  the  President  wish  to  introdnce  the 
initiative  here'  Are  the  powers  of  recommendation,  uid 
that  of  veto,  not  sufficient?  Must  all  lepslation,  in  iti 
commencement  and  in  its  termination,  concentrate  is  tlit 
Preadent?  When  we  shall  have  reached  that  slate  of 
things,  the  election  and  annual  sessions  of  Congrea  ail 
be  a  useless  charge  upon  the  people,  and  the  whole  boii- 
ness  of  Government  may  be  ecouoroically  conducted  b; 
ukases  and  decrees. 

Congress  does  sometimes  receive  the  MiggestioM  ml 
opinions  of  the  heads  of  departments,  as  to  new  km. 
And,  at  the  commencen>ent  of  this  session,  in  hisaimBl 
report,  ti>e  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  suted  his  retso« 
at  larg^,  not  merely  in  favor  of  a  bank,  but  in  support  of 
the  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  existing  bank.  Wfco 
could  have  believed  tliat  that  responsible  officer  was  com- 
municating to  Congress  opinions  directly  adverse  to  tlioie 
entertained  by  the  President  himself?  When  btfott  im 
it  happened  that  the  heati  of  a  department  recoawnemi- 
ed  the  paasa^  of  a  law,  which,  being  accordingly  passed 
and  presented  to  tlie  President,  is  subjected  to  his  veto' 
What  sort  of  a  bank  it  is,  witii  a  project  of  wliidi  tie 
President  would  have  deigned  to  furnish  Congress,  iftSej 
had  applied  to  him,  he  has  not  stated.  In  the  absence  uf 
such  statement,  we  can  only  conjecture  that  it  is  his  famoos 
treasury  bank,  formerly  recommemled  by  him,  fron 
which  the  people  have  recoiled  with  tbe  instinctive  honor 
excited  by  the  approach  of  the  cholera. 

The  messag^e  states  that  "  an  investigation  unwillinfljr 
conceded,  and  so  restricted  in  time  as  necessarily  to  nuke 
it  incomplete  and  unsatisfactory,  discloses  enough  to  «• 
cite  suspicion  and  alarm."  As  there  is  no  proepectof  the 
passage  of  tlus  bill,  the  President's  objections  nottilh- 
standing,  by  a  constitutional  majority  of  two-thirds,  it  cm 
never  reach  the  House  of  Representatives.  The  mem- 
bers of  that  House,  and  especially  its  distinguished  ctair- 
man  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  who  reported 
the  bill,  are  therefore  cut  off  from  all  opportunity  of  de- 
fending themselves.  Under  these  circumstances,  iJlof 
me  to  ask  bow  the  President  l>as  ascertained  that  the  in- 
vestigation was  unwillingly  conceded?  I  have  understood 
directly  the  contrary;  and  that  the  chairman  alresriy re- 
ferred to,  as  well  as  other  members  in  favor  of  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter,  promptly  consented  to  and  »oted 
for  the  investigation.  And  we  all  know  that  those  in  alp- 
port  of  the'  renewal  could  have  prevented  the  investigs- 
tion,  and  that  they  did  not.  But  suspicion  and  alarm  lu« 
been  excited.  Suspicion  and  alarm!  Against  wbos)  ■ 
this  suspicion?    The  House,  or  tiie  bank,  or  both? 

Mr.  President,  I  protest  against  the  right  of  »ny  Cliirf 
Magistrate  to  come  into  either  House  of  Congress,  »m 
scrutinize  the  motives  of  its  members;  to  examine  whettier 
a  measure  has  been  passed  with  promptitude  or  rtpui- 
nance;  and  to  pronounce  upon  the  willmgness  or  unml- 
lingness  with  which  it  has  been  adopted  or  rejected.  II 
is  an  interference  in  concerns  which  partake  of »  domestic 
nature.  The  official  and  constitutional  reUtioiis  betwees 
the  President  and  tbe  two  Houses  of  Congress  satet 
with  them  as  organized  bodies.  His  action  is  con6ii«d  to 
their  consummated  proceedings,  and  does  not  extend  *» 
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in  their  incipient  sta^s,  during'  their  progress 
through  the  Houset,  nor  to  the  motives  by  which  they  are 
tcttnted. 

There  are  some  parts  of  this  message  that  ought  to  ex- 
cite deep  alarm;  and  that  especially  in  which  the  Presi- 
dent announces  that  each  public  officer  may  interpret  the 
Boiwtitution  as  he  pleases.    His  language  is:  <<  Each  public 
officer,  who  takes  an  oath  to  support  the  constitution, 
•wears  that  he  will  support  it  as  be  understands  it,  and  not 
■s  it  is  understood  by  others."     •     •     •     ••  The  opinion 
of  the  Judges  has  no  more  authority  over  Congress  than 
the  opinion  of  Congress  has  over  the  judges;  and,  on  that 
point,  the  President  is  independent  of  both."    Now,  Mr. 
President,  I  conceive,  with  great  deference,  that  the  Pre- 
sident has  mistaken  the  purport  of  the  oath  to  support  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States.     No  one  swears  to  sup- 
port it  as  he  understands  it,  bnt  to  support  it  simply  as  it 
IS  in  truth.  All  mrn  are  bound  to  obey  the  laws,  of  which 
the  constitution  is  the  supremei  but  must  they  obey  them 
ma  they  are,  or  as  they  uiulerntand  them.'    If  the  obliga- 
tion of  obedience  is  limited  and  controlled  by  the  measure 
of  infornuttioiii  in  other  words,  if  the  party  is  bound  to 
obey   the  constitution  only  as  he  understands  it,   what 
irould  be  the  consequence.'    The  judge  of  an  inferior 
court  would  disobey  the  mandate  of  a  superior  tribunal, 
becsuse  it  WM  not  in  conformity  to  the  constitution,  as  he 
understands  it;  a  custom-house  o£ficer  would  disobey  a 
circular  from  the  Treasury  Department,  because  contrary 
to  the  constitution,  as  lie  understands  it;  an  American 
minister  would  disre^^ard  an  instruction  from  the  Presi- 
dent,  communicated  tlirough  the  Department  of  SUte, 
because  not  agreeable  to  the  constitution,  as  be  under- 
Mands  it;  and  a  subordinate  officer  in  the  army  or  navy 
would  violate  the  orders  of  his  superior,  because  they 
Were  not  in  accordance  with  the  constitution,  as  he  under- 
stand* it.  We  should  have  nothing  settled,  nothing  stable, 
nothing  fixed.     There  would  be  general  disorder  and  con- 
fusion lltroughout  every  branch  of  administration,  from 
the  highest  to  the  lowest  officers — universal  nullification. 
Fop  what  is  the  doctrine  of  tlie  President  but  that  of 
South  Carolina  applied  throughout  the  Union?     The  Pre- 
sident independent  both  of  Congress  and  the  Supreme 
Court!  _  Only  boimd  to  execute  die  laws  of  the  one  and 
the  decisions  qf  tlie  other  as  far  a*  they  conform  to  the 
constitution  of  the  United  States,  as  he  understands  it! 
Then  it  should  be  the  duty  of  every  President,  on  his  in- 
■UkUatiou  into  office,  to  carefully  examine  all  the  acts  in 
the  statute  book,  approved  by  his  predecessors,  and  mark 
out  tlioiie  which  he  was  resolved  not  to  execute,  and  to 
which  he  meant  to  apply  tliis  new  species  of  veto,  because 
they  were  repugnant  to  the  contt.tution,  as  he  under- 
■tsnds  it.     And,  after  the  espii-ation  of  every  term  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  he  should  send  for  the  record  of  its  de- 
ciawna,  and  dincritniiuite  between  those  which  be  would, 
and  tboite  whicii  he  would  not,  execute,  because  they 
were  or   were  not  agreeable  to  the  constitution,  as  he 
understands  it. 

There  is  another  constitutional  doctrine  contained  in 
the  message,  which  is  entirely  new  to  me.  It  asserts  that 
•  <tbe  Government  of  the  United  States  have  no  constitU' 
tional  power  to  purchase  lands  within  the  States,"  except 
"  fur  tlie  erection  of  forti,  magazines,  arsenils,dock  yards, 
and  other  needful  buildings;"  and  even  fur  tliese  objects 
only  "  by  the  consent  of  ilie  Legislature  of  the  State  in 
which  tlie  same  shall  be."  Now,  sir,  I  had  supposed  that 
the  riglit  of  Congress  to  purchase  lands  in  any  State  was 
incontestable:  and,  in  point  of  fact,  it  probably,  at  this 
moment,  owns  lands  in  every  Slate  of  the  Union,  pur> 
chased  tor  taxes,  or  as  n  judgment  or  mortgage  creilitor. 
And  there  are  various  actn  of  Congress  which  regulate  the 
purchase  and  transfer  of  such  lands.  The  advisers  of  the 
President  have  confounded  the  faculty  of  purchasing 
land*  with  the  ezerciie  of  exclusive  jurisdiction,  wliich  is 


restricted  by  the  constitution  to  the  forts  and  other  build' 
ings  described. 

The  meswge  presents  some  striking  instances  of  dis- 
crepancy. 1st.  It  contests  the  right  to  establish  one  bank, 
and  objects  to  tlie  bill  that  it  limits  and  restrains  the  pow- 
er of  Congress  to  establish  several.  2d.  It  urges  that  the 
bill  does  not  recognise  the  power  of  State  taxation  gene- 
rally; and  complains  that  iiicilities  are  afforded  to  the 
exercise  of  that  power,  in  respect  to  the  stock  held  by 
individuals.  3d.  It  objects  that  any  bonus  is  taken,  and 
insists  that  not  enough  is  demanded.  And,  4th.  It  com- 
plains that  foreigners  have  too  much  influence;  and  that 
stock  transferred  loses  the  privilejfe  of  representation  in 
the  elections  of  the  bank,  which,  if  it  were  retained, 
would  give  them  more. 

Mr.  Preadent,  we  are  about  to  close  one  of  the  longest 
and  most  arduous  sessions  of  Congress  under  the  present 
constitution;  and,  when  we  return  among  our  constituent^ 
what  account  of  the  operations  of  their  Government  shall 
we  be  bound  to  communicate?  We  shall  be  compelled 
to  say  that  the  Supreme  Court  is  paralyzed,  and  the  mis- 
sionaries retained  in  prison  in  contempt  of  its  authority, 
and  in  defiance  of  numerous  treaties  and  laws  of  the  Unit- 
ed States;  that  the  Executive,  through  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  sent  to  Congress  a  tariff  bill  which  would 
have  destroyed  numerous  branches  of  our  domestic  indus- 
try, and  led  to  the  final  destruction  of  all;  that  the  veto 
has  been  applied  to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  our 
only  reliance  for  a  sound  and  uniform  currency;  that  the 
Senate  has  been  violently  attacked  for  the  exercise  of  a 
clear  constitutional  power;  that  the  House  of  Kepresenta- 
tives  has  been  unnecessarily  assailed;  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  promulgated  a  rule  of  aition  for  those  who  have 
taken  the  oath  to  support  the  constitution  of  the  United 
States,  that  must,  if  there  be  practical  conformity  to  it, 
introduce  general  nullification,  and  end  in  the  absolute  sub- 
version of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BENTON  succeeded,  and  occupied  the  floor  until 
the  hour  of  three;  when  the  Senate,  in  pursuance  of  their 
previous  order,  took  a  recess. 

iviKisa  sxssioir. 
The  Seiuite  was  called  to  order  at  five  o'clock. 

THE  TARIFF. 
Mr.  WILKINS,  [with  the  consent  of  Mr.  Bihtoh,  who 
was  entitled  to  the  floor,]  from  tlie  committee  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  to  confer  with  the  committee  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  in  relation  to  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill  "  to  alter  and  amend  the 
several  acts  imposing  duties  on  imports,"  which  amend- 
ments were  disagreed  to  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
made  a  report,  as  follows:  The  committee  recommend 
that  the  Senate  recede  from  all  the  amendments  disagreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  adhere  to  the  amendments  concur- 
red in  by  the  House. 

Mr.  BEU.  moved  that  the  bill  and  amendments  be  in- 
definitely postponed.  It  was,  he  said,  with  great  reluc- 
tance that  he  rose  to  make  this  motion.  He  had  hoped 
that  the  bill  from  the  Houie  would  have  undergone  such 
modifications  as  would  have  rendered  it  acceptable  to  the 
fnenda  of  domestic  industry.  He  had  hoped  that  amend- 
ments would  have  been  adopted,  by  which  the  great  inte- 
rests of  the  country  might  have  been  preserved.  But  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  bill,  in  its  present  form,  would 
preserve  those  interests,  and  he  did  not  believe  that  the 
bill  would  be  acceptable  to  the  people.  At  this  stage  of 
the  session,  he  would  not  argue  the  question.  He  would 
express  the  opinion  that  the  effects  of  the  bill  would  be 
disastrous  to  the  country  generally,  and  particularly  so  to 
some  sections  of  it.  It  would  create  greater  and  more 
general  dissatisfaction  than  liad,  at  any  time,  existed  in  this 
country.  He  would  not  consent  to  take  any  part  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.     He  tlierefisre 
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moved  to  postpone  it  inde6fiitely;  and  upon  that  motion 
he  asked  tlie  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that  he  had  reluctantly  assented 
to  the  report  of  the  committee.  As  long  as  tliere  was  a 
hope  of  doinp  any  thing,  he  did  not  cease  to  make  exer- 
tions. He  felt  desirous  that  the  amendments  of  the  Se- 
nate should  prevail,  and  he  was  also  desirous  that  the  bill 
thould  pass.  Biit  he  had  found  that,  unless  the  Senate 
jrielded,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  the  bill  through. 
He  had  urged  upon  the  con)mittee  the  necessity  of  adopt- 
ing the  amendments;  and  he  had  stated  it  as  his  belief, 
that,  unless  they  were  adopted,  the  friends  of  the  protec- 
tive system  would  postpone  the  bill  indefinitely.  He  was 
free  to  confess  tliat  the  bill  was  not  what  it  ought  to  be; 
but,  for  one,  he  would  rather  pass  it  than  go  away  with- 
out doing  any  thing.  He  was  aware  that  many  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  were  of  vital  importance  to  the 
protection  of  some  branches  of  industry.  The  increase  of 
tlie  duty  on  duck  was  higlily  desirable.  A  large  duck 
roanufuctory  had  been  established  in  New  Jersey,  which 
this  bill  will  entirely  destroy.  He  was  willing  to  allow  that 
justice  had  not  been  done  to  woollens;  still  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  pass  the  bill  as  it  was,  than  to  pass 
no  bill.  He  was  sorry  that  the  motion  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement had  been  made,  and  he  should  vote  against  it. 

Ifr.  CLAY  would  be  glad  to  know,  he  said,  how  this 
vote  for  receding  from  the  amendments  of  the  Senate  had 
been  obtained.  He  did  not  cast  any  reflections  on  the 
Chair  fur  constituting  the  committee  as  he  had  done.  The 
Chair  had,  in  this  respect,  doubtless  done  its  duty;  but  the 
majority  of  the  committee  Was  composed  of  two  gentle- 
men representing  two  States  which  u-ere  especially  and 
principally  interested  in  the  iron  duty.  1  desire,  said 
Mr.  C,  that  the  country  should  know  how  this  matter 
rests.  Kentucky  is  selected  for  one  of  the  victims,  and 
Louioaiia  for  another.  Cotton  bagging  and  sugar  were 
given  up.  The  manufacturers  of  woollens,  tojfether  with 
all  who  were  concerned  in  the  protection  of  the  raw  ma- 
terial, were  also  sacrificed.  He  wished  to  know,  and  he 
wished  the  country  to  know,  who  have  concurred  in  a 
measiu-e  so  destructive  to  the  great  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. When  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
was  produced,  it  was  easy  to  sec  that  it  was  intended  to 
iacriiice  and  destroy  the  woollens  interest,  in  both  of  its 
branches,  and  tint  iron  waa  to  be  spared.  The  cotton 
interest,  too,  was  to  be  spared;  but  the  interests  of  Ken- 
tucky and  Louisiana  were  to  be  sacrificed.  Whatever 
might  be  his  vote  on  the  motion  for  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, he  wished  the  country  to  know  why,  how,  and  by 
whom  some  interests  had  been  destroyed,  and  others 
spared,  to  be  sacrificed  at  some  future  day.  He  had  been 
in  hopes  that,  in  respect  to  Kentucky,  the  Secretary  would 
have  been  content,  and  that  Congress  would  have  been 
content,  to  strike  out  one-third  of  the  price  of  the  agri- 
cultural product  of  Kentucky.  But  that,  it  seemed,  had 
not  been  deemed  sufficient.  He  had,  he  must  say,  been 
unexpectedly  disappointed  in  the  result  of  the  confer- 
ence. But  he  had  risen  to  ask  what  was  the  majority,  and 
who  composed  it,  by  which  these  interests  were  singled 
out  for  sacrifice. 

Mr.  WILRINS  said,  I  concurred  in  the  report  of  the 
committee.  Is  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  now  satis- 
fied ?  I  am  convinced  that  the  principles  on  which  1  assent- 
ed to  the  report  are  correct,  and  1  still  adhere  to  them. 
Is  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  satisfied  now  ?  [No,  said 
Mr.  CLAY;  I  shall  never  be  satisfied.]  Never?  continued 
Mr.  Wiutiics.  Then  I  am  perfectly  content  tliat  the 
gentleman  should  never  be  satisfied  with  any  political  act 
of  mine.  If  the  gentleman  is  disappointed,  1  apprehend 
that  it  is  not  the  last  time  he  will  be  disappointed.  I  ap- 
prehend that  there  are  some  other  results  to  which  he 
indulges  expectations,  in  which  be  will  be  disappointed. 
I  am  responsible  to  my  constituents  and  to  the  country 


for  the  vote  which  I  have  given  in  this  business.  H; 
friendship  for  the  protective  system  is  as  firm  and  settled 
as  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  though  I  hsn 
not  spoken  so  frequently  and  loudly  in  its  suppim,  be- 
cause 1  had  no  other  object  in  view  but  the  good  of  the 
country.  After  it  was  found  that  the  committee  of  the 
House  was  averse  to  any  compromise,  great  etforls  were 
made  to  secure  some  of  the  amendments  of  the  Senate.  If 
he  was  asked  what  was  moat  deeply  agitated  in  the  con. 
mittee,  he  would  say  that  it  was  the  additional  dutr  of 
seven  per  cent,  on  woollens.  For  the  information  of  the 
gentieman  from  Kentucky,  he  would  go  on  further,  lod 
state  he  was  very  anxious,  for  the  purpose  of  oompro. 
mise,  to  give  up  articles  of  minor  importance,  in  order  to 
gain  something  on  woollens.  The  amendment  addii^ 
seven  per  cent,  to  the  duty  of  fifty  per  cent,  on  woollen^ 
came  up  in  course.  I  voted,  said  Mr.  W.,  against  reced- 
ing from  that  amendment  of  the  Senate.  £ut  the  commit- 
tee of  the  House,  with  only  one  dissenting  voice,  voted  to 
adhere  to  the  disagreement  of  the  House  to  this  tmend. 
ment.  This  question  was  tlien"  passed  over.  The  other 
amendments  having  been  receded  from,  on  my  motion, 
the  vote  on  the  amendment  adding  seven  per  cent,  to  the 
duty  on  woollens  was  reconsidered.  The  committee  of 
the  House,  however,  showed  a  manifest  determination  iwl 
to  yiel<l,  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  w»s  better 
to  give  it  up  than  to  incur  the  risk  of  lo«  ng  the  bill  en- 
tirely. But,  in  the  hope  of  a  compromise,  I  moved  fifty- 
five  per  cent.,  which  was  rejected.  The  Senator  fron 
New  Jersey  moved  fifty-three  and  a  half  per  cent,  which 
was  also  refused.  1  then  moved  fifty-two  per  cent,  snd 
that  was  rejected.  We  were  then  reduced  to  the  alter- 
native of  yielding  the  seven  per  cent,  altogether,  or  eS 
abandoning  the  bill.  I  thought,  and  the  Senator  froB 
New  Jersey  agreed  with  me,  that  the  difference  of  sevei 
per  cent,  in  this  duty  waa  too  inconsiderable  to  keep  thil 
country  in  a  state  of  agitation  a  single  month  or  hour  longer. 
As  to  the  principle  of  protecting  the  domestic  manufw- 
tures  of  the  country,  he  supported  it  as  firmlyasanymsn 
He  was  aware  that  this  bill  does  not  continue  so  morh  pro- 
tection to  manufactures  as  might,  in  good  policy,  be 
afforded;  but  it  goes  to  that  degree  of  protection  mth 
which  Congress  appears  to  be  satisfied,  and  with  whidi 
the  country  would,  he  believed,  be  satisfied.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  duty  on  sugar  and  on  cotton  bagging  had 
undergone  a  disproportionate  share  of  reduction.  Ifhad 
not  been  brought  down  to  a  lower  proportionate  scale  tha 
the  duty  on  iron.  He  would  remark,  however,  the  sub- 
ject of  the  iron  duty  was  not  one  of  those  which  came 
before  the  committee  of  conference;  and  there  was  iw 
opportunity,  even  if  there  had  been  a  wish,  for  the  con^ 
mittee  to  exhibit  any  partiality  to  the  iron  interest 

Mr.  CLAY  said  it  was  with  some  regret,  and  no  little 
surprise,  that  he  discovered  a  manifestation  of  feeling  o« 
the  part  of  the  gentleman  fi-om  Pennsylvania,  which  he 
had  neither  expected  nor  contributed  to  produce.  He 
had  not  been  accurately  informed  as  to  the  procetdinp 
of  the  committee,  bavingbeen  all  day  otherwise  engaged- 
He  was,  therefore,  taken  by  surprise  with  the  infiwn* 
tion  that  the  ctmimittee  had  agreed  to  recede,  not  in  part, 
but  altogether,  from  the  amendments  of  tlie  Senate.  He 
liad  asked  for  information  as  to  the  manner  in  which  tla 
result,  so  unexpected  and  mortifying,  had  been  obtained. 
The  Senate,  he  contended,  had  a  right  to  this  inforaa- 
tion.  If  we  appoint  a  committee  to  treat  with  the  other 
House,  to  represent  our  views  and  wishes  in  a  conlef- 
ence,  he  apprehended  that,  before  we  ratified  theirlres^, 
we  had  a  right  to  see  their  protocol — to  see  their  negotia- 
tion in  all  its  stages,  as  well  as  in  its  results.  The  cbai^ 
man  of  the  committee  had  not  given  this  information.  ' 
rose,  said  Mr.  C,  and  asked  H.  How  does  the  gentl^ 
man  treat  the  call.'  The  gfentleman  replies  that  be  is  ac- 
tuated by  the  public  gt)od,  and  inomutes  that  I  an  ictii- 
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ated  by  motives  other  than  the  public  g^ood.     I  wiah  the 
pntleman  to  explun  whether  this  is  what  he  meant  or  not. 

Mr.  WILKINS  said  he  had  no  objection  to  explain  his 
meaning.  I  meaiit  to  say  that,  as  to  myself,  I  was  actuated 
by  tlie  public  good.  1  believe  the  gentleman  lias  an  object 
in  view  which  is  identified  with  tlie  course  be  has  taken 
in  regard  to  the  tariflP,  and  which  I  have  no  doubt  is,  in 
bis  opinion,  likely  to  prootote  the  public  good.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  gentleman  had  no  objects  which,  in  his 
own  opinion,  were  inconsistent  with  the  public  good. 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  only  say  that  if  the  gentleman  nisinuates 
that  I  am  actuated  by  any  other  motive  than  the  public 
(^ood,  he  has  said  that  which  is  untrui. 

The  PRESIDENT  pro  tern,  interposed,  and  said,  the 
Cbair  understands  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  to  ex- 
plain that  he  did  not  impeach  the  n^otives  of  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAY.  No,  sir,  he  has  not  thus  explained  his 
meaning.     If  he  has,  I  take  bac^  the  reply. 

Mr.  CLAY  continued.  The  Senator  mtimatea  that  1 
have  other  objects  as  to  which  I  may  be  disappointed. 
Whether  he  rightly  predicts  future  events,  I  do  not 
know,  nor  whether  he  may  himself  add  to  tlie  list  of  the 
disappointed.  I  have  no  objects,  in  my  support  of  the 
protective  policy,  otlier  than  tlie  public  benefit;  and 
Pennsylvania,  whose  Senators  were  instructed  by  the 
unanimous  voice  of  her  Legislature  to  maintain  that  policy 
unimpaired,  is  the  last  State  in  the  Union  from  which  tlie 
insinuation  should  come  tJiat  I  am  actuated  by  selHsh  mo- 
tives. The  gentleman  tells  us  that,  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  of  conference,  he  held  out  for  a  compromise. 
How  much  did  he  yield  for  the  sake  of  compromise.'  He 
telb  us  that  he  yielded  the  whole.  Mr.  C.  insisted  that 
the  duties  on  sugar  and  cotton  bagging  were  reduced  in 
a  greater  proportion  than  tlie  duties  on  iron.  The  duty 
on  iron  is  reduced,  but  the  reduction  has  an  equivalent, 
or  nearly  an  equivalent,  in  the  prevention  of  fraudulent 
evasion  of  tlie  duty.  Louisiana  never  had  but  half  a  cent 
on  sugar  as  a  protective  duty,  which  was  given  her  in 
1816.  The  rest  was  imposed  and  continued  fur  revenue. 
The  Senator,  in  yielding  the  half  cent,  yielded  the  whole 
c€  the  protective  duty  on  sugar)  on  woollens,  too,  he  had 
jrielded  all  that  was  in  controversy. 

Mr.  MANGU  H  here  rose  to  order.  He  submitted  whe- 
ther the  discussion  was  in  order. 

Mr.  KING  said  the  discussion  was  improper  in  its  com- 
mencement. 

Mr.  CLAY  would  bow,  he  said,  to  the  decision  of  the 
Chair,  but  he  must  insist  on  his  right  to  reply  to  the  Sena- 
tor irom  Pennsylvania. 

The  Chair  has  no  doubt,  said  the  PaxsiDisTpro  tem., 
that  it  was  irregular  originally  to  demand  the  state  of  the 
▼ote  in  the  committee,  or  to  comment  on  the  course  taken 
by  members  of  the  committee.  But,  as  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  had  responded  to  the  inquiry,  and  made 
explanations,  it  was  now  in  order  for  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  to  make  his  comments  on  tliose  explanations. 

Mr.  MANGU  M  said,  [  call  the  Senator  to  order  for  al- 
luding to  a  member  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  SWING  required  that  the  words  to  which  the  Se- 
nator from  North  Carolina  took  exception,  should  be  com- 
mitted to  writing. 

Mr.  MANGU  H  wrote  as  follows:  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  speaking  in  reference  to  the  duty  on  sugar, 
said  that  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  had  yielded  all 
the  protection  on  sugar,  &c. 

Mr.  CLAY  admitted  the  words  to  be  taken  down  cor- 
rectly, and  said  that  he  had  repeated  them  as  the  words 
of  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  himself,  who  said  that 
he  had  yielded  all,  but  bad  intended  to  yield  but  little. 

The  CHAIR  decided  that  the  words  were  not  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  CLAY.   I  hope  the  Senator  from  Nortli  Carolina, 


whose  general  deportment  here  is  strictly  correct,  wiU 
now  keep  to  the  even  tenor  of  his  way,  and  suffer  me  to 
proceed  witlioiit  further  interruption. 

Mr.  NANGUM.    No  one  shall  dictate  to  me  my  coarse. 

Mr.  CLAY.    The  Senator  may  then  pursue  any  course 
that  pleases  him. 
The  CHAIR  said  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  will  proceed. 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  will  proceed  when  the  gentleman  will 
suffer  me.  I  have,  sir,  continued  Mr.  C.,  entertained 
certain  principles  on  which  I  have  acted  uniformly  for 
sixteen  years  past,  and  I  am  not  now  to  be  instructed  aa 
to  my  course  of  conduct  in  reference  to  tlie  interests  of 
this  country.  These  principles  inculcate  upon  me  the  im- 
propriety of  preserving  one  interest  to  the  sacrifice  of  an- 
otlier— of  preserving  it,  too,  only  that  it  may  be  reserved 
for  sacrifice  at  a  future  time.  On  this  ground,  I  am  op- 
posed to  any  reduction  which  may  injure  any  interest  tliat 
ought  to  be  sustained.  I  have  no  more  to  say  as  to  the 
proposition  to  postpone  the  bill  indefinitely.  '  I  will  not 
say  how  I  shall  vote  upon  that.  I  reserve  to  myself  the 
right  to  vote  on  each  individual  motion  to  recede  or  concur. 

Mr.  DiCKERSON  said  tluit  he  agp-eed  with  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Ban]  that  the  woollens  were 
not  adequately  protected— that,  in  fact,  they  were  more 
neglected  tlian  any  of  the  great  interests  which  this  bill 
proposed  to  protect.  He  had  made  his 'best  efforts  to  in- 
crease the  duties  upon  woollens,  and  would  continue  to 
do  so,  if  there  was  the  slightest  prospect  of  success.  He 
had  proof  tliat  admitted  of  no  doubt  in  his  mind,  that 
there  would  not  be  a  majority  In  the  Senate  that  would 
insist  and  adhere  to  the  amendment  by  which  the  duties 
upon  woollens  were  fixed  at  fifty-seven  per  cent.  He 
had  no  hope  of  success  but  by  a  compromise  in  tlie  com- 
mittee of  conference,  by  which  an  intermediste  rate  of 
duty  between  fifty  and  fifly-seven  per  cent,  miglit  be  re- 
commended to  both  Rouses.  This  was  found  to  be  im- 
practicable. There  were  some  of  the  interests  embraced 
in  the  Senate's  amendments  which  it  would  be  vei^  im- 
portant to  support,  but  which  met  with  the  same  difficul- 
ties that  have  decided  tlie  action  of  the  committee  of 
conference  on  the  woollens.  It  now  remains  to  decide 
whether  it  would  be  better  to  defeat  the  bill  in  conse- 
quence of  its  failure  to  give  tlie  entire  amount  of  protec- 
tion which  it  should  give,  or  pass  it,  with  a  hope  hereaf- 
ter to  make  further  provision  for  those  interests  which 
the  bill  neglected  to  protect.  Afker  the  great  labor  be- 
stowed on  this  bill,  and  the  anxiety  exprcssi'd  by  the  peo- 
ple in  every  part  of  the  United  States  that  some  tariff 
bill  should  pass  at  this  session  of  Congress,  he  was  in  favor 
of  its  passage. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said  one  of  the  interesU  surrendered 
by  this  bill  was  so  important  to  those  who  sent  him  here, 
that  he  should  not  properly  do  his  duty,  unless  he  ex- 
pressed his  entire  dissatisfaction  at  the  manner  in  which 
this  whole  business,  from  the  beginning  to  the  end,  bad 
been  managed.  When  a  gentleman,  who  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  who  had  not 
taken  a  prominent  part  in  the  debates  on  the  bill,  made  a 
motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  committee  of  confer- 
ence, which,  by  courtesy,  necessarily  placed  him  at  the 
head  of  the  committee,  he  was  somewhat  surprised,  but 
he  gave  his  assent  to  the  appointment  of  the  committee, 
thinking  that  he  was  voting  for  the  appointment  of  com- 
missioners to  treat  with  the  House,  and  to  represent,  in 
the  negotiation,  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  Senate. 
Had  he  supposed  that  he  was  giving  a  power  of  attorney, 
signed,  sealed,  and  ready  to  be  delivered,  giving  up  every 
thing  for  which  the  Senate  had  contended,  he  would  not 
have  voted  for  the  proposition.  The  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania says  that,  when  he  came  to  the  woollens  duty^ 
lie  surrendered  it,  because  it  was  but  a  little  matter. 
True,  it  was  little,  and  it  was  little  because  the  Senator 
had  previously  refused  to  make  it  larger.     He  expressed 
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his  ileep  diMent,  as  lasting  as  it  was  deep,  witli  the  whole 
proceeding  of  the  committee.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  committee  was  not  appointed  nor  empowered  to  yield 
every  thing  to  the  UouM.  If  they  disHgreed  from  the 
House  committee,  they  might  have  said  so,  and  so  re- 
ported, leaving  it  to  the  Senate  to  determine  upon  the 
propriety  of  receding  from  their  amendments.  He  al- 
luded to  the  results  of  the  conference,  not  to  the  motives 
of  the  conferees;  and  he  would  say  that  they  had  surren- 
dered and  sacrificed  the  interests  of  his  constituents.  He 
knew  tJie  importance  of  tranquillizing  the  country — the 
importance  of  passing  some  bill  at  this  session.  There 
was  much  in  this  bill  to  commend — much  to  render  him 
desirous  of  passing  it  into  a  law.  But  surely,  in  settUng 
tlie  details  and  principles  of  a  measure  of  such  vast  and 
general  importance,  tlie  Senate  had  a  right  to  exercise 
some  influence,  to  take  some  part.  He  had  no  doubt — 
from  the  fii-st  he  was  confident — ^tl)at  the  Senate,  by  stand- 
ing firm  to  their  amendmenU,  with  a  steady  and  decisive 
oiajoritv,  would  have  sustained  them.  The  course  of  the 
committee  had  defeated  that  expectation.  Whatever  might 
be  the  vote  of  the  Senate  now,  we  could  expect  notbnig. 
He  condemned  the  whole  procedure,  and  much  regretted 
that  the  honorable  Senator  from  New  Jersey  had  lent  it 
bis  countenance. 

Mr.  DICKEllSON  said  he  owed  it  to  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania  to  say  that,  although  he  difli°ered  from  him 
as  to  a  number  of  the  anienclmeiits  submitted  to  the  com- 
mittee, he  had  assented  to  the  report  as  made,  and,  there- 
fore, felt  himself  responsible  for  that  report,  as  much  as  if 
be  had  agreed  with  bis  two  colleagues  as  to  the  several 
questions  decided  upon  by  the  committee.  The  subjects 
upon  which  he  felt  the  most  anxiety,  were  the  woollens, 
cotton  bagging,  and  sail  duck,  upon  all  which  I  urged  a 
compromise,  but  in  vain.  1  regret  extremely,  said  Mr. 
D.,  tliat  1  can  be  supposed  to  have  abandoned  any  of  those 
interests  while  tliere  was  a  possibility  of  preserving  them, 
and  tlie  more  so,  as  the  motive  suggested  is  that,  as  tlie 
iron  was  provided  for,  I  was  ready  to  acquiesce  in  provi- 
sions which  left  other  interests  without  adequate  protec- 
tion. The  manufacture  of  sail  duck  is  of  great  import- 
ance to  New  Jersey,  and  I  consider  it  abandoned  by  the 
bill.  Senators  sliould  recollect  tliat,  by  the  bill,  there 
was  a  heavy  reduction  upon  iron.  He  had  made  no  effort 
to  amend  the  bill  of  the  House  by  increasing  tlie  duty 
upon  that  article.  Had  such  an  amendment  baen  adopted 
by  the  Senate,  it  would,  no  doubt,  have  been  disagreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  in  the  coininittee  of  conference 
would  have  shared  the  same  fate  with  the  other  amend- 
ments. I  should  have  acquiesced  ui  the  surrender  of 
such  an  amendment,  as  I  have  done  in  the  other  cases 
where  nothing  else  could  be  done.  I  liave,  said  Mr.  1)., 
abandoned  no  interest  that  could  be  sustained.  He  would 
not  be  made  an  instrument  in  defeating  the  bill,  and  he 
was  anxious  that  it  should  pass  in  its  present  form,  if  it 
could  not  be  put  into  a  better.  He  was  anxious  to  have 
the  question  settled,  for  be  wislied  it  to  be  at  rest. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  as  be  happened,  though  very 
much  out  of  place,  to  be  a  member  of  this  committee  of 
conference,  it  was  incumbent  on  him  to  make  some  ex- 
planations as  to  his  course  in  the  conference.  Nothiiig 
surprised  him  so  much  as  the  views  tliat  were  taken  of  the 
consequences  of  the  rejection  of  those  amendments.  The 
smallest  of  all  small  questions  ever  brought  into  a  legisla- 
tive body,  appeared  to  him  to  be  these  questions,  whetlier 
the  duty  on  woollens  should  be  fifty  or  fifty-seven  per 
cent.;  whether  the  duty  on  sugar  should  be  two  and  a 
half  or  three  cents  a  pound;  and  whether  the  duty  on  cot- 
ton bagging  should  be  half  &  c^ot  *■  yi^  more  or  less. 
Mr.  U.  went  on,  at  some  lengtli,  to  show  tliat,  by  the 
change  in  the  valuation  of  the  pound  sterling,  and  by  tlie 
diminution  of  credits  on  duties,  the  duties  on  those  articles 
were  carried  beyond  the  tariff  of  1824,  and  but  little  short 


of  that  of  1828.  As  to  iron,  he  beliered  that  the  dntin 
on  that  article  were  increased,  the  reduction  beinf;  mm 
than  compensated  by  other  equivalents.  But,  really,  v)wi 
gentlemen,  in  settling  this  great  question,  hang*  so  petti' 
nacinusly  on  pins  and  particles,  is  it  not  a  proof  that  there 
is  a  determination  not  to  surrender  a  single  hair  of  tlit 
protective  system,  to  hold  on  upon  every  thing  which 
in  the  least  affects  the  protected  interests'  The  whtit 
conference  presented  this  appalling  fact,  that  when  idut^ 
was  spoken  of,  it  was  mentioned  only  in  reference  to  tht 
interest  of  the  manufacturer  of  the  article  taxed.  Ai  ts 
the  woollens,  out  of  seven  members  of  the  connnittct, 
five  were  of  the  opinion  that  they  were  adequately  protect- 
ed by  the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  One  roembcr  pro- 
duced the  authority  of  one  of  the  first  manu&ctiiren 
in  the  country,  fur  the  opinion  that  the  bill  wu  more 
favorable  to  woollens  than  the  bill  of  1828.  He  had  hint 
selfexamined  the  subject  very  closely,  and  liad  found  thtt 
woollens  paid  a  higher  tax  under  this  bill  than  under  that 
of  1828.  Perhaps  the  duty  was  not  so  good  to  the  niami- 
facturer,  but  it  was  more  oppressive  upon  the  consunen 
Here  let  me  allude,  said  Mr.  H.,  to  the  erroneous  suppoa- 
tion  that  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  exhib'itrd  aay  dis- 
position to  surrender  any  thing  in  the  conference.  He 
agreed  to  yield  every  thing  but  three,  viz.  woollens,  sugv, 
and  cotton  bag^ng,  upon  which  he  insisted.  I,  on  eroj 
amendment,  moved  to  recede;  sometimes  I  carried  with 
me  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  and  sometimes  the  Se- 
nator from  Pennsylvania,  and,  in  that  way,  I  got  ikng 
through  all  the  amendments. 

[Mr.  DICKERSON  prompted  the  Senator  from  Sooth 
Carolina,  reminding  him  of  japanned  harness  and  other 
articles,  upon  which  be  wi^ed  to  adhere  to  the  Senste't 
amendment-!.] 

It  is  possible,  said  Mr.  H.,  I  may  be  wrong.  I  recolkd 
as  to  tlie  harness.  It  was  said  that  the  manu&cture  of 
japanned  harness  had  been  commenced  by  a  person  ii 
New  Jersey,  and  that  was  urged  as  a  reason  why  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  should  not  have  their  harma 
cheap.  But,  after  some  inquiry,  it  was  found  that  (he 
reduction  of  duty  did  not  affect  tlie  manufacturer,  his  behij 
a  different  article,  and  the  amendment  was  abandoned. 
The  committee  at  length  agreed  to  recede  from  all  but 
the  woollens,  and  upon  that  they  hung.  They  worked 
hard  for  fifty-five  per  cent.,  for  fifiy-three  and  a  half,  ud 
for  fifty-two.  But  the  House  committee  would  not  isioit 
even  to. the  addition  of  two  per  cent.  They  were  about 
going  off,  to  report  an  irreconcilable  disagreement,  wbei 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  being  satisfied  the  biQ 
was  a  very  advantageous  one  to  him,  and  that  woolleiii 
were  adequately  protected  under  it,  agreed  to  recede  froa 
the  amendment  Mr.  H.  repeated  that  the  bill  wu  vorte 
than  the  existing  system,  so  far  as  it  concerned  the  intcmt 
of  consuq;iers.  It  introduced  several  new  and  dangenoi 
principles,  put  an  inquisitorial  power  into  tlie  handsofthe 
appraisers,  and,  taking  item  by  item,  renders  the  protec- 
tive duties  higlier  than  they  now  are.  Under  these  6t- 
cumstances,  he  should  oppose  the  passage  of  the  bill.  He 
should  vote  against  the  pending  motion  for  indefinite  port. 
ponement,  with  the  intention  to  move  a  recommitment  ■ 
the  bill,  with  instructions  fur  its  modification.  If  that  it- 
tempt  failed,  he  should  renew  the  motion  fur  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  biU. 

Mr.  HOLMES  thought  it  would  be  so;  nay,  he  bad  no 
doubt  of  it;  nullification  is  abroad. 

Mr.  HAYNE.  I  did  nut  mention  nullification  ia  the 
whole  course  of  this  debate.  I  liave  cautiously  avoided 
that  topic,  as  every  Senator  will  bear  me  witness.  But  I 
now  say  tliat,  if  any  gentleman  wishes  to  go  into  the  di»- 
cussion  of  nullification,  I  am  prepared  for  it. 

Mr.  HOLMES  resumed.  I  undertake  to  say  that  the 
doctrine  of  nullification,  and  the  doctrine  of  theiincaort- 
tutionality  of  the  protective  system,  are  identicaL 
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Mr.  MOO  KB  called  the  Senator  from  Maine  to  order. 

The  CHAIR  said  that  the  Senator  must  recollect  that 
the  question  was  on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  HOLMES.     New  England  is  sacrificed. 

Mr.  KING  called  the  Senator  to  order. 

Mr.  HOLMES  continued. 

The  CHAIK  pronounced  that  he  was  out  of  order. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  tells 
us  tliat  be  appealed  to  New  Jersey  ft>r  the  surrender  of 
one  interest,  and  to  Pennsylvania  for  the  surrender  of 
another  interest,  and,  with  the  assistance  of  the  one  or  the 
other  of  his  colleagues,  he  always  found  himself  in  the 
majority.  , 

The  CHAIR  again  interrupted  Mr.  Holmes. 

Mr.  HOLMES.  It  is  proper  for  roe  to  reply,  or  it  was 
improper  for  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  to  make 
the  remarks.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  suggests 
that  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  may  be  disappointed  in 
the  same  important  events. 

The  CliAlK  here  interposad;  and  declared  that,  unless 
the  Senator  confined  himself  to  the  question,  be  should  be 
under  the  necessity  of  requesting  him  to  take  his  seat 

Mr.  CLAY  remarked  thattlie  motion  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement opened  the  entire  subject  for  debate  as  wide  as 
possible. 

Mr.  HOLMES  proceeded  to  say  that  this  wa.s  the  first 
time  it  wax  ever  declared  to  be  out  of  order  to  comment 
on  or  reply  to  remarks  which  were  in  order.  If  one  Se- 
nator .stepped  out  of  the  way  to  make  a  remark,  and  was 
not  called  to  order,  it  was  too  late  to  call  another  Senator 
to  order  for  stepping  out  of  the  way  to  meet  him.  Why 
ahould  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  remark  that  any  of 
us  may  be  disappointed  in  our  expectations?  There  was 
more  than  one  uf  us  who  had  favorite  objects  in  view,  and 
more  than  one  uf  us  might  be  disappointed.  It  may  be 
that  he  who  predicts  disappointment  to  others,  will  be  him- 
self surely  disappointed. 

Mr.  H.  went  on  to  speak  of  the  surrender  by  the  com- 
mittee of  the  interests  of  New  England.  What  did  New 
Kngland  get?  New  England  had  no  candidate  for  the 
Presidency,  and  never  would  have,  and  therefore  the  inte- 
rests of  ticw  England  should  be  protected.  The  farmer 
had  a  duty  to  protect  his  wool,  but  as  the  woollen  manu- 
facture was  deiitroyed,  he  had  lio  purchaser  for  his  wool. 
Hoifever,  in  spite  of  the  bill  and  every  thing  else,  I  be- 
lieve we  in  New  England  will  live  all  the  days  of  our  lives. 
Though  we  expect  to  be  hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of 
water  to  the  South,  yet  we  do  not  intend  to  hew  their  wood 
and  draw  water  for  nothing. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Clayton,  Foot,  Holmes,  Kuight, 
Naiidain,  Kobbins,  Rnggles,  Seymour,  Waggaman. — 10. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Dallas,  U.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  For- 
syth, Frelinghuysen,  (jnmdy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  HjII, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Spragiie, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins.— 38. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  that  be  had  voted  against  the  proposi- 
tion for  the  indefi  iiite  postponement  of  the  bill  for  various 
reasonx,  the  first  of  which  was  that  tlie  bill  contained  a 
clear,  distinct,  and  indisputable  admission  of  the  g^eat 
principle  of  protection.  That  principle,  coeval  with  the 
commencement  of  the  Government,  and  which  has  been 
continued  ever  since,  in  peace  and  in  war,  now  tliat  the 
nation  may  be  regarded  out  of  debt,  is  again  solemnly 
sanctioned,  and  by  the  concurrence  of  many  votes  from 
that  quarter  of  the  Union  which  has  most  complained  of 
the  exercise  of  the  power.  They  have  sanctioned  it  by 
voting  against  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bill. 
Henceforward  he  hoped  that  the  power  would  not  be  coo- 
Vot.  YUl.— 81 


troverted,  and  that  the  tranquillity  so  much  needed  by 
the  country  would  be  fully  restored.  Henceforward  he 
hoped  that  the  only  question  would  be  about  the  proper 
application  of  the  power,  giving  it  efficiency  when  more 
efficiency  is  required,  and  moderating  its  operation  where 
the  pressure  of  it  may  be  unduly  severe.  There  was 
another  consideration  which  reconciled  him  to  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill.  It  contained  a  clear  recognition  of  the 
principle  which  he  had  contended  for  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session,  that  the  reduction  of  duties  necessa- 
ry to  adapt  the  revenue  of  the  country  to  the  wants  of 
Government  should  be  thrown  principally  on  the  unpro> 
tected  class,  comprehending  articles  not  produced  within 
the  country.  That  discrimination  had  been  strenuously 
opposed  in  the  early  part  of  the  session.  It  had  been  op- 
posed with  ridicule  and  derision,  and  a  long  list  of  trifling, 
and  some  of  them  laughable,  articles,  had  been  held  up 
fur  the  amusement  of  Congress.  It  had  been  argued  that 
articles  of  luxury,  used  only  by  the  rich,  would  be  exempt- 
ed from  taxation,  whilst  articles  essential  to  the  comfort 
of  the  poor  were  heavily  burdene<l.  In  the  progress  of 
the  session,  we  have  seen  these  objections  abandoned  by 
many  of  those  who  urgfed  them,  and  who,  finally,  voted 
fiir  the  discrimination.  And,  in  regard'to  the  article  of 
silks,  the  House  had  adopted  ten  per  cent,  ad  valorem  as 
the  duty  upon  Chinese  and  French  nlks.  The  Committee 
on  Manufactures  of  the  Senate,  in  consequence  of  an  es- 
tablished usage,  proposed  to  make  the  duty  on  Frendl 
silks  lower  than  on  those  of  China,  and  recommended  six 
percent,  for  the  former.  Not  content  with  that  measure 
of  reduction,  a  Senator  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tanwsu] 
had  proposed  further  to  reduce  it  to  five  per  cent. ,  and  his 
proposition  had  been  adopted  witlt  the  concurring  votes  of 
most  of  the  Southern  Senators.  Now,  if  the  object  had 
been  simply  to  preserve  the  distinction  between  the  niks 
of  the  two  countries,  that  object  might  have  been  ac- 
complished by  putting  China  silks  at  thirty  or  twenty  per 
cent.,  and  French  at  fifteen  or  ten  per  cent.  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  had  recommended  the  retention  of  a 
duty  of  one  per  cent,  on  teas,  and  a  half  per  cent  on  cof- 
fee. Believing  that  the  expense  incident  to  weighing, 
marking,  and  cuUifying,  would  absorb  the  duty,  andunne- 
cessarily  keep  up  a  host  of  officers,  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  of  the  Senate  had  proposed  to  render  those 
articles  entirely  free,  and  their  amendment  to  that  effect 
had  also  been  concurred  in  by  most  of  the  Southern  Sena- 
tors. Whilst  he  rejoiced  in  the  passage  of  the  bill,  for 
the  reasons  assigned,  he  could  not  vote  lor  receding  fiom 
the  amendments  as  recommended  by  the  committee  of 
conference.  He  believed  those  amendments  necessary 
to  the  interests  which  they  were  intended  to  protect. 
And  if  the  bill  should  pa-ss  without  them,  as  it  will  not  go 
into  opeAtion  until  af^er  the  next  session,  he  hoped,  if  then 
ascertained  to  be  indispensable,  they  would  be  enacted 
into  a  law.  And  he  also  hoped  that,  if  there  should  be 
discovered  any  other  omissions  or  errors  in  the  bill,  they 
will  then  becorrected.  He  was  aware  thatin  votingagainrt 
receding,  as  he  should  do,  tlut  the  passage  of  the  bill  was 
not  endangered.  For  he  could  nut  be  ignorant  of  what 
he  saw  around  him,  that  there  was  a  majori^,  he  would 
not  say,  4is  bad  been  said  on  another  occasion,  an  organiz- 
ed majority,  to  defeat  those  amendments.  And  now,  Mr. 
President,  said  Mr.  C,  I  hope  we  shall  all  go  home  in 
better  temper,  and  resolve  to  explain  to  our  constituents^ 
fully  and  fairly,  the  operation  of  this  established  policy  of 
the  country,  and  with  a  firm  determination  to  spare  no 
efforts  to  reconcile  them  to  it. 

Mr.  MANGUM  said  he  had  voted  against  indefinite  post- 
ponement, because  he  wished  to  vote  to  recede  from  every 
amendment.  He  repudiated,  for  himself  and  his  constitu- 
ents, any  thing  in  common  with  the  American  qrstem, 
which  originated  in  cupidity. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  sakl  there  could  be  no  cominitBMiit  of 
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the  bill  which  had  passed,  and  the  only  question  now  was 
on  concurrence  in  the  disagreement  of  the  House.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  had  g^ven  a  practical  illus- 
tration of  the  art  of  dividing  and  conquering;  and  he  had 
most  skilfully  contrived  to  carry  his  points  with  two  to  one 
against  him. 

Hr.  HAYNE  made  some  remarks  in  reply.  He  con- 
sidered the  motion  to  recommit  as  in  order  at  any  stage) 
and  if  the  Senate  would  give  him  charge  of  tlie  bill,  he 
would  undertake  to  bring  it  into  the  Senate  to-morrow 
morning,  in  the  form  in  which  it  ought  to  pass.  He  would 
make  the  motion  whenever  he  could  have  Uie  opportunity; 
and  if  that  should  fail,  he  would  then  move  the  indefinite 

Sostponement  of  the  bill.     He  charged  the  Senator  from 
;entucky  with  a  desire  to  drive  the  South  from  the  sup- 
port of  the  biU. 

"Mr.  CLAY  replied,  and  repelled  the  idea  that  he  in- 
tended to  drive  any  from  the  support  of  the  bill.  It  was 
impossible  for  a  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  to  be 
entertained,  now  that  amendments  had  been  made  by  both 
Houses.  The  bill,  as  far  as  amendments  were  agreed  to, 
was  unchangeable.  We  must  take  the  question  on  the 
amendments  separately,  and  if  we  recede,  the  bill  will 
only  want  the  approval  of  the  President  to  make  it  a  law. 
He  expressed  his  hope  that  the  gentlemen  from  the  South, 
who  considered  this  a  bill  of  abominations,  would  each 
come  out  and  say  so,  that  the  country  may  understand  it, 
and  hear  it  from  them. 

Mr.  DICKERSON  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Hitke]  had  claimed  a  little 
more  credit  than  he  merited,  for  his  address  in  managing 
hii  colleagues  on  the  committer,  and  tliat  the  Senator 
from  Massachusetts  had  given  him  a  little  more  credit  than 
he  claimed.  The  Senator  roust  have  managed  us  very 
adroitly  indeed,  when  we  had  no  suspicion  that  there  was 
any  management  in  the  case.  I  have  only  to  say  that  the 
exiiibition  the  Senator  made  in  the  committee,  and  that 
which  he  has  just  made  in  describing  what  took  place  in 
the  committee,  are  very  different  things.  He  was  by  no 
means  so  clever  there  as  here.  It  was  there  all  solemn 
matter  of  fcct — here  not  a  little  of  fancy.  The  Senator 
is  mistaken  when  he  supposes  tliat  he  induced  one  of  his 
colleagues  to  yield  upon  one  point,  and  the  other  upon 
another,  and  so  on,  alternately,  till  he  carried  all  his  points. 
Now,  s»id  Mr.  D.,  there  was  no  instance  in  which  Uie  Se- 
nator from  Pennsylvania  insisted  upon  any  amendment,  in 
which  I  did  not  agree  with  him.  It  is  true  that  I  yielded 
upon  some  points  that  I  thought  of  minor  iinportance,  in 
order  that  I  might  have  a  better  chance  of  succeeding 
upon  those  which  I  deemed  of  more  importance,  in  all 
which  I  can  assure  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
hi*  management  had  no  inBuence.  The  Senator  from 
Kentucky^  [Mr.  Clat]  seems  to  think  that  we  have  made 
a  concession  to  the  South  by  our  report.  So  far  as  it  re- 
spects myself,  I  suspect  I  gain  no.credit  with  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina  for  such  a  concession,  and  certainly 
deserve  none ;  for  I  conceded  nothing  which,  in  nly  opi- 
nion, could  have  b«en  sustained  without  a  moi-al  certainty 
of  losing  the  bill. 

Mr.  UATNE  acquitted  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey 
of  ever  having  shown  any  disposition  to  make  the  slightest 
concession  to  the  South. 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  in  reference  to  his  vote  against  an 
indefirate  postponement,  if  the  vote  of  tlje  Senate  did  not 
allow  of  a  modification,  be  had  voted  in  error:  for,  other- 
wise, he  would  have  voted  for  its  indefinite  postponement. 
But  he  conceived  the  bill  was  still  open  to  the  last.  Ac- 
cording to  the  eleventh  rule  of  their  proceedings,  {he 
questions,  among  others,  were  still  open  *'  to  lay  on  the 
tablet"  "to  postpone  indefinitely)"  "to  commit,"  and 
«to  amend."  This  in  view,  he  had  voted  against  the 
motion  till  the  amendments  would  come  before  them;  but 
he  vo«ld  oppose  the  bill  in  every  stage. 


Mr.  WEBSTER  said  it  was  plain  the  bill  itself  cmiM 
not  again  come  before  them;  it  had  been  reail  a  third 
time,  and  was  agreed  to  by  both  Houses.  But  tlie  amend- 
ments were  within  their  power,  and  a  motion  to  recomnul 
them  would  be  in  order;  but  he  conceived  the  best  course 
for  them  to  pursue  would  be  to  take  the  question  of  con- 
currence on  each  amendment. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER,  believing  that  the  bill  Wfwld  go 
to  establish  the  principle  of  protection,  could  never 
give  it  his  vote,  in  any  shape.  The  principle  uf  the  pre- 
sent act  was  not  that  of  Hamilton)  what  he  recommended, 
looked  in  its  object  to  revenue.  Protection  for  any  oUicr 
purpose,  be  would  have  repudiated.  If,  in  llie  present 
stage  of  the  question,  the  opponents  of  the  bill  were  io 
any  dilemma,  he  [Mr.  P.)  would  take  care,  if  there  »ere 
no  other  available  mode,  to  renew  his  motion  for  indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  should  allow  the  question  of  con- 
currence to  be  taken  on  the  several  amendments  "P  to 
the  last,  which  was  a  mere  verbal  one;  hut  it  was  Ids  in- 
tention then,  before  they  should  go  beyond  his  reach,  to 
move  a,  recommitment  of  the  whole  measure. 

Mr.  DALLAS  said,  having  anxiously  consulted  with  se- 
veral Cfentlemen  around  me,  much  better  acquainted  with 
the  rules  of  order  than  ntyself,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  ques- 
tion now  propounded  for  ray  sufTrage  is  the  final  one  oa 
this  bill.     It  came  from  the  House  of  Representatirrs;  it 
underwent  many  amendments  in  the  Senate:  those  amend- 
ments have  not  all  been  concurred  in  by  the  House:  and 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  say  whether  we  will  rteede 
from  those  of  our  amendments  which  have  been  disagreed 
to.     Should  we  recede,  the  law  is  complete,  and  already 
passed  by  both  Houses  of  Congreai.     We  cannot  now  re- 
commit: we  cannot  alter  what  both  the  Senate  and  the 
House  have  approved:  we  may  prolong  altercation  and 
difficulty  by  refusing  to  recede,  or  leave  the  matter  un. 
finished  and  indefinitely  postponed;  but  if  we  are  to  han 
any  law  enacted  at  this  session,  we  must  determine  to  have 
one  by  our  present  concluding  vote.     At  this  (loint  of  sa 
arduous  and  interesting  discuswon,  when  even  a  committtt 
of  conference  have  exhausted  their  effing  I  cannot  cos- 
sent  to  give  a  silent  vote.     Always  prepared  heretofute, 
and  resolved  to  be  always  prepared  to  assume  any  rcspoa- 
Kbility  which  may  seem  appropriate  to  the  discharge  of 
my  public  duties,  I  am  now,  and  hereafter  shall  be,  ready 
to  meet  my  constituents  upon  this  question,  to  tell  tUem 
frankly  and  fully  my  motives  and  reason  of  action,  and 
most  cheerfully  to  abide  by  any  conclusion  of  their  judg- 
ment.    I  am  only  solicitous  that  my  course  on  this  final 
question  in  effect,  and  obviously  a  question  of  tltis  bill  ar 
no  bill,  should  be  distinctly  recorded  and   understood- 
Sir,  at  an  early  period  of  the  session  I  announced  the 
principles  upon  which  I  was  governed  in  the  labor  of  ac- 
commodating a  new  tariff  of  duties  to  the  existing  position 
of  the  countr}-,  to  the  reduced  want  of  revenue,  and  Io 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt.     Fully  convinced  of  Uk 
wisdom  of  the  great  principle  of  protecting  domestic  is- 
dustry)  having  imbibed  a  settled  belief  that  it  is  essential 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  best  interests  of  the  nation,  and 
peculiarly  important  to  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of 
my  native  State,  1  have  uniformly  taken  my  part  in  erery 
exei.tion  so  to  arrange  the  duties  as  to  afford  adequate  ind 
ample  security  to  tlie  manufiicturers.     My  first  rule  of 
proceeding  was,  and  invariably  has  been,  to  give  to  do- 
mestic manufactures,  if  possible,  the  whole  aid  of  tbe 
whole  revenue)  to  reserve  all  duties  from  imported  artido 
which  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  our  own  pn^ 
duce  or  fabric,  and  to  make  their  entry  free.     In  the  bill 
under  consideration,  this  principle  is  fully  embodied  lad 
enforced.  To  that  extent,  therefore,  it  meets  my  unquali- 
fied approbation,  and  has  been  sanctioned  by  both  Houks 
of  Congress.     Afiother  rule  of  proceeding,  early  enua- 
clated  by  my  collesgiie,  and  readily  embraced  by  many  on 
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thU  floor,  was  so  to  improre  the  regtilations  of  collectinjf  I  proved  by  the  House  of  RepresentaHves.     I  go  with  him: 
revenue,  as  to  deduce  from  new  arrangements  a  measure  1  cannot  be  far  out  of  the  waj-_when  in  bis  company;  and 


of  protection  to  home  industry  somewhat  proportionate  to 
'vhat  might  be  lost  in  the  mere  reduction  of  the  amount 
«f  duty.  I  need  not  remind  the  Senate  of  the  debates  of 
the  biU  in  which,  by  various  provisions,  this  object  has 
also  been  incorporated  and  attained.  The  two  principal 
ones  are,  the  short  credits  to  be  hereafter  allowed  at  our 
custom-houses  for  duties,  and  the  justly  augmented  value 
•f  tjie  pound  sterling  from  four  dollars  and  forty-four 
cents  to  fuur,doUar8  and  eighty-eight  cents.  The  opera- 
tions of  these  two  provisions  have  undei^one  sufficient 
comment,  and  cannot  now  be  mistaken  by  the  Senate. 
The  bill,  Mr.  Presid.ent,  has,  in  fdi  its  parts,  engaged  my 
most  earnest  and  devoted  study.  To  my  mind,  unaffected 
by  the  heats  of  this  day,  or  of  any  former  days,  adequate 
protection  is  secured  by  this  bill  to  all  the  great  interests 
of  the  country,  in  the  Union.  1  may  be  mistaken:  my  lights 
on  this  compl.cated  matter  may  not  be  as  extensive  or  accu- 
rate as  are  enjoyed  by  others.  My  information,  my  views,  my 
convictions,  are  not  derived  from  any  thing  heard  on  this 
flour  from  any  speaker^  nor  have  1  regulated  my  votes  or 
controlled  my  real  sentiments  under  extraneous  influence. 
1  believe,  firmly  and  sincerely  believe,  tliat  if  a  few  arti 


I  yield  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Manumctures 
when  he  requests  roe  to  recede.  AUunon  has  been  made 
to  the  sentiments  upon  this  great  subject  unanimously  ex- 
pressed, within  the  last  month,  by  the  Legislature  of  Penn- 
sylvania. The  resolutions  of  that  highly  respected  body 
are  now  open  before  me.  They  manifest  a  complimenta- 
ry reliance  upon  the  discretion  and  fidelity  of  their  Sena, 
tors,  which  is  appreciated  with  sensibility,  and  has  not 
been,  and  shall  not  be,  forgotten  or  disappointed,  iJtIiough 
couched  in  language  which  does  not  import  they  have 
all  the  force  and  efficacy  of  pointed  instructions;  and  wc 
have  ri(pdly  conformed  to  them,  being  both  inclined  to  do 
so,  and  fully  recognising  the  right  of  the  Genera]  Assem- 
bly to  direct  our  representative  conduct  The  present 
predicament  of  the  subject  may,  indeed,  seem  to  be  one 
to  which  the  resolutions  do  not  apply,  and  to  exact  from 
myself  and  my  colleague  a  course  of  proceeding  which, 
in  our  j  udgments,  will  most  stj-ictly  conform  to  this  spirit 
and  desigrn.  Sir,  in  determining  to  recede,  I  sliall  deeply 
regret  if  the  manufacturing  interests  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, or  any  others,  shall  experience  any  the  least  in- 
jury.    Infallible  legislation  cannot  be  hoped  for;  we  are 


des  undergo  a  diminution  in  the  amount  of  protection  as  liable  to  error  and  mistake  as  other  men;  but  as  I  sin- 


heretofore  given  them  by  law — a  diminution  somewhat 
diapropurtiuiiate  to  tliat  which  characterizes  tlie  general 
scale — the  difference  is  not  of  substantial  impottance,  and 
cannot  seriously  or  permanently  affect  them.  Sir,  there 
is  nui  an  absolute  sacrifice  of  any  one  interest  which  has 
been  befure  us.  Louisiana  cannot — cannot  consistently 
wiOi  tl>e  unvarying  tenor  of  every  inquiry  1  have  made — 
complain  of  ttie  reduction  of  one  half  cent  upon  sugar. 
Kentucky,  as  to  the  cent  on  cotton  bagging,  it  will  be  re- 
collected, was  equally  divided  in  the  Senate;  and  the  in- 
crease we  made  upon  that  article,  as  compared  with  the 
bdl  from  the  House,  after  having  first  been  rejected,  was 
fiially  adopted  by  a  majority  of  one  vote  only.  It  was 
iinpo!>sible  to  be  wholly  insensible  to  the  discordant  opi- 
nions of  the  two  Kentucky  Senators  upon  this  subject; 
and  although  I  voted  before,  and  would  willingly  now 
Tote,  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  to  give  the  addi- 
tioiuil  cent  of  duty,  I  cannot  pretend,  in  this  divided  state 
sf  tlie  best  opinions,  to  have  a  deep  and  positive  convic- 
tion one  way  or  the  other.  TJie  only  really  equivocal 
poiia  is  that  which  relates  to  woollens.  We  added  to  the 
iifiy  per  cent  in  the  bill  of  tlie  House,  seven  per  cent,  ad 
valorem.  This  addition  has  not  been  concurred  in.  It 
bad  mjr  decided  approbation;  and  could  I  secure  it  by  arty 
course  of  action  consistent  with  a  discharge  of  the  gene- 
ral sum  of  my  duties  here,  I  would  do  so.  The  report  of 
the  cummitlce  of  onference,  however,  precludes  all 
prospecu  of  that  kind;  and  I  cannot  avoid  entertaining 
the  hope  that,  after  all,  this  seven  per  cent.,  which  some 
of  its  most  ardent  advocates  would  agree  to  make  five  per 
cent.,  cannot  be  absolutely  and  vitally  necessary  to  the 
safety  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  the  manufacture.  Sir, 
altliuugh  determined  to  act  upon  the  suggestion  of  my 
own  independent  mind  and  conscience,  I  must  say,  that  if 
there  be  on  tliis  topic  of  the  tariff  a  gentleman  upon 
whose  intelligence,  sagacity,  principles,  and  perseverance, 
1  would  pin  my  faith  as  to  controverted  facts  about  the 
efficiency  or  inefficiency  of  a  given  amount  of  protection, 
thai  gentleiiian  is  the  chairman  of  the  Senate's  Committee 
on  Manufactures,  [Mr.  Dickibsok.]  He  has  devoted 
many  years  actively  and  ardently  to  the  encouragement 
system  and  efiectual  protection  of  all  branches  and  de- 
partments of  domestic  industry.  He  is  here  the  official 
and  selected  guardian  of  the  manufacturing  interests;  and 
we  all  know  tiie  unflinching  fidelity  with  which  his  task  is 
performed.  Now,  sir,  that  esteemed  gentleman  recom- 
tneuds  us  to  forego  our  additional  duty  of  seven  percent, 
and  to  be  satisfied  with  the  fifty  per  cent,  ad  valorem,  ap- 


cerely  believe  that  all  with  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  be 
associated  are  actuated  by  pure  and  patriotic  motives,  I 
cannot  but  expect  a  general  readiness  to  remedy  hereaf- 
ter, by  special  legislation,  any  mischiefs  which  experience 
may  prove  to  result  from  the  defects  or  omissions  of  our 
present  act  The  country  is  just  now  anxiously,  feverishly 
waiting  the  close  of  tliis  protracted  and  moat  interesting 
session.  The  excitements  of  congressionU  debate  Itave 
gradually  spread  through  the  whole  people.  We  are  im- 
peratively called  upon  to  end  our  deliberations,  and  to 
present  to  our  constituents  tlte  great  work  upon  which  we 
have  been  engaged.  Let  us  submit  this  bill  to  their  scru- 
tiny and  operation.  Should  it  prove  unsatisfactory  or  de- 
structive  in  any  part,  I  have  only  to  express  my  readiness, 
if  Providence,  the  people,  and  ray  own  free  will  permit 
me  again  to  participate  in  your  proceedings,  to  supply 
what  may  be  wanting,  or  to  rectify  what  may  be  wrong. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  one  of  his  chief  objections  to  the  cotirse 
of  the  committee  was,  that  they  had  pven  way  before  it  was 
necessary.  The  Senate  could  have  insisted,  and  then,  if  the 
House  had  determined  also  to  insist,  the  Senate  could  then 
have  determined  either  to  recede  or  adhere.  He  stated 
that  much  stress  was  laid  on  the  change  in  the  value  of 
the  pound  sterling,  while  it  was  certain  that  sugar,  sail 
duck,  and  other  articles,  came  fi-om  quarters  where  the 
pound  sterling  was  not  the  basis  of  calculation.  He  called 
for  a  division  of  the  question. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  inserting  after  the  words  "  Kendal  cotton*," 
the  words  "the  latter  weighing  not  less  than  sixteea 
ounces  to  the  square  yard,"  and  determined  in  the  affir- 
mative— yeas  38,  nays  10,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messra.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown, Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clayton,  Dallas,  Dickcrson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Frelingluiysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Uolroei, 
Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poindexter,  Kobinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Tyler,  Webster, 
White,  Wilkins — 38. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Ewing,  Foot,  Knight, 
Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Waggaman. — 10. 

The  question  then  was  on  receding  from  the  amend- 
ment raising  the  duty  on  silver  and  plated  wire  from  five 
to  twenly-five  per  cent.,  which  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  their  next  amendment, 
raising  the  duty  on  japanned  saddlery  from  ten  to  twen^- 
five  per  cent,,  without  a  division. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  their  next  amendment. 
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changing  the  duty  on  lail  duck — yeas  34,  nays  14,  as  fol- 
lows: 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, D.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Foot,  Forsyth,  Frelinghtiy- 
sen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane, 
King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  H.ller,  Moore,  Poindex- 
ter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Spragtie,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tom- 
linson,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins. — 34. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing, 
Holmes,  Naiidain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour, 
Smith,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 14. 

The  question  was  next  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  increasing  the  duty  on  cotton  bagging  to  four 
cents  instead  of  three  and  a  half  per  square  yard,  and 
decided  in  the  aflirmative,  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller, 
Moore,  Poindezter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup.  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 29. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuj-sen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight,  Nau- 
dain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Hiiggles,  Seymour,  Sprague, 
Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 19. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  receding  from  the 
amendment  increasing  the  duty  on  brown  sugar  from  two 
and  a  half  to  thi;ee  cents  per  pound,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative— yeas  33,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Chambers,  Dallas,  Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth, 
Frelinghuysen,  Grimcly,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Knight,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Poindex- 
ter.  Bobbins,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins 33. 

NAYS.— Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot,  Holmes, 
Johnston,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Seymour, 
Tomlinson,  Waggamt^n,  Webster.— 15. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  the  amendment  increas- 
ing the  duW  on  slates  from  twenty-five  to  thirty-five  per 
cent,  ad  valorem,  by  tl\e  following  vote: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner, 
Chambers,  Clayton,  Dallas,  D.ckerson,  Dudley,  Ellis, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Forsytli,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hendncks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Robinson,  Sibbee,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton, 
.TomliiMon,  Trotip,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins. — 41. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Clay,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Buggies,  Sey- 
mour, Waggaman,  Webster. — 7. 

The  Senate  then  agreed  to  the  amendment  of  the  House 
to  its  amendment  with  respect  to  carpeting,  by  inserting 
the  word  "common." 

Mr.  WILKINS  here  made  some  remarks  in  further  ex- 
planation of  his  course.  He  said,  when  he  moved  the 
conference,  some  dissatisfaction  was  expressed  that  the 
motion  should  be  made  by  any  but  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee. He  did  not  make  the  motion  wit  h  any  view  to  put 
himself  forward,  or  to  become  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference.  He  believed  the  Senate  would  do 
him  the  justice  to  admit  that,  since  he  had  been  a  member 
of  this  body,  he  had  exhibited  no  desire  to  thrust  himself 
forward  in  it.  Some  of  the  remarks  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  seemed  to  be  intended  as  sarcastic. 
That  gentlenun  bad  expressed  surprise  that  the  interests 
of  manufacturers  should  be  entrusted  to  one  who  had 
taken  no  prominent  part  in  the  debate,  and  was  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  which  had  the  charge  of  the  subject 
But,  at  this  stage  of  the  business,  all  the  principles  had 
been  settled,  the  votes  had  been  declared,  and  m  every 
case  an  opinion  had  been  formed  and  expressed.  I  here 
take  occadon  to  say  to  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts, 
that  I  have  been  uniform  in  my  support  of  manufactures. 
Mid  t  never  varied  in  my  course  in  regard  to  them.    This 


bill  had  passed  the  House  of  Representatives  by  the  as- 
paralleled  vote  of  one  hundred  and  thirty-two  to  sixty-fire, 
in  which  the  adversaries  and  frieiKls  of  the  protective  sji- 
tem  had  united.  The  friends  of  the  system,  he  believed, 
by  attempting  to  obtain  a  more  advantageous  bill,  Incui^ 
red  tlie  hazard  of  losing  the  bill  entirely.  This  state  of 
things  be  had  not  lost  sight  of.  To  show  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  sarcasm,  and  no  ground  for  the  amusement 
which  the  gentleman  from  Maine,  in  his  usual  idle  strain, 
had  indulged  in,  he  would  state  that,  after  the  appointment 
of  the  committee,  he  met  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina 
in  the  committee  room,  and,  in  conversation,  tokl  him  that, 
for  his  guidance  in  this  business,  he  had  chalked  out  a 
course,  from  which  he  should  not  depart — a  course  not 
gfoverned  by  any  particular  incident,  but  settled  in  refer- 
ence to  the  existing  state  of  the  question-  He  might  have 
been  wrong,  but  he  entered  upon  the  duties  of  the  com- 
mittee determined  to  do  the  best  he  could  to  settle  Ibi* 
question.  Tlie  country  called  for  an  adjustment  of  the 
question,  and,  to  procure  it,  he  had  determined  to  yield 
every  thing  but  the  woollens.  So  far  as  the  Senate  had 
gone  with  the  amendments,  they  had  sanctioned  hk 
course,  by  agfreeing  to  recede.  The  report  of  the 
committee,  so  far,  had  been  fully  sustained-  As  long  as 
there  was  any  chance  to  get  the  additional  duty  on  wool- 
lens, I  held  out  for  it.  In  no  case  did  I  vote  to  adhere, 
except  in  regard  to  woollens.  The  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  moved  to  recede,  and  1  went  with  him.  The 
Senator  from  New  Jersey  did  not,  at  first,  but  ultimately 
he  yielded.  The  House,  by  an  unparalleled  majority, 
had  agreed  to  fix  the  duty  on  woollens  at  fifty  per 
cent.  When  the  bill  was  in  the  Senate,  I  voted  with  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  to  increase  the  duty  on  wool- 
lens. I  voted  for  the  minimum,  and  for  the  sixty  per 
cent.,  and  I  voted  for  the  fifty-seven  per  cent.  It  was 
but  a  little  increase,  as  he  had  before  said,  but,  for  vot- 
ing for  this  little,  I  have  been  denounced  in  language 
which  I  never  wish  to  hear  in  the  Senate.  The  cliair- 
man  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  was  willing  to 
split  the  difference,  and  take  three  and  a  half  per  cent. 
But  even  that  could  not  be  obtained,  nor  could  fifty-two 
per  cent,  be  got.  When  nothing  was  to  be  gained  by 
holding  out,  when  we  had  gone  to  the  very  verge,  1  yield- 
ed. It  ia  now  for  the  Senate  to  say  whether  I  was" right 
or  wrong.  Before  1  determined  to  pvc  up  this  amend- 
ment, 1  considted  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  who  as- 
sented to  its  abandonment.  If  I  have  gone  wrong,  I  have 
gone  in  good  company.  Mr.  W.  went  on  to  show  tliat 
the  prompt  pay  of  duties,  the  valuation  of  the  pound 
sterling,  and  other  provisions  of  the  bill,  afforded  some 
equivalent  for  the  reduction  of  the  woollen  duty.  The 
bill  afforded,  he  thought,  a  reasonable  protection  to  the 
woollens  manufacturer.  He  put  this  case:  an  EnglisJi 
manufacturer  sends  one  hundred  yards  of  cloth,  worth 
oneliundred  dollars,  to  New  York,  at  a  considerable  ex- 
pense for  freight,  insurance,  &c.  The  American  nurno- 
facturer  meets  it  there  with  one  hundred  yards  of  Iris 
cloth,  worth  also  one  hundred  dollars.  Before  they  go 
into  the  market  for  purchasers,  the  Government  interferes 
and  takes,  by  way  of  protecting  the  American  manulac- 
tiu-er,  fifty  yards  of  the  clotli  belonging  to  the  English 
manufacturers.  Was  this  a  sufficient  amount  of  protec- 
tion? He  did  not  pretend  to  say  that  it  was.  Hut  it  ■»«s 
all  that  could  be  got  now.  After  the  conference  vu 
over,  1  remarked  to  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina, 
that  we  died  hard.  We  had  endeavored  to  get  all  we 
could;  and  I  mentioned  that  I  was  the  more  content  with 
the  duty  on  woollens  fixed  by  the  bill,  inasmuch  as  i 
gentleman  of  great  experience  in  the  woolle#nianu&c- 
ture  had  informed  me,  by  letter  received  that  day,  that,  io 
his  opinion,  fifty  per  cent,  was  an  adequate  protectioti, 
taken  together  with  the  other  provisions  of  the  bill.  The 
writer  of  this  letter  is  a  citizen  of  Penns)  hrania,  who 
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Ihorouglily  understood  the  stibject,  and  was  formerly  the 
chairman  iif  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  in  the  other 
House.  The  Senate  will  recollect  that  there  was  no 
amendment  as  to  iron  adopted  here,  and  that  the  iron 
duties  did  not  come  under  the  notice  of  the  committee  of 
conference.  Though  the  duty  on  that  article  was  con- 
siderably reduced,  he  acquiesced  in  its  reduction.  It  had 
been  asked,  in  a  reproachful  tone,  why  sugar  had  been 
selected  as  one  of  the  subjects  of  surrender.  He  would 
submit  it  to  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  JoaicsTOK] 
whether  that  interest  was  sacrificed  by  ihe  bill.  The 
committee  bad  no  hostility  to  that  interest,  but  tbey  could 
not  have  preserved  the  amendment,  without  losing  tlie 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  he  had  not  any  idol  that  he  knew  of. 
Almost  every  man,  though,  had  his  idol.  The  .Senator 
from  Pennsylvania  might  have  an  idol  in  the  office  for 
which  he  was  a  candidate,  and  to  that  idol  he  might  have 
sacrificed  the  itroollens  interest.  He  had  nothing  himself 
wherewith  to  amuse  the  Senate,  and  he  bad  only  alluded 
to  the  amusing  description  given  by  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  of  the  course  of  his  colleagues  in  the  com- 
mittee. The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  supported  the 
woollens  duty  with  all  his  might,  and  gave  it  up.  He 
confessed  he  disliked  the  composition  of  this  committee. 
One  member  was  ultra-anti-tariff;  another  was  a  candidate 
for  the  Vice  Presidency;  and  the  third  was  an  old  bache- 
lor, who  cared  nothing  for  posterity,  whereas  we,  sir,  are 
legislating  for  posterity. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  reinarked  that  tl>e  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania  must  have  desired  to  be  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee of  conference,  as  he  could  not  have  expected  t^ 
be  treated  with  so  much  extraordinary  disrespect  as  not 
to  be  put  on  tbe  committee  raised  on  his  own  motion. 
When  he  came  into  the  Senate  chamber,  he  found  that 
the  motion  had  been  made.  He  said  it  was  an  extraor- 
dinary motion  for  a  gentleman  to  make,  who,  during  the 
progress  of  tlie  bill,  had  taken  no  interest  in  it.  But  1 
concurred  in  tlic  appointment  of  the  committee,  suppos- 
ing tiiat  they  would,  in  conference,  act  as  the  advocates 
of  the  views  of  the  Senate.  As  I  said  before,  if  I  had  sup- 
posed I  was  signing  a  power  of  attorney  to  authorize  tl>e 
surrender  of  the  points  contended  for  by  the  Senate,  I 
would  have  withheld  my  vote.  If  the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania had  suid  to  us,  as  he  now  says,  that  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  give  up  nineteen  of  the  twenty  amendments  of 
the  Senate,  and  die  hard  in  g'iving  up  the  twentieth,  the 
Senate  would  not  have  accredited  him  as  their  negotiator. 
The  Senator  now  says  that  his  coitrse  is  sanctioned  by  the 
Totesof  the  Senate.  Cans  balanced  Senate  oppose  the 
report  of  the  committee  of  conference  ?  Why  are  the 
Senate's  amendments  receded  from?  Because  they  have 
no  longer  the  aid  of  the  gentleman's  vote.  If  fif\y-seven 
per  cent,  was  little  to  receive,  it  was  little  to  part  with, 
argues  the  gentleman.  NomegmUtr.  If  fifVy  per  cent, 
brings  it  to  a  balance,  the  addition  of  seven  per  cent,  will 
turn  the  scale.  The  Senator  had  spoken  of  the  unparallel- 
ed vote  by  which  the  House  passed  tlie  bill,  but  he  thought 
nothing  of  the  vote  by  which  the  amendments  passed  the 
Senate.  The  bill,  as  amended,  passed  the  Senate  by  a 
vote  of  32  to  16.  'the  whole  majority  in  the  other  House, 
against  the  additional  duty  on  woollens  of  seven  per  cent, 
was,  as  he  had  been  informed,  only  six  or  seven  votes. 
Still  the  Senator  says  he  died  hard.  I  will  not  say  it  was 
a  dishonfirable  death,  but  I  do  s'ay  it  was  a  bloodless  one. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  this  was  a  small  matter.  A  different 
course  would  have  led  to  an  irreconcilable  disagreement. 

The  Senate  then  receded  from  their  amendment,  in- 
creasing the  duty  on  woollens  from  fifty  to  fifly-seven  per 
cent. — yeas  29,  nays  19,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dal- 
1^  Uickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hfendticka,  UiU,  Kane,  King,  Kiugbt,  Mang^m,  Marey, 


Miller,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins 29. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Rwing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Naudain,  Pren- 
tiss, Bobbins,  Kuggles,  Seymour.  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tom- 
(inson,  Waggaman,  Webster 19. 

The  amendmehts  having  been  g^ne  through, 

Mr.  HAYNE  moved  to  recommit  the  bill,  with  instiiic- 
tions  so  to  amend  it,  as  to  provide  for  a  system  of  ad  valo- 
rem duties,  so  arranged  as  to  reduce  the  revenue  to  the 
wants  of  the  country. 

The  PRESIDENT  decided  that  such  a  motion  could 
not  be  received,  as  the  Senate  must  now  be  confined  to 
its  action  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  tlie  two  Houses. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  then  rose.  It  was  not  liis  inten- 
tion, he  said,  to  go  into  any  details,  but  to  renew  the  mo- 
tion for  indefinite  postponement.  He  felt  that  if  he  were 
to  vote  for  the  bill,  he  would  be  conceding  a  power  to 
Confess  to  lay  taxes  on  the  country  fur  other  purpose* 
than  revenue — a  power  which  he  denied  they  possessed, 
other  than  that  for  the  payment  of  their  debts.  Were  he 
to  rote  for  the  bill,  he  should  consider  himself  committed 
to  the  principle,  though  other  gentlemen  had  expressed 
a  different  opinion.  But  what  was  this  bill'  It  kept  up 
the  duties  on  the  protected  articles;  was  oppressive  m  the 
extreme  on  the  raw  material.  [The  CHAIR  requested  the 
Senator  would  confine  himself  to  the  question.]  It  was  hi* 
intention,  Mr.  P.  resumed,  to  record  his  opinion  of  the 
measure  at  a  prior  stage,  but  no  fitting  opportunity  had 
presented  itself,  and  he  would  merely  now  say  that  he 
considered  the  present  bill,  from  the  inequality  of  its 
operation,  worse  than  the  bill  of  abominations  of  1828. 
He  would  conform  to  the  wish  of  the  Chair,  and  would 
now  move  that  the  bill  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  HAYNE  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  he  would  vote  against  the  mstion, 
and  so  far  sanction  the  present  bill,  but  it  was  necessary 
for  him  to  state  the  grounds  of  his  vote.  Although  the 
principle  of  protection  was  embraced  in  this  bill  for  which 
he  was  about  to  vote,  yet  is  he  hereafter  to  be  committed 
in  favor  of  the  |>rinciple.'  He  hoped  not.  Defeat  the 
present  bill,  and  what  would  be  the  consequence?  We 
would  have  the  existing  tarifF,  without  any  reduction. 
The  present  measure  was  a  modification  of  it,  so  far  as  it 
went;  and  he  would  vote  for  getting  rid  of  so  much  of  the 
abominable  bill  of  1828.  It  was  not  a  question  uf  protec- 
tion, but  of  reduction  of  the  burdens  of  the  people;  and 
he  would  continue  the  uncompromising,-  incessant  enemy 
of  the  system,  till  it  was  totally  abrogated  by  Congress. 

Mr.  FOOT  said  he  had  once  voted  for  the  indefinite 
postponement  of  this  bill,  on  the  motion  of  the  Senator 
from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Bell;]  but  since  we  are  call- 
ed to  record  our  votes  again  on  a  s.milar  motion,  and  his 
vote  would  now  be  recorded  against  it,  he  felt  it  due  to 
himself  to  explain  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  give 
a  different  vote  at  this  time.  Sir,  said  Mr.  F.,  there  is 
not  a  Senator  on  this  floor  more  disposed  than  myself  to 
make  any  reasonable  sacrifice  for  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  and  harmony  of  this  confederacy;  to  relieve  any 
portion  from  unreasonable  or  unequal  burdens;  to  endea- 
vor to  allay  any  unfortunate  excitement  produced  even 
by  mistaken  notions  of  inequality  in  the  operation  uf  any 
ot  our  laws.  On  this  ground,  and  on  this  alone,  was  my 
vote  recorded  in  favor  of  the  bUl  as  amended  by  the  Se- 
nate. And  after  the  repeated  declaration  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hiixi,]  and  the  Senator  from 
Alabama,  [Mr.  Kino,]  and  others,  that  this  bill  would  af- 
ford no  relief,  but  was  more  obnoxious  than  even  the  act 
of  1828,  so  often  called  the  "  bill  of  abominations,"  i  was 
disposed  to  unite  witli  them  in  rejecting  it.  But,  sir,  in 
this  vote  they  did  not  unite. 

To  me  this  bill  has  no  charms.  Pertiaps  there  is  not  a 
single  State  in  this  Union  which  will  be  more,  if  as  muob, 
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affected  by  its  passa^  as  my  own.  More  mamifactures 
of  various  descriptions  are  springing  up  under  the  pro- 
tection of  yuur  laws  in  the  State  of  Connecticut,  than  in 

*  any  other  portion  of  the  Union.  Many  of  them  are  in 
their  infancy,  and  must  be  seriously  affected,  if  not  to- 
tally prostrated  by  this  bill.  The  committee  of  confer- 
ence had  proposed  to  surrender  every  amendment  made 
in  the  Senate,  in  which  our  smaller  manufacturers  were 
particularly  interested,  and^snme  of  which  amendments 
bad  been  made  at  my  suggestion,  from  letters  and  infor- 
mation laid  before  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  by  me. 
These  were  all  to  be  surrendered  without  a  struggle; 
without  an  effort  to  save  them.  The  committee  knew 
full  welt  our  convictions  of  the  blighting  effects  of  the  bill 
on  the  Eastern  Stales,  and  particularly  in  the  State  which 
has  honored  me  with  a  seat  on  this  floor,  without  the 

amendment  of  the  Senate,  fur  I  had  stated  them  imthe  dis- 
cussion of  those  amendments,  and  produced  the  proof. 
1  have  this  day  received  another  letter  from  an  intelligent 
farmer,  who  has  made  great  exerttons  to  improve  the  qua- 
lity of  the  wool  in  this  country,  who  says  ••  the  hopes  of 
the  wool  growers  are  destroyed,  and  even  the  Saxony 
sheep  must  be  resigned  up  to  the  butcher." 

The  question  is  now  presented  under  circumstances 
somewhat  different.  The  Senate  have  acted  on  the 
amendments.  My  votes  have  been  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate;  but  as,  in  all  cases,  minorities  must 
submit,  in  this  case  it  becomes  my  duty.  The  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  stated  his  di.  termination  that  if,  at  the 
next  session,  it  shall  be  ascertained  that  any  infant  manu- 
facture will  be  seriously  injured,  he  will  unite  in  any  fur- 
ther amendment  in  favur  of  necessary  protection;  and  as 
the  bill  will  not  go  into  operation  until  another  session  in- 
tervenes, I  am  disposed  to  withdraw  my  opposition,  and 
permit  tlH:  bill  to  pass,  not  by  an  affirmative  vote,  but  by 
one  which  will  be  equally  effective;  by  voting  against  the 
motion  for  indcfiinte  postponement.  Another  reason 
whicli  will  induce  me  to  rote  agralnst  the  present  motion 
U,  that  it  is  made  avowedly  on  the  ground  that  "  the  prin- 
ciple of  protection  to  our  mamifactures  is  recognised  in 
its"  and  Senators  have  declared  this  to  be  good  ground  for 
its  rejection.     Sir,  against  this  doctrine  I  enter  my  solemn 

.protest!  It  saps  the  foundation  of  all  Government!  What 
M  the  first  duty  of  Government?  Protection!  Will  you 
confine  this  obDgfution  to  the  protection  of  the  lives  of 
your  citizens  alone.'  Will  you  not  extend  it  to  their  pro- 
pei'ty.'  And  is  this  to  be  confined  to  protection  of  pro- 
perty only  against  lawless  pirates  and  robbers'  Is  it  not 
equally  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  protect  the  proper- 
ty of  Its  citizens  from  damage  or  injury  arising  from  die 
lepalation  of  fureig^i  nations,  by  countervailing  legislation 
or  restriction,  and  to  encourage  and  protect  their  industry  ? 
This  has  been  the  policy  of  this  Government  from  the 
commencement  of  its  existence!  The  very  first  act  of 
Congress,  after  tlie  adoption  of  the  constitution,  recognises 
this  princ.ple,  and  admits  this  to  be  its  duty.  It  has  had 
tlie  sanction  of  forty  years,  and  Senators  may  rest  assured 
it  will  not  be  abandoned.  It  cannot  be  abandoned  while 
the  Uoveminent  has  an  existence.  Without  this  principle 
of  protection,  no  Government  would  he  wortli  preserving, 
nor  deserve  the  name.  Nor  will  my  vote  be  given  on  any 
question,  to  sanction  for  a  moment,  or  to  countenance, 
any  doctrine  so  fatal  in  its  tendency. 

Mr.  H.\NGUM  said  he  would  vote  for  the  indefinite 
postponement.  It  was  not  enough  that  tlie  revenue  was 
reduced,  fur  the  bill  carried  out  the  odious  principle  of 
inequality;  the  rich  would  be  indulged  in  their  luxuries 
without  taxation,  whilst  the  poor  were  heavily  burdened. 
Ue  would  not  sanction  the  bill,  because  he  believed  it 
would  go  tofix  a  settled  system  of  the  policy  of  protec- 
tion. Its  principle  was  to  do  evil,  that  good  might  result, 
but  he  would  rely  that  a  returning  sense  of  justice  would 
yet  influence  tbeir  couacili. 


Mr.  KING  said,  but  for  the  remarks  that  bad  been  made, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  have  trespassed  on  the  attrntioa 
of  the  Senate.  The  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clat] 
had  observed  that  the  Southern  gentlemen,  by  their 
former  vote,  had  concedetl  their  opinions  in  favor  of  the 
present  measure.  Such  was  not  the  case;  for  hiinaelf,  be 
would  never  be  in  favor  of  a  measure  which  preserved 
the  present  inequality.  He  had  said,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  he  would  vote,  tliough  reluctantly,  for  the  bill 
as  it  came  from  the  House;  but  it  bad  undergone  such 
changes  here  for  the  worse,  that  be  voted  against  it  as 
amended.  He  bad  voted  against  the  act  of  1824;  he  had 
also  voted  against  tlie  bill  of  1828.  But  all  the  appeaUof 
the  South  had  been  heretofore  disregarded.  In  the 
measure  now  introduced,  the  friends  of  protection  had 
been  induced  to  make  some  mitigation  in  lessening  the 
public  burdens;  on  this  ground,  when  the  odious  amend- 
ments were  receded  from,  he  would  vote  for  the  bill, 
thougli  still  with  reluctance,  and  in  hopes  of  fiirther  rerief 
from  the  system.  Il  was  for  the  first.time  in  bis  expe* 
rience,  that  he  had  heard  such  language  of  censure  used 
to  a  committee  of  conference,  as  t«at  which  came  from 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  and  you  yourself,  Mr.  Cliair- 
man,  said  Mr.  K.,  scarcely  escaped  for  your  appcrintntent 
of  tlie  members  of  that  committee.  Who  bad  ever  heard 
of  a  committee  of  conference  yielding  notliing  ?  It  was 
for  the  very  purpose  of  compromise  tliat  recourse  was 
had  to  that  mode.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Wilki:ib]  had  been  denounced,  but  his  firm  and  high 
character  could  not  be  affected  by  the  assault.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  had  congratulated  himself  in  anti- 
apation  of  having  the  future  support  of  the  gentlemen  of 
the  South;  but  he  liad  reckoned  without  his  hoM.  As 
regarded  tlie  present  bill,  and  the  existing  law,  he  would 
choose  the  lesser  evil;  yet  he  would  not  compromit  ha 
principles;  and  on  a  future  occasion  his  friends  would  find 
liim  combating  by  tiieir  side. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said  he  had  but  one  more  word  to  say 
before  the  final  question  was  taken.  Prom  the  beginning 
of  the  session  up  to  the  present  moment,  he  had,  with  the 
most  perfect  giwd  Itiith,  voted  for  every  pmposition,  and 
used  his  utmost  efforts  to  effect  such  a  modification  of  the 
tariff  as  sUoukI  remove  existing  difficulties,  and  do  equal 
justice  to  all  parts  of  the  country.  The  bill  bad  been  put 
into  the  form  which  the  tariff  majority  in  both  Houses  had 
thought  proper  to  give  it,  and  it  now  only  remained  for 
him,  at  this  last  stage  of  its  progress,  to  record  bis  senti- 
ments in  relation  to  i;.  He  had  examined  its  provisions 
carefully.  He  was  perfectly  satisfied  that  it  did  not  pro- 
pose to  effect  a  reduction  in  the  revenue  of  more  than 
from  three  to  four  millions  of  dollars,  and  of  this  ncar^ 
the  whole  amount  was  on  unprotected  articles.  So  &r,  it 
aggravated  the  injustice  and  inequality  of  which  the  South 
had  so  loudly  complained.  This  bill  recognises  the  pro- 
tecting system;  it  has  been  arranged  througliout,  on  the 
single  principle  of  taking  care  of  the  interests  of  the 
manufacturers,  and  was  now  openly  supported  by  the 
tariff  party,  on  the  ground  that  this  protection  was  ade- 
quate to  the  object;  and  it  had  been  openly  avowed  that, 
if  it  should,  in  any  case,  prove  otiierwise,  further  protec- 
tion was  to  be  hereafter  extended.  The  duties  retained 
by  this  bill  were  most  unreasonable  and  exorbitant — fifiy- 
seven  per  cent,  upon  woollens,  upwards  of  one  hundred 
per  cent,  upon  cottons  and  iron,  and  still  higher  upon  nk 
and  sugar,  while  articles  of  luxury,  only  because  they  diil 
not  come  into  competition  with  domestic  manufactiiRt, 
were  to  be  admitted  duty  free.  He  regarded  tbis  bill  M 
fixing  the  system  upon  tlie  country  forever,  beyond  hope 
of  future  relief.  He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  its  indefi- 
nite postponement;  and  if  the  bill  was  to  pass^  be  would 
leave  the  responsibility  of  a  measure  fraught  with  such 
fatal  consequences  to  others. 

The  vote  being  then  taken,  the  postponement  vat  lost. 
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[SSICATI- 


YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Hayiie,  Holmes,  Mungtim, 
Mitler,  Moore,  NwKlain,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Kuggles, 
Tazewell,  Troiip,  Tyler,  Wag^man. — 15. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fursyth, 
Freiinghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Johnston,  Kane, 
Ein^,  Knigfht,  Marcy,  Rubinson,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Spra^e,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  White,  Wilkins. 
—30. 

So  the  motion  to  postpone  was  lost;  and  the  report  of 
the  committee  of  conference  sustained. 


cused  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri  with  a  want  of  cour- 
tesy and  decorum  towards  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the 
United  States,  in  the  comments  which  he  had  felt  it  his 
duty  to  make  upon  the  Preadenl's  message  accompanying  • 
his  veto  upon  the  bank  bill.  How  had  he  rendered  himself 
liable  to  this  accusation?  A  bill  to  rechartertiie  bank  had 
paised  the  Senate,  with  the  concurrence  of  his  [Mr.  C.'s] 
vote  as  one  of  the  majority.  The  President  disapproved 
it,  and  in  an  elaborate  message  states  at  large  his  objec- 
tions. Now,  what  was  the  must  respectful  course  in  re- 
gard to  this  message?  I'o  examine,  weigh,  discuss,  and 
decide  upon  the  objections?  or  to  proceed  to  the  recon- 
sideration of  the  bill,  enjoined  by  the  constitution,  in 
silence?  Mr.  0.  would  appeal  from  the  Senator  to  the 
Senate,  if  he  had  not  treated  the  Preuclent  and  his  mes- 
sage with  all  the  respect  which  was  consistent  with  the 
occasion,  and  with  the  high  responsibility  under  which 
every  member  of  the  body  was  bound  to  act.  In  some 
past  transactions,  well  known  to  the  public,  he  [Mr.  C] 
iiad  been  furnished  by  the  President  with  cause  for  re- 
sentment. But  the  indulgence  of  feelings  of  that  de- 
scription was  altogether  improper  in  the  discharge  of 
official  duties;  and  he  was  entirely  unconscious  of  their 
operation  upon  his  mind  in  fulfilling  his  public  obligations 
therein. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  had  attributed  to  him  [Hr. 
C]  a  motive  for  his  remarks,  with  respect  to  the  conse- 
quences which  would  ensue  in  the  Western  country  from 
llie  discontinuance  of  the  bank.  But  had  not  the  President 
given  in  his  message  the  supposed  operation  of  the  bank  in 
the  West,  a  conspicuous  place?  Had  he  not  empliHticall]r 
called  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  injurious  elfects  of 
this  institution  on  Western  prosperity?  The  member 
from  Missouri  would  be  the  last  to  assign  to  the  President 
improper  motives  for  this  part  of  his  message;  and  why 
should  he  attribute  them  to  another? 

Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  C.,  I  cannot  allow  the  member 
from  Missouri  to  instruct  me  in  etiquette  and  courtesy, 
and  how  1  sh»ll  deport  myself  towards  an  exalted  per- 
sonage. 1  can  take  no  instructions  from  such  a  source. 
I  caiuiot,  at  this  period  of  my  lilie,  go  witli  the  member 
from  Missouri  and  his  I  ndian  blankets  to  Boon's  Lick,  to  be 
taught  the  rules  and  practice  of  politeness.  If  I  could  con- 
sent to  receive  him  as  my  preceptor,  I  should  be  at  a  loss  to 
knowtoArhich  of  the  opposite  opinions  he,  at  different  pe- 
riods, has  entertained  of  the  President,  I  ought  to  con- 
form myself,  I  never  had  any  personal  rencontre  with 
the  President;  I  never  promulgated  a  bulletin  on  any  such 
rencontre;  1  never  complained  of  the  President  beating  a 
brother  of  mine  after  he  was  prostrated  and  lying  appa- 
rently lifeless.  The  member  from  Missouri  needs  no  more 
specific  indications  of  the  transaction  to  which  allusion  is 
now  made.  Nor  did  I  ever  make  such  a  prophecy  of  the 
events,  which  would  ensue  from  the  elevation  of  the 
President,  as  the  public  press  ascribes  to  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  observing  tiiathe  did  not  mean  to 
detain  the  Senate  by  any  further  notice  of  the  observations 
of  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  He  had  now  and  forever 
discharged  all  obligations  under  which  that  Senator  had 
placed  him,  and  he  liad  given  him  a  full  acquittance. 

Mr.  BENTUN  said  that  it  was  true  he  and  General 
Jackson  had  had  a  personal  conflict;  it  was  true  he  had 
fought  with  him;  but  he  hoped  they  had  fought  as  men. 
Wlien  that  contest  was  over,  so  was  their  enmity;  three 
months,  after  they  were  g^d  friends;  and  at  any  time 
since,  each  would  have  assisted  and  done  any  thing  in  his 
poiver  for  the  other.  They  had  a  contest,  it  vi'as  true, 
but  there  was  no  question  of  adjourned  veracity  between 


Fbidat,  Jclt  13. 

THE  BANK  VETO. 

The  Senate  having  again  taken  up  this  subject, 

Mr.  BENTON  then  resumed  his  observations,  charging 

the  bank  with  having  applied  its  means  fur  the  purpose  of 

operating  on  public  opmion,  and  influencing  liie  votes  of 

the  people  against  General  Jackson;  and  reiterating  the 

arguments  against  the  bunk  u  hich  he  bad  used  during  the 

progress  of  the  bill.     He  denied  that  the  disasters  of  the 

late  war  were  justly  attributable  to  the  want  of  a  bank, 

such  as  that  of  the  present  institution;  and  asserted  that 

tlie   State  banks  had  impoverished  themselves   by  their 

efforts  to  please  the  army.     He  expressed  his  hopes  tliat 

t1>e   fnends  of  General  Jackson,  who  liad  supported  the 

bank,  would  be  convinced,  by  its  conduct  previous  to  the 

next  November,  tliat  it  was  merely  a  political  engine,  em- 

pluved  for   the  purpose  of   destroying  the  election   of 

General  Jackson.  He  invited  members  to  rpad  the  pam- 
phlet of  Sir  Henry  Parnell  against  the  Bank  of  Engl»iid, 

and  recommeiuhiig  its  subdivision.     He  asserted  that  the 

United  Stated  Bank  had  uniformly  refused  to  establish  a 

branch  in  Missouri,  although  repeatedly  solicited  by  the 

merchants,  until  he  had  unmasked  bis  opposition  to  the 

bank.     He  then  went  on  to  quote  the  language  of  Sir 

Wilham  Pulteney  against  tlie  Bank  of  England,  in  order 

to  justify,  by  bis  example,  the  use  of  the  word  "  mono- 
poly" by  the  President.  The  policy  of  permitting  fo- 
reigners to  hold  stock  in  the   United  States'  Bank,  he 

asserted  to  be  distinct  from  that  of  obtaining  loans  from 

foreigners  for  internal  impiovementSi  and  declared  it  to 

be  extremely  dangerous  fur  foreigners  to  be  the  bankers 

of  the  United  States.     In  the  couj'se  of  his  remarks,  h 

bad  characterized  the  speech  of  Mr.  C.  as  wanting  in 

courtesy,  indecorous,  and  disrespectful  to  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  the 
personal  allusions  made  to  himself  by  the  senator  from 
Missouri.  He  would  previously  remark  that  the  fact  was 
now  established  by  that  Senator,  that  the  famous  tariff"  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  which  luul  engaged  so 
much  anxious  deliberation  in  Congress  during  this  session, 
originated  from  a  resolution  in  that  officer's  own  hand- 
writing, presented  to,  and  adopted  by,  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives. That  fact  was  unaffected  by  any  circum- 
stances which  led  to  the  draught  of  the  res:)lution,  and 
conclusively  proves  that  the  duty  of  preparing  the  bill,  if 
jiot  voluntarily  sought,  was  not  reluctantly  assumed  by  the 
Secretary. 

The  Senator  from  Missouri  has  adverted  to  the  f:ict  of 
crowded  galleries.  But  if,  impelled  by  curiosity,  the 
galleries  are  occasionally  filled,  when  it  is  understood 
some  Senators  are  to  speak,  no  member  knows  belter  than 
the  honorable  gentleman  that,  when  some  others  rise,  the 
galleries  are  quickly  emptied,  with  whatever  else  the 
Senate  chamber  may  then  be  filled.  The  member  ought 
not  to  be  dissatisfied  to-day  with  the  presence  of  those 

who  are  around  him;  fur  among  them  ts  a  lady  of  great  I  them — no  adjourned  veracity  remaining  on  the  public 
literary  eminence.  [Alluding  to  a  noted  female  of  the:  mind.  No,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  if  such  were  the  case,  there 
name  of  Royal,  who  sat  near  .Mr.  B.]  { would  have  been  a  separation  between  us,  wider  titan  the 

Mr.  C.  continued,  and  observed  lliat  he  had  been  ac-'gulf  wlrch  separates  hoHveit  from  hell! 
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As  regurded  that  fumous  placard  put  to  bis  account, 
wherein  it  was  asserted  that  members  of  Congress,  m  a 
certain  event,  would  bave  to  legislate  armed,  it  was  but 
within  a  few  days  that  a  St.  Louis  paper  contained  a  card 
from  Colonel  Lawless,  in  refutation  of  the  clvtrge  re- 
specting him,  [Ur.  B.]  as  the  author  of  the  production. 
In  that  card.  Colonel  Lawless  called  fur  any  one  within  the 
State  to  come  forward,  who  bad  ever  heard  him  [.Hr.  B.] 
make  the  assertion;  but  no  one  bad  come  forward,  nor 
could  any  one.  Colonel  Lawless,  who  was  well  actjuainteU 
with  the  transactions  of  that  day,  denied,  from  his  per- 
sonal kiiuwtedge  of  him,  [.Mr.  B.]  and  from  the  intimate 
connexion  subsisting  between  them  at  tlie  period,  that 
such  assertions  were  consonant  with  his  [Hr.  B.'s]  senti- 
ments, or  that  he  had  ever  uttered  them.  But,  thougli 
the  calumniator,  who,  in  the  dark,  had  affixed  tlie  fabri- 
cated placard  to  tl>e  lamp  posts,  had  remained  unseen,  he 
[Mr.  B.]  was  no  longer  in  doubt,  in  one  respect  at  least,  as 
regarded  tlie  responsible  author  in  the  Senate,  who  had 
now  given  currency  to  tlie  atrocious  calumny;  and  such 
be  pruiKHinced  it. 

Mr.  CLAY,  in  reply,  observed,  that  as  to  the  question 
of  "adjourned  veracity,"  when  the  President  lent  the 
sanction  of  his  name  to  the  charge,  which  be  supposes  the 
member  alluded  10,  he  [Mr.  C]  promptly  and  peremp- 
torily denied  the  diargc,  and  demanded  the  proof.  Tlie 
witness  was  produced,  and  Hr.  C.  was  willing  to  abide  by 
tlie  judgment  of  tlie  present  generation  and  posterity,  as  to 
the  testimony  which  lie  rendered,  and  he  pronounced  the 
charge,  by  whomsoever  made,  master  or  roan,  destitute  ol 
all  touiidation.  That  witness  has  recently  gone  to  St. 
Petersburg,  as  the  minister  of  the  United  Sutes.  [Ur. 
BUN  TOM,  after  a  momentary  conference  with  a  Senator 
near,  said  aloud  from  his  seal,  "  the  fisheries"—"  tlie  fish- 
eries."} As  to  the  prophecy  in  the  public  press,  re- 
sumed Mr.  C,  the  member  Irom  Missouri  refers  to  Colonel 
Lawlesa's  denial  of  its  truth,  and  says  no  man  in  Missouri 
had  coiue  forward  to  substantiate  it.  Mr.  CLAY,  puusuig, 
and  looking  at  the  member  from  Missouri,  asked,  can  tiie 
Senator  throw  his  eyes  on  me — will  be  look  in  my  face  and 
assert  that  he  never  used  language  similar  to  that  imputed 
to  bim?  '  [Mr.  BENTON,  after  a  pause,  pointing  his 
finger  at  Mr.  Clat,  indicating  that  be  was  so  looRiiig, 
said,  "  he  could" — "be  could."]  Air.  CLAY  said,  1  re- 
peat, can  tlie  Senator  look  me  in  the  face  and  say  be  did 
not  make  use  of  such  buiguage  outof  Uie  State  of  Missouri! 
[Mr.  BKNTON  reiterated  his  former  answer.]  Mr.  CLAY. 
1  again  ask,  can  that  man  prestjme  to  look  me  in  the  titcc 
and  deny  it.'  [Mr.  Bi^  1  UN  repeated  bis  previous  re- 
mark.]    Mr.  CLAY  resumed  his  scat,  and 

Mr.  BENTON  said  be  had  already  pronounced  it  an 
"  ati-ociuus  calumny" — he  had  pointed  out  the  author  in 
the  benate — he  would  pin  it  to  ins  sleeve;  it  would  stick, 
stick,  suck  there,  and  there  he  wished  it  to  remain. 

Mr.  CLAY  rose,  and  said  he  returned  the  cltarge  of 
calumny  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

The  CUAIU  (Mr.  Taxiwu.l)  said  the  debate  could  not 
longer  be  suil'cred;  the  Senator  S'rom  Kentucky  must  lake 
bis  seat. 

Mr.  CLAY.  1  wish  to  explain. 

The  CUAIU.  No  furtlier  explanation  will  be  beard 
from  tbe  gentleman  from  Kentucky. 

Mr.  CLAY.  1  tell  tbe  President  1  must  be  beard;  and  1 
demand  10  knowtlie  point  of  order. 

The  CUAIK.  The  Senator  was  out  of  order  in  tbe 
language  used  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  CLAY.  Then  I  will  make  another  point  of  order. 
Was  not  the  language  of  tbe  Senator  from  Missouri  out  of 
order.' 

The  CHAIR.  The  present  incumbent  was  not  in  tbe 
chair  when  the  debate  arose. 

[Mr.  PoiHDKZTiB  had  then  temporarily  occupied  the 
chair.] 


Mr.  POINDEXTER  rose  to  expUin. 

Mr.  BENTON  rose  (Mr.  P.  on  his  feet)  and  sud,  u 
apology  is  due  by  me  to  the  Senate:  I  was  out  of  ondcr. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  (Mr.  P.  still  in  possession  of  the  ej-e  of 
the  Chair)  to  tlie  same  tribunal  1  take  the  same  opportunity 
to  offer  an  apology;  for  the  Senator  froi£  Missouri  I  tu?e 
none. 

Mr.  POINDEXTER  here  explained:  lus  words  were 
not  distinctly  audible  in  the  gallery;  but  we  understood 
him  to  say  iliat  he  had  not  conceived  tbe  debate  'irregular 
a}  the  period  he  vacated  the  cliair. 

Mr.  P.  having  sat  down,  there  was  a  general  call  of 
"question,"  "question." 

The  question  was  then  put,  "  whether  the  bill  should 
become  a  law,  the  President's  objections  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding;"  and  was  decided  in  tlie  negative,  a* 
follows:  (two-thirds  being  necessary  to  carry  a  measure 
against  the  Executive  veto.) 

YEAS M^ra.  Buckner,   Chambers,  Clay,  Claytoi^ 

Dallas,  Foot,''Trelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hulmes,  Jolia- 
ston,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  KobinsunT^^igglea, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomliitsan,'Hrebstcr4 
Wilkins.-;'22.  /  /       /  J      , 

NAYS/~Messrrf.  Bento^i.'Bibb.^rown/Dudley,  F.lKs, 
Forsytlr/Gruiidyj  Hayiie,  Hill,^ Kane^^^irag,-  Mangiim, 
Marcy,  Miller,  -Moorey^^azewell,  Troup;.^ler,  Wuiti, 
—19.  " 

The  Senate  acted  on  a  large  number  of  private  a*d 
other  bills,  and  then  spent  the  remainder  of  the  sitting  ia 
executive  business. 

Satvboat,  Jitlt  14. 
FREE  BRIDGE. 

The  bill  to  alter  the  draw  of  the  Potomac  bridge  «u 
returned  from  the  House,  with  an  amendment,  introducing 
a  provision  to  pay  to  tlie  Washington  Bridge  Company 
$20,000  for  their  right  in  the  bridge;  and  that,  on  tbe 
completion  of  such  purchase,  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea> 
sury  shall  construct  a  new  bridge,  for  winch  nzty  tbou- 
sand  dollars  are  appropriated.     The  bridge  to  be  free. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  moVed  to  concur,  and  stated,  briefly, 
the  deep  and  intense  interest  which  was  felt  tliroughout 
the  District,  relative  to  the  fate  of  this  measure.  He 
stated  that  the  citizens  of  Georgetown  bad  opposed  this 
matter,  and  had  opposed  every  improvement  of  tl>.e  old 
bridge.  They  thought  it  would  be  injurious  to  their  in- 
terests; but,  should  It  be  found  so,  be  was  ready  to  lend 
bis  aid  to  relieve  them. 

Mr.  BUCKNER  made  bne  or  two  remarks  in  oppoaitMo 
to  the  bill,  and  moved  to  lay  it  on  the  table. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  again  invoked  the  Senate  to  settle 
this  vexed  question,  which  bad  been  before  the  Senate 
year  after  year. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said  it  would  be  time  enough  neztyev 
to  build  this  bridge. 

Mr.  BUCKNEK  then  adverted  to  the  injury  which 
would  be  done  to  Georgetown  by  the  coiittruction  of  this 
free  bridge. 

'i'he  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  nega- 
tive, as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Buckner,  Dickerson,  Porfjrth,  Fre- 
linghuysen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Ro- 
binson, Smith,  Tazewell,  White.— 13. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Dalls^ 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Kane,  Poindezter,  Robbing 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,- Tyler,  Waggv 
man. — 17. 

Mr.  MANGU!|{  moved  to  postpone  the  bill  indefinitely. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

Mr.  CLAY  asked  if  there  was  any  prorision  in  the  bill 
to  construct  the  bridge  near  the  squeduct. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  replied  in  the  negative,  and  lUted 
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that  he  had  made  several  efforts  to  get  up  the  bill  rela- 
tire  to  the  Georgetown  bridge,  but  without  effect.  The 
construction  of  this  bridge  would  not  be  productive  of  the 
interruption  of  the  navigation,  which  was  caused  hj  the 
former  bridge. 

Mr.  FOIISYTH  made  some  remarks  in  opposition. 

Mr.  TYLEH  said  that,  in  his  opinion,  Georgetown  had 
no  reason  to  complain.  The  subject  had  been  sufficient- 
ly long  before  Congress  for  every  gentleman  to  have 
made  up  his  mind  on  the  subject.  He  would  therefore 
vote  against  postponement.  He  stated  what  were  the  dis- 
advantages under  which  the  District  now  labored,  and 
said  there  were  no  constitutional  objections. 

Mr.  CLAY  said  he  felt  no  slight  solicitude  on  the  sub- 
ject of  this  bridg^.  It  was  the  first  subject  on  which  he 
ever  opened  his  mouth  in  this  Senate.  The  Senator 
fi«m  Maryland  and  himself  were  the  only  Senators  left 
of  that  body.  It  was  then,  after  occupying  the  Senate 
three  weeks,  postponed  till  the  next  session,  on  the  mo- 
tion of  a  Senator  of  Virginia,  and  at  the  next  session  it 
became  a  law.  The  destruction  of  that  bridge  had 
caused  great  inconvenience  to  the  District,  and  to  the 
transportation  of  the  mail.  He  adverted  to  the  guard 
against  anv  waste,  which  was  provided  by  the  language 
of  the  bill.' 

Mr.  SMITH  said  therfe  had  been  no  part  of  the  District 
so  anxious  to  bring  the  Government  hither  as  Georgetown. 
There  were  some  able  men  there,  who  exerted  themselves 
to  that  effect.  He  considered  Georgetown  as  a  part  of 
his  charge,  as  a  representative  from  Maryland,  of  which 
she  had  been  a  portion,  and  he  would  vote  for  the  post- 
ponement. 

Mr.  FRELINGHO  VSEN  said  he  should  vote  against  the 
postponement,  but  he  hoped  Congress  would  pause  be- 
fore they  madethis  free  bridge.  He  preferred  that  tlie  aid 
should  be  given  in  the  form  in  which  it  was  given  to  Alex- 
andria. 

•The  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely  was  negatived— 
yeas  13,  nays  19. 

The  first  amendment  was  concurred  in — ^yeas  15, 
nays  13. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  moved  to  amend  the  second 
amendment,  by  substitutinga  provision,  that  60,000  dollars 


be  appropriated  and  paid  to  the  Washington  Bridge  Com- 
pany for  the  repair  of  the  bridge. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  and  the  amendmenta  of  the 
other  House  were  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  with  other  buuneai,  and 
contihued,  with  the  intermission  of  a  short  reccas,  until 
nine  o'clock  at  night,  passing  on  a  great  variety  of  bills, 
and  then 

Adjourned  to  Monday  mwuing,  6  o'clock. 

HOVDAT,  JviT  16,  6  A.  M. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of  Repreienta- 
tives,  communicating  a  resolution  from  that  body,  suspend- 
ing the  j  oint  rule  which  prevents  the  sending  to  the  Presi- 
deritany  bills  for  signature  on  the  last  day  oftheseasioD,  for 
the  purpose  of  sending  certain  specified  billa  to  the  Presi- 
dent. 

The  j<»nt  resolution  was  tiien  agree4  to,  and  the  rule 
was  suspended. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House,  communicat- 
ing that  a  committee  had  been  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  House  to  join  such  committee  as  might  be  appointed 
by  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President,  and  inform  him 
that  the  two  Houses  were  now  ready  to  adjourn;  and  Mr. 
Ttleb  and  Mr.  Kiifo  were  appointed  such  committee  oo 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER,  the  Senkte  then 
proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  executive  business,  ia 
order  to  enable  him  to  submit  a  motion  in  executive  seaaoH. 

At  a  quarter  before  eight  the  doors  were  reopened. 

Mr.  TYLER,  from  the  committee  appointed  to  wait  on 
the  President,  reported  that  they  had  performed  that  duty, 
and  had  received  for  answer  that  the  President  had  no 
further  comiqunication  to  make. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BIBB,  a  messMe  was  sent  to  tiie 
House  of  Representatives,  to  inform  the  House  that  the 
Senate  was  ready  to  adjourn. 

A  messag^e  was  received  from  the  House,  stating  that 
the  House,  having  closed  its  buttness,  was  now  ready  to 
adjourn. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  to  the  firat  Monday  in  De* 
ccmber  next. 


[The  following  remarks  of  Mr.  Hathe  (on  the  question  of  an  outfit,  &c.  for  a  minister  to  France)  were  acciden- 
tally omitted  in  their  proper  place,  at  page  816,  and  are  therefore  inserted  here.] 


Mr.  HAYNE  said  that  nothing  could  have  been  further 
from  his  intention  than  to  provoke  a  discussion  involving 
the  relative  merits  of  the  last  and  present  administration; 
nor  had  a  word  fallen  from  him  having  that  bearing  or 
tendency.  On  several  occasions,  of  late,  the  Senate  had 
witnessed  controversies  between  the  Senators  from  Mary- 
land and  Connecticut,  [Messrs.  Smitb  and  Foot,]  as  to 
the  expenditures  in  different  departments  of  the  Govern- 
ment, during  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams  and  of 
General  Jackson.  It  occurred  to  me,  said  Mr.  H.,  that 
it  might  be  advantageous  to  the  country  to  look  a  little 
furtlier  into  this  matter,  in  order  to  see  whether  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Government  had  not,  of  late  years,  been 
increased  in  a  most  alarming,  manner;  whether  they  were 
not  still  increasing;  and  how  far  they  might  be  advanta- 
geously diminished.  My  object  was  not  to  attack  any 
adminutration,  but  to  endeavor  to  avert  the  downward 
course  of  this  Government,  and,  if  possible,  to  introduce 
a  system  of  economy  and  retrenchment.  -From  the  state- 
ment which  I  have  submitted— carefully  prepared  from 
the  treasury  reports,  at  my  request,  b^  an  omcer  of  this 
House — it  appears  that  the  average  expenditures  of  the 
Government,  for  four  years,  from  1822  to  1825,  (exclu- 
sive of  the  public  debt,)  was  little  over  ten  milUom  of  dol- 
lars per  annum;  while  the  average  expenditure  of  the  four 
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last  years,  up  to  1830  inclusive,  (the  latest  period  for 
which  official  returns  have  been  received,)  was  upwards 
of  thirteen  milUom,-  showing  an  increase  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure of  three  millions  per  annum.  In  this  statement 
it  will  be  perceived  that  the  years  I  have  selected  do  not 
embrace  the  whole  term  of  any  administration.  It  is  not 
my  object  to  assail  or  defend  any  administration,  but  to 
attack  the  abtuea  of  the  Government,  wherever  they  may 
be  found  to  exist  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance  [Mr.  Smith]  insists  that  the  expenditures  of  the 
first  period,  (embracing  three  years  of  the  administration 
of  Mr.  Monroe,  and  one  of  Mr.  Adams)  do  not  afford  a 
fair  test  of  the  ordinary  expenditures  of  the  Government, 
inasmuch  as  the  country  was  then  in  a  state  of  financial 
embarrassment,  which  restricted,  injuriously,  the  appro- 
priations fur  the  public  service.  Yet,  sir,  do  we  not  all 
recollect  that  the  administration  of  Mr.  Monroe  was  stig- 
matized as  a  prodigal  administration?  And  I  confess  I  am 
now,  foe  the  first  time,  informed  that  an  injurious  econo- 
my was  the  besetting  sin  of  the  party  then  in  power.  I 
confess  I  am,  for  my  own  part,  unable  to  conceive  of  a 
single  object  of  national  expenditure  which  requires,  at 
this  time,  a  larger  appropriation  of  money  than  was  de- 
manded under  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  The  pre- 
sent peaceful  condition  of  the  world,  and  the  state  of^our 
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foreign  intercourse;  the  progress  made  in  our  fortificft- 
tions;  the  condition  of  our  army  and  navy,  and  of  internal 
improvements,  and  the  general  state  of  the  country,  seem 
certainly  not  to  call  for  any  increased  expenditure;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  afford  reasonable  grou^id  for  expecting  a 
considerable  diminution.  And  yet,  as  we  all  now  see,  the 
public  expenses  have  been  greatly  increased,  and  are  con- 
stantly increasing.  Sir,  the  causes  of  this  state  of  things 
are  worthy  of  grave  inquiry,  and  at  some  other  time  1 
shall  be  disposed  to  enter  fully  into  it;  and  when  I  do  so, 
I  shall  certainly  expect  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  redeem  the  pledges  they  have  made  this  day  of 
bringing  down  the  public  expenses  to  the  lowest  possible 
•mount  to  which  they  can  be  reduced,  without  injury  to 
the  public  service. 

But,  waiving  this  inquiry  for  the  present,  there  is  one 
topic  which  has  been  mtroduced  into  this  debate,  and  in 
relation  to  which  some  remarks  have  been  made  by  the 
cluurman  of  the  Committee  on  Finance,  and  others,  both 
now  and  on  a  former  occasion,  which,  coming  from  the 
Jrienda  of  t/ie  present  administration,  1  cannot  consent  to 
pass  over  in  silence.  The  chairman  of  the  committee  has 
several  times  repeated  that  this  administration  has  been 
"as  economical  as  their  predecessors;"  and  When  remind- 
ed that  Mr.  Adams's  administration  was  held  up,  during 
the  canvass  which  terminated  in  the  election  of  General 
Jackson,  as  "  the  most  extravagant  with  which  this  coun- 
try had  ever  been  afflicted,"  and  that  "  ecokok r,  as- 
TBsiroBifxnT,  AUB  bsvobh"  was  the  motto  of  the  Jack- 
son party,  inscribed  on  the  banner  under  which  they  ral- 
lied and  marched  to  victory — he  has  replied,  in  effect, 
"that  all  this  was  little  more  than  mere  idle  clamor;  and 
that  in  truth  there  was,  on  this  score,  no  well  founded  ob- 
jection to  that  administration;  that  there  was  no  just  ground 
for  the  abuses  charged  against  them;  and  that,  in  point  of 
fcct,  the  affairs  of  the  Government  had  always  been  very 
well  managed."  Now,  sir,  whatever  cause  of  triumph  this 
apparently  candid  confession  may  give  to  our  former  op- 
ponents, I  do  most  solemnly  protest  against  this  ground 
being  now  assumed  by  the  present  administration  to  justify 
a  violation  of  their  solemn  pledges.  And  if  any  of  their 
friends,  here  or  elsewhere,  are  now  disposed  to  abandon 
the  principles  which  brought  them  into  power,  I  shall  not 
consent  to  follow  them.  Should  I  stand  alone,  I  shall 
insist  on  a  strict  and  faithful  performance,  by  the  men  now 
in  power,  of  all  the  promises  which  were  held  out  to  the 
people;  and  if  they  abandon  their  principles,  and  refuse 
to  redeem  their  pledges,  I,  for  one,  even  if  there  should 
be  none  to  second  me,  will  j'et  never  cease  to  call  up  to 
their  recollection  these  promises  unperrurmed,and  pledges 
unredeemed,  so  long  as  I  shall  have  the  honor  of  a  seat  on 
this  floor.  The  gentleman  told  us  that  he  did  not  join  in 
these  imputations  on  the  late  administration;  and  this  may 
be  a  very  good  excuse  for  him  in  taking  that  administra 
tion  as  a  standard  by  which  the  merits  of  the  present  is  to 
be  tested.  But,  sir,  this  will  not  do  for  those  members 
of  the  Jackson  party  who,  like  myself,  entered  heart  and 
soul  into  that  contest — who  conscientiously  believed,  and 
persuaded  tlie  people  to  beheve,  that  there  were  abuses 
to  be  reformed — extravagant  expenditures  to  be  retrench- 
ed— Executive  patronage  to  be  reduced;  and  that  a  radical 
change  was  necessary'  in  the  principles  on  which  this  Go- 
vernment was  administered.  Sir,  it  may  be  very  conve- 
nient for  a  party,  af\er  it  has  secured  its  ascendancy,  and 
got  possession  of  the  high  places  in  the  Government,  to 
•bandon  the  principles  and  forget  the  pledges  which 
brought  them  mto  power.  But  whenever  this  shall  be 
done  by  any  party  to  which  I  am  attached,  I  am  resolved 
it  shall  not  be  done  without  having  my  testimony  borne 
openly  against  it.  Is  it  possible,  Mr.  President,  that  it 
has  aireaay  come  to  this,  that  Mr.  Adams  and  his  'admi- 
nistration are  actually  to  be  held  up  as  patterns  for  our  imi- 
tation; and  that,  when  a  charge  of  extravagance  is  made 


ag^nst  the  present  administration,  their  vindication  is 
considered  as  complete,  if  it  can  be  shown  that  they  art 
not  more  extravagant  than  their  predecessors?  Sir,  lean- 
not  but  feel  that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  involves  gross 
injustice  to  those  who  based  their  opposition  to  Mr.  Adanu 
on  the  very  grounds  now  openly  repudiated  by  some  of 
the  friends  of  the  present  administration.  If  tic  gentle- 
man from  Maryland  is  now  right,  we  who  most  zoUousIy 
and  faithfully  supported  General  Jackson  in  the  Presiden- 
tial canvass  were  all  wrong.  Sir,  let  me  call  to  the  re- 
collection of  gentlemen  the  grounds  then  assumed  by  the 
original  supporters  of  General  Jackson,  in  order  that  we 
may  clearly  understand  the  principles  which  brought  him 
into  power,  and  the  policy  to  which  he  and  his  party  stand 
pledged.  I  do  not  mean  those  of  tlie  party  who,  haviog 
taken  no  part  in  the  contest,  came  in  at  tbe  eleventh  hour 
"to  swell  the  triumph  and  partake  the  gale,"  and  who, 
of  course,  stand  pledged  to  nothing  but  to  support  the  men 
in  power,  in  the  hope  of  dividing  among  themselves  "the 
loaves  and  fishes;"  but  I  allude  to  those  who,  like  myself 
espoused  the  cause  of  General  Jackson  from  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  contest,  who  were  struggling  for  what 
they  believed  to  be  great  principles,  and  who,  in  the  counc 
of  the  controversy,  made  every  sacrifice  short  of  a  stirreo- 
der  of  their  consciences,  to  secure  his  success.  When  I 
look  back  to  that  period,  Mr.  President,  and  remember 
the  untiring  zeal,  the  generous  devotion,  the  energy,  tbe 
talent,  the  perseverance,  with  which  the  battle  wasiought, 
lam  indeed  pained  and  mortified,  and  humbled  in  the  duct, 
to  think  that  it  has  turned  out  to  have  been  a  mere  contest 
for  men,  involving  hardly  any  principle,  and  that  it  has  re- 
sulted in  putting  certain  persons  out  of  office,  and  puttii^ 
certain  others  in.  L.et  us  now  see  what  these  prindpln 
were,  in  order  that  we  may  discover  how  far  they  have 
been  recognised,  or  are  now  acted  on,  by  the  i^rty  in 
power.  Sir,  Mr.  Adams  was  accused  of  an  improper  ex- 
tension of  ExxccTiTS  PATROjf  AGE,  not  Only  in  the  exercise 
of  the  appointing  power,  but  especially  in  reference  to 
the  public  press.  Abuses  of  every  kind  were  laid  to  his 
charge.  Profusion  and  extravagance,  in  relation  to  every 
department  of  the  Government,  was  imputed  to  his  adnu- 
nistration;  and  tbe  press  teemed  with  statements  and  cal- 
culutions  to  show  that  the  extravagant  expenditures  of  all 
former  administrations  had  been  (^eatly  surpassed  by  those 
of  Mr..  Adams's  administration.  Sir,  I  appeal  to  the  re- 
ports of  the  Committees  on  Ketrencliment  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress — of  the  latter  of  which  I  was  myself 
a  member;  I  appeal  to  the  recollection  of  every  one  who 
now  hears  me,  (or  the  correctness  of  this  statement.  Well, 
sir,  the  Jackson  party  has  now  been  more  than  three  years 
in  power;  and  I  think  no  man  will  venture  to  say  that  Exe- 
cutive patronage,  whether  considered  in  reference  to  ap- 
pointments to  office,  or  to  the  public  press,  has  been  lo 
any  respect  reduced.  No  one  can  point  out  a  single  instance 
of  such  reduction;  no,  nor  hardly  an  effort  to  effect  it.  On 
the  contrary,  it  is  asserted  and  believed,  and  appears  to 
me  to  be  unquestionably  true,  that  the  patronage  of  the 
Executive,  by  removals  from  office  and  otherwise,  has 
been  greatly  enlarged.  As  to  the  reformation  of  (dxita, 
I  believe  it  consists  simply  in  this;  that  a  few  incompetent 
and  a  few  worthless  officers  have  been  put  out,  and  com- 
petent and  worthy  officers  put  in;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  some  very  worthy  and  competent  officers  have  been 
turned  out,  and  worthless  ones  put  in  their  places.  Iflhe 
balance  of  the  account  were  fairly  struck,  I  am  unable  to 
say,  as  far  as  the  public  interest  is  concerned,  whether  it 
would  be  in  favor  oi profit  or  loss;  but  I  am  very  sure  there 
would  not  be  much  to  boast  of  If  some  abuses  have  been 
corrected,  others  have  been  introduced.  But  all  this,  it 
may  be  said,  is  merely  a  matter  of  opinion,  concerning 
which  men  may  honestly  differ.  There  can  be  no  differ 
ence,  however,  as  to  the  next  point — economy  and  retrtmA- 
ment.     Here  we  have  the  public  accounts  to  refer  to. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1301 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1302 


Araii.  20,  1832.] 


jlppropritUion  Bill. 


[SSVATI. 


The  treasury  reports  are  before  u>;  and  every  one  who 
wUl  take  the  pains  to  examine  them  will  see  that,  if  there 
has  been  any  economy,  there  has  been  no  retrenchment 
whatever.  Here  is  the  account  of  the  expenditures  for 
the  last  ten  years.  I  submit  it  without  a  comment  It 
speaks  for  itself. 


1822, 
1823. 
1824, 
1825, 
1826, 
1827, 
1828, 
1829, 
1830, 
1831,. 


Total  expenditure*,  ex* 
cluiive  *>t  putilic  debt. 

$9,827,643  51 
'  9,784,154  59 
•15,333,144  71 
11,490,459  94 
13,062,316  27 
12,653,095  65 
13,296,041  45 
12,660,490  62 
13,229,533  33 
13,918,708  99 


Sir,  the  gentlemen  do  not — ^they  cannot,  contEovert  these 
facts;  but  they  have  offered  us  various  exeiua  for  the  fail- 
ure of  the  administration  to  redeem  its  pledges,  and  meet 
thejust  expectations  of  the  people  with  reranl  to  economy 
and  retrenchment.  And,  jSnt,  it  is  said  that  the  expend- 
itures of  the  Government  are  the  result  of  appropriatiotu 
by  Congress,  and  that  this  is  a  subject  not  under  the  con- 
trol erf  the  President.  But,  sir,  when  General  Jackson 
came  into  power.did  he  not  bring  with  him  an  overwhelming 
Jackson  majority  in  both  Houses  of  Congress  ?  And  is  it  any 
excuse  for  the  violation  of  pledges  solemnly  pven  by  t)it 
Jackson  party,  that  the  Exmitire  cannot  control  the  Con- 
^rt»s?  Are  these  pledges  less  violated  because  Congress 
IS  guilty  of  the  violation?  But,  sir,  I  entirely  concur  with 
the  Senators  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Tazswbu]  and  North 
CaroKna  [Mr.  tUxooi]  that  the  Executive,  as  the  head  of 
the  party,  is  also  responsible  for  the  genersj  policy  of  the 
tioremment;  and  that  he  is  espeeially  responsible  for  a 
want  of  economy  in  the  public  expenditures.  In  the  first 
place,  no  act  can  be  passed  making  an  appropriation, 
without  being  submitted  to  him  and  receiving  his  sanction; 
and  if  he  approve  of  it,  be  surely  incurs  his  full  share  of 
the  responsibility.  But  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  asks 
if  we  could  expect  the  President  to  examine,  much  less 
put  bis  veto  on  any  private  claim.  Sir,  1  hold  the  Presi- 
dent strictly  responsible  for  every  act  to  which  he  gives 
bis  sanction.  To  give  him  time  to  make  the  necessary  ex- 
amination, a-rule  has  been  adopted  by  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  which  prevents  any  bill  from  being  presented 
to  mm  on  the  last  day  of  the  session.  But  it  is  not 
these  private  claims  wliich  swell  the  expenses  of  this 
Government  to  #13,000,000  per  annum.  No,  sir,  four- 
fiflhs  of  the  amount  annually  appropriated  relate  to  the 
army,  navy,  fortifications,  the  civil  hst,  &c.  &c.,  the  ap- 
propriations for  which  are  founded  on  estimates  submitted 
by  the  departments,  and,  of  course,  liable  to  Executive 
control.  So  that,  in  every  point  of  view,  nothing  can 
be  more  just  or  reasonable  than  to  hold  the  Executive 
strictly  responsible  for  general  extravagance  in  the  public 
expenditures;  and  that  the  party  in  power  are  responsible, 
no  one  can  pretend  to  deny.  And  yet,  how  often  have 
our  appeals  been  made  to  the  friends  of  the  administration 
in  both  Houses  in  vain,  to  induce  them  to  arrest  the  pro- 
gress of  pension  bills,  and  other  measures  involving  enor- 
mous expenses,  and  wholly  uncalled  for  by  any  public 
exigency.  But,  sir,  the  Senator  from  Georgfia  [Mr. 
FoasTTu]  has  discovered  that  Congress  are  not  only  them- 
selves guilty  of  all  this  extravagance,  but  he  has  adduced 
three  cases  to  show  that  they  have  actually  counteracted  the 
Executive  in  his  efforts  to  introduce  the  promised  "  econo- 

•  Ineludinr  gs.OM.OSOfor  Floridstreaix.  Making  the  svenge  «- 
ptnditarea  of  ibe  nrat  period  of  four  year*,  (exclu^ire  of  the  purchase 
•f  Florida,)  about  ten  mitliant  annually;  while  thet\p;-oditure*  for  tKe 
lait  fotiryt-an  have  exceeded  thirteen  mf7/ion#— allowing  an  increase 
«f  tJie  exiM-uitiiurttofthnM  milliORa  per  animtn. 


my,  retrenchment  and  reform."  Let  us  then  examine 
these  cases,  and  see  how  far  they  bear  out  the  inference 
the  gentleman  has  attempted  to  draw  from  them. 

The  first  is  the  attempt  of  the  Fourth  Auditor  of  the 
Treasury  to  reform  tht  pay  of.  the  offieen  of  the  marine 
corpt,  which  the  gentleman  says  Cong^ress  luive  counter- 
acted, by  directing  that  these  officers  shall  receive  their 
pay  as  heretofore.     Now,  sir,  as  I  understand  the  matter, 
the  Fourth  Auditor  discovered,  or  thought  he  had  disco- 
vered, that  the  long  established  usage  of  the  Government 
which  allowed  officers  of  the  marine  corps  the  same  pay 
and  emoluments  as  officers  of  corresponding  grade  in  the 
army,  though  obviously  just  and  reasonable  in  itself,  was 
not  sanctioned  by  the  letter  of  the  law,  and  he  therefore 
undertook  to  dock  the  allowance.    Congress,  in  perfect 
accordance,  as  I  have  always  supposed,  with  the  views  of 
the  Navy  Department,  and  certainly  in  accordance  with 
reason  and  justice,  have  unanimotuly  passed  a  resolution, 
which  has  also  been  approved  of  by  the  President,  di- 
recting that  these  officers  shall  receive  their  pay  as  here- 
tofore till  an  act  can  be  passed  for  the  reorganization  of  the 
marine  corps.     This  resolution  has  always,  1  believe,  been 
passed,  without  a  word  of  objection  from  the  friends  of 
the  administration;  and  yet  we  are  now  gravely  told  that 
in  this  tlie  economical  schemes  of  the  adminutration  have 
been  counteracted  by  Cong^ss.     The  next  case  relied  on 
is  still  more  extraordinary  in  its  character.     It  seems  that 
the  navy  commissioners,  who  are   by  law  authorized  to 
make  contracts  for  the  purchase  of  ship  timber,  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  with  the  naval  service,  have 
been  in  the  habit  (in  order  to  hold  out  an  inducement  to 
contractors  to  comply  strictly  with  their  contracts)  of  in- 
serting a  proviso,  that  ten  per  cent  of  the  stipulated  price 
shall  be  retained  till  the  contract  is  compUed  with;  and 
whenever  such  contract  has  been  fiilfiUed  to  the  aatisfitc- 
tion  of  the  board,  their  invariable  practice  has  been  to 
g^ve  an  order  for  the  payment  of  the  amount  so  withheld. 
It  seems  that  a  Mr.  Grice,  who  had  contracted  with  the 
board  for  a  larg^  quantity  of  ship  timber,  to  be  laid  up  at 
one  of  our  navy  yards  to  be  seasoned,  was  prevented  by 
unavoidable  circumstances  firom  delivering  the  timber  by 
the  time  stipulated  in  the  contract;  but  having  delivered 
the  same  not  long  after,  the  commissioners  not  only  directed 
that  it  be  received,  but,  being  satisfied  with  the  reasons  as- 
signed for  the  delay,  and  that  it  had  occasioned  no  imuiy 
to  the  public,  gave  the  usual  order  for  the  payment  of  the 
ten  per  cent.    But  the  Fourth  Auditor  ha«,  it  seems,  ex- 
plored the  hidden  mysteries  of  the  law,  and  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  navy  commis^oners  had  no  right 
to  enlarge  the  time  for  the  delivery  of  the  timber,  or 
to  remit  what  he  was  pleased  to  consider  as  a  forfeilttre 
to  the^  United  Statu.    Sir,  it  was  in  vain  that  the  navy 
commissioners  relied  on  the  invariable  usag^  of  theboar^ 
or  the  reason  and  justice  of  the  case.     The  Auditor  was 
inexorable.     The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  was  appealed  to. 
He  concurred  with  the  navy  board;  but  the  Auditor  in- 
sisted, as  I  have  understood,  that  he  was  a  irtutuy  qffietr. 
His  new  official  superior — the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
wa8,therefore,  appealed  to.  He  concurred  witfathe  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Navy;  but  all  would  not  do.  The  Auditor,  as  a  last 
resort,  appealed  "  unto  Csesar,"  and  then  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, being  called  in,  discovered,  to  the  surprise  of  every 
one,  that  Aitos  Kixdau.,  the  Auditor,  understood  the  true 
meaning  of  naval  contracts  better  than  the  navy  comnus- 
sioners,  and,  as  a  sounder  lawyer  than  the  learned  Secreta- 
ries of  the  IVeasury  and  the  Navy,  and  Congress,  had, 
therefore,  to  be  appealed  to  to  remove  the  difficnlty.    Sir, 
this  application  came  befoae  the  Committee  on  Naval  AiP' 
fairs,  of  which  I  am  the  chairman,  and  at  the  ^peaalin- 
alttnce  of  the  naey  board,  and  of  the  Secretary  himself,  re- 
presenting to  us  that  there  were  a  number  of  contractors 
who  would  be  ruined,  or  greatly  iiqured,  unless  this  pro- 
ceeding on  the  part  of  the  Fourth  Auditor  could  be  in. 
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lUntljr  corrected.  I  exerted  my  personal  influence  in 
this  House,  and  obtained  by  unanimous  conaent  the  imme- 
diate passage  of  a  resolution,  tiaving  it  read  three  times 
in  one  day,  directing  that,  in  future,  when  naval  con- 
tracts have  been  fulfilled  to  the  satisiBtction  of  the  navy 
conuniisioners,  the  contractors  shall  be  paid  the  stipu- 
lated price.  To  so  reasonable  a  regulation  no  just  objec- 
tion has  been,  or,  as  it  seems  to  me,  can  be  urged;  and 
sure  I  am  that  if  Congress  had  not  so  promptly  reformed 
this  reformation  on  the  part  of  the  Auditor,  we  should 
have  incurred  heavy  expenses  in  interest  and  damages, 
which  we  would  have  felt  ourselves  obliged  to  pay  to 
those  whom  we  should  thereby  have  deprived  of  the 
compensation  so  unjustly  withheld.  But,  sir,  how  comes 
it  that  we  are  now  charged  with  thwastinff  the  adminis- 
tration in  this  matter,  when,  in  adopting  the  resolution  in 
question,  we  were  only  complying  with  the  earnest  re- 
quest of  the  Navy  Department?  Are  we  ,to  understand 
that  the  heads  of  departments  are  not  the  accredited  organs 
of  the  Executive,  and  that  to  oppose  the  views  of  a  subor- 
dinate officer  in  one  of  the  departments  is  to  oppose  the 
views  of  the  administration }  The  last  case  relied  on  by  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  is  the  bill  which  passed  the  Se- 
nate Ikst  year,  but  which  failed  in  the  other  House,  for 
the  better  organization  of  the  navy,  and  which  the  gen- 
tleman insists,  by  adding  a  new  grade,  proposed  an  in- 
crease of  the  public  expense,  contrary  to  the  views  of  the 
Executive.  Now,  sir,  that  bill  came  from  the  Navy  De- 
partment itself,  by  wii.ch  this  new  grade  was  exprettly 
recommended,  and  the  proposed  increase  in  the  compen- 
sation of  some  of  the  officers  was  also  expressly  recom- 
mended by  the  President  himself.  It  is  true  that  the  Se- 
cretanr,  by  a  contemplated  reduction  of  the  number  of 
the  (tmcen,  designed  to  make  up  for  the  additional  ex- 
penses provided  for  in  the  bill,  and  that  he  proposed  to 
make  this  reduction  by  a  "judicious  pruning,"  that  is  to 
«y,  by  striking  a  certain  number  of  officers  at  once  from 
the  roll.  To  this  the  committee  could  not,  after  ma- 
ture reflection,  bring  themselves  to  consent.  They 
thought  it  might  open  a  door  to  favoritism,  and  would 
have  a  tendency  to  shake  the  stability  of  tlie  naval  esta- 
blishment, and  they,  tlierefore,  while  agreeing  in  other 
respects  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Secretary,  pro- 
vided that  the  proposed  reduction  should  be  gradually  ef- 
fected "by  death,  resignation,  or  removal,"  whereby, 
had  the  bill  become  a  law,,a  reduction  of  the  expenses 
(quite  inconsiderable  in  amount)  wouldhave  been  delayed 
for  a  few  years.  But  the  bill  did  not  pass.  Such,  Mr. 
President,  is  a  brief  history  of  the  three  selected  cases, 
relied  onto  show  that  tite  Executive  has  been  counteracted 
in  its  efforts  at  "  economy  and  reform."  I  will  not 
add  a  word  to  the  statement. 

But,  sir,  there  were  other  great  principles  involved  in 
the  contest  between  General  Jackson' and  Mr.  Adams, 
which  seem  now  to  be  entirety  lost  sight  of.  It  wa« 
charged  upon  Mr.  Adams  that  he  was  disposed  to  enlarge 
beyond  constitutional  bounds  the  Exeattive  prerogative 
and  power,  and  that,  in  reference  to  his  constitutional  ad- 
visers, the  Senate,  he  claimed  prerogatives  subversive  of 
their  authcmty.  All  this  was  to  have  been  corrected  by 
General  Jackson.  Sir,  can  any  gentleman  who  now  bears 
me  possibly  have  forgotten  the  Panama  miiition,  whicli 
fonned  the  rallying  point  for  the  opposition  here,  and 
which  contributed,  I  do  verily  believe,  as  largely  as  any 
other  nngle  cause,  to  the  overthrow  of  the  late  adminis- 
tntion?  On  that  occasion  Mr.  Adams  made  to  the  Senate 
a  nomination  of  ministers  to  represent  the  United  States 
at  the  Congress  of  the  South  American  States,  to  be  as- 
sembled at  Panama,  and  unfortunately  intimated  in  Itis 
message  that,  though  he  beUeved  he  had  the  right  to  in- 
stitute such  a  mission  during  the  recess,  yet  be  had  not 
thought  proper  to  exert  it.  Sir,  no  sooner  had  this  claim 
of  power  been  set  up,  than  it  was  met  by  a  resolution,  lard 


on  the  table  by  a  Senator  who  has  «nce  been  taken  into 
the  cabinet,  supported  by  every  member  of  the  oppos. 
tion  on  this  floor,  denouncing  in  strong  terms  fhis  darii^ 
invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  Senate.  Sir,  it  is  melancholy 
to  reflect  that  one  among  the  first  and  most  conspicuous 
acts  of  the  present  administration,  was  the  institution  of 
tlie  Turkish  miation  during  the  recess,  and  without  the 
advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate;  and  when  some  of  us 
who'  hud  committed  ourselves  on  the  former  question, 
and  could  see  no  difference  in  principle  between  the  two 
cases,  hentated  to  sanction  in  General  Jackson  what  we 
had  condemned  in  Mr.  Adams,  we  were  openly  denounced 
for  abandoning  the  administration,  when,  in  fact,  we 
were  only  standing  up  for  the  principles  which  brought 
them  into  power.  In  the  course  of  the  proceedugs  on 
the  Panama  mission,  Mr.  Adams  had  ventured  to  remark 
that  he  would  "not  inquire  into  the  motives  of  the  Se- 
nate." Straightway  this  insinuation,  as  It  was  called, 
was  denounced  here  as  an  unwarrantable  assault  by  the 
Executive  upon  one  of  the  co-ordinate  departments  of 
the  Governmenti  and  it  was  held  up  to  the  public  as  an 
evidence  of  the  tendency  to  an  unwarrantable  assumption 
of  power  and  arbitrary  rule  on  the  part  of  the  administra- 
tion. And  yet  have'  we  not,  within  a  short  time  past,  sera 
a  direct  imputation  on  the  motives  of  the  Senate,  under 
the  sign  manual  of  the  President,  going  the  rounds  of  tbe 
public  papers,  and,  as  far  as  I  know,  without  one  word  of 
censure  on  the  part  of  the'supporters  of  this  administratioo' 
Sir,  have  we  dtanged  our  principles,  or  were  the  objectioDS 
formerly  urged  against  Mr.  Adams  mere  pretences  intend- 
ed to  delude  tbe  public  mind,  and  having  no  other  object 
than  to  bring  General  Jackson  and  his  friends  into  power' 
Was  that  gi'eat  contest  which  the  people  were  taught  to 
believe  involved,  in  no  small  degree,  the  liberties  and  fu- 
ture destinies  of  th.is  country,  in  deed  and  in  truth,  not  a 
struggle  foTprineiples,  but  for  place?  Sir,  I  will  recapitulate, 
in  a  few  words,  what  were  the  leading  principles  which 
brought  Geneial  Jackson  into  power,  in  order  that  it  may 
be  seen  how  far  they  have  been  secured  by  his  election, 
and  that  gcnUemen  may  clearly  understand  why  it  is  thst 
some  of  us,  who  now  refuse  to  give  up  those  principles, 
insist  on  holding  the  administration  to  their  pledges,  be- 
cause, of  late,  fallen  under  the  high  displeasure  of  the 
powers  that  be.  1  Iiave  already  said  that  the  correction  of 
ABcsEs,  and  the  introduction  of  "  economy,  retrenchment, 
and  reform"  were  among  tiie  leading  objects  for  which  Ge- 
neral Jackson  was  brought  into  power.  Tbe  people  were 
promised  that  tbe  unlicensed  action  of  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  controlled  and  checked;  that  they  were 
to  be  relieved  from  the  burden  of  unnecessary  taxatiooi 
that  all  unnecessary  objects  of  expenditure  were  to  be  cut 
off,  and  the  most  rigid  economy  iutro<luced  into  every 
department;  that  the  constitution  was  to  be  restored,  and 
the  administration  of  tbe  Government  brought  back  to 
tbe  purity  and  siiDplicity  which  dibtinguislied  the  adminis- 
tration of  Thomas  Jefferson;  power  and  patronage  were 
to  be  strictly  limited  and  restrained,  and  the  good  old  demo- 
cratic principles  of  '98  wtre  to  be  brought  once  more  into 
practical  operation  in  the  management  of  our  national  affairs. 
Mr.  President,  arc  these  the  principles  of  the  present 
administration?  Are  they  recognised  in  theor}°'  are  they 
followed  in  practice.'  Let  other  gentlemen  answer  these 
questions  if  they  can;  but,  for  my  own  part,  I  must  candid- 
ly and  most  solemnly  declare  that  I  do  not  know  what 
the  true  principles  of  the  present  administration  are,  or 
whether  there  arc  any  principles  whatever  by  which  the 
supporters  of  Geneml  Jackson,  as  a  party,  are  to  be  dis- 
tinguished from  their  political  opponents.  Sir,  there  can 
be  no  party  in  a  free  country  worthy  of  the  name,  that 
have  no  common  principles.  And  if  combinations  of  men 
are  to  be  held  together  by  the  charm  of  a  popular  name, 
or  merely  by  a  common  attachment  to  an  individual,  or  a 
desire  to  keep  power  in  certain  hands,  I  know  of  no  mo- 
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tire  that  ought  to  induce  a  patriot  to  engage  in  such  a 
miserable  scramble  for  power  and  place. 

Let  us  look  for  a  moment  at  the  leading  questions  of  na- 
tional policy  which  now  diride  this  country,  and  see  how  the 
sdministratjon  stands  affected  towards  them.  And  here  the 
tariff  presents  itself  as  incomparably  the  most  prominent, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  most  vitally  important  question 
which  now  exists,  or  has  perhaps  ever  existed  in  this  coun- 
try. What  is  the  policy  of  the  administration  on  this  quea- 
iionf  Can  any  gentleman  tell  us?  They  admit  that  after  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt  the  duties  must  be  reduceil,  by 
a  "judicious  revision  of  the  tariff."  Now,  so  for  all  parties 
are  agreed.  But  how,  and  to  what  extent,  is  this  reduc- 
tion to  be  made?  and  on  what  articles?  What  is  to  be  the 
standard  ofthe  necessary  expenditures  of  the  Government? 
Are  roinimums  to  be  abolished?  aead  valorem  to  be  sub- 
Mituted  for  specific  duties?  is  the  principle  of  protection 
to  be  distinctly  recognised?  or  are  the  duties  to  be  equal- 
ised' I  aver  that,  on  all  of  these  points,  embracing,  too, 
the  whole  merits  of  the  question,  the  policy  of  this  admi- 
nistration is  altogether  unknown,  and  its  influence  on  this 
floor  unfelt.  I  am  thoroughly  persuaded  that  if  the  ad- 
ministration had  pursued  on  this  subject  the  straightfor- 
ward, manly  course  which  was  due  to  the  occasion,  and 
imperiously  demanded  by  the  crisis;  if,  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  present  session  of  Congress,  they  had 
njed  the  influence  which  Jegitimately  belongs  to  Iheni,  and 
had  rallied  their  forces  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  this 
difficult  question  might  have  been  aafisfaetorilu  adjusted. 
But,  instead  of  talcing  this  ground,  it  has  suffered  its  friends 
to  wander  abroad  on  this  question  like  sheep  without  a 
shepherd.  No  one  knows  what  the  precise  views  of  the 
idministratioii  are:  and  those  who  support,  as  welt  as  those 
who  oppose,  the  proposition  of  the  Senator  from  Kentuc- 
ky, [Mr.  Clay,]  equally  rely  on  the  opinions  of  the  Exe- 
cutive as  favorable  to  their  respective  views.  Xhus  have 
someof  the  most  devoted  friends  of  the  administration  on 
this  floor  been  suffered  blindly  to  enlist  themselves  under 
the  banner  of  the  Senat6r  from  Kentucky  on  this  import- 
ant question ;  and  have,  I  fear,  been  already  committed 
too  deeply  to  change  their  course  now,  even  should  the 
Executive,  at  a  future  period,  come  out  openly  in  opposi- 
tion to  that  course. 

Sir,  nearly  five  months  have  now  elapsed  since  Con- 
gress met,  and,  up  to  this  hour,  we  have  notbeen  famish- 
ed with  the  scheme  of  the  Treasury  Department  for  a 
reduction  of  duties.  Surely,  if  there  ever  was  a  period 
when  the  administration  should  have  been  prepared  be- 
forehand, and  been  at  all  times  in  readiness  to  submit  in 
detail  their  views  in  relation  to  a  subject  of  paramount  im- 
portance, that  period  was  thepresent  session  of  Congress, 
that  subject  the  existing  tariflT.  And  yet,  though  tliis  has 
been  long  expected,  and  even  called  for,  we  not  only  have 
not  yet  received  it,  but  the  views  of  the  administration  are 
so  entirely  unknown,  that  their  earnest  friends,  when  pur- 
suing diametrically  opposite  courses,  have  equally  relied 
for  their  support  on  the  authority  of  the  Executive. 

Exactly  the  same  thing  may  be  said  of  the  extravagant 
scheme  of  pensioning  the  great  body  of  the  people  who 
lived  during  the  revolution,  (a  scheme  involving,  I  do  ve- 
rity believe,  tlie  annual  expenditure  of  millions,)  and  of 
the  various  schemes  for  the  disposition  of  the  public  lands, 
and  the  distribution  of  the  surplus  revenue,  relative  to  all 
of  which,  as  indeed  to  every  other  measure  now  before 
(congress,  or  canvassed  elsewhere,  the  friends  of  the  Pre- 
sident may  take  any  course  tliey  please,  and  still  hold  their 
fealty  to  the  administration  above  alt  suspicion.  Sir,  as 
far  as  I  know,  there  are  r»o  principles  whatever,  which 
are  now  regarded  as  party  tests.  The  doctrines  of  '98 
are  exploded,  democracy  is  out  of  vogue,  and  economy 
out  of  fashion.  If  there  be  any  administration  principles, 
I  sliould  be  rejoiced  to  team  wtiat  they  are,  in  order  lliat 
when  those  principles  liappen  to  be  involved  in  questions 


brought  forward  here,  the  party  may  be  rallied  to  their 
support.  Yes,  sir,  there  is  ost  test,  and  an  infaUible 
one,  by  which  the  true  friends  of  this  administration  may 
be  distinguished,  and  that  is  to  be  found  in  their  unhenta- 
ting  support  of  all  the  Hxeeutive  nominationt  to  office.  A 
member  of  Congress  may  advocate  any  principles,  and 
support  or  oppose  any  measures  he  pleases;  he  may  repu- 
diate any  doctrine  which  brought  General  Jackson  into 
power;  tic  may  rally  as  often  as  he  pleases  under  the  ban- 
ner of  tlie  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat;]  he  may 
be  a  federalist,  a  democrat,  or  any  thing  else,  and  no  one 
charges  tiim  with  disaffection  to  the  men  in  power:  but 
let  any  Senator  dare  to  vote  against  an  individual  nominated 
to  an  office,  and  he  is  forthwith  denounced  as  a  deserter 
from  the  Jackson  party.  "  Tray,  Blanche,  and  8  weetheart" 
are  seen  barking  at  bis  heels;  and  a  profligate  and  pension- 
ed press  is  heard  denouncing  him  m  deep  and  loud  tones 
of  indignation,  as  utterly  unworthy  of  public  confidence. 

Is  it  not,  then,  manifest  that  the  principles  which  brought 
General  Jackson  into  power  have  been  discarded,  or  are 
forgotten,  and  that  the  whole  affair  has  degenerated  into 
an  ignoble  scramble  for  office— a  division  of  "the  spoils?" 
The  only  question  now  seems  to  be,  who  shall  come  in  for 
the  loaves  and  fishes?  And  hence  it  is,  that  a  support  of 
principles  means  nottiing,  and  the  support  of  men  any 
thing.  Hence  it  is,  ttiat  "economy,  retrenchment,  and 
reform,"  and  the  "correction  of  abuses,"  have  fallen  into 
disfavor.  The  greater  the  abuses,  and  the  larger  the  ap- 
propriations, the  greater,  surely,  will  be  the  proportion  of 
the  loaves  and  fislies  which  may  fall  to  the  share  of  each 
hungry  expectant  who  is  looking  up  to  Executive  favor. 

Sir,  in  this  vile  scramble  for  power  and  place,  I  will 
have  nothing  to  do.  If  the  administration  chooses  to 
al>andon  their  principles,  the  principles  which  brought 
them  into  office,  I  will  not  abandon  mine.  I  wit!  hold  them 
to  their  promises,  and  insist  on  their  pledges,  and  will 
never  consent  that  they  shall  be  tried  by  any  oUiev  stiuid- 
ard  than  their  recorded  promises  and  unredeemed  pledges. 
[  will  never  consent  to  look  to  Mr.  Adams's  administration 
as  a  model  for  our  imitation,  however  much  that  gentle- 
man may  have  come  into  favor  in  certain  quarters.  With 
regard  to  the  late  administration,  my  opinions  l»ave  under- 
gone no  material  change.  In  tlie  ardor  of  the  contest,  I 
may  have  done  them,  in  some  respects,  injustice.  I  may 
not,  on  all  occasions,  have  displayed  towards  them  that 
"  charity  which  thinketh  no  evil."  But  from  the  princi- 
ples avowed  by  that  administration,  and  the  lea<ling  mea- 
sures of  its  policy,  I  have  al  waysdissented,  and  shall  forever 
dissent.  I  object  to  the  claims  of  power  set  up  by  tliero. 
I  object  to  their  American  system,  in  all  its  branches  and 
bearings,  to  the  assumption  of  unnecessary  power,  and  of 
patronage,  and  of  extravagant  expenditures;  ami  while 
ttiese  principles  stialt  distinguish  the  remains  of  that  party 
who  now  constitute  the  opposition  here,  there  must  be  an 
impassable  gulf  between  us.  So  far  as  gentlemen  on  the 
ottier  side  shall  enter  cordially  and  zealously  into  proper 
measures  for  checking  tlie  abuses  and  restraining  the  un- 
constitutional action,  and  restricting  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  I  sliall  go  cordially  with  them.  Hut  when 
they  are  found  supporting  mammoth  pension  bills,  liigh 
tariffs,  magnificent  scliemcs  of  internal  improvements,  and 
extravagant  expenditures,  I  shall  always,  I  trust,  be  found 
using  my  utmost  efforts  against  them.  I  am  fully  aware, 
sir,  of  the  disadvantageous  position  in  which  wc  must  be 
placed,  in  pursuing  the  course  I  have  indicated.  Standing 
between  tlie  opposing  parties,  we  sliall  have  to  receive 
the  fire  of  both.  No  situation,  I  am  aware,  can  be  so  un- 
enviable as  an  armed  neutrality  in  the  presence  of  contend- 
ing armies;  and  to  wage  a  perpetual  and  unsuccessful 
warfare  against  two  powerful  political  parties,  each  sfrug- 
pjting  for  power,  can  promise  but  a  slender  harvest  of  pro- 
fit or  of  honor.  But,  however  great  may  be  the  danger 
or  the  (lifHcutty  of  such  a  course,  and  be  the  consequen- 
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ces  what  they  may,  though  we  nhould  be  destined  to  be 
placed  in  the  forlorn  condition  described  by  my  colleague, 
with  "  our  hands  against  every  man,  and  erery  man's 
hand  against  us,"  yet  will  we  not  abandon  the  contest.  We 
shall  struggle  bard,  and  struggle  long,  to  bring  back  this 
Government  to  sound  principles)  to  arrest,  if  possible,  its 
downward  course.  We  shall  strive  to  restore  it  to  the  sim- 
plicity and  purity  from  which  it  has  so  widely,  I  bad  almost 
said  so  fatally,  departed.  Sir,  the  principles  for  which  we 
shall  thus  struggle  to  the  last,  are  those  of  Thomas  JelTer- 
son.  I  kno  w  tliey  have  long  been  discarded  from  the  pub- 
lic councils,  and  are  now  almost  forgotten. 

Thus,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Dal- 
'  tAs,]  while  zealously  supporting  the  proposition  of  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky,  has  appealed  to  Generaljackson  as 
an  authority  in  favor  of  that  proposition,  strenuously  insist- 
ing that  he  was  proving  himself  a  genuine  Jackson  man 
in  supporting  that  proposition,  while  other  equally  zealous 
friends  of  the  administration  are  at  the  same  time  insisting 
that  General  Jackson  enters  fully  into  the  Southern  views 
relative  to  this  question.  Yes,  sir,  at  the  very  moment  that 
General  Jackson  is  openly  claimed  on  this  floor  as  favorable 
to  the  scheme  of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Cut,] 
the  pai-ty  in  my  own  State,  who  claim  to  be  the  exclusive 
friends  of  General  Jackson  there,  have  publicly  proclaim- 
ed their  determination  to  support  his  re-election,  expressly 
on  the  ground  "that  he  has  arrested  the  mad  career  of 
internal  improvements,"  and  *'  is  toitk  them  in  their  efforts 
for  a  repauofthe  tariff."  It  ia  too  clear,  tlien,  to  admit 
of  a  question,  tliat,  so  far  as  the  tariff  is  concerned,  the 
administration  cannot  be  said  to  have  any  known  or  fixed 
principles;  and  no  one  will  pretend  to  deny  tliat  a  man 
ma^  take  any  side  of  this  great  question;  ay,  be  may  en- 
list himself,  heart  and  soul,  m  support  of  the  views  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky,  without,  in  the  smallest  de- 
gree, shaking  the  confidence  of  the  Executive,  or  losing 
the  countenance  and  favor  of  the  administration. 

Sir,  are  there  any  other  great  questions  involving  princi- 
pleson  which  the  supporters  of  the  administrationhere  are 
found  acting  as  a  party?  If  there  beany,  I  challenge  gentle- 
men to  point  them  out.  How  is  it  with  respect  to  iniemal 
improvementi?  Now,  I  approve  very  highly,  sir,  of  the  Pre- 
sident's veto  on  the  Maysville  road,  and  have  only  to  regret 
that  he  has  not  carried  out  the  principle  of  that  decision  to 
analogous  cases,  and  that  he  has  not,  in  truth,  <  *  arresti-d  the 
mad  career  of  internal  improvements."  But,  sir,  even  this 
limited  and  qualified  opposition  to  internal  improvements 
forms  no  part  of  the  principles  of  tlie  party  which  supports 
the  present  administration.  Witness  the  votes  on  this  floor, 
where  some  of  tlie  devoted  partisans  of  the  President  are 
found  constantly  voting  against  the  principles  of  the  veto, 


without  losing  in  any  degree  their  high  standing  as  devot- 
ed party  men.  It  is  clear,  therefore,  that,  in  rebtioo  t> 
internal  improvements,  there  is  no  principle  sustained  bj 
the  administration.  And,  even  with,  regard  to  the  admin- 
istration itself,  is  it  not  ridiculous  for  any  man  to  pretend 
that  it  has  any  fixed  principles  in  relation  to  internal  im- 
provements? One  bill  is  vetoed,  and  another  apprav- 
ed,  embracing  appropriations  resting  on  the  very  auae 
principles.  To-day,  we  are  told  that  it  is  unconstituUonalto 
vote  money  to  the  Maysville  road,  and  to-morrow  a  bill  is 
passed  giving  away  a  million  to  the  construction  and  im- 
provement of  niads,  rivers,  and  canals,  in  all  quarters  of  the 
Union.  While  the  good  people  of  the  South  are  solemnly 
assured  that  General  Jackson  has  actually  arrested  the 
mad  career  of  internal  improvements,  and  his  claims  to  re- 
election are  openly  advocated  on  the  ground  that  he  has 
given  a  death  blow  to  the  American  system,  you  cannot 
open  a  Western  Jackson  paper,  without  seeing  blazoned 
forth  his  devotion  to  the  tariff,  and  finding  cakulatioos 
submitted  proving  to  demonstration  that  he  has  actually 
expended  more  money  in  internal  improvements  in  two 
years  than  Mr.  Adams,  did  in  four,  and  on  tlus  grouod 
claiming  for  General  Jackson  the  support  of  the  West 
ilowisthis.'  Where  are  the  principles  of  this  admiaiMra- 
tion? 

But  I  liave  trespassed,  sir,  too  long  on  the  patience  of 
the  Senate,  and,  in  conclusion,  will  merely  recall  to  the  te- 
coUection  of  those  gentlemen  with  whom  I  have  geneially 
acted,  the  principles  which  we  have  heretofore  professed 
and  by  which  alone  the  party  can,  or  ought  to  be  held 
together.  They  are  the  principles  of  Tboxas  Jiftusox 
— of  the  great  republican  party  of  1798. 

[Mr.  H.  here  read  &t>m  the  inaug^ural  addreaa  of  Mi. 
Jefferson  his  summary  of  what  he  considered  as  the  viul 
principles  of  our  system,  freedom  of  trade,  and  freedom 
of  conscience,  peace,  commerce,  and  honest  fnendship 
with  all  nations,  entangUng  alliances  with  none;  liberty  rf 
speech,  of  the  press,  and  of  the  hand,  [unrestricted  indus- 
try,] economy  of  the  public  expense,  that  industry  abouU 
be  lightly  burdened,  and  that  "  we  should  not  tjike  fron 
the  mouth  of  labor  the  bread  it  has  earned;"  and,  lastly, 
the  preservation  of  the  State  Governments  in  ail  their 
rights,  as  the  palladium  of  our  liberties,  and  the  only  safe 
administrators  of  our  domestic  concerns;  and  the  preser- 
vation of  the  Federal  Government  in  its  constitutional 
vigor.] 

These,  sir,  said  Mr.  H.,  are  the  true  cossutatiti  raa- 
ciPLis  of  this  republic,  and  when  they  shall  be  banished 
from  our  councils  without  any  hope  of  their  speedy  restora- 
tion, the  light  of  liberty  will  be  extingpuishe^  mid  the  Ha 
of  our  glory  will  have  set  forever. 
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NOMINATION  OF  M«.  VAN  BUREN. 
Extract  from  the  Senate  Journal 
Decembib  7,  1831. 
A  raeangc  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  nominating  Martin  Van  Buren,  of  New 
York,  to  be  enroy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary of  the  United  States  at  the  court  of  the  United 
EUn^om  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
The  message  was  read. 


TiriSDAT,  DXCIHBEB  27. 

Ordered,  That  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

TuxsDiT,  Jaituabt  10,  1832. 
Mr.  TAZEWELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Belations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  nomination  of  Mar- 
tin Van  Buren,  reported. 

TCISDIT,  Jaxcibi  17. 
The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
taken  up  for  consideration: 

Retolved,  That  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren 
be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
and  that  said  committee  be  instructed  to  investigate  the 
cause*  which  produced  the  removal  of  the  Ute  Secre- 
taries of  the  Treasury  and  the  Navy  Departments,  and  of 
the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  and  also  the  re- 
ugnations  of  the  Secretaries  of  the  Stale  and  War  De- 
partments; and  report  to  the  Senate  whether  the  only 
causes  of  that  novel  and  important  political  movement  are 
given  in  the  letters  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
addressed  on  that  occasion  to  the  several  officers  above 
enumerated;  and,  if  not,  what  were  the  causes  to  which 
these  removals  and  resignations  ought  to  be  ascribed. 
And,  also,  whether  the  said  Martin  Van  Buren,  then  Se- 
cretary of  State,  participated  in  any  practices  disreputable 
to  the  national  character,  which  were  designed  to  operate 
on  the  mind  of  tlie  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
calculated  to  smooth  the  way  to  his  appointment  to  the 
high  office  to  which  he  has  been  nominated. 

Retohed,  That,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  effect 
the  objects  of  the  preceding  resolution,  the  said  commit- 
tee be  further  authorized  to  send  for  persoits  and  papers, 
and  to  compel  the  attendance  before  ihem  of  such  wit- 
ness or  witnesses  as  they  may  desire  to  examine  on  oath, 
touching  the  matter  submitted  to  their  investi^tion;  and 
to  report  the  same  to  the  Senate,  with  their  opinion  there- 
on, together  with  the  nomination  aforesaid. 
A  debate  ensued;  and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 
Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  nomination 
of  Martin  Van  Buren. 
On  motion  that  it  lie  on  the  table. 
It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  21,  nays  21, 
as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Ittller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles,  Sey- 
mour, Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler. — 21. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smith,  Tazewell,  Tip- 
ton, Troup,  White,  Willtins.— 21. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  VICE  PRE3^ 
DENT  determined  the  question  in  theaffirmative. 


Tuesday,  Jaihtabt  24. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MARCY, 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Martin  Van  Buren;  and,  after  debate. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

WmicxsoAT,  Jahdart  25. 

Tlie  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  nomina- 
tion of  Martin  Van  Buren;  and,  after  debate, 

The  question  was  taken,  Will  the  Senate  advise  and  con- 
sent to  the  appmntment  of  Martin  Van  Buren  ?  and  was 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  23,  nays  23,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Dallas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsyth,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Harcy,  Sobmson,  Smith, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 23. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ew- 
ing, Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Holmes,  Johnston, 
Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robbins, 
Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tomlinson,  Wagga- 
man,  Webster.— 23. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  the  VICE  PRESI- 
DENT determined  the  question  in  the  negative. 

So  it  was 

Retohed,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  consent  to 
the  appointment  of  Martin  Van  Buren. 


Tax  DEBATI. 

[This  debate  took  place  mainly  on  the  24th  and  25th  of 
January,  1832,  and,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  Senate, 
in  secret  session.  After  the  question  was  decided,  the  in- 
unction of  secrecy  was  removed,  by  a  vote  of  the  Senate, 
from  the  debates  as  well  as  the  proceedings  in  this  case. 
In  consequence  of  which,  the  following  authentic  sketches 
of  speeches  delivered  in  that  debate  were  fiimished  by  the 
respective  speakers,  and  published  in  the  Nationl  Intelli- 
gencer and  other  papers.  ] 

Mr.  HOLMES  said,  in  offering  these  resolutions  [pro- 
posing an  inquiry,  &c.  ]  I  am  governed  by  the  expectation 
that  the  inquiry  proposed  by  them  will  lead  to  disclosures 
in  regard  to  transactions  which  are  still  involved  in  con- 
siderskble  mystery.  Public  opinion  is  not  yet  settled  down 
as  to  the  true  causes  of  the  late  explosion  in  the  cabinet. 
Tliat  a  cabinet  of  the  President's  own  selection,  and  whose 
official  duties  had,  by  his  own  admission,  been  performed 
to  his  entire  satisfaction,  should  so  soon  be  dispersed,  is 
an  event  so  extraordinary  in  the  history  of  this  country, 
that  the  public,  and  especially  the  Senate,  have  a  right  to 
be  informed  of  Uie  causes  which  led  to,  or  operated  in, 
producing  such  a  strange  result.  The  people,  whose  mo- 
ney has  been  squandered  to  derange  and  reorganize  this 
cabinet,  are  interested  in  this  in()uiry.  If  the  gentleman 
whose  nomination  is  now  the  subject  of  conuderation,  has 
in  any  way  contrived  or  contributed  to  bring  about  the 
event,  it  would  go  far  to  disqualify  him  for  Xat  office  to 
which  he  has  been  nominated;  and,  if  not,  it  is  due  to  him 
that  the  inquiry  should  be  had.  Suspicion  rests  heavy  on 
him;  and,  when  that  is  the  case,  it  is  always  good  ground 
for  investigation.  I  did  expect  that  his  friends,  instead  of 
objecting,  would  have  consented  to,  and  insisted  upon, 
the  investigation  proposed  by  the  resolution.  Is  it  because 
they  fear  the  result?  They  say  not;  but  the  inquiry  pro- 
posed is  not  in  terms  what  it  should  be.  I,  sir,  have  never 
insisted  that  the  form  of  the  resolution  should  be  pre- 
served.    If  I  can  obtain  the  object,  I  will  put  them  in  any 
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shape  which  may  be  agreeable  to  a  majority  of  the  Senate. 
That  this  must  be  an  ex  parte  inquiry,  and  when  Mr.  Van 
Buren  is  absent,  at  such  a  distance  that  he  cannot  be  in- 
formed of  the  investigations  which  affect  his  character,  I 
can  only  say  that,  if  a  man  will  consent  to  take  an  appoint- 
ment in  the  recess,  knowing  that  the  Senate  must  pass 
upon  him  in  his  absence,  he  takes  the  hazard  of  an  ex 
parte  investigation,  or  is  willing  to  trust  his  case  in  the  care 
of  bis  friends.  Sir,  if  it  be  otherwise,  the  Senate  is  en- 
tirely precluded  from  any  inquiry  into  his  merits  until 
he  chooses  to  return,  or  the  President  is  pleased  to  recall 
bim. 

For  myself,  sir,  I  am  opposed  to  this  nomination  on  other 
grounds,  and  I  propose  this  inquiry  rather  to  satisfy  otiiers, 
although  on  this  point  I  should  prefer  to  be  satisfied.  1 
am  against  him,  because  he  has  humbled  us  in  the  eyes  of 
foreign  nations.  He  has  surrendered  the  rights  of  this 
country  to  Great  Britain,  to  sustain  his  party.  It  is  the 
first  time  tliis  country  was  ever  thus  disgraced;  and  I 
would  it  should  be  the  last.  And,  if  I  had  no  other  rea- 
lon,  his  appointment  in  the  recess,  to  fill  a  vacancy  created 
in  the  recess,  is  enough  for  me.  I  have  always  disapprov- 
ed sending  off  a  minister  in  the  recess  of  the  Senate, 
without  the  most  imperative  rc:isoiu.  It  is  compelling 
the  Senate  to  approve  the  appointment,  or  subject  us  to 
tlte  loss  of  the  outfit.  I  would,  at  that  expense,  break  up 
the  practice;  it  would  be  an  essential  saving.  It  is,  more- 
over, evading  that  constitutional  cheek  which  the  Senate 
were  designed  to  have  in  the  appointment  of  ambassa- 
dors, and  in  our  foreign  negotiations.  1  would  protect 
the  exercise  of  this  power  by  the  Senate,  and  never  sur- 
render it. 

It  is  objected  to  these  resolutions  that  they  are  not  suf- 
ficiently specific.  Sir,  it  is  not  expected  that  a  motion  for 
inquiry  will  be  drawn  with  the  same  precision  as  an  in- 
dictment. If  you  can  designate  the  acta  precisely,  there 
is  no  necessity  for  inquiry.  It  is  for  want  of  a  full  know- 
ledge of  the  particular  acts  that  inquiry  has  become  ne- 
cessar}'.  We  know  full  well  that  the  politicjil  movement 
referred  to  in  the  resolution  has  been  differently  explain- 
ed. Mr.  Van  Buren  himself  could  not  remain  without  a 
disfranchisement.  What  particular  disfranchisement  that 
was,  the  public  has  not  yet  learned.  We  would  like  to 
know  what  privileges  of  a  free  citizen  he  was  compelled  to 
surrender,  as  the  price  of  his  office,  and  whether  that 
surrender  was  any  way  connected  with  the  removals  and 
the  other  resignations.  Will  any  one  say,  or  pretend, 
that  a  participation  in  that  extraordinary  affair  would  not 
affect  his  qualifications  as  minister?  Sir,  whoever  brought 
about  tliat  explosion  is  unfit  for  any  office.  The  whole 
nation  was  convulsed  by  it,  and  a  stain  is  cast  upon  this 
administration  which  can  never  be  effaced.  The  exchange 
of  officers,  too,  by  the  l*te  minister,  and  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  succeed  him,  and  so  soon  after  this 
explosion,  furnishes  a  sufficient  ground  of  inquiry.  The 
late  minister  had  been  out  but  a  short  time;  he  had 
scarcely  become  acquainted  at  the  court  where  he  was 
sent.  There  should  be  strong  reasons  for  recalling  a 
minister,  and  supplying  his  place  with  a  new  man,  and 
the  expense  should  never  be  incurred  unless  the  public 
good  manifestly  demanded  it.  This  looks  much  like 
making  provision  for  a  man  who,  from  mysterious  circum- 
stances, had  been  compelled  to  quit  the  office  which  he 
bad  held;  and  I  know  no  principle  in  this  Government 
which  will  justify  creating  offices  or  vacancies  to  provide 
for  favorites,  or  to  reward  a  partisan. 

Do  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  object  to  the  inquiry? 
They  say  no:  it  is  the  resolutions  to  which  they  object 
And  yet  their  reasoning  goes  against  any  inquiry.  But 
if  the  objection  is  to  the  manner  or  extent  of  the  mquiry, 
why  not  propose  to  amend  the  resolutions,  or  offer  one  of 
their  own  ?  Indulging  in  objections  which  go  to  the  form, 
sHd  which  seem  to  be  captious  withal,  indicates  strongly  a 


wish  to  suppress  all  inquiry.  It  is  objected  that  the  in- 
vestigation proposed  may  disclose  impeachable  matter. 
This  is  always  the  bugbear  to  frighten  us  away  from  aD 
investigation  into  the  conduct  of  any  man,  and  to  place 
every  officer  of  your  Government  beyond  the  reach  of 
responsibility.  But  really  it  seems  to  me  to  be  exceed- 
ingly out  of  place  here.  We  noiy  find  matter  that  would 
imptach  Mr.  Van  Buren!  How'  In  what  office  would 
he  be  impeachable?  Not  as  Secretary  of  State,  for  he  is 
out  of  that  office.  Not  as  minister  to  Great  Brttwn,  for 
in  that  office  he,  as  yet,  has  done  nothing.  How,  then, 
I  repeat,  can  we  possibly  be  in  any  such  danger?  It  does 
appear  to  me  that  this  is  the  weakest  of  all  objections.  Bnt 
one  word  further,  in  answer  to  these  hackneyed  objec- 
tions, as  to  impeachable  matter.  The  Senatte  have  a  pre- 
sent executive  duty  to  perform — to  ascertain  whether  Mr. 
Van  Buren  is  a  proper  person  for  minister  to  Great  Bri- 
tain, in  order  to  determine  whether  we  can  give  tbe  Pre- 
sident our  advice  and  consent  to  his  appointment;  and  in 
this  we  are  told  that  we  are  restrained  from  inquiry,  lest 
this  executive  dutv,  which  we  are  now  to  perform,  sfasH 
conflict  with  a  future  judicial  duty,  which  we,  by  pos!>tbili- 
ty,  may  have  to  perform!  Sir,  it  is  enough  to  state  the  ob- 
jection to  show  its  manifest  absurdity.  And  where  does 
thisargument  of  tbe  gentleman  lead  us?  It  shuts  tliedow 
of  inquiry  forever,  and  every  man,  now  in  office,  nomi- 
nated for  another,  must  be  "  taken  and  deemed"  worthy, 
lest  the  Senate  should  stumble  upon  impeachable  matter! 

I  find,  therefore^  that  Senators  who  profess  to  court  in- 
quiry, urge  objections  which  would  defeat  all  investiga- 
tion. It  must  be  impossible,  then,  to  frame  any  resolu- 
tions which  would  meet  their  views;  and  why  should  I 
further  modify  these  to  please  them,  when  they  are  deter- 
mined to  be  satisfied  with  nothing^ 

Sir,  as  to  the  disgrace  attached  to  tliese  resolutions,  lallov 
no  man  to  judge  tor  me  what  is  honorable  or  dl^rtcefuL 
That  they  refer  to'a  disgraceful  transaction,  I  readily  ad- 
mit. But  I  have  yet  to  learn  that,  if  the  administratjos 
descend  to  scandalous  transactions,  it  is  beneath  the  dignity 
of  this  Senate  to  call  them  to  account. 

NoTX. — It  is  perhaps  due  to  the  public  that  I  should,  ts 
prevent  fulse  impressions,  explain  the  reasons  why  tbe 
resolutions  which  I  offered  were  laid  on  the  table,  and 
not  aflerwards  taken  up  and  acte^  on.  The  resolution 
were  objected  to  by  some  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  fiiends, 
and  the  form  of  them  by  some  of  those  who  eventually 
voted  against  him.  But  several  of  bis  friends  bad,  in  de- 
bate, urged  arguments  which  would  go  greatly  against 
any  resolutions  of  inquiry  upon  this  norainati<m — such  is 
the  absence  of  the  person  nominatecl,  and  the  danger 
of  finding  impeachable  matter,  &c.  To  these  Senators 
I  readily  perceived  that  no  inquiry  would  be  acceptable. 
Of  those  who  finally  voted  against  the  nomination,  some 
wished  the  resolutions  modified.  To  give  time  to  frame 
them  so  as  to  suit  all  who  wished  inquiry,  I  moved  to  lay 
the  resolutions  on  the  table.  Whether  any  resolutions  of 
inquiry  could  have  been  framed  that  would  have  met  the 
approbation  of  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  is  not  for 
me  to  say.  After  this,  I  was  asked  by  a  member  if  I  in- 
tended to  call  up  the  resolutions,  or  '*  bill  of  indictment," 
and  if  I  did,  when?  My  answer  was — "Not  till  the  grand 
jury  is  full,  if  at  all."  Then,  turning  to  a  Senator  from 
New  York,  I  informed  him  distinctly  that  I  would  let  him 
know  to-morrow  whether  I  should  call  up  the  resolutions 
or  not;  and  if  it  should  be  my  determination  to  call  them  up, 
he  was  to  move  to  go  into  executive  business,  for  tbe  pur- 
pose of  discussing  and  deciding  them. 

The  next  morning  I  drew  a  substitute  for  the  first  reso- 
lution, as  follows: 

"  I'hat  the  nomination  of  Martin  Van  Buren,  as  minis- 
ter to  Great  Britain,  be  refeired  to  a  select  committee; 
and  that  the  committee  be  instructed  to  inquire  what 
were  the  causes  of  the  removal  from  office  of  the  late  Se- 
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cretsries  of  the  Trewury  «nd  Navy,  »nd  of  the  Attorney 
Genent,  and  of  the  resignations  of  the  late  Secretaries  of 
State  and  War;  and  whether  Mr.  Van  Buren  bad  any,  and, 
if  any,  what  agency  in  bringing  about  the  change  of  the 
hte  cabinet. 

"  And,  also,  to  inquire  whether  Mr.  Van  Buren  did  re- 
vgn  his  office  as  Secretary  of  State,  under  a  promise,  or 
understanding,  tlmt  he  was  to  be  appointed  minister  to 
Great  Britain;  and  with  a  further  understanding  witli  the 
late  minister  to  Great  Britain,  that  he  was  to  be  provided 
with  the  place  which  he  now  enjoys." 

]  showed  th  is  to  several  of  my  friends,  who  were  satisfied 
with  it.  But  others  preferred  the  original  resolutions:  and, 
beliering  no  foi-m  could  be  devised  by  me  which  would 
be  acceptable,  and  that  the  facts  sought  to  be  disclosed 
by  them  might  be  ascertained  without  the  intervention  of 
a  committee,  I  informed  the  Senator  that  I  should  not  call 
them  up,  in  these  words,  which  I  wrote  down  at  the  time: 
"lam  satisfied  that  the  facts  to  be  .inquired  into  by  the 
resolutions  which  I  offered  on  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  can  be  ascertained  without  a  committee;  and, 
therefore,  I  shall  not  call  them  up."  Thus  leaving  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  prosecute  the  inquiry  by  a 
comnoittee,  or  to  permit  t!ie  {acts  to  be  ascertiuned  by  each 
Senator  for  himself.  j   HOLMES. 

Whoi  tlie  resolutions  offered  bj*  Mr.  Holmes  were 
under  consideration,  and  towards  the  close  of  the  debate, 
Mr.  MARCT  observed  that  be  had  not  intended  to 
make  a  single  remark  upon  the  subject  then  before  the 
Senate;  yet  ne  was  unwilling  to  give  a  vote,  from  which  it 
might  be  inferred,  unless  it  was  accompanied  with  a  word 
of  explanation,  that  he  wished  to  suppress  inquiry.  That 
was  very  far  from  his  intention.  If  any  honorable  Sena> 
(or  has  reason  to  believe  that  the  person  whose  nomina' 
tion  is  now  under  consideration  is  chargeable  with  impro- 
pitt  conduct,  and  will  introduce  a  resolution  specifying  the 
charge,  and  asking  for  inquiry,  he  would  give  it  his  sup. 
port  as  readily  as  any  member  of  that  body;  but  the  reso- 
lutions offered  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Houies] 
were  of  an  exceptionable  cliaracter:  for,  in  addition  to 
impeaching,  indirectly,  if  it  may  be  so  considered,  the  in 
tegrity  of  the  President,  by  proposing  to  ask  if  he  had 
stated  the  true  reasons  for  the  dissolution  of  his  late  cabi- 
net, it  will  bring  before  the  committee,  if  it  should  be 
adopted,  a  mass  of  matters  very  difficult  to  be  inquired 
into,  and  not  at  all  connected,  as  he  conceived,  with  the 
vole  to  be  gpren  oft  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Van  Buren. 
No  committee  to  which  these  resolutions  will  be  sent,  will 
voluntarily  enter  into  the  various  matters  which  some  gen- 
tlemen may  suppose  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  inquiry 
iato  the  causes  of  the  dissolution  of  the  late  cabinet,  and  the 
Senate  ought  not  to  impose  that  labor  on  them,  unlets  it 
be  proposed  to  show  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  an  ag^ency 
in  that  affair.  It  is  not  pretended,  certwnly  not  by  the 
resolutions,  that  he  was  connected  with  the  event;  it  is 
true  that  the  resolutions,  a(\er  the  introduction  of  much 
irrelevant  matter,  propose  to  intfuire  whether  Mr.  Van 
Buren  had  not  participated  in  practices  disgraceful  to  the 
national  character,  &c. 

litany  Senator,  who  believes  such  practiceseverhad,  in 
point  of  &ct,  any  existence,  put  them  forth  specifically  in 
ruolution,  and  he  would,  he  said,  vote  to  send  it  to  a  com- 
mittee for  investigation;  and  if  they  were  found  to  be  true, 
let  the  nominee  be  rejected.  The  designation  of  offences 
by  the  terms  of  "practices  disgraceful  to  the  national 
character,"  was  very  vague — quite  too  vague.  The  na- 
ture and  character  of  these  practices  shoiUd  be  defined, 
that  the  Senate  may  know  the  duty  they  impose,  and  the 
committee  the  duty  they  are  required  to  perform. 

The  proposed  resolutions,  as  now  shaped,  make  no 
ipecific  charge,and  gfive  no  certain  direction  to  the  inquiry. 
He  therefore  felt  liimaelf  called  on  to  vote  against  them, 
Vot.  VUI — 83 


or  to  vote  for  laying  them  on  the  table;  but  when  a  case 
for  inquiry  was  presented,  he  would  vote  for  going  into  it. 
Indeed,  he  wished  to  be  tUstinctly  understoo»'  as  inviting 
inquiry;  but,  in  fairness,  it  should  be  on  specified  charges. 
As  to  some  of  the  practices  intended  probably  to  be 
embraced  in  the  resolutions,  we  have,  he  said,  the  solemn 
public  denial  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  accompanied  with  a  chal- 
lenge to  all  the  world  for  proof,  and  ao  man  had  yet  been 
found  to  accept  that  challenge  and  come  forth  with  proof. 
Those  who  best  know  the  character  and  conduct  of  the 
nominee,  feel  the  fullest  confidence  that  nothing  dishonor- 
able or  degrading,  in  the  slightest  degree,  can  be  sub- 
stantiated. So  far,  therefore,  from  closing  the  door  of 
investigation,  they  are  willing  to  be  instrumental  in  open- 

The  question  was  now  stated  on  consenting  to  the  no- 
mination. 

Mr.  CHAMBERS  said  Acre  were  few  occasions  which 
could  produce  with  him  a  more  painfiil  struggle  between 
personal  inclination  and  official  obligations,  than  the  one  on 
which  he  was  now  called  to  act  With  the  nominee,  said 
Mr.  C . ,  I  have  for  years  enjoyed  peraonal  and  social  relations 
that  have  left  impressions  which  it  would  ^tify  me  to  in- 
dulge by  an  expression  of  their  kindest  recollection;  and 
thb  consideration,  with  the  fact  of  his  frequent  elevation 
to  offices  of  high  honor  and  dignity,  and  his  distinguished 
position  in  relation  to  the  political  parties  in  the  country, 
will  connect  with  the  subject  an  interest  rarely  occasioned 
by  the  nomination  of  an  individual  to  office.  The  office 
itself  to  which  he  is  nominated  is  one  so  intimately  affect- 
ing the  peculiardntiesandresponsibilitiesof  the  Executive 
Magistrate,  by  whom  we  are  invited  to  confirm  the  appoint- 
ment, as  to  require  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  a  peculiar 
degree  of  indulgence.  Regarding  a  diplomatic  function- 
arjr  as  the  confidential  organ  of  the  President,  as  selected 
With  a  previous  knowledge  of  the  particular  duties  to  be 
perfbrmed  by  him,  and  wiUi  reference  to  his  especial  fitness 
for  those  duties,  it  is  undoubtedly  proper  that  the- Execu- 
tive will,  in  regard  to  the  agent,  should  not  be  controlled 
but  from  the  most  unyielding  obstacles:  to  oppose  it  for 
light  causes  would  lessen  the  weight  of  his  responsibility, 
and  greatly  increase  our  own.  To  reject  the  nomination 
of  a  minister  at  home  or  abroad,  can,  in  my  view,  be  de- 
fensible only  upon  strong  grounds  of  principle,  having 
direct  and  immediate  reference  to  considerations  of  a  pub- 
lic nature. 

In  the  deliberate  counsel  and  advice  which  the  consti- 
tution requires  us  to  ifive  to  the  President,  there  is  no 
proper  place  for  the  exercise  of  personal  favor  or  ill  will, 
for  party  prejudice  or  partiality.  Sir,  as  one  of  the 
humblest  members  of  this  body,  I  can  fearlessly  appeal  to 
my  course  here  on  all  former  occamons,  and  to  the  course 
of  those  with  whom  I  usually  act,  with  the  most  entire 
confidence  that  it  will  evince  a  liberal  charity  toward  the 
officers  nominated,  and  a  magnanimous  surrender  of  per- 
sonal and  political  prejudices  on  the  altar  of  the  puolic 
good,  and  a  just  regard  to  the  prerogatives  of  the  Presi- 
dent. 

With  these  opinions,  Mr.  Preadent,  it  is  scarcely  neces- 
sary to  affirm,  that,  in  the  vote  which  I  shall  give  on  this 
occasion,  I  have  obeyed  no  other  impulse  than  that  of  my 
judgment;  but  it  wiu  be  permitted  me  to  assert,  as  I  do 
with  the  most  unaffected  mncerity,  that  my  personal  incli- 
nations have  reluctantly  witnessed,  and  would  gladly  re- 
verse the  sentence  which  a  high  sense  of  official  duty  will 
compel  me  to  record,  with  a  deep  and  abiding  conviction 
of  its  justness.  I  am  altogether  aware  of  the  danger  to 
which  my  vote  may  expose  me  from  the  malignant  viru- 
lence of  those  who,  themselves  insensible  to  the  honest 
and  honorable  feeling  which  subdues  the  petty  pasaons  of 
a  contracted  and  fiictious  partisan,  are  on  all  occasions 
inclined  to  attribute  the  conduct  of  others  to  the  narrow- 
minded  policy  which  governs  themselves.     Sir,  I  should 
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be  an  unfitithrul  lervant  of  my  State,  treacherous  to  the 
birh  trust  wliich  I  am  charged  to  execute,  and  destitute 
of  the  course  necessary  to  protect  the  interesu  confided 
to  my  guardianship,  if  apprehensions  like  these  could  for 
a  moment  divert  m«  from  the  path  to  which  duty  points. 
It  would  have  afforded  me  great  gratification  to  have 
listened  to  some  more  able  advocate  of  the  nation's  honor, 
and  to  have  been  able  to  repose  my  vote  on  the  causes 
more  satisfactorily  assigned  by  another.  But  the  question 
if  about  to  be  taken,  and  I  will  not  consent  to  allow  an 
occasion  to  pass,  without  raising  my  feeble  voice  to  re- 
deem the  tarnished  reputation  of  my  country.  If  other 
Senators  accord  with  my  opinion,  it  is  essential,  «r,  tliat 
the  vote  of  rejection  shall  go  forth  associated  with  the 
reasons  which  influence  it.  Yes,  sir,  the  honor  and  the 
dignity  of  this  nation  has — (and  I  think  it  demonstrable) 
— the  heretofore  unsullied  diplomatic  character  of  the 
American  republic  has  been  stained,  its  loAy  pride  has 
been  humiliated — unneceassrily,  wantonly  humbled — by 
the  man  who  is  now  proposed  as  its  guardian,  and  pro- 
tector, and  advocate;  andf,  as  an  American  Senator,  I  am 
not  content  barely  to  put  upon  him  the  seal  of  reprobation 
in  a  secret  session  of  this  body.  No,  sir,  let  the  American 
Government — let  the  American  people,  proud  of  their 
national  honor,  kifow  that  no  ruthless  hand  sliall  desecrate 
H  with  impunity;  and  let  foreign  nations  and  all  the  world 
know  that  even  an  American  Secretary  of  State  dare  not 
pollute  its  ermine. 

Mr.  President,  I  mean  to  resist  the  confirmation  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren's  appointment,  exclusively  on  the  ground  that, 
in  his  instructions  to  Mr.  McLane,  on  the  subject  uf  tlie 
colonist  trade,  he  has  vioUted  tlie  honor  of  the  nation; 
has  wounded  its  high  and  elevated  character;  has  evinced 
a  disregard  to  the  interests  of  the  American  people — nay, 
has  insulted  that  people,  in  the  person  of  their  Govern- 
ment; has  attempted  to  promote  the  objects  of  a  party 
amongst  us,  and  has  disclosed  a  total  ignorance  of  the 

S roper  principles  and  feelings  which  sliould  adorn  the 
iplomatist.  For  proof  of  tliesc  assertions,  I  mean  to  rely 
exclusively  on  his  own  words,  deliberately  embodied  in  a 
State  paper,  and  on  those  to  which  he  has  himself  alliuled, 
and  found  amongst  the  archives  of  the  department  of 
which  he  was  then  the  head. 

In  directing  tlie  attention  of  the  Senate  to  a  particular 
part  of  the  letter  of  instructions  from  Mr.  Van  Biireii  to 
the  American  minister  then  at  the  British  court,  1  disclaim 
the  inference  that  the  residue  of  that  letter,  or  that  otiier 
letters  of  instruction,  contain  no  exceptionable  matter. 
There  are  many  positions  which,  on  another  occasion,  it 
would  be  proper  to  dispute;  and  the  whole  temper  and 
tone  of  the  despatches  breathe  an  air  of  humility  and 
concession,  and  conviction  of  error,  and  a  suppliant  en- 
treaty of  favor  and  notice,  which  no  American  citizen, 
who  thinks  and  feels  as  I  think  an  American  freeman 
should  do,  can  re^rd  as  the  appropriate  langusige  of  his 
Government,  pledged  as  it  is  "  to  ask  nothing  but  what  is 
rigiit,  and  to  submit  to  notliing  that  is  wrong." 

The  portion  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  work,  however,  to 
which  I  will  more  particularly  allude,  is  a  part  of  his  letter 
of  instruction  to  Mr.  ilcLane,  dated  20tl>  July,  1829.  lie 
uses  this  language : 

"The  opportunities  which  you  have  derived  from  a 
participation  in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other 
sources  of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  con- 
fidence (as  far  as  you  may  deem  it  proper  and  U!iefid  so  to 
do)  of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  wivom  the 
administration  uf  this  (tovernment  is  now  committed,  in 
relation  to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  tlie  subject 
of  the  colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  have 
been  Submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  states;  and 
the  counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are 
the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  eaj-tlily 
tribunal  to  which  the  late  administration  was  amenable  for 


its  acts.  It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  clainis  Ktupt; 
them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the  tmlea 
question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  li^  thoK  skt 
first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  theirnocnm. 
If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  interests  ts  alio* 
us  to  participate  in  tlie  trade  with  her  colonies,  sad  iidi 
nothing  in  the  extension  uf  it  to  others,  to  induct  btr  H 
apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  she  will,  we  hope,  beicnilili 
of  the  propriety  of  placing  hertelcisal  on  those  gnwi^ 
To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  Tate  administration  u  tlie  cuk 
of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otber«iw  be  a- 
tended  to  the  people  of  the  United  Stales,  would,  iiwici 
existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  couU  Mt 
fail  to  excite  their  deepest  seiuibility.  The  tone  of  M 
ing  which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untenable  it  olculitd 
to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  greatly  sg^vstedbjtk 
consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  by  onier  in  «wm^ 
opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Russia  and  France,  sotiiiii. 
standing  a  similar  omission  on  their  part  to  accept  tbe 
terms  offered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825. 

"You  cannot  press  this  view  of  the  nibject  too  emnU 
ly  upon  the  consideration  of  the  British  miniitiy.  Ilka 
bearings  and  relations  that  reach  beyond  the  aBBcdaft 
question  under  discussion." 

Now,  sir,  when  stripped  of  its  verbisge,  and  ttdsctdn 
its  plain  import,  what  does  the  Secretu^'  of  Suicbcte 
press  so  earnestly  .>  That  Mr.  McLane,  the  minitttr,  fk 
'  had  been  a  member  of  the  political  party  of  sbichtk 
then  President  was  tlie  nominal  head,  (and  the  Secnaij 
of  State  a  most  conspicuous  supporter,  vith  imput^ 
anxiety  to  claim  a  reversionary  interest  in  the  dwfuis- 
sliip,)  that  the  minister,  who  had  been  a  member  of  t^ 
Senate,  and  in  that  clwracter  informed  of  die  cosffiuiif 
views  of  the  different  political  branches  or  subditiMi 
into  which  the  great  American  fiimily  had  been  irnr<;c4 
should  stoop  to  avail  himself  of  tliis  personal  int^iw; 
with  our  family  dissensions,  to  press  earnestly  upon 
fiireign  Government  the  misconduct  of  one  partcf  lk« 
familyin  the  relations  of  our  Government  with  tint  fcreiji 
Power,  and  the  more  amiable  and  kind  feelings  of »ii«tl« 
division  of  it.  But  is  this  all?  No,  sir;  it  B  esnoi^ 
pressed  that  the  American  Government— the  conctntntti 
will  of  t!ie  whole  American  fiimily,  the  only  leplia* 
source  of  access  to  foreigners  the  only  authorliednpi 
of  communiun  with  other  nations — tbsttliis  GoiereatH 
in  the  person  of  its  "  late  administration,"  iIkwU  I* 
bowed  down  in  dishonor  snd  in  degrailation  «t  the  Itcl  a 
Lord  Aberdeen,  the  delegated  but  humble  penoBitnoa 
the  British  monarch.  Yes,  sir,  the  unbeurd  of,  us|>»i>W- 
ed,  and  most  revolting  experiment  was  to  be  saot, 
(other  supphcatibns  having  failed  to  move  the  royd  •J*' 
pathy,)'liow  fai-an  unsparing  condemnation  of  otuxbo 
would  disarm  a  British  throne  of  its  haughty,  Bipereila" 
disdain  of  a  just  and  an  honest  denjand.  1  s»r,  >ir.  ii*a 
novel  and  unheard  of  1  repeal  it.  Let  the  pi»t  Waj 
of  this  proud  republic  be  minutely  interrogsled— «i" 
the  many  political  clianges  of  its  agents,  »hicli,byiM 
terms  of  its  organization,  it  roust  witness,  let  it  be  souja. 
let  the  days  of  Adams,  of  Jefferson,  of  Madison,  Mom«. 
and  the  last  Adams,  be  diligently  inquired  of.  &^.» 
voice  responds  to  countenance  this  degiadinf,  this  d» 
graceful  operation,  by  which  tlie  Government  Isliuiww 
into  a  penitential  confession  of  its  tramgressioni,  to  if 

f lease  a  foreign  King,  or  to  moderate  the  wrstboran"- 
late  the  favor  of  a  foreign  Power.  ^ 

Not  only,  Mr.  President,  do  the  f«r  and  unadulltiw 
pages  of  American  diplomacy  refuse  countenance  !o>^ 
miserable  self-abasement,  but,  sir,  the  history ''.~^ 
civilized  nations  of  the  eartli  stamp  upon  it  the  indebw 
character  of  a  gratuitous  prostitution,  unaided  by  p"* 
dent,  unwarranted  by  any  paiallel.  Sir,  it  »dd»  w"J 
deep  condemnation  which  belongs  to  this  «ubjec^  t»J^ 
was  as  useless  and  unproductive  of  gain  as  it  »••  inf^ 
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Ill  in  itaelf.  Can  the  imagination  conceive  how  benefit 
:ouId  possibly  arise,  or  be  mipposed  to  arise,  from  an 
bject  confession  of  «  wrong,"  by  repudiating  the  claims 
f  the  Government  a*  *'  American  pretensions  explicitly 
bancloned  by  those  who  first  asserted  them,  not  revived 
y  their  successors,"  who  are  directed  by  counsels  that 
'are  tlie  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only 
arthly  tribunal  to  which  the  late  administi-ation  vas 
mentible  for  its  acta?"  What  possible  advantage,  I  ask, 
ould  be  anticipated  by  the  position  of  a  prostrate  sup- 
iliant,  who,  from  the  depths  of  degradation  and  abase- 
nent,  sliouU  thus  beseech  a  foreign  diplomatist,  that 
rould  not  be  accorded  to  a  civil  and  nigh-minded  applica- 
ion,  baaed  upon  the  siiggpestion  that,  however  the  Ame- 
ican  Government  was  convinced  of  its  claims  to  higher 
.nd  other  terms,  it  was  yet  willing,  in  a  spirit  of  frankness, 
ind  in  an  anxious  desire  to  terminate  old  and  agitated 
inestiona  of  disagreement,  to  waive  the  further  prosecu- 
lon  of  those  claims,  and  thereby  to  evince  the  sincerity  of 
ts  desire  for  an  amicable  adjustment?  But,  sir,  I  come 
low  to  that  connileration  which  stainps  upon  this  subject 
ta  peculiar  character,  which  sets  it  off  in  colors  of  a  still 
tarker  shade,  and  which  mtist  leave  us  to  infer  that  no 
nere  want  of  manly,  stem  republican  feeling  of  self-re- 
pect,  not  the  unobserved  prostration  or  careless  disregard 
>f  national  dignity  and  character,  not  alone  a  cold  and 
»}|otis  insensibility  to  thuae  feelings  of  cherished  pi^de, 
>f  nice  and  delicute  honor,  which  kindles  into  active  re- 
■stance  at  even  the  appearance  of  rebuke:  but  that  some 
nore  latent  motive  of  proposed  effect  has  caused  this 
ieep  dyed  stain  upon  the  nation's  history  and  its  fitme. 
Sir,  as  if  it  were  not  enough  to  bow  down  the  knee  and 
nipplicate  forgiveness  in  terms  of  doleful  regrets  for 
ivrongs,  and  anxious  solicitude  to  repair  them;  as  if  it 
rere  not  enough  to  open  to  a  foreign  Power  the  liistory  of 
Mir  internal  disputes  and  political  divisions,  and  to  ask 
hem  to  consider  one  party  here  as  more  kind  in  their 
iselings,  more  reasonable  in  their  demands,  more  conciliat- 
ng  in  their  tone,  and,  therefore,  more  entitled  to  hope 
br  the  fiivorable  notice  of  England;  as  if  tlie  measure  of 
Hir  degradation  was  not  to  be  accomplished  by  a  gratuitous 
concession  of  acknowledged  injustice  of  "  American  pre- 
ensions"  "abandoned,"  the  Secretary  lias  resorted,  in 
he  absence  of  other  provocations,  to  misstatements  of 
act,  to  create  a  condition  of  things,  for  the  purpose  of 
pring  edor  to  the  fierceness  and  uiicovert  wrath  which 
le  aims  at  hb  political  adversaries. 

Sir,  I  say,  and  the  diplomatic  history  of  the  nation  will 
irove,  that  the  statement  made  in  this  particular  charge 
)f  the  Secretary  is  false  in  fact — yes,  sir,  doubly  false. 
WUtA  is  it?  "  The  claims  set  up  by  them,  and  which  caus- 
ed the  interruption  of  the  trade  in  question,  have  been 
!xplicitly  abandoned  by  those  who  first  asserted  them." 
ffow,  the  first  branch  of  the  position  is  utterly  without 
bundation,  we  all  know.  The  last  administration  expli- 
ntly  abandoned  no  claims  which  it  set  up,  nor  did  any 
slaiiiM  set  up  b^  it  cause  the  interruption  of  the  trade, 
ttie  last  administration  was  willing  to  negotiate  on  the 
ubject  of  the  trade,  but  the  British  Government  refused 
o  meet  their  proposal,  although  made  in  tlie  most  extend- 
id  and  liberal  feeling  of  compromise.  Let  the  corre- 
ipondence  of  our  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  message  of 
:he  President,  prove  this.  But,  unfounded  as  is  that 
iranch  of  the  assertion,  how  manifestly  and  obviously  more 
lo,  how  profoundly  destitute  of  even  the  shadow  of  cor- 
ectness  is  the  other,  which  declares  that  the  miscalled 
"Ainerican  pretensions"  were  first  asserted  by  the  last  »d- 
ninistration.  Why,  sir,  does  not  evenr  one  know  that  in 
bis  respect  the  last  aidministration  did  but  pursue  the 
lettled  and  fixed  purpose  of  the  administration  that  pre- 
seded  it,  and  that  these  "  pretensions"  did  not  commence 
iven  then?  Sir,  all  administrations  had  indulged  these 
^retenriooa.    Hie  last  •dminittration  the  first  to  assert 


them !  Truly  this  must  have  amused  the  intelligent  diplo> 
matist  to  whom  the  envoy  was  directed  to  make  the  com- 
munication. 

No,  I  am  wrong  in  this  conjecture:  tor  I  believe,  from 
my  reading  of  Mr.  McLane's  letters  to  his  lordship,  that 
the  experiment  was  not  made  upon  his  ignorance  of  what 
every  page  in  the  diplomacy  of  his  own  country  would 
have  taiigitt  him.  No,  sir,  this  notion  of  their  being  first 
asserted  by  the  late  administration  did  not,  I  believe,  find 
place  in  those  letters.  What  "  bearings  and  relations  that 
reach  beyond  the  immediate  question"  were  in  the  view  of 
the  Secretary,  it  is  not  for  me  to  divine.  He  speaks,  in 
another  part  of  these  instructions,  of"  the  impropriety  of 
suffering  any  feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pre- 
tensions  of  this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence 
upon  the  present  conduct  of  Great  Britain."  Sir,  I  donot 
mean  to  follow  the  Secretary  in  his  dark  and  mysterious 
language.  The  plain  and  undoubted  import  of  that  which, 
unfortunately  for  the  nation's  character,  can  admit  of  but 
one  reading,  is  enough  for  m«.  No  man,  in  my  poor 
judgment,  can  ask  us  to  confid*  to  his  care  the  digiiitv  of 
the  nation  and  its  honor,  who  has  arrayed  one  political  A- 
vision  of  our  people  against  th«  Government.  Sir,  what 
is  to  be  the  result'  How  may  this  very  doctrine  recoil  OH 
himself?  In  the  same  terms  may  a  British  Secretary  for 
Foreign  AflWrs  now  say  to  him,  "  I  do  not  respect  youf 
opinions  as  those  of  the  American  people;  your  President 
is  about  to  witness  tht  termination  of  his  period  of  officet 
a  new  election  is  to  be  made;  the  people,  the  proper  tri- 
bunal to  pass  upon  his  measur«s,  may  not  sustain  bim.  I 
appeal  from  your  judgment,  and  aubmit  the  matter  to 
tlieirs,  and,  until  theif  sentence  is  recorded,  I  can  only  re- 
gard your  administrationvaa  you  have  regarded  the  late 
administration."  Yes,  sir,  these  are  legitimate  conse- 
quences of  such  doctrine,  involving  a  perfect  and  entiro 
surrender  of  all  consideration  abroad,  and  all  national  pride 
at  home.  To  an  individual  who  has  thus'  outraged  the 
cltaracter  properly  belonging  to  a  great  and  high-minded 
nation  of  fireemen,  who  has  prostrated  its  dimity,  and 
brought  disgrace  and  dishonor  upon  its  diplomatic  reputa- 
tion, I  never  can  advise  the  President  to  confide  the  pre- 
servation of  its  respect  abroitd:  and  this  first  aiMrtion  of  a 
course  pregnant  with  eyetj  thing  that  threatens  the  pride, 
and  dignity,  and  honor  m  the  American  republic,  will,  I 
trust,  be  marked  by  the  moat  ded«ve  reprobation  of  •• 
American  Senate. 

[After  Mr.  Caixuxas  concluded,  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Marjr- 
land,  made  some  observations,  which  are  incorporated  in 
a  full  report  of  his  remarks,  which  appears  nearer  the 
close  of  the  debate.] 

Mr.  CLAYTON,  of  Delaware,  rose  to  reply  to  some  re- 
marks of  Mr.  SxiTQ.  He  said  he  rose  under  a  deep  sense 
of  the  responsibility  which  he  owed  to  the  Senate  and  the 
country  on  this  question.  He  owed  it  to  himself,  to  the 
people  whose  representative  he  was,  and  to  the  body  of 
which  be  was  a  member,  to  state  briefiy  the  grounds  upon 
which  he  should  render  a  vote,  withholding  his  advice  to 
the  President  to  make  this  appointment. 

I  agree,  said  Mr.  C.,  with  my  fiiend  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  Chambibs,]  in  the  view  which  he  has  taken  of  the 
instructions  given  by  the  late. Secretary  of  State  to  our 
minister  at  the  court  of  St.  James.  I  consider  the  late 
negotiation  respecting  the  West  India  trade  with  the 
English  nation  as  the  moat  humiliating  to  our  national  pride 
that  has  occurred  in  the  annals  of  our  diplomacy.  The 
minister  was  sent  with  instructions  to  fawn,  and  beg  as  a 
boon,  at  the  footstool  of  a  foreign  Power,  what  we  were 
entitled  to  as  a  right;  and  to  abandon  and  denounce,  as 
untenable  "  pretensions,"  what  had  been  always  before 
insisted  upon  as  a  matter  of  justice  to  our  country!  He 
was  positively  directed  to  consider  his  own  Government  aa 
justly  assailable  for  "  too  long  and  too  tenaciously  remt- 
tog  Oe  rights  of  Oteat  Britain,"  and  particulariy  (cr  omil- 
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ting  to  accept  the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament 
of  Julv,  1835.  He  was  directed  to  speak  with  confidence 
"of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the  ad- 
ministration ofthis  Government  is  now  committed,"  to  lay 
before  Europe  the  state  of  parties  in  this  country,  and  to 
degrade  and  disgrace  all  the  former  administrations  of  our 
Government,  during  which  this  right  had  been  insisted 
upon,  by  entirely  and  unconditionally  withdrawing  all  our 
claims  for  jusdce  on  tliat  country.  He  was  told,  in  sub- 
stance, to  press  upon  England  the  state  of  our  domestic 
and  party  differences  at  home,  and  he  was  admonished 
that  this  subject  had  bearings  and  relations  which  reached 
beyond  the  immediate  question  under  discussion.  Sir, 
this  minister  did  as  he  was  ordered  to  do.  He  "  entreat- 
ed," and  "appealed,"  and  "begged,"  and  "prayed,'^ 
"  regretted,"  and  "  solicited,"  and  "  hoped  to  be  excus- 
ed," and  confessed  we  had  been  in  the  wrong,  instead  of 
repelling  with  dignity  the  insolence  and  sarcasm  of  the 
British  ministry;  until  the  contemptible  boon  was  "grant- 
ed," and  the  national  chai-acter  eifectually  degraded.  Let 
him  take  bis  place  in  the  treasury  for  this;  but  let  not  him 
who  gave  these  instructions  succeed  him  at  the  court  of  St. 
James,  again  to  "  beg,"  and  "  solicit,"  and  degrade  us  in 
the  eyes  of  Europe,  by  laymg  before  the  world  the  state 
of  our  domestic  differences  at  home.  Let  us  say  to  the 
British  Government  this  day  by  our  vote,  that  we  never 
consented  to  the  disgrace  which  has  befidlen  us,  and  that 
we  prefer  to  recall  the  minister  who  has  dishonored  us, 
to  all  the  pretended  benefits  ofthis  miserable  negotiation. 
On  tliis  ground  alone,  I  will  this  day  condemn  this  ap- 
pointment, so  far  as  my  vote  -will  go  to  effect  it(  and,  in 
io  doing,  as  an  American  Senator,  I  say  to  England,  that 
we  will  never  consent  to  crouch/or  favors;  and  to  all  our 
ministers,  now  and  forever,  that  we  will  condemn  every 
attempt  to  carry  our  family  divisions  beyond  our  own 
housenold. 

Sir,  the  gentleman  from  liUryland,  who  last  addressed 
us,  [Mr.  Smith,]  replied  to  simdar  objections  made  by  his 
coUeap^e,  that  the  Prendent  was  alone  responsible  for 
these  mstructions,  and  not  the  Secretary  whose  name  was 
signed  to  them.  Such  has  been  the  pretence  for  exone- 
rating from  all  responsibility  other  persons  charged  with 
malaaministration  of  the  Government.  Either  by  pre- 
venting the  disclosure  here  of  impeachable  matter,  or  by 
presenting  the  President  as  a  shield  to  the  party  charged 
with  it,  the  responsibility  of  every  inferior  pubhc  agent  is 
melted  away  to  nothing.  Tlie  gentleman,  without  de- 
fending the  Secretly  or  the  minister  in  this  negotiation 
about  the  West  India  trade,  feels  safe  if  he  can  interpose 
the  President  as  the  party  chargeable  with  the  whole  mat- 
ter. But  I  will  do  the  President  the  justice  to  say  that  I 
cannot  believe  he  had  read  these  instructions  when  they 
were  pven;  and  I  hold  the  Secretary  answerable  to  his 
country  for  every  public  act  performed  by  him  while  he 
remained  in  ofiice. 

There  is  another  topic  closely  connected  with  the  honor 
and  interest  of  this  nation,  upon  which  the  nominee  be- 
fore us  has  been  strongly  charged,  and  in  reUtion  to  which 
I  confess  the  wish  that  an  investigation,  instituted  before  I 
took  my  seat  this  session,  had  been  prosecuted  to  its  ter- 
mination before  this  day.  I  refer  to  the  causes  which  pro- 
duced the  disruption  -of  the  faite  cabinet.  I  view  that 
event  as  highly  disreputable  to  our  country;  and  I  find 
that,  accordmg  to  the  declarations  ofa  gentleman  who  for- 
merly edited  a  paper  in  the  State  of  New  York,  advocat- 
ing the  President's  administration,  Hr.  Van  Buren  pri- 
vately informed  him  "  that  it  (the  dissolution  of  the  late 
cabinet)  was  caused  by  the  conduct  of  the  Vice  President 
and  Mr.  Ingham,  who  desired  the  retirement  of  General 
Jackson  from  office  at  the  expiration  of  the  first  fouryears 
of  his  term  of  service;"  at  the  same  time  in  effect  charg- 
ing a  conspiracy  between  these  gentlemen  to  traduce  the 
obaracter  ofa  cbMte  ud  virtuous  wonuui,  iitatderto pro- 


duce the  destruction  of  the  cabinet;  and  (stating)  that  he, 
Mr.  V.  B.,  had  thought  it  better  to  retire  in  thne,  know- 
ing that,  if  be  led  the  way,  "  the  rest  must  follow."  This 
inrormation  is,  I  believe,  now  in  the  hands  of  a  Senator 
from  Mississippi  near  me,  [Mr.  Poikdsxtbr,]  and  it  is  said 
that  the  author  of  it  is  present  in  the  city,  ready  to  bear  to- 
timony  to  the  truth  of  it.  However  this  mar'be,  I  must  be 
4)ermitted  to  say,  as  one  whose  course  here  baa  been  plain, 
having  had  nothing  to  do  with  either  of  the  contemfing 
branches  of  the  party  in  power,  that  I  consider  such  a 
charge  against  die  Vice  President  as  unjust,  and  otteriy 
without  foundation;  while  i  hold  that  the  declaration  con- 
taining the  charg^e  contains  also  an  unequivocal  admissian 
as  to  the  tnie  agent,  and  the  motive  oi  that  agent,  in  tlte 
transaction  to  which  I  have  alluded.  But  wi&out  refer- 
ence to  this,  and  many  other  matters  which  migtit  be  &ir- 
ly  pressed  into  this  discussion  as  reasons  for  the  vote  wfaicfa 
I  am  about  to  render,  I  content  my  self  by  resting  that  vote 
on  the  ground  of  the  instructions  given  by  Mr.  Van  Buren 
to  our  late  minister  to  England,  and  the  consequent  dis- 
honor to  our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  VbaX  country. 

Mr.  C.  concluded  by  observing  that,  on  some  more  suit- 
able occasion,  he  might  g^ve  his  views  on  the  subject  of 
that  negotiation;  but  he  would  prefer  doing  so  in  t^  &ce 
of  the  country,  to  a  secret  discussion  in  tiie  executive  ses- 
sion of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  CLAY  said,  after  the  most  deliberate  consideration, 
I  regret  that  I  find  myself  utterly  unable  to  recont^  with 
the  duty  I  owe  to  my  country,  a  vote  in  favor  of  this  no- 
mination. I  regret  it,  because,  in  all  the  past  strife  of 
party,  the  relations  of  ordinary  civility  and  courtesy  were 
never  interrupted  between  the  gentleman  whose  name  is 
before  us,  and  myself.  But  I  regard  my  obligations  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  honor  and  dwrac- 
ter  of  their  Government,  as  paramount  to  every  private  con- 
sideration. There  was  no  necessity  known  to  us  for  the  de- 
parture ofthis  gentleman  from  the  United  States,  prior  to 
the  submission  of  bis  name  to  the  Senate.  Great  Britaia 
was  represented  here  by  a  diplomatic  agent,  having  do 
higher  rank  Uian  that  of  a  charge  d'affaires.  We  were 
represented  in  England  by  one  of  equal  rank;  one  who 
had  shed  lustre  upon  his  country  by  his  high  literaiy 
character;  one  of  whom  it  may  be  justiy  said  that,  in  no  re- 
spect, was  be  inferior  to  the  gentleman  before  oa.  Al- 
though I  shall  not  controvert  the  right  of  the  President 
in  an  extraordinary  case,  to  send  abroad  a  public  minister, 
without  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  I  do  doc 
admit  that  it  ever  ought  to  be  done  without  the  existence 
uf  some  special  cause,  to  be  communicated  to  the  Senate. 
We  have  received  no  communication  of  the  existence  of 
any  such  special  cause.  This  view  of  the  matter  might 
not  have  been  sufficient  alone  to  justify  a  rejection  i^tlm 
nomination;  but  it  is  sufficient  to  authorize  us  to  exanune 
the  subject  with  as  perfect  freedom  as  we  could  have 
done  if  the  minister  had  remained  in  the  United  States, 
and  awaited  the  decision  of  the  Senate.  I  consider  my- 
self, therefore,  not  committed  by  the  separate  and  un- 
advised act  of  the  President  in  despatching  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  in  the  vacation  of  the  Senate,  and  not  a  very  loo; 
time  before  it  was  to  assemble. 

My  main  objection  to  the  confirmation  of  his  appoist- 
roent  arises  out  of  his  instructions  to  the  late  minister  oftlie 
United  States  at  the  court  of  Great  Britain.  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  has  been  already  called  to  parts  of 
those  instructions;  but  there  are  other  parts  of  them, 
in  my  opinion,  highly  reprehensible.  Speaking  of  tbe 
colonial  question,  he  says:  "  In  reviewing  the  events 
which  have  preceded,  and  more  or  less  contributed  to  s 
result  so  much  to  be  regretted,  there  will  be  found  three 
grounds  on  which  we  are  most  assailable.  First,  in  our 
too  long  and  too  tenaciously  resisting  tbe  right  of  Great 
Britain  to  impose  protecting  duties  in  her  colonies;"  *    * 

******  "  and,  thirdly,  in  oniittin^  to  accept 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1321 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1822 


Jak.  1833.] 


Ejceeutive  Proeeedingt. 


[Skhats. 


the  terms  offered  by  the  »Rt  of  Parliunent  of  July,  1835, 
after  the  subject  had  been  brought  before  Congrew,  Mid 
deliberately  acted  upon  by  our  Goveniment."  •  •  •  • 
"  You  will  therefore  tee  the  propriety  of  posse»ing  your- 
self fiiUy  of  aU  the  explanatoiy  and  mitigating  circuni- 
■tances  connected  with  them,  that  you  may  be  enabled  to 
obviate,  as  far  as  practicable,  the  unfavorable  inapressiun 
which  they  have  produced."  And  after  reproaching  the 
late  adatinistration  with  setting  up  claims  for  the  first  time, 
which  tliey  explicitly  abandoned,  he  says,  in  conclusion, 
"  I  will  add  notlking  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suffering  any 
feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pretensioiu  of 
this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence  upon  the 
present  conduct  of  tireat  Britain." 

On  our  side,  according  to  Ur.  Van  Buren,  all  was 
wrongi  on  the  British  side,  all  was  right  We  brought 
forwwl  nothing  but  claims  and  pretensions;  the  British 
Government  asserted,  on  the  other  hand,  a  clear  and  incon- 
testable right.  We  erred  in  loo  tenaciously  and  too  long 
insisting  upon  our  pretensions,  and  not  yelding  at  once  to 
the  force  of  their  just  demands.  And  Hr.  HcLane  was 
commanded  to  avail  himself  of  all  the  circumstances  in  ols 
power  to  mitigate  our  offence,  and  to  dissuade  the  British 
Government  from  allowing  tlicir  feelings,  justly  incurred 
by  the  past  conduct  of  the  party  driven  from  power,  to 
have  an  adverse  influence  towards  the  American  party 
now  in  power.  Sir,  was  this  becoming  language  from 
one  independent  nation  to  another?  Was  it  proper  in  the 
mouth  of  an  American  minister?  Was  it  in  conformity 
with  the  high,  unsullied,  and  dignified  character  of  our 
previous  diplomacy?-  Was  it  not,  on  the  contrary,  the 
Unruage  of  an  humble  vassal  to  a  proud  and  haughty 
lord?  Was  it  not  prostrating  and  degrading  tl»c  Ameri- 
can eagle  before  the  British  lion? 

Ijel  us  examine  a  little  these  pretensions  which  tlte 
American  Government  so  unjustly  put  forward  and  so 
pertinaciously  maintained.  The  American  Government 
contended  that  the  produce  of  the  United  States  ought  to 
be  admitted  into  the  British  West  Indies,  on  the  same 
terms  as  similar  produce  of  the  British  American  conti- 
nental possessions;  that,  witliout  this  equality,  our  produce 
could  not  maintain  in  the  British  West  Indies  a  fair  compe- 
tition witli  the  produce  of  Canada;  and  that  British  pre 
ference  given  to  the  Canadian  produce  in  the  West  Indies 
would  draw  from  the  western  part  of  New  York  and  the 
northern  part  of  Ohio  American  produce  into  Canada, 
aggrandizing  Montreal  and  Quebec,  and  giving  employ- 
ment to  British  sliipping,  to  the  prejudice  of  the  canals  of 
New  York,  the  port  of  New  York,  and  American  shipping. 
This  was  the  offence  of  the  American  Government;  and 
we  are  at  tliis  moment  realizing  the  evils  wliich  it  fore 
•aw.  Our  produce  is  passing  into  Canada,  enriching  her 
capitals,  and  nourishing  British  navigation.  Our  own 
wheat  is  transported  irotn  the  western  part  of  New  York 
into  Canada,  there  manufactured,  and  thence  transported 
in  British  ships  in  the  form  of  Canadian  flour.  We  are  thus 
deprived  of  the  privilege  even  of  manufacturing  our  own 
grain.  And  when  the  produce  of  the  Uiiiled  States, 
shipped  from  the  Atlantic  ports,  arrives  at  the  British 
West  Indies,  it  is  unable,  in  consequence  of  the  heavy 
duties  with  which  most  of  it  i*  burdened,  to  sustain  a  com- 
petition with  British  or  colonal  produce,  freely  admitted. 
The  general  rule  may  he  admitted  that  every  nation 
has  a  right  to  &vor  its  own  productions,  by  protecting 
duties  or  other  regulations;  but,  like  all  general  rules,  it 
must  have  its  exceptions.  And  the  relation  in  which 
Great  Britain  stands  to  her  continental  and  West  India 
colonies,  from  which  she  is  separated  by  a  vast  sea,  and 
the  relations  in  which  the  United  States  stands  to  those 
colonies,  some  of  which  are  in  juxtaposition  with  them,  con- 
stitute a  fit  case  for  such  an  exception. 

It  is  true  that  the  late  administration  did  authorize 
Mr.  Gallatin  to  treat  with  Great  Britain  upon  the  basis  of 


the  rule  which  has  been  stated,  but  it  was  with  the  ex- 
press understanding  that  some  competent  provision  should 
be  made  in  the  treaty  to  guard  i^ainst  the  British  mono- 
poly of  the  transportation  of  our  own  produce  passing 
through  Canada.  Hr.  Gallatin  was  informed  "  that  the 
Unittxl  States  consent  to  waive  '  the  demand  which  they 
have  heretofore  made  of  the  admission  of  their  produc- 
tions into  British  colonies  at  the  same  and  no  higher  rate 
of  duty  as  similar  productions  are  chargeable  with  when 
imported  from  one  into  another  British  colony,  with  the 
exception  of  4ur  produce  descending  the  St.  Lawrence 
and  the  Sorrel.'"  » 

There  was  no  abandonment  of  our  right,  no  condemna- 
tion of  the  previous  conduct  of  our  Government,  no 
humiliating  admission  that  we  had  put  forth,  and  too  tena- 
ciously clung  to,  unsustainable  pretensions,  and  that  Great 
Britain  had  all  along  been  in  the  right.  We  only  fore- 
bore,  for  the  present,  to  assert  a  riglit,  leaving  our- 
selves at  liberty,  subsequently,  to  resume  it.  What  Mr. 
Gallatin  was  authorized  to  do,  was  to  make  a  temporary 
concestton,  and  it  was  proposed  with  this  preliminary 
annunciation:  ■'  But,  notwithstanding,  on  a  ftill  consdera- 
tion  of  the  whole  subject,  the  President,  anxious  to  give  a 
strong  proof  to  Great  Britain  of  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  to  arrange  this  long  con- 
tested matter  of  the  colonial  intercourse,  in  a  manner 
mutually  satisfactory,  authorizes  you,"  See.  And  Mr. 
Gallatin  was  required  "  to  endeavor  to  make  a  lively  im- 
pression on  the  British  Government  of  the  conciliatory 
spirit  of  that  of  the  United  States,  wUch  has  dictated  the 
present  liberal  offer,  and  of  their  expectation  to  meet,  in 
the  progress  of  your  negoUations,  with  a  corresponding 
friendly  disposition." 

Now,  sir,  keeping  ughl  of  the  object  wliich  the  late 
Secretary  of  Sute  had  m  view,  the  opening  of  the  trad* 
with  the  British  colonies,  which  was  the  best  mode  to  ac- 
complish it?  To  send  our  minister,  to  prostrate  himself  asa 
supplicant  before  the  British  throne,  and  to  say  to  the  Bri- 
tish King,  we  have  offended  vour  Majesty;  the  Ute  Ameri- 
can administration  brought  forward  pretensions  which  we 
cannot  sustain,  and  they  too  long  and  too  tenaciously 
adhered  to  them.  Your  Majesty  was  always  in  the  right. 
But  we  hope  that  your  Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  recollect  that  it  was  not  we,  who  are  now  in  possesaon 
of  the  American  power,  but  those  who  have  been  ex- 
pelled from  it,  that  wronged  your  Majesty;  and  tliat  we, 
when  out  of  power,  were  on  the  side  ot  your  Majesty. 
And  we  do  humbly  pray  tliat  your  Majesty,  taking  all 
mitigating  circumstances  mto  consideratvpn,  will  gracious- 
ly condescend  to  extend  to  us  the  privileges  of  the  British 
act  of  Parliament  of  1825,  and  to  grant  us  the  boon  of  a 
trade  with  your  Majesty's  West  India  colonies?  Or,  to 
have  presented  himself  before  the  British  monarch  in  the 
manly  \nA  dignified  attitude  of  a  minister  of  this  republic; 
and,  abstaining  from  all  condemnation  or  animadversion 
upon  the  past  conduct  of  his  own  Government,  to  have 
placed  the  wKhdrawal  of  our  former  demand  upon  the 
ground  of  concession,  in  a  spirit  of  amity  and  compromise  i 
But  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  the  appointed  organ  of 
the  American  people  to  vindicate  their  rights  with  all 
foreign  Powers,  and  to  expose  the  injustice  of  any  un- 
founded demands  which  they  might  assert,  was  not  con- 
tent with  exerting  his  ingenuity  to  put  his  own  country  in 
the  wrong,  and  tlie  British  Government  in  the  right.  He 
endeavored  to  attach  to  the  late  administration  the  dis- 
credit of  bringing  forward  unfounded  pretensions,  and, 
by  disclaiming  them,  to  propitiate  the  favor  of  the  British 
King.  He  says  that  the  views  of  the  present  administra- 
tion, upon  the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  "  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are  the 
result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  tlie  only  earthly 
tribunal  to  wlucb  Uiclate  •doioi'tratioa  was  SQeoablo  tat 
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iM  acta.    It  should  be  sufficient  that  the  cImrm  set  up  by 
them,  and  that  caused  the  interruption  of  the  trade  in 

auentkin,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  those  who 
rat  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  their  succes- 
•ars."  Tlie  late  Secretary  of  State,  the  gfrntleman  under 
eonnderation,  here  makes  the  statement  tliat  the  late  ad- 
ministration  were  tlie  6rst  to  set  up  the  claims  to  which  he 
refers.  Now,  under  all  the  high  responsibility  which  be- 
longs to  the  seat  which  I  occupy,  I  deliberately  pronounce 
that  this  statement  is  untrue;  and  that  the  late  Secretary 
cittoer  must  have  known  it  to  be  untrue,  or  he  was  culpa- 
bly negligent  of  his  du^  in  not  ascertaining  wliat  had 
been  done  under  prior  administrations.  1  repeat  the 
charge,  the  statement  must  have  been  known  to  be  un- 
true, or  there  was  culpable  negligence.  If  it  were  ma- 
terial, I  believe  it  could  be  shown  that  tlie  claim  in  question 
—the  right  to  the  admission  into  the  British  West  Indies 
of  the  produce  of  the  United  States  upon  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  sinular  produce  of  the  British  continental  colo- 
nies, is  coeval  with  the  existence  of  our  present  constitu- 
tion; and  that,  whenever  the  occasion  arose  for  asserting 
the  claim,  it  was  asserted.  But  I  shall  go  no  further  back 
than  to  Mr.  Madison's  administration.  Mr.  Monroe,  the 
then  Secretary  of  State,  instructed  our  then  minister  at 
London,  upon  this  subject;  he  oegotiated  with  Lord  Castle- 
l«agh  in  respect  to  it,  and  this  very  claim  prevented  an 
adjustment  at  tliat  time  of  tlie  colonial  ques^on.  It  was 
again  brought  forward  under  Mr.  Monroe's  administra- 
tion, when  Mr.  Rush  was  our  minister  at  London.  He 
opened  a  long  and  protracted  negotiation  upon  this  and 
other  topics,  which  was  suspendedin  the  summer  of  1824, 
principally  because  the  parties  could  not  agree  on  any 
satisfiictory  arrangement  of  this  very  colonial  question. 

Thus,  at  least,  two  administrations,  prior  to  that  of  Mr. 
Adams,  had  brought  forward  tliis  identical  claim  or  pre- 
tenson  which  his  was  the  first  to  assert,  according  to  the 
late  Secretary  of  State. 

The  next  charge,  which  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  the 
official  defender  of  the  rights  of  the  American  people, 
preferred  against  his  own  Giavemment,  was  that  of  "omit- 
ting to  accept  the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament 
of  July,  1835,  after  the  subject  had  been  brought  before 
Congress,  and  deliberately  acted  upon  by  our  Govern- 
ment." Never  was  there  a  more  unfounded  charge 
brought  forward  by  any  native  against  his  own  Govern- 
ment)  and  never  was  there  a  more  unwarranted  apology 
set  up  for  a  foreign.  Government;  and  a  phun  historical 
narrative  will  demonstrate  the  truth  of  both  these  pro- 
positions. ■ 

It  baa  been  already  slated  that  the  negotiation  of  Mr. 
Busli,  embracing  the  precise  colonial  claim  under  consi- 
deration, was  stispended  in  1824,  with  an  understanding 
between  the  two  Governments  that  it  was  to  be  resumed 
on  all  points  at  some  future  convenient  period.  Early  in 
July,  1825,  neither  Government  having  then  proposed  a 
resumption  of  the  negotiation,  the  British  Parliament 
passed  an  act  to  regulate  the  colonial  trade  with  foreign 
Powers.  This  act  was  never,  during  the  late  administra- 
tion, either  at  London  or  Washington,  officially  communi- 
cated by  the  British  to  the  American  Government;  and  we 
only  obtained  it  through  other  channels.  Now,  if  it  had 
been  the  purpose  of  the  British  Government,  by  the  pas- 
sage of  that  act,  to  withdraw  the  colonial  question  from 
the  negotiation,  it  ought  to  have  communicated  that  pur- 
pose to  this  Government,  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  act 
of  Parliament,  as  supplanting  and  substituting  the  negotia- 
tion. But  it  never  did  communicate  such  purpose.  Tbe 
act  itself  did  not  specifically  embrace  the  United  States, 
and  offered  terms  which,  upon  the  face  of  the  act,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  United  States  to  accede  to.  It  requir- 
ed, for  example,  that,  to  entitle  Powers,  not  possessing 
colonies,  to  the  benefit  of  the  act,  they  must  place  the 
wvigatioa  and  Mnunecce  of  .fireat  Britain  upon  the  foot-. 


ing  of  Wie  most  fcvored  nation.  To  have  done  this,  wodi 
have  admitted  British  shipping  to  import  into  the  United 
States,  on  the  same  conditions  with  native  shipping,  tke 
productions  of  any  quarter  of  tlie  globe,  withotit  a  reci- 
procal liberty  on  the  part  of  the  shipping  of  the  United 
States  in  British  ports.  The  act  itself  was  differently 
constmed  in  different  colonial  ports  of  Great  Britain;  and 
an  order  of  the  local  Government  of  Halifax,  closing  that 
port  again^  our  vessels  fVom  the  5th  of  January,  was  sub- 
sequently revoked,  thereby  confirming  the  impressioB 
that  the  act  of  Parliament  was  not  intended  to  dispense 
with  the  previous  negotiation.  And,  to  conclude  this  part 
of  the  narrative,  as  late  as  tbe  30th  October,  1836,  Mr. 
Vaughan,  the  British  minister,  upon  being  interrogated 
by  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  was  totaify  uninstmeted 
to  afford  any  information  as  to  the  meaning  or  intent  of 
the  act  of  July,  1825. 

Meantime,  in  March,  1836,  more  dian  nx  months  after 
the  passsage  of  the  act  of  Parliament,  Mr.  Vaiig-han  m^ 
tified  the  Department  of  State  that  he  had  ••  received  m- 
stmctions  from  his  Majesty's  Government  to  acquaint  you 
that  it  is  preparing  to  proceed  to  the  jmpartant  negotia- 
tions between  that  country  and  the  United  States,  now 
placed  in  the  liands  of  the  American  ministerin  London." 
•  •  •  •  "The  negotiations  will,  therefiire, 
be  forthwith  resumed."  •  •  Here  the  negotia- 
tions were  spoken  of,  without  exception  of  the  cotoirial 
question,  the  most  important  of  them.  If  it  bad  been  in- 
tended to  withdraw  that,  no  time  could  have  been  more 
suitable  to  announce  that  intention;  but  no  such  annun- 
ciation was  made.  Mr.  Vauglian  was  informed  that  we  aJao 
would  prepare  for  the  negotiation,  (including,  of  coarse, 
the  colonial  question,)  ancl  Mr.  Gallatin  was  accordingly 
shortly  after  sent  out,  with  full  powers  and  instructions 
amicably  to  settle  that  question.  On  his  arrival  in  Eng- 
land, in  the  summer  of  1826,  he  was  told  by  the  Briti^ 
Government  that  they  would  not  negotiate  on  the  colonial 
question;  that  they  had  made  up  their  mind  from  the 
passage  of  the  act  of  July,  1835,  not  to  negotiate  about  it; 
and  he  was  informed  by  tbe  sarcastic  Mr.  Canning,  that,  as 
we  had  fuled  to  accept  the  boon  which  the  British  Go- 
vernment had  then  offered,  we  were  then  too  late! 

Such  is  the  state  of  the  case  on  which  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  so  authoritatively  pronounces  judgment 
against  his  own  Government  for  ''omitting  to  accept  the 
terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July,  1825'." 
He  adds,  indeed,  "after  the  subject  had  been  brought 
before  Congress,  and  dehberately  acted  upon  by  our  own 
Government."  It 'was  brought  before  Congress  in  the 
session  of  1825-6,  not  at  the  instance  of  the  American 
Executive,  but  upon  the  spontaneous  and  ill-judge<l  mo- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Smitb,]  and 
Mr.  Gallatin  was  informed  that  if  the  bill  proposed  by 
that  gentleman  had  been  passed,  it  would  have  been  un- 
satisfactory to  the  British  Government. 

I  have  another  objection  to  this  nomination.  I  beFieve, 
upon  circumstances  which  satisfy  my  mind,  diat  to  thb 
gentleman  is  principally  to  be  ascribed  the  introduction  of 
the  odious  system  of  proscription  for  the  exercise  of  tbe 
elective  franchise  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  I  understand  that  it  is  the  system  on  which  the 
party  in  his  own  State,  of  which  he  is  the  repnted  head, 
constantly  acts.  He  was  among  the  first  of  the  Secre- 
taries to  apply  that  system  to  the  dismission  of  clerks  in 
his  department,  known  to  me  to  be  highly  meritorious, 
and  among  them  one  who  is  now  a  Representative  in  the 
other  House.  It  is  a  detestable  system,  drawn  from  the 
worst  periods  of  the  Roman  republic:  and  if  it  were  to 
be  perpetuated;  if  the  offices,  honors,  and  dignities  of 
the  people  were  to  be  put  up  to  a  scramble,  to  be  deoded 
by  the  result  of  every  Presidential  election,  our  Government 
and  institutions,  becoming  intolerable,  would  finally  end  in 
a  despotism  as  inexorable  m  that  at  CoostuitiD^pk. 
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Sir,  the  necessity  under  which  we  are  placed  is  painful. 
Bui  it  ia  no  fault  of  the  Senate,  whose  consent  and  advice 
ire  required  by  the  constitution  to  consummate  this  ap- 
pointment, tliat  the  minister  has  been  sent  out  of  the 
United  States  without  their  concurrence.  I  hope  that  the 
[iiiblic  will  not  be  prejudiced  by  his  rejectiopj  if  he  should 
be  rejected.  And  I  feel  perfectly  assured  that,  if  the 
Governinent  to  which  he  has  been  deputed  shall  learn 
that  he  has  been  rejected  because  he  has  there,  by  his  in- 
structions to  Mr.  McLane,  stained  the  character  of  our 
country,  the  moral  effect  of  our  decision  will  greatly  out- 
weig'h  any  advantages  to  be  derived  from  his  negotiations, 
whatever  they  may  have  been  intended  to  be. 

Mr.  MARCY  said  that  he  had  intinMted  heretofore, 
more  than  once,  that  it  was  not  his  intention  to  offer  to  the 
Senate  any  observations  upon  the  main  question  now  be- 
fore them.  What  regarded  the  conduct  of  the  present 
minister  to  London,  was  better  understoo<l  by  other  mem- 
bers«  and  what  was  to  be  said  in  explanation  or  vindication 
of  it,  would  be  better  said  and  better  received  from  most 
of  them,  by  reason  of  their  great  experience  in  public 
afRiirs,  and  their  particular  knowledge  of  the  transactions 
which  have  been  brouglit  under  review  in  this  discussiun 
He  had  determined  that  it  would  be  liis  duty  to  trouble  the 
Senate  with  rcmhrks,  only,  in  case  topics  should  be  intro- 
duced into  the  debate,  with  which  he  might  well  be  suppos- 
etl,  from  his  local  situation,  to  be  particularly  acquainted. 

The  occasion  which  rendered  it  proper  that  he  should 
say  something,  had  arisen  in  consequence  of  what  had 
fallen  from^lw  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Clat.]  His  attack  was  not  confined  to  the  nommee;  it 
reached  the  State  which  he  [Mr.  M.]  represented  in  this 
body.  One  of  the  grounds  of  opposition  to  the  minister 
to  I^ondon,  taken  by  X\\c  Senator  from  Kentucky,  was  the 
pernicious  system  of  party  politics  adopted  by  the  present 
administration,  by  which  the  honors  and  offices  were  put 
up  to  be  scrambled  for  by  partisans,  &c. — a  system, 
which  the  minister  .to  London,  as  the  Senator  fron  Ken- 
tucky alleged,  had  brought  here  from  the  State  in  which 
he  formerly  lived,  and  had  for  so  long  a  time  acted  a  con- 
spictKHis  part  in  its  political  transactions.  I  know,  sir, 
ntid  Hr.  M.,  that  it  is  the  hab'.t  of  some  gentlemen  to 
speak  with  censure  or  reproach  of  the  politics  of  New 
York.  Like  other  States,  we  have  contests,  and,  as  a  ne- 
cessary consequence,  triumphs  and  defeats.  The  State 
is  large,  with  great  and  diversified  interests;  in  some  parts 
of  it,  commerce  is  the  object  of  general  pursuit;  in  others, 
manufactures  and  agriculture  are  the  chief  concerns  of  its 
citizens.  We  have  men  of  enterprise  and  talents,  who 
aspire  to  public  distinction.  It  is  natural  to  expect  from 
these  circumstances,  and  others  that  might  be  alluded  to, 
that  her  politics  should  excite  more  interest  at  home,  and 
attract  more  attention  abroad,  than  those  of  many  otlier 
States  in  the  confederacy. 

It  may  be,  sir,  that  the  politicians  of  the  United  States 
sire  not  so  liuti<lious  as  some  gentlemen  are,  as  to  discloa- 
in(?  the  principles  on  which  they  act.  They  boldly  preach 
what  they  practise.  When  they  are  contending  for  victory, 
they  avow  their  intention  of  enjoying  the  iruits  of  it.  If 
they  are  defeated,  they  expect  to  retire  from  office,  if 
tkey  are  successful,  they  claim,  as  a  matter  of  right,  the 
advantages  of  success.  They  see  nothing  wrong  in  the 
rule,  tliat  to  the  victor  belong  the  spoils  of  the  enemy. 

But  if  there  be  any  thing  wrong  in  the  policy  which 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  so  strongly  reprobated,  he 
should  know  that  this  policy  was  notcnnniiedto  tiie  minister 
to  London  and  his  friends  in  New  York,  but  is  practised  by 
his  [Mr.CLAT's]  own  political  friends  in  that  State;  he  should 
know  that  if  to  one  man,  any  more  than  any  other  now 
living,  tbe  existence  of  that  policy  is  to  be  ascribed,  it  is 
to  one  of  tlie  Senator's  own  political  friends.  The  prac- 
tice of  making  extensive  changes  in  the  offices,  on  the 
chaage  of  parties  in  that  State,  was  begun,  I  believe,  be- 


fore tlie  nominee  was  upon  the  political  stage;  certainly 
while  he  was  quite  a  young  man,  and  before  he  had  ac. 
quired  great  consideration  in  political  affairs.  I  must  be 
permitted,  sir,  to  say  that,  of  all  the  party  men  with 
whom  I  have  acted,  or  been  particularly  acquainted,  (and  . 
the  number  of  such  is  not  small,)  I  know  of  no  one  who 
lias  acted  with,  or  advised  to,  more  moderation  than  the 
person  whose  nomination  we  are  now  considering. 

When  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  condemns  the  pre- 
sent administration  for  making  removals  from  office,  and 
then  ascribes  the  act  to  the  pernicious  system  of  politics 
imported  from  New  York,  I  fear  he  does  not  sufficiently 
consider  the  peculiar  circomstanees  under  which  the  pre* 
sent  administration  came  into  power.  General  Jacksoa 
did  not  come  in  under  the  same  circumstances  that  Mr. 
Adams  did,  or  Mr.  Monroe,  or  Mr.  Madison.  His  acces. 
sion  was  like  that  of  Mr.  Jefferson.  He  came  in,  sir, 
upon  a  political  revolution.  The  contest  waa  without  a 
parallel.  Much  political  bitterness  was  engendered. 
Criminations  and  recriminations  were  made.  Sunders  of 
a  most  extraordinary'  character  flooded  the  land.  When  the 
present  Chief  Magistrate  took  upon  himself  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Government,  he  found  almost  all  the  offices^ 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest,  filled  by  political  enemies. 
That  his  cabinet  was  composed  of  bis  friends,  no  one  will 
complain.  The  reasons  for  thus  composing  it  will  apply 
with  considerable  force  to  many  of  the  officers  under  the 
heads  of  the  several  departments. 

If  some  dismissals  of  the  subordhute  officers  in  these 
departments  were  made,  it  will  not  be  asserted  that  all 
opposed  to  the  administration  were  discharged.  1  have 
lieai'ditconfideiitlyasserted,by  those  who  I  supposed  spoke 
with  knowledge  on  the  subject,  thut  many,  perhaps  a  ma- 
jority of  those  retained — and  almost  all  were  retained-- 
belong  now  to  the  opposition;  they  are  the  political  sup* 
porters  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky. 

I  have  good  reasons,  very  good  reasons,  for  believing 
that  it  is  tbe  gentleman's  rule  of  conduct  to  take  care  of 
his  friends  when  he  is  in  power.  It  requires  not  the  fore- 
sight of  a  prophet  to  predict  that,  if  he  shall  come  into 
power,  he  will  take  care  of  his  friends,  and,  if  he  does,  I 
can  assure  him  I  shall  not  complain;  nor  shall  I  be  in  the 
least  surprised  if  he  imitates  tlie  example  which  he  now 
so  emphatically  denounces. 

Now  I  am  up,  I  will  offer  a  few  words  relative  to  the 
much  censure<nnstructions  to  our  former  minister  to  Eng- 
land. I  must  say  I  have  discovered  in  them  nothing  to 
merit  or  provoke  tbe  harsh  strictures  bestowed  on  them. 
They  do  not,  in  my  opinion,  furnish  a  fit  occasion  fur  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  to  impute  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  as 
he  has  done,  with  passionate  emphasis  and  frequent  reite- 
ration, a  charge  of  falsehood  or  culpable  ignorance.  The 
language,  which  he  desired  might  be  taken  down,  it 
"  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  stated  what  was  false,  or  he  wascul- 
pably  ignorant  for  not  knowing  that  it  was  false."  The 
instructions  allege  that  those  who  first  asserted  certain 
claims  to  interfere  with  the  regtdations  of  Great  Britain, 
as  to  the  colonial  trade,  abandon  them,  &c.  The  Senator 
from  Kentucky  chooses  to  consider  this  f.  declaration  that 
the  late  administration  first  asserted  the  claims,  and  then 
abandoned  them.  If  we  admit  this  construction  to  be  the 
tnie  one,  to  what  does  it  amount?  He  does  not  deny- 
indeed,  it  is  expressly  admitted,  that  the  late  administration 
asserted  the  claims,  and  then  waived  them. 

What  is  then  the  mighty  difference  between  the  asser- 
tion in  the  instructions,  and  the  fact  as  admitted  here? 
We  are  told  that  the  late  administration  were  not  the  first 
to  assert  them — that  they  were  set  up  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  Mr.  Monroe.  If  this  pretended  fiilsehood  is  of 
such  a  flagitious  character  as  has  been  given  to  it,  it  is  na* 
tural  to  expect  that  it  would  change  very  essentially  the 
meaning  of  the  sentence.  If  there  be  the  least  error  in 
the  instructions,  it  is  in  the  use  of  the  word  first;  strike 
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out  that  word,  and  let  u«  see  whether  the  meanine  of  the 
sentence  is  materially  changed.  Whether  the  late  ad- 
ministration were  the  first  to  assert  the  claims,  and  then 
gave  them  up,  or  asserted  them  after  they  had  been  pre- 
viously asserted  by  Mr.  Monroe's  administration,  and  then 
gave  them  up,  is  very  nearly  the  same  thing.  Tf  there 
was  any  thing  wrong  or  reprehensible  in  asserting  claims 
or  pretensions,  and  then  giving  them  up,  the  censure  in- 
curred by  the  late  administration  for  so  doing  is  not  much 
mitigated  by  the  circumstance  that  a  preceding  adminis- 
tration had  asserted  similar  claims  or  pretensions.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  if  a  cause  of  censure  had  not  been  very 
much  wanted,  such  a  one  as  this  would  not  have  been 
hunted  up  and  put  forth  so  prominently. 

The  manner  in  which  our  late  minister  to  London  was 
instructed  to  conduct  the  negotiation,  may,  for  aught  1 
know,  be  unusual;  but  it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  cen- 
surable. The  whole  affiiir  presents  itself  to  me  as  a  very 
pljun  matter.  The  British  Government,  by  their  act  of 
Parliament  of  1825,  offer  to  the  United  States  a  partici- 
pation in  the  trade  with  her  American  colonies,  on  certain 
conditions,  the  particulars  of  which  it  is  not  at  all  neces- 
sary now  to  consider. 

The  administration,  for  some  reason  or  other — probably 
in  the  hope  of  getting  better — refused  the  terms  offered, 
and  claimed  more  advantageous  ones  as  a  matter  of  right: 
but  afterwards,  finding,  1  presume,  that  better  terms  could 
not  be  obtained,  and  their  claim  of  right  could  not  be  bus- 
tained,  concluded  to  take  those  that  were  first  offered, 
and  had  been  refused.  When  they  proposed  to  take  these 
terms,  the  British  Government  told  them  they  were  too 
late,  and  positively  refused  to  grant  what  it  had  before 
offered.  The  colonial  trade  was  lost  to  the  country.  The 
late  administration  attempted  to  recover  it — they  made 
■more  than  one  attempt  to  open  a  negfotlation  with  the 
British  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  that 
trade  on  the  very  terms  on  which  it  had  been  offered  to, 
and  refused  by  them.  This  was  the  situation  of  affairs 
when  that  admmistration  went  out  of  power.  The  com- 
mercial interests  of  the  country  required  that  their  suc- 
cessors, who  thought  the  terms  offered  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment should  have  been  accepted,  should  make  an 
effort  to  regain  that  important  trade.  As  negotiation  had 
been  repeatedly  and  peremptorily  refused  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  it  was  ncccssarj'  to  offer  some 
excuse  for  attempting  it  again.  That  excuse  was  formed 
in  the  public  and  notorious  fact  that  the  administration  of 
the  affairs  of  the  United  States  had  passed  from  the  hands 
of  those  who  refused  the  offered  terms,  into  the  hands  of 
those  who  thought  the  offered  terms  oufcht  to  have  been 
accepted,  and  who  censured  their  predecessors  for  not 
accepting  them.  Mr.  McLane  was  instructed  to  use  this 
fact  to  remove  any  obstacle  to  opening  the  negotiation  for 
the  recovery  of  the  lost  West  India  trade,  in  case  any  ob- 
stacle should  be  interposed  on  account  of  t!)e  manner  in 
which  the  late  administration  had  managed  this  affair.  I 
confess  that  I  cannot  see  any  thing  wrong  in  these  much 
censured  instructions.  1  see  no  invoking  of  favors  on 
party  considerations — no  abandonment  of  honor  or  digni- 
ty. Gentlemen  may  call  it  novel  diplomacy;  but  I  call  it 
pLiin  dealing,  and  the  result  has  shown  it  was  a  successful 
negotiation. 

Mr.  FOOT  said,  since  the  yeas  and  nays  are  ordered, 
and  our  votes  are  to  be  recorded  on  this  question,  and  es- 
pecially after  the  fri^ends  of  the  nominee  have  opposed  a 
resolution  of  inquiiy  into  the  conduct  of  tlie  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  and 
have  desired  the  members  to  examine  for  themselves,  I 
feci  it  a  duty,  and  esteem  it  a  privilege,  that  I  may  state  in 
a  few  words,  and  in  plain  terms,  the  gi-ounds  on  which  my 
vote  will  be  ^ven  against  this  nomination.  | 

Sir,  the  evidence  of  my  own  senses,  of  sight  and  hear-  • 
ing,  since  the  commencement  of  this  administration,  have 


produced  a  thorough  conviction  in  my  mind,  that,  npos 
the  true  Jeffersoman  principle,  viz. — "  Is  he  honest'  ii 
he  capable?  is  he  faithful  to  the  constitution?" — an  impe- 
rious sense  of  duty  on  the  question  which  will  be  propos- 
ed, viz.  "Will  U>e  Senate  advise  and  cooaent  to  the 
nomination?"  will  compel  me  to  answer  in  the  negative. 

A  resolution  has  been  offered,  to  instruct  «  standing 
committee  of  the  Seiukte  to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the 
nominee  in  relation  to  certain  very  angular  and  extraor- 
dinary occurrences.  This  has  been  opposed  by  hU  friends. 
It  has  been  stated  on  this  floor  that  there  are  papers  in 
possession  of  Senators,  ready  to  be  presented  to  the 
Senate,  or  to  a  committee,  sufficient  to  convince  any  com- 
mittee, or  any  member  of  the  Senate,  that  the  nominee 
has  stated  to  some  of  his  friends  and  partisans  certain  &cts 
in  relation  to  the  causes  of  the  explosion  of  the  late  cabi- 
net, which,  if  proved,  it  is  admitted,  ought  to  prereottbe 
confirmation  of  this  nomination. 

The  Senator  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mabct]  states  that 
"he  does  not  believe  these  statements  entitled  to  credit; 
he  does  not  believe  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  has  ever  made 
such  remarks  or  admissions  to  any  person."  The  Sena- 
tor from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clattoh]  proposes  to  introduce 
the  witness  on  this  floor,  if  desired.  I  shall  not  look  for 
any  admissions  or  confessions  of  this  nominee,  to  bis 
friends  or  elsewhere,  which  would  criminate  himself. 
Since  all  these  offers  have  been  rejected,  I  ask  no  further 
evidence.  In  fact,  for  myself,  no  evidence  of  what  my 
duty  would  require  on  an  occasion  like  the  present,  h«s 
been  wanting  since  the  letters  of  instruction  to  our  mims- 
ter  to  England  were  read  in  this  body  nearly  two  yean 
since,  and  which  I  then  pronounced  disgraceful  to  the 
country. 

The  Senator  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Sxitb]  ha«  said  •♦  that, 
for  the  instructions  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  i 
foreign  minister,  the  Secretary  is  not  to  be  held  resp<ma- 
ble;  the  President  alone  is  responsible."  Sir,  whatever 
may  be  the  views  of  tiiat  Senator,  it  is  no  rule  tor  me.  I 
hold  a  vei7  different  doctrine.  In  my  opinion,  there  is 
not  a  Senator  on  this  floor,  or  any  other  carefiil  observer, 
who  has  noticed  the  proceedings  of  this  administratim 
from  its  commencement,  wKo  is  not  IVilly  convinced  that 
there  had  been  "  behind  the  throne  a  power  greater  than 
the  throne  itself,"  which  has  directed  most  of  its  move- 
ments. I  will  not  (ay  there  is  leg^l  evidence  sufficient  to 
convict  a  man  before  a  court  of  justice;  but  there  a 
enough  to  produce  conviction  in  my  mind,  and  I  ancere- 
ly  believe  that  General  Jackson  came  to  this  place  fuUr 
determined  to  remove  no  man  from  office,  but  for  good 
cause  of  removal.  I  am  fully  convinced  that  the  wiiaie 
"  system  of  proscription"  owes  its  existence  to  Martin 
Van  Buren!  That  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet  was  ef- 
fected by  his  management,  and  for  his  benefit!  and  that 
the  hand  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State  may  be  traced  dis- 
tinctly in  another  affair,  which  has  produced  an  mlienatian 
between  the  first  and  second  officers  of  the  Govemraeoti 
and  also  in  relation  to  the  present  "  improved  condition  of 
the  public  press,"  and  for  the  great  abuse  of  the  patrto- 
age  of  the  Government!  And,  sir,  I  hold  him  respooa- 
ble  for  many  acts  which  I  can  never  approve.  Bat,  «r, 
this  is  not  Uie  first  time  that  I  have  pronounced  tiie  in- 
stnictions  given  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr. 
McLane,  then  minister  to  London,  and  the  negotiation 
with  the  court  of  Great  Britain,  on  the  subject  of  the  co- 
lonial trade,  to  be  degrading  and  disgraceful  to  the  nation. 
Sir,  it  has  ever  been  our  pride  and  our  g^ory,  that,  in  d 
our  diplomatic  intercourse  with  foreign  nations,  we  have 
never  admitted  our  country  to  be  in  the  wrong!  nor  has  she 
ever  been  proved  to  be  in  the  wrong,  before  the  late  hu- 
miliating and  disgraceful  correspondence  with  the  Britiib 
Government.  This  is  the  first  time  in  her  whole  histoiy, 
in  which  she  has  ever  begged  favors  of  royal  bounty.  And 
holding,  as  I  dn,  the  author  of  those  instructions  i 
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l>le  for  this  disgrace,  I  can  never  advise  the  President  to 
»cnd  the  author  of  such  inRtrttctions  as  a  minister  to  repre- 
sent the  interests  of  this  nation  at  the  same  court  where 
s]ie  has  been  so  disgraced — and  t  must  record  my  vote 
«^inst  the  nomination. 

Mr.  WEBSTEKsa'uI,  as  it  is  hif^hly  probable  that  our 
proceedinj^s  on  this  nomination  will  be  published,  I  deem 
it  proper  to  state  shortly  the  considerations-which  influ- 
-enced  my  opinion,  and  will  decide  my  vote. 

I  regard  this  as  a  very  important  and  delicate  question. 
It  is  full  of  re.sponsibility;  and  I  feel  the  whole  force  of 
«11  that  responsibility.  While  1  have  been  in  the  Senate, 
I  have  opposed  no  nomination  of  the  President,  except  for 
'Cause;  and  I  have  at  all  times  thought  that  such  cause 
should  be  plain,  and  sufficient;  that  it  should  be  real  and 
substantial,  not  uiifuunded  or  fanciful. 

I  have  never  desired,  and  do  not  now  desire,  to  en- 
croach, in  the  bllghtest  degree,  on  the  constitutional  pow- 
ers of  the  Chief  Maj^istrate  of  the  nation.  I  have  heretofore 
^one  far,  very  far,  in  asseiitiiiK  to  nominations  which  have* 
been  submitted  to  us.  I  voted  for  tlic  appointment  of  all 
the  gentlemen  who  composed  tlie  first  cabinet;  I  have  op- 
posed no  nomination  of  a  foreign  minister;  and  I  have  not 
opposed  the  nomiu.itions  recently  before  us,  for  the  re- 
or^nizatioa  of  the  administration.  I  have  always  been 
especially  anxious  that,  in  all  matters  relating  to  our  inter- 
course with  other  nations,  the  utmost  harmony,  the  great- 
cat  unity  of  purpose,  should  exist  between  the  President 
and  the  Senate.  I  know  how  much  of  usefulness  such 
harmony  and  union  are  calculated  to  produce. 

I  am  now  fully  aware,  sir,  that  it  is  a  serious,  a  very  se- 
rious matter  to  vole  against  the  confirmation  of  a  minister 
to  a  foreign  court,  who  has  already  gone  abroad,  and  has 
been  received,  and  accrediled,  by  the  Government  to 
-orliich  he  is  sent.  I  am  aware  that  the  rejection  of  this 
nomination,  and  the  q^ cessary  recall  of  tlie  minister,  will 
be  regarded  by  foreign  States,  at  the  first  blush,  as  not  in 
the  highest  degree  favorable  to  the  character  of  our  Go- 
vernment I  know,  moreover,  to  what  injurious  reflec- 
tions one  may  subject  himself,  especially  in  times  of  party 
excitement,  by  giving  a  negative  vote  on  such  a  nomina- 
tion. But,  after  all,  I  am  placed  here  to  discharge  a  du^. 
I  am  not  to  go  through  a  formality — I  am  to  perform  a 
substantial  and  responsible  duty.  I  am  to  advise  the  PrC' 
sident  in  matters  of  appointment.  This  is  my  constitu 
ttoiial  oblig^aiion;  and  1  sliall  perform  it  conscientiously 
and  fearlessly.  I  am  bound  to  say,  then,  sir,  that,  for  one, 
I  do  not  advise  nor  consent  to  this  nomination.-  I  do  not 
tlunk  it  a  fit  and  proper  nomination;  and  my  reasons  are 
found  in  the  letter  of  instructions,  written  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  on  the  20th  of  July,  1339,  to  Mr.  McLane,  then 
^oing  to  the  court  of  Kngland  as  American  minister.  I 
think  those  instructions  derogatory,  in  a  high  degree,  to 
the  ohanicter  and  honor  of  the  country.  I  think  they 
show  a  manifest  disposition,  in  the  writer  of  them,  to  es- 
taMish  a  <listinction  between  his  country  and  his  party;  to 
place  that  party  above  the  country-;  to  make  interest  at  a 
foreign  court  for  that  party,  rather  than  for  the  country; 
to  persuade  the  English  ministry  and  the  English  monarch 
that  tliey  had  an  interest  in  maintaining  m  the  United 
States  the  ascendancy  of  the  party  to  which  the  writer 
belon^d.  Thinking  thus  of  the  purpose  and  object  of 
these  instructions,  I  cannot  be  of  opinion  that  their  author 
is  a  proper  representative  of  the  United  States  at  that 
court.  I'herelbre  it  is  that  I  propose  to  vote  against  his 
uominatioo.  U  is  the  first  time,  I  believe,  in  modern  di- 
plomacy, it  is  ceiiainly  the  first  time  in  our  history,  in 
which  a  minister  to  a  foreign  court  has  sought  to  make 
favor  fur  one  parly  at  home  against  another;  or  has  stoop- 
ed from  being  the  representative  of  the  whole  country, 
to  be  the  representative  of  a  party.  And  as  this  is  the 
iirst  instiiioe  in  our  history  of  any  such  transaction,  so  [ 
intend  to  do  all  in  my  power  to  make  it  the  List.  For  one. 
Vol.  VIII.— 84 


I  set  my  mark  of  disapprobation  upon  it;  I  contribute  my 
voice  and  my  vote  to  make  it  a  negative  example,  to  be 
shimned  and  avoided  by  all  future  ministers  of  the  United 
States.  If,  in  a  deUberatc  and  formal  letter  of  instruc- 
tions, admonitions  and  directions  are  given  to  a  minister, 
and  repeated,  once  and  again,  to  urge  these  mere  party 
conaderations  on  the  forei|^  Government,  to  what  extent 
is  it  probable  the  writer  himself  will  be  disposed  to  urge 
theni,  in  his  one  thousand  opportunities  of  informal  inter- 
course with  the  agents  of  that  Government? 

I  propose,  sir,  to  refer  to  some  particular  parts  of  these 
instructions;  but,  before  I  do  that,  allow  me  to  state,  very 
generally,  the  posture  of  that  subject  to  which  those  par- 
ticulars relate,  lliat  subject  was  the  state  of  our  trade 
with  the  British  West  India  colonies.  I  do  not  deem  it 
necessary  now  to  ^  minutely  into  all  the  history  of  that 
trade.  The  occasion  does  not  call  for  it.  All  know  that, 
by  tlie  convention  of  ISlJ,  a  reciprocity  of  intercourse 
was  established  between  us  and  Great  Britain.  The  ships 
of  botli  countries  were  allowed  to  pass  to  and  from  each 
other  respectively,  with  the  same  cargoes,  and  subject  to 
the  same  duties.  But  this  arrangement  did  not  extend  to 
the  British  West  Indies.  There  our  intercourse  was  cut 
off.  Various  discriminating  and  retaliatory  acts  were  pass- 
ed by  England  and  by  the  United  States.  Eventually,  in 
the  summer  of  1825,  the  English  Parliament  passed  an 
act  offering  reciprocity,  so  far  as  the  mere  carrying  trade 
was  concerned,  to  all  nations  who  might  choose,  within  one 
year,  to  accept  that  offer. 

Mr.  Adams's  administration  did  not  accept  that  offeri 
first,  because  it  was  never  officially  communicated  to  it; 
secondly,  because,  only  a  few  months  before,  a  negotia- 
tion on  the  very  same  subject  had  been  suspended,  with 
an  understanding  that  it  might  be  resumed;  and,  thirdly, 
because  it  was  very  desirable  to  arrange  the  whole  matter, 
if  posable,  by  ti'eaty,  in  order  to  secure,  if  we  cotdd,  the 
admission  of  our  products  into  the  British  islands  for  con- 
sumption, as  well  as  the  admission  of  our  vesseb.  This 
object  liad  been  earnestly  pursued  ever  since  the  peace 
of  1815.  It  was  insisted  on,  as  every  body  knows,  through 
the  whole  of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration-  He  woidd  not 
treat  at  all,  without  treating  of  this  object.  He  tlioug^t 
the  existing  state  of  things  Detter  than  any  arrangement, 
which,  wbue  it  admitted  our  vessels  into  West  India  ports, 
still  left  our  productions  subject  to  such  duties  there,  that 
they  could  not  be  carried. 

Now,  sir,  Mr.  Adams's  administration  was  not  the  first 
to  take  the  ground.  It  only  occupied  the  same  pontion 
which  its  predecessor  had  taken.  It  ^w  no  important 
objects  to  be  gained  by  changing  the  state  of  things,  un- 
less that  change  was  to  admit  our  products  into  the  British 
West  Indies,  directly  from  our  ports,  and  not  burdened 
with  excessive  duties.  The  direct  trade,  by  English  en- 
actments and  American  enactments,  had  become  closed. 
No  British  ships  came  here  from  the  British  West  Indies. 
No  American  ship  went  from  us  to  those  places.  A  cir- 
cuitous trade  took  place  through  the  islands  of  third 
Powers;  and  that  circuitous  trade  was  in  many  respects 
nut  disadvantageous  to  us. 

In  this  state  of  things,  sir,  Mr.  McLane  was  sent  to 
England;  and  he  received  his  instructions  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State.  In  these  instructions,  and  in  relation 
to  this  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  are  fotmd  the  senti- 
ments of  which  I  complain.  What  are  they.'  Let  u* 
examine,  and  see. 

Mr.  Vail  Buren  tells  Mr.  McLane:  "The  opportunities 
which  you  have  derived  from  a  participation  in  our  publio 
councils,  as  well  as  other  sources  of  information,  will  ena- 
ble you  to  speak  with  confidence  (as  far  as- you  may  deem 
it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  of  the  respective  parts 
taken  by  those  to  whom  the  administration  of  this  Go- 
vernment is  now  committed,  in  relation  to  the  course 
heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade," 
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Now,  this  it  neither  more  nor  less  than  nying,  '<yoii 
will  be  able  to  tell  the  British  minister,  whenever  ymi 
think  proper,  that  yoti,  and  f,  and  the  leadinir  persons  in 
this  adminiatratinn,  have  opposed  the  course  heretofore 
pursued  by  the  GoTemment  and  the  country,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  colonial  trade.  Be  sure  to  let  him  ki>ow  that, 
on  that  subject,  we  hare  h<Iil  with  England,  and  not  with 
our  own  Government."  Now,  I  ask  you,  sir,  if  this  be 
dipiified  diplomacy }  Is  this  statesmanship  >  Is  it  patriot- 
Ism,  or  is  it  mere  party?  Is  it  a  pro'of  of  a  hijjh  re^rtl 
to  the  honor  and  renown  of  the  wliole  eoiurtry,  or  is  it 
evidence  of  a  disposition  to  make  a  merit  of  belong'ing  to 
one  of  its  political  divisions? 

The  Secretary  proceeds:  "Their  views  (that  is,  the 


"You  rannot  press  this  view  of  tlie  subjiet  tix)  earnestly 
upon  tlie  consideration  of  the  British  miniitiy.  It  h»s 
bearings  and  relations  that  reach  beyond  the  immcd'iale 
question  under  discussion  " 

And  adverting  again  to  the  same  subject,  towards  the 
close  of  tjie  despatch,  he  says:  "1  will  add  nothing  as  to 
the  impropriety  of  siiffcring  any  feelings  that  fiiiil  thtir 
origin  in  the  past  pretensions  of  this  Government  to  I  ave 
an  adverse  influence  upon  the  present  conduct  of  Great 
BriUin." 

I  ask  aga'n,  Mr.  President,  if  this  be  statesmanship?  If 
this  be  dgnily  ?  If  ihis  be  elevafecl  n-gaid  for  counm  ? 
Can  any  man  road  ttiis  whole  despatch  with  candor,  >i.d 
not  admit  that  it  is  plainly  and  manifestly  the  wrilei's  «>b- 


views  of  the  present  administration)    upon    that   point  Ject  to  gain  cre<lit  with  the  British  miuisirr  for  llie  pre 
have  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  I  sent  administration,  at  the  expense  of  the  past?  Certahily, 


and  the  cmmsels  by  which  y«iur  conduct  is  now  directed, 
•re  the  resuR  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  tlie  only 
earthly  tribunal  to  wliieh  the  late  administration  was 
amenable  for  its  acts." 

Now,  sir,  in  the  first  place,  there  is\-ery  little  reason  to 
Sttppose  that  the  first  part  of  this  paragraph  is  true,  in  point 
of  fact.  I  mean  that  part  which  intimates  that  the  change  of 
administration  was  brought  about  by  public  disapprobation 
of  Mr.  Adams's  conduct,  respecting  the  subject  of  tlic  colo- 
nial tra<Ie.  Possibly,  so  much  was  then  said,  on  a  subject 
which  so  few  understood,  some  degree  of  impression  may 
have  been  produced  by  It  But  be  assured,  sir,  another 
cause  will  be  fi)imd,  by  future  Itistorians,  for  this  change; 
and  that  cause  will  he  the  popularity  of  a  successful  sol- 
dier, united  with  a  feeling,  made  to  be  considerably  exten- 
sive, that  the  preferences  of  the  people  in  his  behalf  had 
not  been  justly  regarded  on  a  previous  occasion.  There 
is,  sir,  very  little  ground  to  say  that  "the  only  tribnnal  to 
which  the  late  administration  was  amenable,"  has  pro- 
nounced any  judgment  against  it  for  its  conduct  on  the 
whole  subject  of  the  colonial  trade. 

But,  however  this  may  be,  the  other  assertion  in  the 
paragraph  is  manifestly  quite  wide  of  the  facts.  Mr. 
AdamsN  administration  did' not  bring  forward  tliis  claim. 
I  have  stated  already  that  it  had  been  a  subject,  both  of 
negotiation  and  legislation,  through  the  whole  eight  years 
of  Mr.  Monroe's  administration.  This  the  Secretary  knew, 
or  was  bound  to  know.     Why  then  does  he  speak  of  it  as 


ih'S  object  appears  to  me  as  plain  and  visible  as  the  stui  at 
noon. 

Lest  I  should  do  the  Secretary  injustice,  I  will  read  til 
that  I  find  in  this  letter  upon  this  obnoxious  point.  IT-cse 
are  the  paragraphs : 

"  Sue!)  is  llie  present  state  of  our  commercial  relations 
with  the  JBrilish  colonies,  and  such  the  steps  by  which  «e 
have  arrived  at  it.  In  reviewing  the  events  which  hate 
preceded,  and  more  or  less  contributed  to  a  result  so  much 
to  be  regretted,  there  will  be  fouml  three  grounds  upon 
which  we  are  most  assailable.  Vint,  in  otir  Um  long  and 
too  tenaciously  resisting  the  right  of  Great  Br  tain  to  im- 
pose pri  tecting  duties  in  her  colonies."    Second,  &c. 

"  The  opportiuiities  which  yoti  have  derived  from  a 
participation  in  our  pubic  councils,  as  well  as  other 
sonrces  of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  ccn- 
fidence  (as  fi«r  as  you  may  deem  it  proper  and  ust-fHl  sato 
do)  of  the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the 
administnition  of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  in 
relation  to  the  course  heretofore  (Hirsued  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  piiint 
nave  been  submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  Stxtrt; 
and  the  counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  dircctec*, 
are  the  result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only 
earthly  tribunal  to  which  the  late  administration  was  ame- 
nable for  its  acts.  It  should  be  sufficient  tliat  the  claims 
set  up  by  them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the 
trade  in  question,  have  been  expl.citly  abandoned  by  those 


set  up  by  the  late  administration,  and  afterwards  aban- 1  who  first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  their  sue 
doned  by  them,  and  not  now  revived?  icessors.     If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  tntc- 

But  tlie  most  humiliating  part  of  the  whole  follows:  jreiits  to  allow  us  to  participate  in   the  tiwie   w.ih  litr 
'^To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  administration  as  the  cause  colonies,  and  finds  nothing  in  the  extension  of  it  to  olheis 


of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otherwise  be  ex- 
tended to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  would,  tmder 


to  induce  her  to  apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  she  will,  we 
hope,  be  sensible  of  the  propriety  of  plucing  her  refiissl 


existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  could  not  {on  those  grounds.     To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  kite  adnrin's- 

"  ""  •-    .t  •    •  Iration  as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would 

otherwise  be  extended  to  the  people  ofthe  United  Stattsi, 
would,  under  existing  circumstances,  be  tinjust  in  ityelf, 
and  could  not  fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibil.ty.  The 
tone  of  feeling  whidi  a  course  so  unwise  and  nntt-nable  is 
c:dculatcd  to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  greatly  ag^- 
valed  by  the  consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  by  <>nicr 
in  council,  opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Rassta  ami  France, 
notwithstanding  a  similar  emission  on  their  part  to  accept 
the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825.  You  cainmt 
press  this  view  of  the  subject  too  eamtstly  upon  tlxr  coi- 
si<leration  of  the  British  ministry.  It  has  bearings  ai:d 
relations  that  reach  beyond  the  immediate  question  under 
discussion." 

"  I  will  add  nothing  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suffering 
any  feelinj^s  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  prctensioi.s 
of  this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence  upon  the 
present  conduct  of  Great  Britain." 

Sir,  I  submit  to  you,  and  to  the  candor  of  all  just  men, 
if  I  am  not  right  in  saying  that  the  pertailmg  lope 
I  through  the  whole,  is  not  American  rights,  net  Aroer.c»n 


fail  to  excite  their  <}eepest  sensibility. 

So,  then,  Mr.  President,  we  are  reduced,  are  we,  to 
the  poor  condition  that  we  see  a  minister  of  this  great  re- 
public instructed  to  arg\ie,  or  to  intercede,  with  the  Bri- 
tish minister,  lest  he  should  find  us  to  have  forfeited  our 
privileges,  and  lest  these  privileges  should  no  longer  be 
extended  to  tis!  And  we  hare  forfeited  those  privileges, 
by  our  misbehavior,  in  choosing  rulers  who  thought  bet- 
ter of  our  own- claim  than  of  the  British!  Why,  sir,  this 
is  patiently  submitting  to  the  domineering  tone  ofthe  Bri- 
tish minister,  >  believe  Mr.  Huskisson— [Mr.  CLAY  said, 
«  no,  Mr.  Canning."]— Mr.  Canning,  then,  sir,  who  told 
W  that  all  our  trade  with  the  West  Indies  was  a  boon, 
granted  to  us  by  the  indulgence  of  England.  The  British 
minister  calls  it  a  boon,  and  our  minister  admits  it  is  a  pri- 
vilege, and  hopes  that  his  royal  Majesty  will  be  too  gra- 
oio«is  to  decide  that  we  have  forfeited  this  privilege,  by 
our  misbehavior,  in  the  choice  of  our  rulei-s!  Sir,  for  one, 
I  reject  all  idea  of  holding  any  right  of  trade,  or  any  other 
righu,  as  a  privilege  or  a  boon,  from  the  British  Govern 
ment,  or  any  other  Government. 


At  the  conclusion  of  the  paiagi'spU,  the  Secretary  sat  s:  I  interests,  not  Amerion  defence,  but  denunciation  of  p«H 
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>rf  tensions  of  our  own  countrj',  reflections  on  the  past 
idministration,  and  exultation  and  a  loud  claim  of  merit 
or  the  administration  now  in  power.  Sir,  I  would  forgive 
n'.stakes;  I  would  pardon  the  want  of  information;  I 
roiild  pardon  almost  any  thing',  where  I  saw  true  patriot- 
itn  ami  sound  American  feeling^;  but  I  cannot  forgive  the 
icrifice  of  this  feeling  to  mere  party.  I  cannot  concur 
n  s.-nding  abroad  a  public  agent  who  has  not  conceptions 
n  htrge  and  liberal,  as  to  feel  that,  in  the  presence  of 
oreign  courts  amidst  the  monarchies  of  Europe,  he  is  to 
itaiul  up  for  his  country,  and  his  whole  country;  that  no 
ot  Mor  tittle  of  her  honor  is  to  come  to  harm  in  his  hands; 
hat  lie  is  not  to  sufTer  others  to  reproacli  either  his  Go- 
'ernm  ;nt  or  bis  country,  and  far  less  is  he  himself  to  re- 
>roach  either;  that  he  is  to  have  no  objf  cts  in  his  eye  but 
Imer'can  objects,  and  no  heart  in  iiis  bosom  but  an  Ame- 
•'.CJH  heart;  an-l  that  he  is  to  forget  self,  to  forget  party, 
;o  fi)rgi-t  every  sinister  and  narrow  feeling,  in  his  proud 
ui:l  luity  attachment  to  the  republic  whose  commission  he 
leais. 

!tlr.  President,  1  have  discharged  an  exceedingly  un- 
plcavnt  duty,  the  most  unpleasant  of  my  public  life.  But 
I  have  looked  upon  k  as  a  duly,  and  it  w«s  not  to  be 
ibiiniie<L  And,  sir,  however  unimportant  may  be  the 
Dpiiiion  of  so  humble  an  individual  as  myself,  I  now  only 
v'n\\  that  I  might  be  heard  by  every  independent  freeman 
n  tiie  Un'.ted  Slates,  by  the  British  minister,  and  the  Bri- 
ii\\  King,  and  by  every  minister  and  every  crowned  head 
a  t  irope,  wU  le,  stawliog  here  in  my  place,  I  pronoui-ce 
i>y  rebuke,  as  sulemidy  and  as  decisively  as  I  can,  upon 
ihis  first  instance  in  which  an  American  minister  has  been 
lent  al>road  as  the  representative  of  his  party,  and  not  as 
Ihe  reprcjoitative  of  his  countrv. 

Ur.  BKOWN  said  that,  unwilling  as  lie  had  been  to 
pirtic'pate  in  this  discussion,  he  could  not,  hi  justice  to 
111  own  feelings  and  to  the  distinguished  individual  whose 
lominatioii  as  minister  to  England  was  then  before  the 
Senate,  refrain  from  giving  utterance  to  the  mingled  sen- 
:in)euls  of  indignation  and  regret  at  the  course  which  the 
icbatc  had  taken — a  course  which  struck  him  as  ai  least 
ixiraorihnary,  and  extremely  unjust  towards  the  nominee. 

The  acrimony  with  which  Mr.  Van  Buren  h«il  been  as- 
ailed,  the  ep'.thets  which  had  been  so  liberally  bestowed 
ipoi)  him,  required  some  vindication  at  the  hands  of  those 
tha  were  favorable  to  confirming  his  nnminutinn,  against 
he  injurious,  and,  as  he  believed,  unwarrantable  chscrges 
vhicli  bad  been  preferred  against  him.  He  would  here 
like  leave  to  remind  genilemcn  that  reproachful  epithets 
iffjrdcd  but  a  poor  substitute  for  argument,  ami  more 
«pec:ally  when  mldresscd  to  a  body  whose  deliberations 
ihmild  be  governed  by  calm,  dispassionate  consideration. 

The  Senate  had  been  told  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
.Wr.  CtAt]  who  had  preceded  him  in  this  debate,  that 
'tr.  Van  Buren,  when  actin.;  as  Secretary  of  State,  had 
IsgTdced  his  country,  by  certain  expressions  contained 
n  his  instructions  given  to  Mr.  .McLane.  late  minister  to 
^njjland,  in  relation  to  the  negotiation  between  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  Great  Britain,  on  the  subject  of  the  West 
nilia  trade.  Waiving  all  discussion  as  to  whom  the  re- 
poiislbility  should  attach,  fur  instructions  given  to  our 
oreign  ministers,  whether  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  or  to  his  Secretary  of  Stale,  he  would  concede  to 
hose  opposed  to  tlie  nomination  the  principle  contended 
or  by  them,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  was  responsible 
"f  his  otiicial  conduct,  to  the  fullest  extent.  He  knew 
itr.  Van  Buren  too  well,  to  befieve,  for  a  moment,  that  he 
'•oulil  desire  that  any  shield  should  be  interposed  to  screen 
iim  from  a  proper  responsibility;  he  believed  he  would 
ooiier  court  the  strictest  inquiry,  than  endeavor  to  escape 
">m  it.  But  to  return  to  the  instructions.  What  was  the 
»iiguage  which  was  deemed  so  exceptionable?  In  order 
0  rmtive  the  impression  that  a  feehng  of  hostility  was 
elt  in  tbis  country  towards  Great  Britain«  which  the  im- 


provident course  of  the  late  administration,  in  relation  to 
the  West  India  trade,  had  produced,  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  had  alluded  in  his  instructions  to  the  change  which 
the  people  of  the  United  States  had  made,  in  those  who 
administered  our  Government,  in  the  following  language: 
"  The  opportunities  which  you  have  derivetl,  from  a  pal<- 
ticipation  in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other  sources 
of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  confidence 
(as  far  as  you  may  deem  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  ot 
the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  whom  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  jn  relation 
to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  nave  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are  the 
result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly  tri- 
bunal to  which  the  late  administration  was  amenable  for 
its  acts."  In  making  this  suggestion,  Mr.  Van  Buren  had 
asserted  what  was  most  true;  public  opinion  had  discarded 
the  late  administration  from  power;  and  the  party  to  whom 
the  people  of  the  United  States  had  committed  the  reins 
of  Government,  had  been,  and  were  then,  favorable  to 
the  proposed  arrangement;  he  could,  therefore,  recog- 
nise in  this  no  solid  objection;  but  to  his  mind  it  had  more 
the  appearance  of  the  captiousness  of  verbal  criticism,  than 
any  thing  else.  If  there  was  any  thing  in  the  language 
which  he  had  noticed  of  a  submissive  tone,  as  gentlemen 
had  supposed,  by  proceeding  a  little  further  in  the  instruc- 
tions, they  would  have  found  language  which  would  effect- 
ually have  removed  all  their  apprehensions,  and  shows  if 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  knew  how  to  use  the  language 
of  conciliation,  he  also  knew  how  to  speak  in  a  tone  of 
manly  firmness  when  urgingthe  just  claims  of  his  country. 

That  part  of  the  instructions  to  which  he  had  reference 
was  as  follows:  "  If  Great  Britain  deems  itadverseto  her 
interests  to  allow  us  to  participate  in  the  trade  with  her 
colonies,  and  finds  nothing  in  tiic  extension  of  it  toothei-s 
to  induce  her  to  apply  the  samfr  rule  to  us,  she  will,  we 
hope,  be  sensible  w  the  propriety  of  placing  her  refusal 
on  those  grounds.  To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  admi- 
nisti-ation  as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which 
would  otherwise  be  extended  to  the  people  of  the  United 
Slates,  would,  under  existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in 
itself,  and  could  not  fail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility. 
The  tone  of  feeling  which  a  course  .so  unwise  and  untena- 
ble is  calculated  to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  aggra- 
vated," &c.  Here  was  language  firm  and  spirited,  and 
indicating  any  thing  else  but  a  disposition  to  yield  or  com- 
promit  the  honor  of  the  countr)-;  and  he  covild  but  consi- 
der it  as  extremely  unjust  on  the  part  of  the  opponents  of 
the  nomination  to  single  out  detached  parts  of  the  instruc- 
tions, without  adverting  to  their  general  tenor,  and  view- 
ing them  as  a  whole — the  only  fair  rule  to  be  resorted  to 
in  the  exposition  of  public  documents. 

But  to  come  back  to  the  charge  of  disgrace  which  had 
been  so  strongly  urged  and  relied  upon.  How,  sir,  has 
the  minister  to  England  disgraced  his  country?  Where 
was  the  evidence  of  the  imputed  disgrace  to  be  found? 
Was  it  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  an  ai=rangement  had 
been  made  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Bribin, 
in  relation  to  her  colonial  trade,  substantially  on  the  very 
same  basis  as  that  proposed  under  the  administration  of 
Mr.  Adams?  And  were  gentlemen  who  then  approved 
that  measure,  now  prepared  to  condemn  the  present  ad- 
ministration for  havmg  succeeded  in  forming  such  an  ar- 
rangement with  the  British  Government  as  the  late  admi- 
nistration had  proffered,  and  had  fiiiled  to  accomplish? 
Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  it  appears  to  me  that  there  lies  the  rub: 
the  objection  to  Mr,  Van  Buren,  he  feared,  with  some 
gentlemen,  was  not  that  he  had  done  too  little,  but  that  lie 
had  done  too  much.  Under  his  auspices,  as  Secretary  of 
State,  a  restoration  of  the  West  India  trade  had  been  ef- 
fected, which  the  Ute  administration  had,  by  leveral  Mic- 
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cessive  misuons,  in  vun  endeavored  to  effect  for  several 
years. 

He  called  on  gentlemen  who  had  spoken  so  pathetically 
of  their  country's  disgrace,  to  adduce  some  proof  in  sup- 
port of  the  charge.  When  had  the  American  name  stood 
more  honored  abroad'  Under  what  administration,  from 
the  origin  of  the  Government  totltistime,  had  the  national 
character  lield  a  more  lofty  elevation  f  Tlierc  was  no  civi- 
lized country,  but  what  American  cliaracter,  American 
institutions,  were  themes  of  the  highest  panegyricj  and  in 
none  more  than  in  that  country  with  whom  tliis  dishonora- 
ble transaction  is  said  to  have  taVen  place.  The  lively 
sensibility  which  the  President  had,  on  all  occasions,  shown 
to  the  honor  of  his  country,  forbade  the  supposition  that 
he  would  ever  have  sanctioned  instructions  to  a  foreign 
minister  by  which  the  character  of  his  country  was  to  be 
compromised.  That  he""  had  authorized  the  language  of 
conciliation  to  be  used  in  the  instructions  to  the  minister 
to  England,  was  most  honorable  to  him.  From  what  Pre- 
sident could  a  spirit  of  conciliation  and  courtesy  towards 
England  come  with  more  propriety,  than  from  him  by 
whose  valor  in  the  field  her  pride  had  been  humbled? 

There  is  no  mark  more  infallible,  as  regards  the  de- 
gree uf  wisdom  with  which  a  nation  is  governed,  than  the 
respectability  of  that  nation  in  other  countries.  All  his- 
tory will  testify  to  the  truth  of  the  remark,  that  an  admi- 
nistration conducted  feebly  is  contemptible  abroadfand 
that  which  is  conducted  with  wisdom  and  vigor,  never  fiiils 
to  secure  respect. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  would  not  institute  a  comparison  between 
the  management  of  our  diplomatic  affairs,  under  the  pre- 
sent administration,  and  tliat  which  had  preceded  it;  and 
it  would  be  from  no  apprehension  that  the  result  would 
not  redound  greatly  to  the  credit  of  the  existing  adminis- 
tration. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  had,  he  believed,  while  acting  as  Secre- 
tary of  State,  accomplished  more  in  less  time  than  any  of 
his  predecessors.  Comparatively  inexperienced  in  the 
new  station  in  which  he  bad  been  called  to  act,  the  ease 
'with  which  he  had  adapted  himself  to  it,  the  rapidity  with 
which  he  had  comprehended  the  arduous  and  difficult  du- 
ties of  Secretary  of  State,  bore  honorable  testimony  to  his 
abilities  as  a  statesman. 

It  had  been  objected  to  the  nominee  that  he  had  intro- 
duced into  the  Government  of  the  United  States  the  party 
intrigues  and  discipline  said  to  prevail  in  his  own  State. 
Without  stopping  to  notice  what  he  considered  an  unjust 
reflection  on  the  pu'slic  character  of  a  great  and  patriotic 
member  of  this  confederacy,  he  called  upon  those  who 
made  the  charge  to  support  it  by  proof.  It  was  honora- 
ble to  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  both  public  and 
private,  that,  when  his  enemies  were  asked  to  furnish  evi- 
dence in  support  of  the  charges  urged  against  him, 
they  were  unable  to  fix  upon  him  any  one  of  them  by  the 
semblance  of  proof.  Possessing  talents  of  a  high  order, 
and  rapidly  growing  in  the  esteem  of  his  countrymen,  it 
was  not  •  matter  of  surprise  that  he  had  been  marked 
out  as  the  victim  of  unmerited  peraecution. 

Mr.  B.  could  conceive  of  no  adequate  reason  or  mo- 
tives for  rejecting  the  nomination  of  the  minister  to  Eng- 
land. He  was  peculiarly  fitted  for  the  station  which  he 
tlien  filled.  His  thorough  and  intimate  acquaintance  with 
the  commercial  relations  of  the  two  countries  pointed  him 
out  as  a  fit  and  proper  representative  of  our  interests  at 
the  court  of  Great  Britain.  The  State  of  New  York  had 
repeatedly  vouched  for  his  character  and  standing,  by  be- 
stowing on  him  the  highest  civil  honors  within  her  gift. 
Mr.  B.  said  he  therefore  considered  it  a  duty  which  he 
owed  to  the  country,  and  to  the  individual  then  represent- 
ing us  at  the  court  of  Great  Britain,  to  vote  for  confirming 
his  nomination. 

Mr.  EWING,  of  Ohio,  said  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
replying  to  the  honorable  Senator  fVom  North  Carolina, 


[Mr.  BnowK,]  and  with  a  view,  abo,  to  add  something  to 
what  had  been  said  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  M«- 
sachusetts,  [Mr.  Webstkii,]  who  had  placed  the  question 
before  the  Senate  in  nearly  all  the  aspects  in  wbien  it  bad 
presented  itself  to  his  [Mr.  E.'s]  mind. 

The  honorable  Senator  from  North  Carolina  has  said 
that  the  treaty  negotiated  by  our  minister  at  Londot, 
under  the  instructions  which  are  now  the  subject  of  ani- 
madversion, is  a  splendid  treaty;  that  it  has  yielded,  »r.d 
win  yield,  a  golden  harvest  to  our  people?  and  that  it  i> 
the  success  of  the  negotiation,  casting  all  others  in  the 
shade,  which  has  excited  envy  and  atiimBsity  against  the 
parties  concerned  in  that  brilliant  transaction.  Sir,  said 
Mr.  E.,  it  is  the  common  resort  of  all  men,  when  broagbt 
to  answer  for  a  misdemeanor,  to  retort  the  charge  of  envy, 
or  enmity,  against  their  accusers.  Pretences  of  this  kind 
can  always  be  advanced,  though  not  always  sustained;  and 
when  supported  by  evidence,  and  not  resting  o»  mere  as- 
sertion, they  are  entitled  to  no  weight,  except  in  those 
cases  in  which  the  accusation  to  be  repelled  rests  for  it» 
support  upon  the  evidence  of  the  envious  and  malignant 
accuser. 

What  has  it  to  do  with  the  question  before  the  Senate, 
whether  the  nominee  is  the  subject  of  love  or  hatred — of 
malice  or  good  will?  Here  is  no  room  for  falsehood,  and 
little  for  misconstruction.  We  have  before  us,  under  his 
own  sign  manual,  the  very  paper  on  which  we  must  acquit 
or  condemn  him.  We  have  it  before  us  here,  sir.  It  will 
go  abroad  to  the  nation  and  the  world  witli  the  sanction  or 
censure  of  the  Senate  stamped  upon  it.  Friendship  can- 
not brighten,  nor  envy  deepen  its  shades.  Before  us, 
and  before  the  American  people,  upon  its  own  merits 
must  it  stand  or  fall.  Nor  does  the  honorable  Senator 
touch  the  question  under  discussion,  when  he  telfa  us  that 
an  arrangement  effected  pursuant  to  these  instrootions  i» 
advantageous  to  the  United  States;  that  it  adds  to  our  cwn- 
merce,  and  puts  money  in  the  pockets  of  oor  people.  I 
neither  admit  nor  deny  his  assumptions  as  to  tliat  fact;  f«a- 
it  is  not  now  a  proper  time  for  the  discussion  of  that  sub- 
ject. On  another  day,  on  a  fit  occasion,  and  with  open 
doors,  shall  (I  trust)  this  matter  be  investigated ;  and  then, 
perhaps,  their  gulden  visions  will  vanish  into  air.  But  it 
is  not  the  arrangement  to  which  1  now  object,  but  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  sued  for.  Let  it  be,  if  gentlemen 
please,  a  splendid  boon,  a  golden  gift,  obtained  irom  Great 
Britain  by  the  superior  talents  and  favor  of  this  subtle  Se- 
cretary: that  gold  is  bought  too  dear  which  is  purchased 
at  the  expense  of  our  national  honor — which  is  sued  for — 
begged  (or  of  a  British  minister— knelt  for — prayed  for — 
before  a  British  or  any  other  earthly  throne. 

But,  sir,  said  Mr.  E.,  this  tone  of  submission,  of  sup- 
plication, and  apologj-,  is  not,  to  my  mind,  the  inost  ob- 
jectionable characteristic  of  this  paper.  We  have,  it  b 
true,  since  the  first  formation  of  our  Government,  been 
divided  into  pai'ties  at  home.  Our  people  have  differed 
in  the  choice  of  ther  rulers — sometimes  on  principle: 
sometimes  merely  as  to  men;  but  heretofore,  whether  in 
peace  or  war,  abroad  we  have  presented  an  undivided 
front.  And  never  before  has  there  been  a  solitary  in- 
stance in  which  our  dissensions  have  been  sent  abroad  ty 
the  accredited  agents  of  our  Government,  and  urged  u 
argument  for  the  consideration  of  a  foreign  Power.  Bnt 
by  this  despatch,  sir,  our  family  quarrels,  our  private  ani- 
mosities, which,  in  common  decency,  ought  to  die  within 
our  own  doors,  are  presented  in  bold  relief,  and  made  the 
subject  of  earnest  representation  to  the  Britisli  Crown. 
For  what  honest  purpose  is  this  thing  done?  Does  any 
honest  man  suppose  that  the  British  minister  or  the  Bri- 
tish monarch  cares  who  is  at  the  head  of  our  Government, 
unless  they  expect  to  profit  by  the  ascendancy  of  some 
individual  or  party?  If  it  were  "  the  countrv,  the  vho\t 
country,  and  nothing  but  the  country,"  which  the  Secre- 
tary sought  to  benefit  by  this  official  act,  why  did  he  urge 
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to  England  (for  it  mattered  not  to  tliem)  the  opinions  of 
the  dominant  party  in  this  country?  Sir,  the  American 
republic — the  nation — is  lost  sight  of  in  this  despatch,  and 
the  minister  is  instructed  to  present  himself  at  the  British 
court  M  the  emissary  of  those  who  had  come  into  power, 
*a  he  assumes,  because  they  supported  British  claims 
against  American  pretensions.  I  once  more  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate  to  a  paragraph  of  this  despatch. 

"The  opportunities  which  you  have  derived  from  a  par- 
ticipation in  our  public  councils,  as  well  as  other  sources 
of  information,  will  enable  you  to  speak  with  confidence 
(as  iar  as  you  may  deem  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do)  of 
the  respective  parts  taken  by  those  to  wliom  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Government  is  now  committed,  in  relation 
to  the  course  heretofore  pursued  upon  the  subject  of  the 
colonial  trade.  Their  views  upon  that  point  have  been 
submitted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States;  and  the 
counsels  by  which  your  conduct  is  now  directed,  are  the 
result  of  the  judgment  expressed  by  the  only  earthly  tri- 
bunal to  which  the  late  administration  was  amenable  for 
its  acts.  It  sliould  be  sufficient  that  the  claims  set  up  by 
them,  and  which  caused  the  interruption  of  the  trade  in 
question,  have  been  explicitly  abandoned  by  those  who 
first  asserted  them,  and  are  not  revived  by  tbeir  succes- 
sors. If  Great  Britain  deems  it  adverse  to  her  interests  to 
allow  us  to  participate  in  the  trade  with  her  colonies,  and 
finds  nothing  in  the  extension  of  it  to  others  to  .induce  her 
to  apply  the  same  rule  to  us,  she  will,  we  hope,  be  sensi- 
bleofthepropriety  of  placing  her  refusal  on  those  grounds. 
To  set  up  the  acts  of  the  late  administration  as  the  cause 
of  forfeiture  of  privileges  which  would  otherwise  be 
extended  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  would,  under 
existing  circumstances,  be  unjust  in  itself,  and  could  not 
£ail  to  excite  their  deepest  sensibility.  The  tone  of  feel- 
ing which  a  course  so  unwise  and  untenable  is  calcidated 
to  produce,  would  doubtless  be  greatly  aggravated  by  tlie 
consciousness  that  Great  Britain  has,  by  order  in  council, 
opened  her  colonial  poi-ts  to  Russia  and  France,  notwith- 
standing a  similar  omission  on  their  part  to  accept  the 
terms  oflered  by  the  act  of  July,  1825.  You  cannot  press 
this  view  of  the  subject  too  earnestly  upon  the  considera- 
tion of  the  British  ministry.  It  has  bearings  and  relations 
that  reach  beyond  the  immediate  question  under  dis- 
cussion." 

<*  I  will  add  nothing  as  to  the  impropriety  of  suffering 
any  feelings  that  find  their  origin  in  the  past  pretensions  of 
this  Government  to  have  an  adverse  influence  upon  the 
present  conduct  of  Great  Britain." 

Can  any  one  read  this  miserable  paragraph,  mystified 
and  involved  as  it  is,  and  doubt  for  a  moment  as  to  its  inter- 
pretation? "Tou  will  be  able  to  speak  with  confidence 
(as  far  as  you  may  think  it  proper  and  useful  so  to  do) 
of  the  course  pursued  by  those  now  in  power,  in  relation 
to  the  colonial  trade."  What  is  this  but  saying,  in  other 
words,  to  the  American  envoy.  Tell  the  British  minister 
that  we  who  are  now  in  power  supported  British  claims, 
and  opposed  American  pretensions,  as  to  the  colonial 
trade;  our  opinions  upon  that  subject  were  submitted  to 
the  American  people;  and,  because  we  entertained  views 
favorable  to  British  claims,  and  hostile  to  American  pre- 
tensions, the  people  placed  us  in  power,  and  prostrated 
our  opponents?  This  is  the  plain  reading  of  that  part  of 
the  despatch,  when  stripped  of  its  circumlocution.  Is 
this  true,  sir?  And  if  it  were  true,  is  it,  I  ask,  the  kind 
of  message  with  which  an  American  minister  is  to  be  sent 
to  a  foreign  court — thus  to  humble  and  debase  himself, 
and  degrade,  if  not  libel,  his  countrymen— especially  to 
the  haughty  court  of  Great  Britain? 

But  this  is  not  all.  Warmed  with  this  subject,  and 
new  light  breaking  in  upon  him  as  he  proceed^  the  Se- 
cretary closes  this  paragraph  in  his  despatch  with  this 
special  injunction:  "You  cannot  press  this  view  of  the 
subject  too  esmestly  upon  the  consideration  of  the  Bri- 


tish ministry.     It  has  bearings  and  relations  that  reach  be- 
yond the  immediate  question  under  discussion." 

"  You  cannot  press  this  view  of  the  subject  too  earnest- 
ly." What  view?  Why,  that  those  who  favored  Ameri- 
can pretensions  have  been  put  down,  and  we,  who  sup- 
port British  claims,  are  lords  of  the  ascendant.  •  But  why 
press  this  earnestly  upon  the  con»deration  of  the  Britisli 
ministry'  Because,  adds  the  despatch,  it  has  bearings 
and  relations  which  reach  beyond  the  Immediate  question 
under  discussion.  And  what  were  these  bearings  and  re- 
lations? On  what  did  this  view  of  the  subject  bear?  To 
what  did  it  relate  beyond  the  simple  question  of  the  colo- 
nial trade,  if,  indeed,  it  could  have  borne  on  that?  Sir, 
the  motive  lurking  in  the  heart  of  the  writer  of  this  de- 
spatch is  here  disclosed.  He  stands  the  self-declared 
representative  of  a  party — holding  out,  as  a  partisan,  pro- 
fessions of  submission  and  subservience  to  Great  Britain— 
and  claiming,  as  the  reward  of  his  adiierence  to  her  inte- 
rests, the  concession  of  privileges  which  had  been  with- 
held when  treated  for  in  the  name  and  in  behalf  of  the 
nation.  The  concessions  on  the  one  part,  and  the  boons 
and  privileges  on  the  other,  were  not  intended  to  termi- 
nate in  the  matter  then  under  discussion.  No,  they  had 
bearings  and  relations  which  reached  beyond,  very  much 
beyondi,  thrm.  Do  butconvince  the  British  ministry  that 
the  Secretar)'  is  devoted  to  their  will,  and  the  advocate  of 
their  interests,  would  they  not  in  turn  lend  their  aid  to  se- 
cure his  ad\'ancement?  Have  they  not  the  same  motive 
in  giving  a  President  to  the  United  States  that  Russia 
once  had  in  giving  a  King  to  Poland?  In  his  view,  it  was 
easily  done.  Let  the  ministry  yield  to  his  solicitations  as 
a  partisan  what  they  had  refused  to  the  manly  diplomacy 
of  the  nation;  and  let  the  American  people  feel,  or  be 
persuaded  that  they  feel,  pecuniary  benefits  resulting 
from  these  concessions.  Then  let  the  British  presses  be 
made  to  teem  with  praises  of  the  candor,  skill,  and  talent  of 
the  American  diplomatiiits.  The  weight  of  foreigfn  influ- 
ence, with  political  tactics  and  party  organization  at  home,  - 
he  might  reasonably  suppose  to  be  irresistible.  And  then, 
sir,  having  reached  the  summit  of  his  ambition,  could  he 
not  reward  his  august  friend  and  ally  by  yielding  up  other 
American  pretensions  to  other  British  claims?  Sir,  the 
British  nation  has  for  a  century  past  held  a  controlling 
influence  over  the  politics  of  Europe.  It  has  been  the 
"  setter  up  and  putter  down  of  kings."  States  and  na- 
tions have  received  their  gold,  and  become  their  pension- 
ers; and  it  is  not  probable,  if  the  lure  is  thus  held  out  to 
them  by  our  men  in  power,  that  they  will  be  slow  in  seiz- 
ing an  occasion  to  control  also  our  destinies. 

It  is  for  these  reasons,  in  addition  to  those  already 
urged,  that  I  have  made  up  my  mind  to  vote  against  this 
nomination.  I  have  reflected  on  the  subject,  deliberately, 
calmly,  and,  I  hope,  impartially.  The  office  is  high  and 
responsible.  The  stations  which  the  nominee  has  hereto- 
fore filled,  have  been  elevated  and  conspicuous.  I  have 
felt,  sir,  and  still  feel,  the  responsibility  imder  which  I 
act  in  refusing  my  assent  to  this  nomination;  but  I  refuse 
It  without  hesitation  or  doubt.  Sir,  if  a  man  without  for- 
tune and  without  name,  an  officer  holding  some  liun-ble 
post,  had  sinned  as  deeply  in  his  sphere  as  did  this  nomi- 
nee in  bis,  he  would  have  been  suffered,  by  common  con- 
sent_,  to  sink  into  oblivion,  perhaps  into  infamy.  And 
surely  our  censure  should  not  fidi  with  less  weight  on  the 
political  sins  of  the  high,  than  of  the  humble  in  station. 

In  coming  to  this  conclusion,  I  for  one  have  given  little 
weight  to  the  many  rumors  which  are  rife  in  the  land 
touching  the  poUtical  character  and  conduct  of  this  nojii- 
nee  in  other  matters  than  that  here  developed.  Some- 
thing, indeed,  it  has  weighed  upon  my  mind,  that  he  is 
now,  by  an  arrangement  which  appeara  to  be  his  own, 
our  accredited  minister  at  that  very  court  to  which  he 
thus  pressed  his  partisan  claims;  and  where,  if  he  chose  to 
do  it,  be  could  best  mature  a  project  for  bringing  foreign 
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influence  to  bear  upon  Irs  pol'tical  fortunes  at  liome.  j 
But  chiefly  I  rest  my  censure  upon  flie  despatch  which  is^ 
before  us,  ami  in  wliich  I  cannot  l>e  <)i.-ceived.  ; 

Mr.  POINnEXTER  ro<e,  and  sa'd  that  an  absence  of 
•everal  weeks  from  the  Senate,  occasioned  hy  indisposi- 
tion, hail,  as  he  was  informed,  been  the  cuise  of  some  de- 
lay in  the  final  action  of  the  Senate  im  tliis  i)om:nation. 

He  reprrettcd  the  circumstjincc,  and  even  nn.v  tliat  he 
was  enabled  to  resume  tlie  discharge  of  his  duties,  he 
could  but  ill  requite  the  kind  indulgence  of  the  Senate, 
in  postponinif  the  question  on  his  account,  by  any  eff<>rt 
of  his  to  investigate  the  cl  lims  of  the  nominee  to  publ  <; 
confidence,  inasmuch  as  the  del  cute  state  of  his  lieallh 
woidd  not  permit  him  l<i  enter  at  larjfe  into  the  various  in- 
terestinir  topics  which  had  been  adverted  to  in  the  re- 
marks of  the  honorable  Senators  who  had  preceded  liiui 
in  the  debate. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  P.,  I  have  r'sen  to  perform  an  implensant, 
but  an  iniper!«tive  duty,  from  whicli  I  cannot  withdraw 
without  subject  ng  my  motives  to  misconception,  or  mis- 
representation, in  relaiion  to  my  vote  (m  the  question  now 
before  the  Senate.  Having  nothing  to  gain  by  the  rejec- 
tion of  this  mimiuation,  and  '^otliing  to  hope,  ilhould  it  be 
confirmed,  I  can  feel,  Mr.  President,  no  other  sulicitiuK- 
on  the  subject  tlian  that  which  arises  from  a  sense  of  the 
solemn  duty  which  I  owe  to  my  country,  and  an  anient 
deaire  to  preserve  the  htnior  and  dignity  of  the  American 
people,  free  from  the  slain  of  that  moral  turpitude  and 
vicious  intrigue  which  cover  the  corrupt  Governments  of 
Europe  with  infamy  and  d  sgrace.  For  th'S  purpose,  ami  I 
for  no  other  purpose  whatever,  either  of  a  personal  or 

Solitical  cliaracter,  I  have  endeavored  to  inform  m^'si-lt, 
y  alt  the  means  within  my  reach,  of  the  facts  and  cir-  j 
cumstance*  touching  the  merits  of  tlie  Indlviilual  whose  j 
nominaticm  is  now  under  consideration.  I  have  ado|)te<l , 
this  course  the  more  n-adly,  because  it  was,  I  timU-rstand, 
on  a  previous  day,  recommended  by  honorable  Senators,  I 
in  favor  of  the  nominee,  in  i^rcftreitce  to  a  full  aiul  formal 
liiveitigation  by  a  committee  of  the  Senate,  which  harl 
been  proposed  by  an  honorable  Senator  fram  Maine,  [Mr. 
HoLXEi.]  Mr.  Van  Biiren  has  been  long  in  the  public 
eye,  has  filled  high  and  important  political  stations,  and 
the  influence  of  his  piibl.c  conduct  may  be  traced  in  every 
department  of  the  Government.  Whether,  therefore. 
Ilia  pre%'ious  acts  entitle  him  to  the  confidence  of  the  Se- 
nate and  of  the  nation,  is  a  question  which  each  gentle- 
man must  determine  fur  himself;  and  I  claim  for  myself 
the  humble  privilege  of  presenting  a  concise  summary  of 
the  grounils  on  which  I  hope  to  justify  the  vote  which  I 
shall  feel  bound  to  give  on  his  nomination.  The  evidence 
to  which  I  shall  reter,  and  which  has  operated  on  my  judg- 
ment in  this  case,  is  drawn  from  the  history  of  the  passing 
events  of  the  day,  and  the  statements  of  persons  of  higii 
standing  and  respeciability,  whose  integrity  and  veracity 
no  one  would  presume  to  doubt,  when  their  names  shall 
be  dischised. 

Sir,  it  is  known  to  all  who  have  looked  into  the  politi- 
es] movements  of  the  various  parties  which  have  contend- 
ed for  power,  within  the  last  five  or  six  years,  that  Mr. 
Van  Ruren  entered  the  lists  as  the  friend  of  General  Jack- 
son, long  after  the  commencement  of  the  administration 
of  President  Adams.  Prior  to  that  event,  he  had  lent  his 
influence  to  a  candidate  between  whom  and  Generaljack- 
son  there  existed  the  must  deadly  hostility.  The  admi- 
nistration of  Mr.  Adams  had  no  charms  fur  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren,  and  after  due  del.beration,  and  a  "judicious"  esti- 
mate of  the  probable  results,  he  became  the  advocate  of 
General  Jackson  fur  the  Presidency,  in  opposition  to  the 
incumbent,  whose  prospects  for  re-election  were  overcast 
with  doubt  and  uncertainty,  and  from  whom  he  coidd  ex- 
pect no  favors,  either  for  himself  or  hia  friends.  Tlie 
capital  wliich  he  brought  into  the  stock  of  political  influ- 
ence then  operating  on  the  Pi  Ciidenttal  election,  was  sup- 


posed to  g-ive  him  a  claim  to  the  highest  distinction,  in  Iht 
event  of  the  successful  termination  of  the  struggle.  At- 
cordingly  he  was  pLiccd  hy  General  Jarkami  at  the  brad 
of  his  constitutional  advisers,  preferring  him  t<>  citiier  il  9- 
tinguished  gentlemen,  whose  support  was  of  longer  du- 
ration, and,  to  say  the  least,  equally  efficient,  and  whcse 
talents  would  bear  an  advantageous  comparison  with  t.ie 
most  enl  ghteued  statesmen  in  the  world.  Thus  promot- 
ed and  flattered,  wielding,  as  he  did,  the  Eseculivc  arm 
of  the  nation,  permit  me  to  ask,  what  was  the  cuudiictuf 
Mr.  Van  Buren,  then  Secretary  of  the  l>epanniriit  of 
Slate?  Were  the  honor  and  welfare  «>f  the  cuuutrt',  or 
the  purity  of  its  character,  olijecis  nearest  to  liis  hr^rt? 
Was  his  mind  free  from  the  bias  of  undisciplined  amb.tjan? 
or  was  he  exclusively  devoted  to  his  own  t  Icvation,  rt- 
g.»r,lless  of  the  means,  or  o""  the  honor  of  liis  vrm-table 
chief,  and  of  the  integrity  of  the  parly  which  biou^U 
him  into  power'  1  cannot  answer  the -e  grave  qiie<iAiis 
by  any  thing  which  falls  within  the  scope  of  niT  own  per- 
sonal knowledge;  but  if  there  be  truth  in  fucts  w  hich  I  at  e 
been  detailed  to  me  hy  menofihe  first  mnk  :n  tiie  rsIkc, 
and  which  I  am  bound  to  believe,  until  contradctnl  by 
evidence  still  more  imposing,  his  whole  course  wasnAiktU 
by  a  systematic  tissue  of* dark  and  sluil.t  d  intrigue,  »lii<Ji, 
in  its  consequences,  swept  into  chaos  the  elements  or,iUt 
patriotic  baud  who  fought  li>e  battle,  an' I  giuiied  tl>e  spkn- 
did  victory,  in  1828,  which  placed  on  the  l>ro»-  uf  the  berti 
of  New  Orleans  the  civic  wreath  of  his  i^ruttful  cotiw- 
try.  n.scirding  all  personal  consideratiuiws,  for  I  have 
neither  revenge  nor  pol.t  cal  aspirations  to  gr.it Ty,  noil, 
if  I  had,  they  would  not  enter  these  walls  to  influence  ray 
del  berations  in  matters  of  national  concern,  I  ask  only  tli* 
I  gilts  of  truth  to  guide  me  to  a  decision  wliich  shall  ;.c- 
cord  with  strict  and  impartial  justice,  nn<l  secure  tu  ne 
the  approbation  of  an  enlighteiud  people,  ami,  aial  i> 
still  more  precious,  thesmflisof  an  approviii};  coi>»ciri>rc. 
If,  then,  the  friends  of  the  nominee  <letin  the  iiifursa- 
tion  which  I  have  received,  and  on  whicli,  for  tlie  present, 
I  must  rely,  inaccurate,  or  susc;-pttble  of  sati^fact<>iy  ti- 
planation,  I  invite  them,  I  urge  them,  in  justice  to  tlk-ir 
friend,  to  rescue  him  from  every  shade  <jf  !>uspiciun  »  bich 
may  be  cast  on  him,  by  tlie  appointment  of  a  comaiiuce, 
to  be  chosen  by  this  honorable  bialy,  who  shall  be  diall- 
ed with  the  iluty  of  collecting  all  the  testimony  which  on 
be  adduced  either  for  or  sg,tinst  the  nominee,  and  unk- 
ing a  faithful  report  of  it  to  the  Senate;  and  if  tlie  restut 
shoulil  be  such  as  to  satisfy  my  mind  that  the  nonuBte  a 
innocent  of  the  unworthy  conduct  whicli  has  been  aicr.i>- 
eil  to  him,  my  vote  will  be  given  in  favor  of  h:s  i>cna»4- 
tion,  with  more  real  pleasure  than  I  can  feel  in  obejii^ 
the  dictates  of  duty,  by  denying  to  him  my  support,  lo 
such  a  committee  I  amaiithnnzed  tu  fumi&h  the  uarorsof 
several  gentlemen,'high  in  the  confidince  of  tltecouutr;, 
who  are  ready  to  testily,  cm  oatli,  if  required,  to  all  u-e 
facts  which  they  have  authorized  me  to  communicaii:  to 
the  Senate  on  the  present  occasion,  in  a  n.itch  n-bieo- 
larged  and  satisfactory  manner  than  it  is  in  my  power  to 
give  to  them.  But  I  must  be  permitted  to  rcnurk,  liia'  ti 
this  invitation  is  declined  by  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buitn, 
my  vote  must  be  recorded  agalnkt  his  iiomiitation,  cub£> 
ing,  as  I  do,  in  the  honorable  sources  from  which  ni)  i> 
formation  is  derived.  1  forbear  to  dwell  on  the  novel  aou 
extraordinary  character  of  the  instructions  g'.ven  by  Idr. 
Van  Buren  to  Mr.  Mcl^ne,  our  hite  minister  to  Luadai!, 
on  the  subject  of  opening  the  West  India  trade.  "Ok 
views  presented  of  the  nature  ami  character  of  these  in- 
structions, by  other  gentlemen,  leave  me  nothing  to  a^^ 
but  the  expression  of  my  deep  regret  that,  under  any  Ci^ 
cumstances,  the  Secretary  of  State,  acting,  eitlur  uiKiti 
the  influence  of  his  own  passions  or  prejutliccs,  or  by  tbe 
instructions  of  the  President,  should  deem  it  cump^tbis 
with  the  dignity  of  his  station,  or  the  elevated  character 
of  liis  country,  to  approach  the  tlirome  of  a  (bre^  mo- 
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nircl>  in  the  style  of  supplication,  asking  favors  on  the ■ 
humiliating  assui-iince  that  the  party  to  which  he  belong- 
ed, f  xerciaing  the  powtrs  of  Government,  were  better 
cntitle<l  to  lii»  ten<lcr  mercies  than  their  predecessors  in 
oCicf ,  who,  it  seems,  had  been  guilty  of  the  crime  of  de- 
manding, under  color  of  right,  from  his  Majesty,  conces- 
s cm*  in  favor  of  Amei-ican  commerce,  which  a  moie  en- 
Iglite.ied  administration,  recently  brought  into  power  by 
»n  overwhelming  majority  of  the  people,  were  ready  to 
abandon  as  <Mifoiindc<t  **  pretensions."  Such  an  appeal 
wiia  nnnecftisary,  and  unworthy  of  a  statesman  represent.ng 
ibe  interests  an<l  honor  of  a  great  and  powerful  nation  in 
its  intei-course  with  forcigi)  Powers,  and  merits  the  re- 
proof of  this  honorable  body  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
Executive. 

But,  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  history  of  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Van  BcM-en  in  reference  to  hishitercourbC  with  the 
Clief  Magistrate,  ami  those  associated  with  him  in  the 
aliHinistratiim  at  the  scat  of  the  National  Guveinnienl? 
He  entered  the  councils  of  President  Jackson  with  sullen 
reserve  on  his  brow,  under  which  he  concealed  all  his 
opinions  on  the  great  (jnestions  wh.ch  agilateil  the  nation. 
He  ae!ze<l  on  circunwtances  which  pre-ex  sted  his  induc- 
tion into  office,  novel  in  their  diameter  in  this  country, 
but  famlKar  at  the  court  of  Liiuisthe  Fifteenth,  in  FRuiCe, 
and  of  Cliarles  the  Second  of  England,  by  niians  ol 
whicli  he  contrived  to  "ride  upon  the  wh.rlwind,  and 
direct  the  storm,"  and  tii  render  the  credulous  and  confid- 
ing chief,  whtise  Weakness  he  flattered,  and  whose  prejn- 
d.c-s  he  nourished,  subservient  to  all  his  pirposi-s,  per- 
s<inHl  and  political.  His  plans  of  operation  were  shrouded 
in  daikness  and  mystery,  and  executed  by  the  arm  of 
power,  nerved  by  the  recent  development  of  public 
opinion,  for  the  accompli3hm..-nt  of  his  ulterior  views, 
wliicli  knew  no  limit  slioit  of  controlling  and  directing  the 
des'in;e-(  of  tlie  nation.  'I'lie  es'ablislie<l  practice  of  every 
prec-ling  administration,  to  hold  cabinet  counc.ls,  vvas 
ubol:s!ied,  and  the  secret  machinery  of  polit.cal  niirlgiie 
w.is  put  into  snccessful'operation,  worked  by  the  skill  of 
tile  master  spir.t  beliind  the  curtain.  No  boar<l  of  con- 
sultation around  the  green  cloth  was  lield,  where  each 
member  was  required  to  unfold  his  sentiments  freely  and 
frankly  of  men  and  measures  connected  with  national  policy. 

No  princ  pies  were  promulgated  as  the  stamlard  b\ 
wh;ch  the  people  might  test  llie  claims  of  the  adni:n:stra. 
tioii  to  their  conlideiice  and  support.  Every  tiling  was 
involved  in  doubt  and  uncertainly,  in  order  to  catch  the 
breeze  of  popular  impulse  in  whatever  dircctiim  it  m  g!it 
set,  and  to  conform  to  its  overwhelming  influence.  The 
SdUtUern  politician  who  complained  of  oppression,  was 
soothed,  flattered,  or  threatened,  acconliiig  to  the  ther- 
mometer which  regulated  the  political  atmosphere  around 
tlie  walls  of  the  p.riace.  Tlie  monopol.sts  and  oflice  hunt- 
ers received  assurances  to  satisfy  tlieir  utmost  wishes  and 
expectations,  and  the  doctrines  of  the  "American  sys- 
te.ii"  were  achipied  and  repiuhated  according  to  calcula- 
tions founded  on  a  well  arranged  scale  of  political  profit 
and  loss. 

An  effort  to  restore  the  ancient  usage  of  cabinet  coun- 
cil-', made  by  a  few  of  the  moat  devoted  friends  of  General 
Jackson,  was  repelled  with  indignation,  and  the  fricnilly 
iiitciposition  falsely  ascribed  to  personal  hostil.ty  to  a  pai- 
ticalar  member  of  his  cabinet.  These  gentlemen  have 
ever  since  been  looked  on  with  disti-ust  and  suspicion  by 
tlie  Pres.dent.  ' 

Thus  protected  from  all  hiterference  on  the  part  of  liis 
nisociates  in  power,  and  from  public  animadversion,  Mr. 
"Viin  IJuren  sliaped  his  course  to  su.t  the  crisis,  keeping 
ete-addy  in  view  his  ultimate  elevation  to  the  first  office  in 
tiie  g.ft  of  a  free  people.  Possessed,  as  he  was,  of  the 
uiiliuiited  confidence  of  (Jeneral  Jackson,  lie  very  soon 
♦bund  free  access  to  his  ear,  and,  by  appropriate  advances, 
led  li'-n  into  8Xct.'*»«s  and  crrora,  fatal  to  the  tra.'.qnill  ly 


of  the  country,  without  affording  the  slightest  evidence 
that  he,  in  any  manner,  participated  h)  pmducing  the  re- 
sults which  he  an.xiousiy  dtsired  to  accomplish.  The 
proscriptive  policy,  pushed,  as  it  was,  to  exd  emities  which 
the  public  interest  d  d  not  seem  to  requii  e,  and  far  beyond 
the  practice  ofaiiy  other  Chief  Magistrate,  has  been  univer- 
sally attributed  to  the  advice  and  iiifliience  of  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
rcii.  This  system,  combined  with  the  whole  patronage  of 
Government,  was,  as  far  as  practicable,  placed  at  his  dis- 
crt  tion,  to  smooth  the  way  to  the  ulterior  object  of  his 
ambition.  He  made  himself  almost  the  sole  adviser  of  the 
President  during  the  first  two  years  of  his  administration, 
and  every  one  who  stood  in  his  way  was  made  to  feel  tlie 
power  ot  Executive  denunciation.  To  this  canscjnay  be 
attributed  the  unprovoked  rupture  between  the  nrst  and 
second  officers  of  this  Guvernnients  the  prostration  of 
those  noble  and  high-minded  friends  to  whose  unwavering 
exertions  and  lofty  eloquence  General  Jackson  must  feel 
liiinself  inilebted  for  his  success  in  the  late  contest  for  the 
Presidency;  and,  finally,  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet, 
and  the  consi  qiient  nomination  of  Mr.  Van  Buren  as 
minister  to  the  court  of  London. 

I  have,  Mr.  Pixsident,  been  put  in  possession  of  a  com- 
munication, tracing,  with  great  minuteness,  and  I  have, 
no  doubt,  accurately,  the  means  resorted  to  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren  to  produce  the  rupture  between  General  Jackson 
and  those  honorable  nieii  who  had  accepted  his  invitation 
lo  In  come  nienibcrs  of  his  political  family.  I  forbear  to 
read  this  paper  to  the  Senate,  because  of  the  pecular  mat- 
ters of  which  it  ticats;  but  I  hold  ni)  self  ready  to  del.ver  it, 
with  the  iKime  of  the  author,  to  any  committee  of  inves- 
ligation  which  may  be  appointed  to  emiiody  the  evidence 
on  tills  subject.  1  have  also  received,  from  a  gentleman 
now  in  this  cit)',  a  statement  of  a  conversation  held  with 
the  late  Secretary  of  State,  after  he  had  surrendered  the 
seals  of  office,  which  I  beg  have  to  lay  on  the  table,  as 
the  facts  it  details  are  intimately  connected  with  those 
transactions  which  liaic  occupied  so  large  a  share  of  the 
public  attention,  and  whicli  I  regret  to  say  have  never 
been  explained  in  any  manner  to  satisfy  the -moral  feeling 
of  the  country.  Of  the  writer  of  tliis  communication,  I 
have  very  little  personal  kiio\ilcdge(  but  he  has  the  most 
respectable  testinion  als  of  his  good  characti  r  and  con- 
duct; and,  I  am  infonned,  has  lieen  likiorably  kiioun  as 
the  ed.tor  of  a  jonrnal  in  New  York  friendly  to  the  pre- 
s,  nt  adm'nis;iai:oii  of  the  Go\ eminent.  For  myself,  I  do 
111)1  doubt  the  vei  ity  of  his  statement,  and  1  submit  it, 
without  comment,  to  those  who  desire  information  on  the 
matters  to  which  it  relates. 

.\!r.  Piesdeni,  in  addition  to  the  unbroken  current  of 
testimony  to  which  1  h.ive  already  adverted,  showing 
most  clearly  the  foul  means  employed  by  the  late  Secreta- 
ry of  Slate  to  appropriale  the  name  anil  well-earned  fame 
of  General  Jackson  to  the  advaiicenient  of  his  own  am- 
bitious projects,  and  to  ovli  throw  all  who  obstructed  his 
path  to  pol.tieal  pon-cr,  I  feil  it  to  be  my  duly  to  give  to 
llie  Senate  the  substance  of  a  conver.sation  which  took 
place  between  the  President  and  a  member  of  his  late 
cabinet,  simultaneously  With  its  dissolution.  Sir,  t!ic  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  who  made  the  statement  of  this 
intirview  is  too  f.<r  above  susp  c  on  to  need  from  me  the 
eulogy  wh  ch  his  cliaracter,  public  and  private,  so  justly 
merits.  His  ejection  fi  om  a  station  w  hich  he  did  iioi  seek, 
tlic  duties  of  which  he  discharged  with  so  much  credit  to 
himself  and  advantage  to  his  county,  is  a  melancholy  evi- 
dence of  the  frailty  of  political  friendships,  when  assailed 
by  the  rulliless  intrigues  of  an  amliitious  aspirant.  But, 
sir,  ttie  frowns  of  a  delinquent  friend,  clothed  with  the 
p.inoply  of  power,  are  impotent  and  harmless,  when  the 
.mended  v  ct.ni  is  protected  by  the  mild  radiance  of  vir- 
tue, and  tlie  shield  of  iniperisliable  honor.  The  President 
invited  this  gentleman  to  n  private  audience,  for  the  pur- 
l>oK  of  making  known  to  him  the  new  arrangements  on 
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which  he  had  determined.  He  commenced  with  an 
air  of  diplomatic  caution  and  studied  precision.  "Sir, 
I  submit  to  you  two  letters,  which  I  have  received  from  tlie 
Secretary  of  State  and  tlie  Secretary  of  War,  resigning 
their  respective  offices,  and  ask  for  them  your  serious 
consideration."  "  Sir,"  replied  the  astonished  Secretary, 
"  I  am  a  plain  man,  and  your  friend.  Our  intercourse 
has  been  of  long  duration,  and  you  know  that  diplomacy 
is  no  part  of  my  cliaracter  or  yours.  Be  so  good,  there- 
fore, as  to  tell  me,  frankly,  whut  you  intend,  and  what 
you  desire  of  me."  "Then,  sir,  I  will  inform  you 
that  1  mean  to  reorganize  my  cabinet."  "Very  well, 
sir,  I  liope  you  will  profit  by  the  change.  I  have 
not  been  your  friend  for  the  sake  of  office,  and  1 
wish  oiifly  to  be  informed  whether  my  conduct  while  in 
your  cabinet  was  satisfactory  to  you."  "Sir,"  siud  the 
President,  "I  have  no  fault  to  find  with  you."  "With 
tliis  assurance,"  said  the  Secretary,  "I  am  contented;  but 
allow  me  tg  inquire  who  is  to  be  your  Secretary  of  State  " 
"  Mr.  Livingston,"  was  the  reply.  "  Who  is  to  take  the 
Treasury  Department?"  "Mr.  McLane,  now  minister  in 
England."  "  Who  will  occupy  the  Navy  Department?" 
"  .Mr.  Woodbury."  "  And  pray,  sir,  who  is  to  replace 
Mr.  McLane  in  England."  "  Mr.  Van  Buren."  And  so 
tlxe  conversation  ended. 

The  inference  which  is  inseparable  from  these  disclo- 
sures must  be  obvious  to  every  man  whose  mind  is  in 
search  of  truth,  and  whose  judgment  is  free  from  the 
•'  malign  influence"  of  prejudice. 

The  finger  of  a  disciplined  intriguer  is  visible  in  all  the 
various  efi'uris  made  to  dismiss tparticular  members  of  tlie 
cabinet,  from  an  early  period  after  the  inauguration  of 
General  Jackson,  until  it  was  effected  in  183L  The  ob- 
ject cannot  be  mistaken;  and  at  this  day  the  managers 
scarcely  attempt  to  conceal  their  fixed  purpose  of  desig- 
nating Mr.  Van  Buren  as  tlie  successor  of  the  present 
CWef  Magistrate,  "  nolens  vokns,"  as  they  are  pleased  to 
express  it.  Sir,  on  what  data  can  we  reconcile  tlie  prompt 
and  unhesitating  answer  given  by  the  President  to  eacli 
inquiry  relating  to  the  individuals  who  were  to  compose 
the  new  cabinet,  other  tlian  a  preconcerted  and  explicit 
arrangement,  formed  on  mature  deliberation,  and  a  free 
and  full  consultation  with  those  whose  political  opinions 
he  was  accustomed  to  take  on  all  subjecis  of  gi-cat  and 
absorbing  interest  to  the  country? 

Is  not  the  fact  as  distinctly  known  to  every  one  acquaint- 
ed with  tile  political  niovenieiits  at  the  seat  of  the  National 
Government,  as  any  on  record,  that,  for  more  tlian  a  year 
preceding  t'.ie  rupture  of  the  lute  cabinet,  no  consultations 
were  held,  and  but  a  formal  intercourse  kept  up  between 
the  President  and  three  of  his  constitutional  advisers?  It 
cannot,  and  I  presume  will  not,  be  denied,  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  Stale  h.-id  so  managed  as  to  occupy  the  first 
phice  in  the  confidence  and  ati'ections  of  the  Chief  Magis- 
trate. Tlie  Oidy  rational  conclusion,  therefore,  to  which 
I  can  bring  niy  mind,  after  a  caieful  and  m^partial  examina- 
tion of  this  whole  subject,  is,  that  the  becretaiy  of  State, 
prior  to  his  own  voluntary  resignation,  had  not  only  ascer- 
tained that  a  general  sweep  was  to  be  made  of  all  those 
whose  iiiiluence  he  dreaded,  and  who  could  not  be  induced 
"  to  bend  the  knee  to  Baal,"  but  had  organized  a  new 
ca'jlnet,  and  "  tliougji  last,  not  least,"  hod  taken  especial 
core  to  open  an  avenue  through  whicli  he  might  with  safe- 
ty retreat,  and  plant  himself  in  a  situation  still  more  com- 
manding in  the  public  eye,  and  better  calculated  to  acce- 
lerate the  consummatio'fi  of  his  ulterior  purposes.  "  Who 
is  to  re|)lace  Mr.  McLane  in  England?"  "  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren." Sir,  the  time  at  which  this  declaration  was  made  is 
very  remarkable;,  it  precedtd  tlie  publication  of  the  mo- 
dest diplomatic  Utter  of  resii^nation,  in  which  the  Secre- 
tuy  of  State  .attempts  to  mystify  the  causes  which  had 
o;ifr;.ted  o;i  his  m;n;l,  in  surrendering  thi;  li'gh  ti-ust  to 
which  he  1i:h1  betn  calUd  by  tlie  I'lvsiclent.     Uc  artlnlly 


seeks,  in  that  anomalous  communication,  to  excite  the 
sympatliies  of  the  American  people  by  pretended  ■elf- 
immolation  at  the  shrine  of  pure,  disinterested  patriotisai. 
He  retired  to  the  shades  of  private  life,  to  disentangle  the 
administration  of  President' Jackson,  and  to  restore  har- 
mony in  his  councils!  No  sinister  motive  lin^red  ia  the 
mind  of  the  unbought  patriot — no  mission  to  London  in 
the  vista — but  the  noble  sacrifice  is  magnanimously  ofier- 
ed  up  on  the  altar  of  public  good,  with  the  reaerx'ation  of 
such  future  rewards  as  a  grateful  people  might  bestow  on 
one  whose  merits  could  only  be  excelled  by  the  purity  of 
his  intentions!  Sir,  would  it  be  credited  by  a  virtuous  and 
enlightened  people,  that,  at  the  very  moment  when  these 
higli-souled  sentiments  and  patriotic  professions  were  un- 
blushingly  thrown  before  the  world,  the  individual  who 
appropriated  them  to  himself  held  the  guaranty  that,  in 
lieu  of  the  office  which  he  resigned,  he  should  forthwith 
be  created  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipoten- 
tiary to  the  court  of  St.  James?  And  yet  the  fact  is  esta- 
blished by  the  conversatiou  I  have  quoted,  and  stronglT 
corroborated  by  the  letter  of  the  President,  in  which  he 
reluctantly  accepts  the  resignation. 

Mr.  President,  I  can  view  this  nomination  in  no  other 
light  than  the  result  of  a  systematic  couree  of  political 
gambling  and  intrigue,  originating  in  personal  ambitioii, 
and  prosecuted  with  unrelenting  ostracism  and  proscrip- 
tion on  every  high-minded  statesman  in  the  nation  who  re- 
fused to  subscribe  to  the  articles  of  faith  dictated  by  this 
nominee,  and  prescribed  as  a  test  by  wliich  tlie  patronage 
of  tlie  Government  should  be  dispensed  throug^hout  this 
widely  extended  country.  The  succession  to  the  Ptcji- 
tieiitial  chair  must  be  secured  to  tliis  court  favorite,  and 
the  means  to  accomplish  this  end  were  placed  at  his  dis- 
posal. Under  these  impressions,  1  should  be  guilty  of  a 
gross  dereliction  of  duty  to  the  President,  and  my  own 
conscience,  by  advising  and  consenting  to  this  nomination. 
I  beg  to  be  informed  of  the  necessity  of  so  much  haste  in 
despatching  a.^inister  to  London.  No  negotiations  were 
pending  which  required  the  presence  of  a  minister,  with 
full  powers,  at  that  court.  England  was  represented  here 
by  a  charge  d'affaires.  We  had  a  diplomatic  agent  there 
of  equal  grade;  and  surely  the  relations  between  the  two 
nations  might  have  been  sufiisred  to  remain  in  this  equita- 
ble condition  until  the  annual  meeting  of  Congress,  when 
the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  could  have  been  ask- 
ed before  the  public  chest  had  been  opened  for  the  outfit 
and  salary  of  a  minister. 

The  circumstances  connected  with  this  unnecessary  pre- 
cipitancy render  it  obnoxious  to  the  strongest  objectiooi, 
and  warrant  the  conclusion  that  it  was  designed  to  ope- 
rate on  the  action  of  the  Senate  in  their  del.berations  on 
this  nomination.  I  cannot  subject  my  opinions  to  the  con- 
trol of  a  premature  movement  on  the  part  of  the  Execu- 
tive. Sir,  I  am  aware  that,  for  this  independent  exercise 
of  my  best  judgment,  I  shall  be  denotmcedby  the  press  a> 
the  partisan  of  a  competitor  for  the  Presidential  chair.  I 
spurn  the  imputation.  At  my  time  of  life  I  have  nothing 
to  hope  from  the  smiles,  still  less  to  fear  from  the  trovtt 
of  any  man  in  power.  I  honor  the  man  whose  heart  it 
pure;  wlwse  actions  tlirough  life  exhibit  lucid  proof  that 
lie  is  honest  in  the  cause  of  human  liberty;  but  when  lao 
invoked  to  give  my  sanction  to  dark  intrigue,  political  ma- 
nagement, and  corruption,  at  the  hazard  of  incurring  tbe 
displeasure  of  "  those  who  fcel.power  and  forget  right," 
I  will  fearlessly  and  faithfully  discharge  tiie  trust  reponcil 
in  me  by  my  country,  by  a  firm  vindication  of  the  moral 
feeling  of  the  people  who  compose  this  young  and  gigaa- 
tic  republic.  I  will  reprove  and  correct  tlie  influence  of 
vice,  by  inflicting  merited  chastisement  on  all  who  perpe- 
trate it. 

[Mr.  FORSYTH  makes  no  apology  for  the  rough  sketch 
he  presents  of  the^remarks  made  by  liim  in  tlic  secret  ses- 
sions of  the  Senate  on  the  nomination  of  klr.  Van  Burea. 
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The  speeches  against  a  nomination  having  been,  for  the 
Brsttirne  in  the  history  of  this  Government,  thrown  before 
the  people,  it  is  <hic  to  the  perstm  assailed,  that  what  was 
s'.ig^l^sted  on  the  other  side  shotitd  be  known.  Mr.  K.  is 
«-eH  aware  that,  in  executing  his  part  of  this  duly,  he  has 
done  justice  neither  to  the  subject  nor  to  himself] 

I  regret,  Mr.  President,  said  Mr.  F.,  that  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  PoisnEXTBn]  has  been  so  long  ab- 
sent from  his  scat,  not  only  because  he  has  been  suffering 
pain,  but  bcouse,  had  he  been  here,  he  cmild  liave  esc-ip- 
ed  the  commission  of  numerous  errors  into  which  he  has 
been  ltd.  The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Burcn  have  not  ob- 
«tnicted  inquiry  into  his  conduct;  they  have  challenged 
ir^vcstigation,  offered  it  in  every  and  any  form  consistent 
with  the  obligations  of  the  Senate  to  its  own  character.  The 
Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  IIolmks]  shrunk  from  h'.s  own 
resolution.  It  was  laid  aside  by  the  votes  of  those  oppos- 
ed, contrary  to  the  votes  and  wishes  of  the  friends  of  those 
friendly  to  the  nomination.  That  Senator  was  distinctly 
invited  by  one  of  the  Senators  of  New  York  [Mr.  Mahci] 
to  specify  any  act  dishor.omble  to  the  character  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren,  and  a  pledge  given  that  the  inquiry  Into  it 
shouTd  be  made  in  the  amplest  manner  by  a  committee 
having  all  the  powers  necessary  to  the  establishment  of 
truth.  The  Svnatnr  from  Maine  was  distinctly  told  by  the 
Senator  from  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Hatjie,]  on  wl-.at  terms 
he  could  command  his  vote,  lie  was  told  to  cover  the 
ground  indicated,  by  proof,  and  he  wcidd  jo'n  in  the  con- 
demnation of  the  choice  of  the  President.  The  Senator 
from  Maine  deliberated  on  this  offer,  and,  after  delibera- 
tion, abandoned  his  resolution,  leaving  all  to  grope  their 
way  to  a  conclus'on,  as  accident  or  prejudice  mightdirect 
them.  A  promise  was  made  that  he  should  have  a  com- 
mittee if  he  woidd  venture  upon  it,  and  the  offer  was 
deKberateiy  and  most  unequivocally  declined.  Yet,  after 
an  this,  at  this  eleventh  hour,  the  Senator  from  Mis:iissippi 
says,  if  the  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Burcn  will  solicit  a  commit- 
tee, he  will  give  U.5  wliat  he  has  collected,  while  confined 
to  bis  sick  chamber,  and  on  which  his  own  opinion  is 
formed)  and  if  the  committee  is  not  raised,  he  will,  with 
this  matter  in  his  pocket,  voto  against  the  nomination,  in 
order  to  preserve  the  morality  of  the  nation,  endangered 
by  the  bestowal  of  a  new  office  on  a  pimbling  politician. 

As  the  friend,  personal  and  political,  of  Mr.  Van  Buren, 
I  reject  the  liberal  offer  of  the  Senator,  in  defiance  of  his 
threatened  negative  upon  the  nomination.  Let  him  unite 
with  those  who,  like  him,  are  so  anxious  to  preserve  the 
Tnorality  of  the  country  by  rejecting  a  man  whose  most 
o<lioiU  crime  is  his  rising  popularity  and  transcendent  abi- 
lity. The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  lUiren  will  not  degrade  him 
by  asking  a  committee  to  free  him  from  the  suspicions  en- 
'P'cnderedin  the  Senator's  mind,  in  his  search  after  correct 
information  from  sources  within  his  reach.  His  charac- 
ter wants  no  such  justification.  Does  the  gentleman  wish 
to  justify  his  vote?  Let  him  propose  a  committee;  he 
shall  have  our  concurrence.  Does  he  desire  to  convince  the 
Senate?  Let  him  produce  the  private  source.  Informa- 
tion which,  I  venture  to  say,  like  the  only  one.  he  speaks 
of  openly,  is  worthless  in  the  eye  of  any  man  who  is  not 
so  embittered  by  prejudice  that  lie  cannotsec  truth.  This 
letter,  by  a  former  partisan,  a  paltry  editor  of  a  paltry  new  s- 
paper,  and  to  prove  what?  That  Mr.  Van  Buren  said  that 
the  late  cabinet  was  dissolved  by  the  conspiracy  of  the  Vice 
President  to  drive  M.-yor  Eaton  from  the  ca  binet,  and  tliat 
lie  withdrew  to  escape  the  consequences  of  the  dissolution. 
Sir,  Mr.  Van  Buren  holds  no  surh  conversations  with  per- 
sons who  were  once  his  partisans,  and  now  his  enemies. 

But,  supposing  lie  had  declared,  or  does  entertain,  the 
opinion  imputed  to  him :  is  it  a  crime  which  disqualifies 
him  for  a  high  office,  that  he  believes  the  charge  made 
and  sought  to  be  established  by  the  late  Secretary  of  War? 
If  such  be  the  Senator's  opinion,  can  he  tell  us  how  far  the 
cxcluaoo  extends?  The  Senator's  letter  story  is  contra- 
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dieted  by  his  previously  expressed  opinion.  What,  sir, 
the  most  artful  man  in  the  world  proclaim  to  a  paltry  edi- 
tor that  he  acted  in  the  manner  indicated,  to  escape  the 
storm  consequent  on  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet!  If  it 
had  been  true;  if  such  had  been  h's  motive,  he  would  have 
sought  to  conceal  it  from  himself.  No  degree  of  confi- 
dential intimacy  could  have  tempted  an  artful  intrigtier  to 
such  a  disclosure.  The  story,  if  true,  proves  a  man,  whose 
extraordinary  prudence,  under  all  circumstances,  through 
a  long  life  in  the  stormy  politics  of  a  vexed  and  turbulent 
Stale,  has  gainc  d  him  the  confidence  of  his  friends,  and  call- 
ed down  upon  him  the  charge  of  consummate  artifice  from 
his  enemies,  to  be  a  silly  driveller!  a  simpleton,  opening 
his  budget  of  petty  motives  to  one  whose  trade  was  to 
thrive  by  making  himself  important  by  confidential  and 
oracular  disclosuresin  his  unknown  journal! 

.Mr.  Van  Buren  stands  in  a  strange  condition  before  usj 
from  the  beginning  of  this  administration,  before  he  came 
to  the  post  assigned  to  him,  until  the  present  hour,  he  is 
held  accountabTc,  by  a  certain  description  of  political  men 
in  this  country,  for  all  the  evil  that  has  been  done,  and  all 
the  good  that  has  been  omitted. 

Now,  sir,  if  he  is  accountable  for  every  thing,  if  his 
band  '»  to  be  traced  every  where,  let  him  have  credit  for 
the  good  that  has,  and  the  evil  that  has  not,  been  done. 
Balance  the  account  of  the  admitted  good  and  evil  imput- 
ed, and  the  result  will  fill  the  hearts  of  his  enemies  with 
the  bitteres'  disappointment.  But,  sir,  this  is  not  the 
jiiitire  intended  for  him.  He  is  responsible  for  all  that  is 
'coin|ilained  of.  Let  us  see  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[.Mr.  Poisdkxter's]  catalogue.  There"  were  no  cabinet 
councils.  Did  the  country  suffer  from  this  failure  to  fol- 
low the  example  of  late  administrations,  from  this  adher* 
ence  to  the  example  of  General  Washington?  But  there 
was  one  cabinet  council  called  to  s'.t  on  a  lady's  reputation. 
Indeed:  and  this  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  also  answerable  for; 
and  is  it  true,  sir,  that  the  honorable  menibcrs  of  the  late 
cabinet,  who  remained  so  tranquilly  at  their  posts,  enjoy- 
ing all  their  emoluments  and  honors  with  becoming  grati- 
fication, suffered  themselves  to  be  deprived  of  their 
accuston)e(l  rights  of  a  scat  and  voice  at  the  council  board 
of  deliberations  en  great  matters  of  vital  interest  to 
the  public,  and  yet  obeyed  the  beck  and  call  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren,  to  sit  uponalady's  reputation!  Of  what  stuff 
were  they  made,  that  they  did  not  distinctly  ascertain  if 
this  restriction  of  claimed  right,  and  tliis  insulting  call 
upon  them  to  step  out  of  their  appropriate  spheres,  was 
the  work  of  Mr.  Van  Burcn,  or  the  act  of  tb«  Prea- 
dent'  If  the  first,  why  did  they  not  demand  his  dismis- 
sion, and,  if  refused,  indignantly  tlirow  their  commissions 
in  the  teeth  of  the  Chief  Magistrate? 

The  omitted  cabinet  councils,  and  the  single  call,  were 
no  such  dreadful  oiTences  until  obliged  to  follow  Mr.  Van 
Buren's  example,  and  resign.  The  history  of  the  last  year 
establishes  the  wisdom  of  the  President  in  calling  no  cabi- 
net council  to  deliberate,  as  there  could  have  been  no  har- 
mony in  their  constdtations;  and  on  tlie  single  question  said 
to  have  been  submitted,  the  ex-cabinet  have  wown  them- 
selves incompetent  to  decide.  He  is  not  competent  to 
decide  on  a  lady's  reputation,  who  throws  out  of  view,  on 
the  question  of  how  slie  should  be  treated,  her  guilt  or  in- 
nocence. I  will  not  condescend  further  to  refer  to  the  trash 
with  which  the  public  presses  have  been  loaded  and  pollut- 
ed for  months;  and  unless  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  has 
better  evidence  than  the  public  has  yet  seen,  the  hope  of 
implicating  Mr.  Van  Buren  in  the  disturbances  that  pre- 
ceded the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet,  is  forlorn.  Let  us 
sec  the  next  crime  in  the  catalogue  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  [Mr.  Poikdkxter.]  nr.  Van  Buren  intrigued 
the  dissolution  of  the  late  cabinet,  taking  care  previ- 
ously to  secure  a  safe  and  prominent  retreat  in  the  mission 
to  England.  It  is  known  to  every  well-informed  man  in 
this  District,  that  >Ir.  Van  Buren,  by  Ins  admirable  tcm- 
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per,  his  conciliating  manners,  and  unwearied  exertions, 
kept  the  cabinet  together  long  afler  its  discordant  mate- 
rials were  so  well  ascertained,  that  its  dissolution,  sooner 
or  later,  was  a  matter  of  common  speculation.     Sir,  no- 
body doubted  that  the  parties  could  not  get  on  together, 
and  the  only  surprise  was  that  the  President  did  not 
proceed  to  restore  harmony   by  the  removal  of  those 
whose  disagreements  produced  the  discord.     But  Mr. 
Van  Buren  had  the  unparalleled  effrontery  to  resign  on 
motives  of  delicacy  and  disinterestedness;  and  as  this  mode 
of  conduct  was  so  unusual,  it  has  excited  a  vast  deal  of  sur- 
mise and  wonder.     The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Foibdkxteb]  has,  howcver,satisfactorily  to  himself,  solved 
the  mystery.     Mr.  Van  Buren  arranged  himself  into  a 
prominent  place  before  he  resigned,  and  a  new  cabinet 
to  suit  hu  ambitious  views.     Now,  sir,  as  to  the  proof  of 
tliis  preconcerted  arrangement  for  his  accommodation  and 
elevation.    The  President  told  somebody,  who  was  a  late 
Secretary,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  was  to  go  to  England,  and 
named  to  him  the  Secretaries  who  were  to  come  in;  but 
this  was  after  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  resigned.     In  the  in- 
terview, it  is  acknowledged  tl\at  Mr.  Van  Buren's  letter  of 
resignation  was  handed  to  this  volunteer  repeater  ofconfi- 
denUal  conversation  with  the  Chief  Magistrate.     But  the 
Senator   says  it  was  before  the  letter  was  published: 
thence  he  concludes  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  had  made  a  cat's 
paw  of  the  President,  for  the  promotion  of  his  own  views: 
a  most  logical  inference  truly!     And  this  new  cabinet  ar- 
ranged to  further  Mr.  Van  Buren's  unholy  ambition !  Istliere 
a  man,  woman,  or  child  in  the  country,  who  does  not  know 
and  feel  that  the  change  has  been  beneficial  to  the  public; 
that  there  is  now  more  strength,  more  virtue,  and  more  har- 
mony, than  there  was  before?    Is  there  any  man  who  will 
hazard  his  reputation  by  asserting  that  the  present  Secre- 
taries are  capable  of  being  made  tlie  instruments  of  any 
man's  ambition,  or  so  subject  to  the  undue  bias  of  indivi- 
dual influence  as  the  late?    Partisans  are  not  substitut- 
ed for  pure,  disintei-ested  patriots;  and  let  me  say,  sir, 
that  more  partisans  have  gone  out  than  have  come  in. 
But  this  mission  to  England  was  not  sought  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren:  his  friends  know  that  it  was  pressed  on  him  by  the 
President,  and  that  it  was  reluctantly  accepted  at  the 
earnest  solicitations  of  friends  who  were  satisfied  it  would 
promote  his  own  reputation,  and  redound  to  the  honor 
and  welfare  of  the  nation.     I  will  not  follow,  further,  the 
Senator's  lead.    Long  known  to  me  as  a  politician  and  as  a 
man,  acting  together  in  the  hour  of  political  adversity, 
when  we  had  lost  all  but  our  honor — a  witness  of  his  move- 
ments when  elevated  to  power,  and  in  the  possession  of 
the  confidence  of  the  Chief  Magistrate,  and  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people,  I  have  never  witnessed  aught  in 
Mr.  Van  Buren  which  requires  concealment,  paUiation, 
or  coloring— never  any  thing  to  lessen  bis  character  as  a 
patriot  and  as  a  man — nothing  which  he  might  not  desire 
to  see  exposed  to  the  scrutiny  of  every  member  of  this 
body  with  tlie  calm  conBdencc  of  unsullied  integrity.    He 
is  called  an  artful  man — a  g^ant  of  artifice — a  w^ily  magi- 
cian.    From  whom  docs  he  receive  these  opprobrious 
names?    From  open  enemies  and  pretended  friends.    In 
the  midst  of  all  the  citarges  tliat  have  been  brought  agsunst 
him,  in  shapes  more  varying  than  those  of  Proteus,  and 
thick  as  the  autumnal  leaves  that  strew  the  vale  of  Valam- 
brosa,  where  is  the  fiilse  friend  or  malignant  enemy  that 
has  fixed  upon  him  one  dishonorable  or  degrading  act'     If 
innocent  of  artifice,  if  governed  by  a  high  sense  of  lienor, 
and  regulating  his  conduct  by  elevated  principles,  this  is  not 
wonderful;but  if  the  result  of  skill,  of  the  or*  cefare  ortem, 
he  roust  be  more  cutmning  than  the  devil  himself,  to  have 
thus  avoided  the  snares  of  enemies  and  the  treachery  of 
pretended  friends. 

It  is  not  possible,  sir,  that  he  should  have  escaped,  had 
he  been  otherwise  than  pure.  Those  ignorant  of  his  un- 
rivalled knowledge  of  human  character,  his  power  of  pene- 


trating into  the  designs  and  defeating  the  purposes  of  his 
adversaries,  seeing  his  rapid  advance  to  public  honors 
and  popular  confidence,  impute  to  art  what  is  a  natural 
result  of  thooc  simple  causes.  Extraordinary  talent,  un- 
tiring industry,  incessant  vigilance,  the  happiest  temper, 
which  success  cannot  corrupt  nor  disappointment  sour; 
these  are  the  sources  of  his  unexampled  success — the  magic 
arts — the  artifices  of  intrigue,  to  which  only  be  has  resort- 
ed in  his  eventful  life.  Those  who  envy  lus  success  may- 
learn  wisdom  from  his  example. 

Having  disposed  of  the  catalogue  of  the  Senator  from 
Mississippi,  let  mc  advert  to  the  grounds  occupied  by  a  little 
army  of  objections  on  tlie  other  side  of  thisdiamber.  Hov 
many  sacriticesof  feeling  to  duty!  The  honorable  Senators 
of  Maryland,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  Ohio^ 
and  Kentucky,  are  constrained  by  duty  to  vote  again&t  his 
nomination — and  all  on  public  grounds — no  private  feelings. 
Oh  no!  nothing  like  it:  public  duty  against  private  feeling,  is 
the  order  of  the  day.  And  what  is  the  dreadful  public  crime 
he,  Mr.  Van  Buren,  has  committed?  Hear,  sir,  hear!  He  lias 
degi'aded  tlie  country  by  giving  instructions  to  the  late  min- 
ister to  Great  Britain,  Mr.  McLane,  about  the  West  India 
trade.  What  instructions?  Can  it  be  those  on  which  Uieact 
of  1 830  passed — those  which  have  been  among  our  printed 
documents  for  these  twelve  months,  forming  part  of  the 
President's  communication  to  Congress,  of  January,  1831? 
Have  those  honorable  gentlemen  who  are  now  so  allocked 
at  the  public  degra4ation,  so  eager  to  punish  the  author  of 
this-  national  disgrace,  been  sleeping  at  their  poets — no 
one  to  cry  out  to  ring  the  alarm  at  the  dangers  to  which 
the  public  honor  was  exposed — no  one  to  interfere  to  pre- 
vent the  United  States  from  being  placed  at  tlie  footstool 
of  the  British  throne?  Quietly  witne^ing  the  consum- 
mation of  the  crime,  passing  an  act  with  the  knowledge 
of  these  instructions,  to  secure  the  boon  which  they 
now  see  was  begged  in  the  name  of  party  from  the  Bri- 
tisl)  crown,  we  are  now  electrified  by  bursts  of  indigna- 
tion at  this  first  act  of  degradation  in  the  history  of  Ameri- 
can diplomacy.  What  a  spectacle  is  here!  How  long  is 
it  since  he  who  was  the  instrument  to  bow  us  down  belbre 
Great  Britain,  was  unanimously  confirmed  to  a  post  of 
honor  and  important  trust?  But  the  instrument  by  whom 
lie  was  ordered  to  act,  is  to  bear  the  punishment-  The 
author  of  the  instructions,  he  by  whom  they  were  given, 
is  too  high  to  be  reached  at  present;  the  author  of  the 
crime,  he  who  ordered  it,  escapes — he  who  commits  it, 
by  order,  goes  froe ;  he  who  conveys  the  order,  answers 
for  both,  and  upon  his  head  falls  all  the  indignation  of 
tliese  incensed  Senators,  acting  upon  public  ground^  and 
reluctantly  performing  a  painful — painful— duty ! 

Well,  sir,  to  this  degradation.  It  is  found  in  the  instruc- 
tions to  Mr.  McLane;  and,  to  make  out  their  case,  the  hon- 
orable Senators  from  Massachusetts  and  Kentucky  have 
given  usa  sketch  of  the  history  of  the  West  India  negotia- 
tion. Botli  brought  down  their  narratives  to  the  taunting 
reply  of  Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Gallatin,  given  during  the 
late  administration.  From  this  point,  both  tliesc  honoia- 
ble  Senators  found  it  convenient  to  slide,  no,  sir,  to  leap, 
over  all  intervening  events  to  the  instructions  to  Mr. 
McLane.  With  permission,  I  will  fill  up  this  little  uniin- 
portant  chasm.  The  terms  of  the  British  act  of  Parla- 
ment  not  having  been  accepted  by  the  United  States, 
American  vesseU  were  excluded,  by  an  order  in  council, 
from  tlie  British  West  India  ports.  Why  this  important 
interest  was  neglected,  we  have  been  just  told  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky,  "  the  late  administration  were  ignorant 
of  the  act  of  Parliament,  until  it  was  casually  seen  by 
them."  "It  was  not  officially  communicated  by  the  Eng- 
lish Government  to  our  Government."  "  Even  when  we 
were  colonies,  we  were  not  bound  by  British  acts  of  Pai^ 
liament,  unless  specially  named  in  them."  Indeed!  Is  it 
possible  tliat  the  late  administration  did  not  know  an  act  of 
Parliament  affecting  important  interests?    Where  were  all 
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our  sccredited  ministers  »nd  commercial  arents  in  Great 
Britain,  that  this  Government  was  not  informed  of  this 
measure,  known  to  all  Europe,  and  taken  advantage  of  by 
roost  of  the  Powers  interested  in  iti  But  it  was  not  offi- 
cially communicated  to  us.  Well,  sir,  was  it  officially 
communicated  to  any  other  Government,  interested  in  its 
contents  as  we  were? 

The  British  Government,  I  apprehend,  would  have  con' 
sidered  such  a  communication  a  ^oas  reflection  upon  our 
accredited  a^nts.  It  would  have  compelled  them  to  say, 
io  effect,  we  communicate  to  you  an  act,  supposing;  your 
accents  are  too  negligent  of  their  duty  to  send  it  to  you. 
What  were  our  ministers  and  agents  about  ?  How  were  they 
employed,  that  they  did  not  send  to  th?ir  Government 
this  important  information? 

But  the  last  excuse  is  worse  than  all.  Even  when  colo- 
nies, we  were  not  bound  by  acts  of  Parliament  in  which 
we  were  not  named  specially.  What  a  discovery !  and  it 
is  concluded  from  this  wise  recollection,  that  we  are  not 
now  bound  to  take  notice  of  acts  of  Parliament  not  spe- 
cially and  officially  communicated  to  us.  I  imagine  we 
are  not  bound  by  them,  communicated  to  us  or  not,  but 
we  are  bound  to  know  all  those  touching  our  interests,  and 
any  administration  is  severely  reprehensible  for  ignorance 
of  them,  and  for  failing  to  attend  to  those  that  bear  injuri- 
ously upon  the  interests  of  the  people.  The  act  was,  how- 
ever, at  last  known;  and  when  Mr.  Gallatin  presented 
himself  to  negotiate,  with  instructions  to  waive  all  claims 
that  were  formerly  presented,  and  had  prevented  an  ar- 
nngement,  he  was  tauntingly  told,  you  have  lost  your  day 
m  court — the  privilege,  the  boon  offered,  had  not  been  se- 
cured by  accepting  the  conditions;  we  have  taken  our 
course;  negotiation  is  not  our  plan.  Well,  sir,  what  said 
the  admiaiiAration,  of  which  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Kentucky  formed  a  part?  There"  was  an  act  of  Congress, 
requiring,  on  the  shutting  of  the  British  West  India  ports 
against  u«,  an  interdict  by  proclamation.  Smarting  under 
this  taunting  refusal  to  negotiate,  what  was  done?  The 
execution  of  an  act  of  Congress  positively  directing  the 
proclamation,  was  suspend^  by  Executive  authority  for 
two  months  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  and  during 
the  whole  succeeding  session,  to  see  if  Congress,  who  had 
been  prevented  the  preceding  session  from  legislating, 
the  administration  preferring  the  eclat  of  a  negotiation, 
could  not  legJsUte  the  Executive  out  of  the  difficulty  into 
which  he  had  placed  the  country  by  negligence,  or,  if 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  pleases,  ignorance  of  the  act 
of  Parliament.  We  all  know  how  that  effort  terminated. 
The  two  Houses  disagreed  about  the  mode  of  effecting 
the  purpose;  both,  however,  willing  to  take  the  privilege 
on  the  conditions  proposed  by  Great  Britain. 

The  Senate  passed  a  bill;  the  House,  under  the  influ- 
ence of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  amended  it,  and 
the  question  was,  whether  one  or  the  other  oblique  path 
should  be  trodden.  The  session  terminated  without  legis- 
lative enactment,  and  then,  and  not  till  then,  the  procla- 
mation of  interdiction  was  issued.  Thus,  sir,  smarting 
under  the  taunt  of  the  British  minister,  our  administration 
left  the  whole  trade  in  the  hands  of  Great  Britain  for  six 
or  eight  months,  sought  to  cover  itself  from  censure  by 
invoking  legislative  interposition,  and  then  was  compelled 
to  act  on  the  suspended  statute.  The  interdict  being  pro- 
cbumed,  the  trade  stood  upon  the  very  advantageous  foot- 
ing, according  to  the  Senator's  judgment,  which  we  have 
lost  by  the  negotiation.  Notwithstanding  we  were  enjoy- 
ing such  eminent  advantages,  the  late  administration,  m 
spite  of  the  Uunt,  directed  Mr.  Gallatin  to  try  again  to 
procure  what  is  now  disparaged,  by  opening  the  door  of 
negtitiation  after  it  had  been  shut  in  his  face.  He  was 
again  repulsed.  But  this  humiliation  was  not  enough.  Mr. 
Barbour  was  sent  to  London,  and  he  too  had  his  instruc- 
Uons,  and  went,  cap  in  hand,  knocking  at  the  closed  door 
for  negotiation.  Sir,  he  knocked  at  the  door  of  the  British 


ministry  under  circumstances  humiliating  in  the  extreme. 
If  a  gentleman  should  go  a  second  time  to  a  house,  the 
proprietor  of  which,  speaking  from  his  window,  had  direct- 
ed his  porter  to  deny  him  to  the  visiter,  his  visit  would  have 
been  somewhat  like  Mr.  Barbour'ssecondcall.  Yes,sir;yet 
the  humiliation  was  vain;  the  second  as  fruitless  as  the  first. 

Such  was  the  condition  of  this  question  when  General 
Jackson  was  placed  at  the  head  of  the  country.  One  of 
the  first  objects  of  his  administration  was  thfr  recovery  of 
the  British  West  India  trade,  an  arrangement  of  it  upon 
termsof  just  reciprocity,  satisfactory  to  both  parties,  and, 
therefore,  promising  to  be  permanent.  BIr.  McLane  was 
selected  to  go  to  England,  and  these  much  abused  instruc- 
tions prepared  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State.  Let  it  be 
remembered,  sir,  these  are  instructiotu  f^m  the  President 
of  the  United  States  to  the  American  minister,  never  in- 
tended for  the  eye  of  the  British  Government,  and  which, 
in  no  country  but  ours,  would  ever  have  seen  the  |>Kht. 

The  openmg  of  this  negotiation  was  the  chief  dHBeuIty. 
To  remove  it,  two  gpH>unds  are  taken.  It  will  be  ?e- 
membered  that  our  refusal  to  accede  to  the  terms  of  the 
act  of  Parliament  was  made  the  (ground  of  refusing  to  treat 
with  Mr.  Gallatin  and  Mr.  Barbour,  both  of  whom  went 
prepared  to  offer  an  arrangfement  by  reciprocal  legislation, 
taking  the  act  of  Parliament  as  the  British  legpsktion.  To 
obviate  the  difficulty,  af^er  a  fiur  and  full  history  of  the 
transaction,  these  suggestions  are  presented  to  Mr.  McLane, 
to  be  pressed,  so  far  as  he  might  deem  it  useftd  and  pro- 
per so  to  do.  If  the  British  persist  in  refusing  to  hear  you 
on  this  subject,  remind  them  of  the  circumstances  that 
have  occurred;  of  the  difference  of  opinion  among  our- 
selves on  it;  of  the  abandonment  by  the  administration  of 
those  pretences  that  had  prevented  an  adjustment  of  it; 
that  they  are  not  to  be  again  brought  forward;  that  the 
past  administration  was  not  amenable  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment, nor  to  any  other  than  the  fjeople  of  the  United 
States,  who  had  passed  upon  all  their  acts.  Bay  to  the 
British,  if  it  makes  pretensions  formerly  advanced  the 
pretext  for  still  declining  to  neg^iate,  the  sensibility  rf 
the  American  people  will  be  deeply  awakened;  that  the 
tone  of  public  feeling,  by  a  course  so  unwise  and  untena- 
ble, will  be  aggravated  by  the  known  filct  that  Great  Bri- 
Uin  had  opened  her  colonial  ports  to  Russia  and  France, 
notwithstanding  a  similar  omission  on  their  parts  to  accede 
in  time  to  the  terms  offered  by  the  act  of  Parliament. 
And  this,  sir,  is  represented  as  the  language  of  entreaty, 
as  the  beg^ng  of  a  boon.  This  menace  of  the  public  in- 
dignation; this  declaration  that  the  late  administration  was 
neither  to  be  censured  nor  praised  by  foreign  nations;  was 
amenable  for  their  conduct  to  no  earthly  tribunal  but  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  is  tortured  into  a  claim  of 
privileges,  on  party  grounds,  for  party  purposes,  and  as  a 
disg^ceful  attempt  to  throw  upon  a  previous  administra- 
tion unmerited  disgrace,  for  the  sake  of  currying  favor  with 
a  foreign  Power,  and  that  Power,  of  all  others.  Great  Bri- 
tain. Great  Britain  could  m>t  renst  this  frank,  and  open, 
and  manly  appeal.  Committed  by  their  concesnon  in  fa- 
vor of  France  and  Rusna,  and  the  ministry  distinctly  told 
by  Mr.  McLane  that  he  would  not  remain  if  they  declined 
negotiation,  or  placed  their  refusal  upon  any  other  g^und 
than  an  open  declaration  that  their  interests  could  not  per- 
mit them  to  enter  into  a  reciprocal  engagement  with  the 
United  States,  the  English  cabinet  reluctantly  yielded; and 
then  came  the  most  odious  feature  in  this  transaction,  that 
which  has  sharpened  the  intellect  of  the  oppontion,  to  dis- 
cover dishonor  in  truth,  and  a  want  of  dignity  in  a  frank 
exposition  of  facts — its  crowning  success.  Mr.  McLjme 
and  Mr.  Van  Biu«n,  under  General  Jackson,  succeeded 
in  effecting  an  object  of  public  aulicitude,  that  Mr. 
Adams,  and  Mr.  Clay,  and  Mr.  Gallatin,  and  Mr.  Barbour, 
could  not  obtain.  The  country  was  humiliated  by  the 
preceding  administration,  without  success;  hence  the 
charge  against  Mr.  Van  Buren;  hence  the  overwhelming 
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anxiety  to  prove  that  the  success  of  tlie  late  negotiation 
has  been  purchased  by  humiliation.  The  British  cabinet 
desired  not  to  make  the  arrangement;  it  interfered  witli 
great  local  interests,  and  if  tlicy  could,  without  a  manifest 
and  unjust  distinction  to  our  prejudice,  they  would  have 
declined  admitting  the  United  States  to  the  privileges 
granted  to  the  other  maritime  Powers.  Not  satisfied  with 
his  condemnation  of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  instructions,  the  Se- 
nator from  Kentucky  attempts  to  show  us,  by  referring  to 
another  letter  of  instructions,  how  this  affair  should  have 
been  conducted,consi«tently  with  bis  ideas  of  national  lionor 
and  dignity.  The  letter  from  which  he  has  read  to  the 
Senate  extracts,  is,  I  think,  signed  H.  Clav.  Will  the 
Senator  tell  us  who  is  responsible  for  it?  If  he  is,  tlien  he 
exhibits  himself  in  the  singular  position  of  a  man  triumph- 
antly contrasting  the  work  of  his  own  hands  with  that 
of  a  rival  author.  The  Senator  knows  that  there  were 
two  other  instructions,  written  by  himself,  of  a  subsequent 
date,  one  to  Mr.  Gallatin,  after  Congress  failed  to  legis- 
late, and  another  to  Governor  Barbour,  neither  of  wliich 
is  before  us,  and,  therefore,  not  to  be  contrasted  with  Mr. 
Van  Buren's  work.  I  am  content  to  abide  by  the  result 
of  a  contrast  of  the  instructions  he  has  condemned  with 
those  be  has  quoted. 

Let  us  see  how  the  gentleman's  letter  will  stand  the  test 
of  examination.  Mr.  Gallatin,  be  says,  was  not  instructed 
to  abandon  a  right;  we  were  to  be  at  liberty  at  a.  more 
convenient  season  to  resume  it.  Mr.  Gallatin  was  to  give  a 
strong  proof  of  our  desire  to  conciliate  by  a  temporary  con- 
cession of  what  we  had  previously  claimed  throughout  the 
whole  negotiation.  Was  Mr.  Gallatin  instructed  to  say 
to  the  British  Government,  this  is  a  temporary  concession? 
No,  sir,  he  was  authorized  to  waive  the  claim,  and  make 
an  arrangement  on  the  British  basis.  Put  this  into  plain 
language,  and  what  was  it?  Strip  it  of  its  diplomatic  dra- 
pery and  verbiage,  and  it  is  neither  more  nor  less  than 
an  abandonment  of  a  pretension  which,  tliough  we  had 
supported  by  argument,  we  were  resolved  not  to  enforce 
by  power.  Sir,  this  covering  up  of  a  plain  truth  is  the 
common  trick  of  diplomacy;  it  deceives  no  one;  and  had 
Mr.  Gallatin  presented  these  conciliatory  concessions,  they 
must  have  been  received  as  a  virtual  and  total  abandon- 
ment of  our  pretensions .  The  honeyed  words  of  right, 
waived  from  a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  with  the  hope  of 
corresponding  friendly  dispositions,  would  have  been  re- 
ceived with  a  sneer,  lurking  in  Uieofficial— artificial  smile 

of  ».■ thorough  bred  diplomatist.     The  Senator  insists, 

however,  it  was  a  right,  and  not  a  pretension.  If  it  was 
a  right,  why  was  it  waived  or  surrendered  ?  For  concilia- 
tion sake.  Why,  Mr,  we  were  the  offended  party;  Eng- 
land had  taunted  us;  England  had  refused  once,  twice, 
thrice,  to  negotiate,  and  yet  to  conciliate  England  we 
were  waiving  a  well  grounded  right!  For  what  purpose 
were  we  thus  conciliating?  To  place  tlie  trade  on  its  pre- 
sent fooling,  to  the  great  injury  of  tlie  navigation  and 
commerce  of  the  United  Stales.  Such  is  the  view  now 
taken  by  several  honorable  Senators  who  have  favored  us 
with  their  opinion  on  this  subject.  The  present  adminis- 
tration waived  no  right  for  conciliation  sake,  sacrificed  no 
principle.  It  stood  upon  the  truth,  and  the  trutli  only ;  and 
whatever  may  be  the  custom  of  others,  and  the  ordinary 
usages  of  diplomacy,  tlie  administration  was  right.  Nations 
fold  themselves  in  the  robes  of  falsehood,  and  swell  and 
strut  in  vain — to  preserve  an  air  of  dignity  and  decorum. 
No  nation  ever  was  just  to  its  own  oharacter,  or  preserved 
its  dignity,  -that  <lid  not  stand  at  all  times  before  the  world 
in  the  sober  and  simple  garb  of  truth.  Sir,  the  character 
of  our  diplomacy  has  undergone  a  marked  change;  we 
are  no  longer  pretenders  to  skilfandai-tiRce;  all  our  wiles 
are  facts  and  reasons,  all  our  artifice  trutli  and  justice. 
The  honorable  Senator  tells  us  that  this  instri/ction  is  false, 
or  else  it  proves  Mr.  Van  Bureii  to  have  been  criminally 
ignorant  of  what  it  was  his  duty  to  know. 


How  does  he  make  this  appear?  He  alleges  that  Mr. 
Van  Biu-en  charged  the  late  administratioD  with  betng  the 
first  to  advance  the  pretension  it  subsequently  abandoned; 
and  this  he  dechires  is  untrue,  the  pretension  was  set  up 
before  the  late  administration  came  into  power.  Nov, 
sir,  as  I  read  this  paragraph,  Mr.  Van  Buren  does  not 
charge  the  late  administration  with  being  the  6rst  to  ad- 
vance this  pretension.  The  Senate  will  recollect  this  is 
a  letter  to  Mr.  McLane,  whose  personal  knowle<%e  is  ap- 
pealed to,  and  who  must  have  understood  the  writer  m 
alluding  to  a  fact  of  general  notoriety;  the  words  are 
"  those  who  first  advanced,"  &c.  have  subsequently  aban- 
doned. Can  any  man  mistake  tlie  meaning — the  mean- 
ing perfectly  iti  accordance  with  the  fact?  The  preten- 
sion was  advanced  by  the  use  of  the  famous  elsewhere  in 
our  act  of  Congress;  an  act  known  to  have  been  penned 
by  Mr.  Aihims,  who  had  previously  occupied  tlie  grouad 
covered  by  it,  in  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Rndi.  It  was 
Mr.  Adums  who  first  advanced  ami  abandoned  this  ground. 
The  credit  or  the  odium,  whiclievcr  term  belongs  m  jus- 
tice to  the  act,  attaches  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  so  Mr.  HcLanc 
could  only  have  understood  it,  and  so  must  the  Senatra- 
from  Kentucky,  if  he  examines  with  a  desire  to  understand 
it  in  the  spirit  of  the  author.  There  are  cons'.deratioas 
connected  with  Mr.  Van  Buren,  if  I  dcemeil  it  consistent 
with  his  honor,  that  I  qould  present  to  those  that  liear  me, 
that  would  not  fail  to  make  a  deep  impression  upon  their 
minds.  But  I  ask  no  remembrance  of  his  forbearance, 
no  recollection  of  his  magnanimity.  I  appeal  to  no  one  to 
imitate  his  mildness,  and  courtesy,  and  kindness,  in  hisde- 
portment  here,  nortojudgehim  as  he  judged  hisriralsfbr 
fame  and  power.  I  demand  for  him  notliing  but  justice — 
iiarsh,  harsh  justice. 

Mr.  CLAY  (in  reply  to  Mr.  Fobstth  and  other  gentle- 
men) observed  that  a  doctrine  bad  been  advanced  much 
more  important  in  its  consequences  than  the  nomination 
under  consideration.  It  had  been  maintained  that  the 
instructions,  so  often  adverted  to,  w«re  the  Presideofk 
instructions;  that  he  alone  was  responsible  for  them;  and 
th.it  tlie  Secretary  of  State  stood  in  no  manner  amenable 
on  account  of  them.  This  doctrine  was  directly  at  war 
witli  the  genius  of  all  our  inst'.tutions,  which  suppose  every 
public  functionai-y  to  be  responsible  for  every  official  act 
he  performs.  This  responsibility  runs  through  our  entire 
system,  and  attaches  to  every  officer  of  Government, 
from  the  highest  to  the  lowest.  If  the  President  sanctions 
nslructions  emanating  from  the  Department  of  Stale, 
undoubtedly  he  also  is  responable  for  them;  but  this  can- 
nut  screen  the  Secretary  of  State  from  his  share  of  the 
responsibihty.  Is  not  the  Secretary  of  State  impeachable 
under  the  constitution  ?  Suppose  he  is  guUty  of  "  trea&on, 
bribery,  or  other  high  crimes  and  misaemeanors,"  couU 
he  not  be  impeached  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
tried,  and  convicted?  And  would  it  be  any  defence  that 
the  crime  was  committed  by  the  command  of  a  Pre»dcnt? 
If  he  is  directed  to  pei  form  an  act  forbidden  by  law,  orre- 
pugnant  to  the  national  honor,  he  caii  withhold  his  agna- 
ture,  ^and  surrender  the  seals  of  ufBce.  It  is  remarkable 
that  it  appears  there  were  no  cabinet  consultations  when 
these  instructions  were  given;  and,  consequently,  Mr. 
Van  Buren's  lespoosiblhly  was  greater.  I  hare  been 
asked  if  I  considered  myself  liable  for  the  instructions 
which  I  g^ve,  in  conformity  with  the  directions  of  the 
President,  when  I  was  in  the  Department  of  State  ?  Most 
certainly.  I  never  gave  an  instruction,  or  prepared  a 
diplomatic  note,  without  a  full  consciousness  of  the  re- 
sponsibility under  which  1  acted. 

It  has  been  argued  that  tlie  real  cause  of  the  objectioa 
to  this  nomination  is  the  mortification  which  is  felt  at  the 
success  of  this  administration  in  recovering  the  cokmisl 
trade,  and  its  general  success  in  the  management  of  our 
foreign  affitirs,  when  contrasted  witli  the  previous  admi- 
nisti-atiun.    With  respect  to  the  value  of  tlie  colonial  tratir. 
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under  the  arrangement*  which  has  been  made,  and  its 
effiects  apon  our  navi{^tion  and  commerce,  I  hope  that 
an  opportunity  for  an  ample  discussion  of  them  will  occur, 
when  it  will  not  be  difficult  to  show  that  what  has  been 
done  is  decidedly  more  disadrantag'eous  to  us  than  the 
previous  state  of  that  trade.  But  what  is  the  arrange- 
ment.' There  is  no  treaty,  no  compact,  nothing  obliga- 
tory upon  Great  Britain.  The  operation  of  an  act  of  the 
British  Parliament  has  been  simply  extended. to  our  in- 
tercourse with  the  British  colonies.  What  we  have  gotten 
proceeds  from  the  breath  of  a  British  Parliament,  and 
the  same  breath  can  take  it  away  whenever  they  please. 
Let  us  look  at  the  other  vaunted  instances  of  the  diplomacy 
of  this  administration.  The  residue  of  our  claims  on 
Denmark,  for  which  indemnity  was  not  obtained  under 
tlie  late  administration,  have  Been  satisfied.  -  But  Mr. 
Wheaton  was  engaged  in  negotiations  respecting  them 
prior  to  the  termination  of  that  administi-ation.  A  treaty 
is  understood  to  have  been  made  with  Turkey.  But  the 
information  which  led  to  the  negotiation  was  procured 
during  the  late  administration,  which  had  actually  com- 
menced a  negotiation,  and  would,  in  all  probability,  have 
conducted  it  to  a  successful  conclusion,  if  it  had  remained 
in  power.  A  treaty  has  been  signed  and  concluded  with 
Austria  by  the  present  administration.  But  that  treaty,  I 
believer  word  for  word,  was  negotiated  and  prepared  for 
■ignature  by  the  Austrian  minister  and  myself.  A  day 
had  even  been  appointed  to  proceed  to  the  signature, 
when  the  caution  of  the  Austrian  minister  prompted  him 
to  refer  the  treaty  to  his  Government  for  its  approbation. 
The  French  treaty,  providing  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  on  France,  has  been  concluded 
during  this  administration;  but  tlie  whole  world  knows 

*  There  is  a  statement  in  the  published  speech  of  Mr. 
Smith,  which,  if  he  made  it  in  the  Senate,  did  not  attract 
my  attention.  He  says  he  asked  rae  whether  the  terms 
proposed  by  the  British  act  of  Parliament  of  July,  1825, 
were  satisfactory;  ami  that  I  said  I "  considered  they  were 
all  we  could  ask."  Now,  I  am  perfectly  confident  that 
tlie  Senator's  recollection  is  inaccurate,  and  that  I  never 
did  say  to  him  that  tlie  terms  proposed  by  the  act  were 
all  we  could  ask.  It  is  impossible  I  should  have  said  so. 
For,  by  the  terms  of  the  act,  to  entitle  Powers  not  colo- 
nial (and  of  course  the  United  States)  to  its  privileges, 
those  Powers  are  required  to  place  the  commerce  and 
navigation  of  Great  Britain  (European  as  well  as  colonial) 
upon  the  footing  of  the  most  favored  nation.  That  is, 
if  we  Itad  accepted  the  terms  as  tendered  on  the  face  of 
the  act,  we  would  have  allowed  British  vessels  all  the 
privileges  which  we  have  granted  by  our  treaties  of  reci- 
procity witli  Guatemala  and  other  Powers.  The  vessels 
of  Great  Britain,  therefore,  would  have  been  at  liberty 
to  import  into  the  United  States,  on  an  equal  footing  with 
our  own,  the  productions  of  any  part  of  the  globe, 
without  a  corresponding  privilege  on  the  part  of  our 
vessels  in  the  ports  of  Great  Britain.  It  is  true  that  the 
King  in  council  was  autliorized  to  dispense  with  some  of 
the  conditions  of  the  act,  in  behalf  of  Powers  not  pos- 
sessing colonies.  But  whether  the  condition,  embracing 
the  principle  of  tlie  most  favored  nation,  would  have  been 
dispensed  with  or  not,  was  unknown  to  me  at  the  time 
the  Senator  states  the  conver:>ations  to  have  happened. 
And,  long  after,  Mr.  Vaughan,  the  British  minister,  was 
unable  to  afford  any  information  as  to  the  act  of  Parlia- 
ment. That  very  authority,  vested  in  the  King,  demon- 
strates tlie  necessity  there  was  for  further  explanation,  if 
not  negotiation.  ., 

With  respect  to  the  note  from  me  to  the  Senator,  which 
be  says  he  received  accompanying  the  draught  of  the  bill 
introduced  by  him,  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  he 
would  publish  the  note  itself,  instead  of  what  he  repre- 
sents to  be  an  extract.  U.  C. 


tliat  it  has  proceeded  from  a  fortunate  conjuncture.  If  it 
had  not  been  for  the  revolution  of  July,  we  shotUd  pro- 
bably not  have  obt^ned  tlie  treaty. 

Now,  under  the  last  administration,  let  us  see  what  was 
done.  It  concluded  at  Washington  treaties  with  Guate- 
mala, Denmark,  and  the  Haiiseatic  cities,  founded  on  the 
most  liberal  principles,  and  forming  models  for  future 
treaties.  It  made  treaties  abroad  with  England,  and  the 
Emperor  of  the  Brasils,  with  Sweden,  and  with  Mexico,  the 
latter  of  which  remained  to  be  ratified  by  the  Mexican 
republic.  It  adjusted  the  difficult  subject  with  England 
relating  to  satisfaction  for  slaves  tukcn  during  the  late  war. 
DuHng  that  administration  indemnity  was  obtained  for 
claims  of  American  citizens,  on  Colombia,  the  Brazils, 
Denmark,  Sweden,*  and  Russia.  In  respect  to  the  in- 
demnity from  Russia,  I  request  permission  of  the  Senate  to 
relate  an  anecdote  which  reflects  so  much  honor  upon 
the  late  Emperor  Alexander.  Baron  Maltitz  being  one 
day  in  the  Department  of  State,  I  casually  observed  to  him 
that  I  thought  the  Russian  Government  bad  not  treated  us 
well  respecting  that  claim;  that  it  bad  been  repeatedly, 
during  a  long  course  of  years,-  brought  before  that  Go- 
vernment; that  we  could  get  no  answer  to  our  represen- 
tations; and  that  we  were  at  least  entitled  to  a  decision 
one  way  or  the  other.  He  communicated  this  conversa- 
tion to  his  Government;  the  Emperor  Alexander,  as  I  was 
subsequently  informed,  sent  for  the  papers,  personally  in- 
spected tliem  himself,  and  directed  the  payment  of  the 
chum.  It  was  accordingly  adjusted  and  settled  by  Baron 
Tuyll  and  myself  by  an  exchange  of  diplomatic  notes. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  contends  that  the  late  ad- 
ministration submitted  to  indignities  from  the  British  Go- 
vernment; and  that  it  repeatedly  knocked  at  the  door  of 
the  British  minister  at  London,  to  renew  the  negotiation, 
without  gaining  admittance.  The  gentleman  is  mistaken. 
Afler  the  refusal  of  Mr.  Canning  to  treat  of  the  colonial 
intercourse,  an  elaborate  despatch  was,  on  the  11th  of* 
November,  1826,  transmitted  to  Mr.  Gallatin,  containing 
a  vindication  of  the  whole  course  of  our  Government,  in 
which,  without  retaliating  on  Mr.  Canning's  sarcasms,  the 
honor,  good  faith,  and  character  of  our  Government  are 
maintained,  whether  with  abiUty  or  not,  it  does  not  be- 
come me  to  pronounce.  In  that  despatch  Mr.  Gallatin  is 
told:  *■  What  may  be  the  nature  of  the  proposals  which 
you  are  authorized  to  make,  upon  the  renewal  of  the  ne- 
gotiation so  confidently  anticipated,  it  is  not  now  proper 
should    be   communicated  to  the   British   Government. 


*  My  behef  was,  and  I  so  stated,  that  Mr.  Hughes  was 
instructed  to  aid  Mr.  Connell,  the  agent  of  the  claim- 
ants against  Sweden,  to  procure  indemnity.  Mr.  Hughes 
was  instructed  and  charged  with  a  negotiation  for  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  on  Denmark,  in  which  he  was  assist- 
ed by  Mr.  Connell,  the  agent  of  the  claimants  there  also. 
Having  had  no  recent  access  to  tlie  Department  of  State, 
it  is  possible  I  was  mistaken  as  to  the  fact  of  Mr.  Hughes 
being  especially  instructed  in  respect  to  the  Swedish 
claims,  and  that  I  confounded  the  two  negotiations.  In 
point  of  fact^  however,  Mr.  Hughes,  either  under  his 
general  instructions,  the  particular  instruction  given  by 
Mr.  Adams,  or  as  incident  to  his  diplomatic  character,  did 
aid,  and,  by  his  address,  essentially  aid,  Mr.  Connell  in  the 
Uauidation  of  the  Swedish  claims. 

It  appears  that  the  present  Secretary  of  State,  at  the 
instance  of  an  individual  member  of  the  Senate,  has  under- 
taken to  furnish  a  copy  of  instructions  transmitted  to  a 
foreign  minister,  and  to  negative  the  existence  of  other 
instructions,  so  far  as  the  records  of  the  department  would 
enable  him  to  negative  their  existence.  Hitherto,  in- 
structions have  been  only  communicated  to  Congress 
upon  the  calls  of  that  body,  or  voluntarily  by  the  Execu- 
tive. They  have  been  sometimes  even  refused  to  one  of 
the  Houses  of  Congress.  H.  C. 
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Respect  for  ourselves,  no  less  than  for  that  Government, 
forbids  that  we  should  obtrude  upon  their  consideration 
proposals  against  which  they  have  deemed  it  proper  to 
shut  their  ears."  Mr.  Barbour  succeeded  Mr.  Gallatin; 
but  he  was  not,  according  to  my  recollection  of  his  instruc- 
tions, charged  with  any  renewal  of  the  negotiation.  No 
man  was  ever  more  tenacious  of  the  honor  of  his  coun- 
try than  the  late  President,  and  he  would  have  been  the 
last  to  have  authorized  a  degrading  or  derogatory  solicita- 
tion to  renew  tHe  negotiation.  It  is  alleged  that  he  fore- 
bore  for  a  long  time  to  issue  his  proclamation  interdicting 
British  vessels,  coming  from  the  colonial  ports,  an  entry 
into  our  ports.  The  situation  of  that  administration  was 
peculiar.  During  a  great  part  of  it,  the  opposition  had 
the  majority  in  Congfress.  At  the  session  of  1825-6,  Con- 
gress had  taken  up  the  subject  of  the  colonial  intercourse, 
although  it  failed  to  pass  a  law.  In  the  despatch  to  Mr. 
Gallatin,  already  cited,  he  was  informed  tliat  the  whole  mat- 
ter would  be  communicated  to  Congress.  It  was  communi- 
cated at  the  session  of  1826-7.  Could  the  President  with 
propriety  have  issued  his  proclamation  during  that  ses- 
sion? Shortly  after  its  close,  Congress  having  omitted 
to  legislate  in  respect  to  the  colonial  trade,  the  President, 
without  hesitation,  issued  his  proclamation,  in  conformity 
with  the  existing  law. 

The'  gentleman  from  Georgia  further  contended  that 
the  withdrawal  or  waiver  of  the  demand,  on  the  part  of 
the  late  adminibtration,  of  the  admission  of  our  produce 
into  the  British  West  Indies  on  the  same  footing  with 
similar  produce  from  the  British  colonial  continental  ports, 
was  equivalent  to  the  abandonment  of  the  pretension 
made  by  the  present  administration;  and  that  it  was  a  mere 
difference  of  diplomatic  phraseology.  But  I  cannot  agree 
with  the  gentleman.  The  withdrawal  or  waiver  of  the 
demand  was  a  concession,  the  operation  of  which  would 
have  been  temporary,  limited  to  the  duration  of  the  treaty, 
in  which  it  was  expected  the  negotiation  would  terminate. 
Upon  the  expiration  of  the  treaty,  the  right  would  have 
revived,  and  might  have  been  insisted  on  in  future  nego- 
tiations. Moreover,  it  was  expected  that  equivalents 
would  have  been  obtained,  and  especially  some  provision 
for  our  trade  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Sorrel.  But 
when  the  demand  is  abandoned  as  an  unsustainable  pre- 
tension; when  our  Government  is  denounced  for  having 
brought  forward  such  a  pretension,  and  too  long  and  too 
tenaciously  clung  to  it,  hovr  can  we  ever  hereafter  assert 
it  ?  With  what  face  can  an  American  negotiator  again  put 
forward  the  denmnd'  It  could  only  be  done  by  following 
the  bad  example  of  one  administration,  disavowing  to  a 
foreign  Government  the  acts  of  its  predecessor. 

The  more  I  reflect  upon  these  instructions,  the  stronger 
am  I  convinced  of  their  reprehensible  nature.  If  there 
be  one  point  more  than  all  others  of  which  all  Govern- 
ments, whatever  may  be  their  form,  are  justly  most  jealous, 
it  is  that  of  a  foreign  interference  in  domestic  affairs. 
But  of  all  Governments,  republics  should  g^iard  with  the 
most  assiduous  care  against  such  interference.  All  hiato- 
TV,  from  the  days  of  Greece  and  Philip,  proclaims  that 
this  is  the  point  of  most  danger.  But  these  instructions 
invite  the  attention  of  the  British  Government  to  the  fact 
of  our  dissensions,  present  it  as  a  topic  for  consideration, 
for  persuasion,  for  deliberation.  When  that  Government 
is  thus  legitimately  put  in  possession  of  the  fact,  do  we 
not  know  that  the  transition  from  deliberation  upon  those 
divisions  to  action  is  short  and  perilous! 

The  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Mahct]  supposes, 
in  adverting  to  the  practice  of  proscription  which  I  un- 
derstood prevailed  with  the  dominant  party  in  his  State, 
that  I  had  reflected  upon  the  character  of  that  State;  and 
he  alleges  that  the  practice  has  existed  for  thirty  years, 
wHh  every  dominant  party,  and  was  rigorously  exercised, 
many  years  ago,  by  my  friends.  Nothing  was  further 
from  my  intention  than  to  reflect,  in  the  smallest  deg^ree. 


upon  that  powerful  and  respectable  State.  On  the  coe- 
trary,  I  honor  and  admire  it  for  its  noble  institutions,  its 
splendid  public  works,  and  its  enterprise  and  intelligence. 
But  I  must  pi"onounce  my  abhorrence  of  the  practice  to 
which  I  allude,  no  matter  with  whom  it  originated,  whe- 
ther friend  or  foe,  or  by  whom  it  may  be  continued.  It 
has  been  carried  by  the  present  administration  to  a  most 
odious  extent  in  Kentucky.  Almost  every  official  in- 
cumbent, who  voted  against  the  present  Chief  Magistrate, 
and  who  was  within  the  Executive  reach,  has  been  horied 
from  office;  whilst  those  who  voted  for  him,  have  been 
retained,  no  matter  liow  long  they  had  been  in  tbor 
stations.  It  is  not  practised  m  Kentucky  by  the  State 
Govemnftnt,  when  in  the  hands  of  the  opposition  to  this 
administration.  Very  lately,  Governor  Metcalfe  has  ap- 
pointed to  one  of  the  three  highest  judicial  stations  in  the 
State  a  supporter  of  this  administration.  The  gentiemia 
appointed  is  a  nephew  of  the  gentieman  from  Maryland, 
[Mr.  Skitr,]  and  although  highly  respectable  and  emi- 
nent in  his  profession,  he  is  not  more  so  than  twenty  other 
lawyers  in  the  State,  belonging  to  the  opposte  party. 
The  Governor  also  renewed  the  appointment,  or  cranmis. 
sioned  several  gentlemen  opposed  to  him  in  politica,  as 
attorneys  for  the  commonwealth.  And,  recently,  tLe  Le- 
gislature appointed  a  president  of  one  of  the  banks  from 
the  ranks  of  the  friends  of  this  administration,  ftnd  seveial 
other  officers. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  siud,  I  have  no  desire  to  pnme  tios 
argument  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky.  I  am  content 
to  leave  it  where  it  stands,  with  this  explanation  of  my 
opinion  of  the  responsibility  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
He  is,  like  every  officer  of  the  Government,  responable — 
punishable  for  his  offences  by  public  reprobation  and  judi- 
cial sentence.  His  responsib/ility  for  instructions  to  our 
ministers  abroad  is  secondary,  not  primary.  In  giving 
dishonest,  dishonorable,  or  treacherous  instructions,  be  is 
punishable  as  an  accessary,  not  as  principal.  It  is  iiQpoa- 
sible  not  to  understand  that  the  Senators  who  have  repro- 
bated Mr.  Van  Buren,  hold  him  as  the  principal,  as  the 
prime  mover,  not  as  tiie  agent  of  the  President.  I  do 
not  seek  to  shield  hint  under  the  President's  name  or  of- 
fice. What  belongs  to  his  place,  let  him  answer  for.  He 
was,  like  Mr.  Mcl^ne,  an  agent  in  the  commisnon  of  tUs 
imputed  offence.  He  stands  to  the  Preadent  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Kentucky  did  to  the  late  President,  as  Mr.  Jef. 
ferson  did  to  General  Washington. 

Mr.  F.,  in  the  discussion  of  the  Senate,  did  not  under- 
stand that  he  was  supposed  to  have  charged  the  late 
administration  with  dengrning  to  degrade  the  United  States 
in  the  negotiation  with  Great  Britain  on  the  West  India 
trade.  Had  such  been  his  impression,  he  would  have  de- 
clared, as  he  now  declares,  that  he  had  no  such  deagn. 
He  concurs  with  pleasure  in  the  remark  of  Mr.  Clat, 
that  there  is  no  man  in  the  Union  who  would  be  more  un- 
willing to  countenance  what  he  believed  to  be  an  act  of 
degradation  to  his  country,  than  John  Quincy  Adams. 

Mr.  MARCY  said,  I  will  trouble  the  Senate  with  a  fe» 
words  in  answer  to  what  has  just  fallen  from  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentucky.  He  did  not  intend,  he  as- 
sures us,  to  apply  his  animadversions  to  the  whole  State 
of  New  York,  but  only  to  the  dominant  party  there— the 
political  friends  of  the  minister  to  London,  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren. But,  sir,  the  state  of  facts  relative  to  the  conduct 
of  parties  in  that  State  will  not  allow  of  such  m  restricted 
application.  If  there  has  been  any  thing  censurable  in 
that  respect,  the  honorable  Senator's  own  political  firiends 
must  come  in  for  a  full  share:  if  any  distinction  is  to  be 
made,  it  cannot  be  in  favor  of  those  whose  good  opinioo 
he  enjoys.  A  recurrence  to  facts  will  show  that  pro- 
scription— ^if  it  is  to  be  called — enters  more  deeply  into 
their  practice  when  they  g^t  power,  than  it  does  into  the 
practice  of  those  who  are  selected  as  the  particular  ob- 
jects of  attack,     I  could  refer  to  recent  instances  to  veri^ 
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the  assertion.  Gire  them  success  only  in  a  single  city, 
and  the  work  of  removal  from  office  at  once  begins.  They 
le«ve  very  few  "spared  monumentsj"  almost  all  are 
swept  off — from  the  highest  to  the  lowest— down  even  to 
the  lamp-lighter.  The  truth  is,  sir,  the  political  friends 
of  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  are  not  converts  to  the 
liberal  doctrines  he  has  avowed  on  tliis  occasion.  If  they 
have  ever  heard  of  them,  they  heed  themjiot 

After  all,  Mr.  President,  it  is  quite  evident  from  what 
we  have  heard,  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  parties  in 
Maryland  and  elsewhere,  that  New  York  does  not  differ 
troai  other  States.  Political  men  in  all  of  them  have  the 
same  pasaons,  and  ai<e  actuated  by  like  motives,  and  only 
differ  in  conduct  by  reason  of  some  difference  in  their  cir- 
cumstances. Where  there  is  alternation  of  success  and 
defeat,  there  will  be  removals — called  restoration  or  re- 
taliation by  those  who  use  power,  and  proscription  by 
those  who  feel  it. 

If  tlie  honorable  Senator  understood  me  to  speak  of 
only  one  o£Sce  holder,  a  single  spared  monument,  as  he 
called  it,  friendly  to  the  late  administration^  beine  retain- 
ed, be  had  misapprehended  me.  The  number  of  changes 
made  in  that  State  is  small;  and  I  can  assure  him  that, 
notwithstanding  the  ferocious  and  proscribing  policies  as- 
cribed to  us,  he  has  many  friends  now  enjoying  offices 
under  both  the  Genei-al  and  State  Governments:  more 
than  that,  sir,  Mr.\Van  Buren  has  been  censured  by  some 
of  bis  own  political  friends,  for  having  counteracted,  as 
they  suppose,  the  efforts  which  have  been  made,  in  some 
instances,  to  elTect  changes. 

So  far  as  my  observation  has  extended,  I  can  discover 
no  sort  of  resemblance  between  the  condition  of  actual 
o€Bce  htjlders  opposed  to  the  administration,  and  that 
which  has  been  described.  They  were  portrayed  as  a 
clasa  of  men  in  the  most  abject  state  of  fear  and  trembling, 
not  daring  to  speak  but  in  whispers  on  public  affairs,  and 
eren  under  restraints  in  their  social  intercourse.  They 
may  present  themselves  or  be  presented  in  this  light  to 
the  honorable  Senators,  but  I  am  sure  they  are  not  so  pre 
sented  to  others,  for  that  Is  not  their  true  condition.  Their 
political  predilections  and  sentiments  are  not  restrained 
by  fear,  or  expressed  in  whispers;  their  opposition  is  open 
and  active,  and  sometimes  noisy,  and  yet  they  remain  in 
undisturbed  possession  of  tlieir  offices. 

I  must  agun  allude  to  tlie  grounds  of  the  removal  of 
some  subordinate  officers  by  the  present  administration,  in 
order  that  it  may  be  understood  upon  what  principle  the 
act  is  vindicated,  and  to  repel  the  charge  of  wanton  pro- 
scription. The  necessities  of  the  late  administration  were 
audi  that  it  compelled  these  officers  to  become  partisans 
in  the  struggle.  Many  of  them  mingled  in  the  hottest  of 
the  fight;  they  were  paragraph  writers  for  the  newspa' 
pers,  and  the  distributors  of  politic*!  htrndbilLs  and  there- 
by exposed  themselves  to  the  vicissitudes  to  which  those 
are  always  exposed  for  whom  the  political  contests  in  free 
Qovemments  are  waged.  If  among  this  class  of  officers' 
there  was  more  mortality  attendant  upon  the  late  conflict, 
it  was  because  there  was  more  disease. 

The  Senator  from  Kentucky  has  denounced  removals 
ti-om  office  as  a  violation  of  the  freedom  of  opinion  and  the 
liberty  of  speech  and  action.  He  advocates  the  hberty  of 
ipeech  and  action.  He  advocates  a  course  of  conduct 
Lowards  political  opponents,  characterized  by  great  mode- 
-ation  and  forbearance,  and,  what  is  more,  he  professes  to 
jave  conformed  his  actions  to  his  precepts.  We  all  of 
IS,  I  believe,  gdmire  these  liberal  sentiments,  and  feel  dis- 
posed, in  our  abstract  speculations,  to  adopt  them  as  the 
tile  of  our  conduct.  The  theory  is,  indeed,  beautiful; 
>ut,  sir,  do  we  put  them  in  practice  when  brought  to  the 
rxperimeut?  I  would  ask  the  honorable  Senator  if  be 
las  himself  practised  them.  I  will  notsay  he  has  not,  be- 
;ause  he  assures  us  he  has;  but  I  will  say  that  some  part  of 
lis  conduct  has  exposed  him  to  a  strong  suspicion  of  bav 


ing  departed  from  the  path  which  he  now  points  out  as 
the  true  one,  and  of  having  wandered  into  that  which  he 
now  thinks  it  is  so  censurable  for  others  to  have  pursued. 

It  will  be  recollected,  sir,  that  there  is  connderable  pa- 
tronage attached  to  Uie  Department  of  State.  To  itap- 
pertams  the  selection  of  the  newspapers  in  which  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  are  published.  I  well  remember 
that  while  that  honorable  Senator  was  at  the  head  of  that 
department,  and  when  the  fortunes  of  the  late  adminis- 
tration began  to  wane,  the  patronage  of^ublishing  the 
laws  was  withdrawn  from  certain  public  journals,  which 
had  long  enioyed  it.  What  was  the  cause  of  this  change, 
this  removal  from  office,  I  believe  I  may  call  it?  It  was 
not  a  violent  and  vindictive  opposition  to  the  existing  ad- 
ministration. Some  of  these  journals  had  scarcely 
spoken  in  whispers  against  it.  No,  sir,  it  was  for  luke- 
warmness — for  neutraUty — a  want  of  zeal  iu  the  cause  of 
the  administration  was  alleged  to  be  the  offence;  pro- 
scription was  the  punishment.  Where  was  then  that 
sacred  regard  for  the  freedom  of  opinion  and  the  hberty 
of  speech  and  action  which  we  now  hear  so  highly  ex- 
tolled }  Was  not  this  an  attempt  to  control  public  opinion 
through  the  medium  of  the  press,  and  to  bring  that  press 
into  a  subserviency  to  the  views  of  the  men  in  power? 

Sir,  I  wish  not  to  be  misunderstood.  I  have  not  alluded 
to  tliese  things  for  the  purpose  of  accusation.  I  do  not 
even  complam  of  the  manner  in  which  the  honorable  Se- 
nator used  the  patronage  entrusted  to  him;  but  I  do  com- 
plain that  he  has  seen  fit  to  bring  before  this  body  the 
conduct  of  a  political  party  in  New  York  as  a  theme  of 
reproach  and  animadversion,  when  its  conduct  is  not  dis- 
tinguishable (except  for  more  moderation  and  tolerance) 
from  that  of  bis  own  personal  and  political  friends  in  that 
State;  when  its  conduct  does  not  differ  from  that  pursued 
by  political  men  in  other  States;  and  when  it  has  a  justifi- 
cation, if  it  needed  one,  in  the  honorable  Senator's  own 
example. 

Mr.  SMITH  had  spoken  in  the  debate  on  tite  nomination 
of  Martin  Van  Buren  several  tiroes.  The  whole  of  his 
remarks,  are,  however,  embraced  in  tlie  following  speech: 

Mr.  President:  I  have  said  "that  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  is  not  responsible  for  instructions  given  by  order  of 
the  President;"  tliat  the  President  is  the  only  responsible 
pel  son' known  to  the  constitution.  In  England,  agreeably 
to  its  constitution,  the  King  can  do  no  wrong,  and  his 
advisers  are  held  responsible  to  Parliament.  Our  consti- 
tution is  diflerent,  as  I  understand  it.  The  law  which 
created  the  State  Department,  in  1789,  u  that  under 
which  every  Secretaiy  has  acted,  and  must  continue  to  act. 
This  law  says:  "The  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  shall 
perform  and  execute  such  duties  as  shall  from  time  to 
time  be  enjoined  on,  or  entrusted  to  him,  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  (agreeably  to  the  constitution,)  rela- 
tive to  correspondences,  commissions,  or  instructions  to 
or  with  public  ministers  or  consuls  from  the  United  States, 
or  to  negotiate  with  public  ministers  from  foreign  States 
or  Princes,  and,  furthermore,  that  the  said  principal  offi- 
cer (Secretary  of  State)  shall  conduct  the  business  of 
the  said  department,  in  such  manner  as  the  President  of 
the  United  States  shall,  from  time  to  time,  "order  or  in- 
struct." 

Such,  Mr.  President,  is  the  law.  The  Secretary  can 
do  no  act  without  the  direction  of  the  President;  and 
whatever  he  directs,  (if  agreeably  to  the  constitution,) 
the  Secretary,  under  the  oath  he  takes,  must  perform. 
What  is  the  oath?  "Well  and  faithfully  to  execute  the 
trust  committed  to  him."  What  is  that  trust?  Obedience 
to  the  instructions  of  the  President  in  all  cases  where  the 
constitution  is  not  to  be  violated. 

I  have,  Mr.  President,  been  thirty-nine  years  in  Con> 
gress,  and  this  is  the  first  occasion  I  have  ever  heard  any 
other  construction  seriously  urged,  than  "that  the  in- 
structions given  to  ministers  abroad  are  tlie  act  of  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1359 


GALES  &  SEATON'S  REGISTER 


1360 


Sbkats.] 


Executive  ProceedSngt. 


[Jas.  1S» 


President."  All  the  instructions  I  remember,  commence 
thus — "I  am  instructed  by  the  President  to  (five  yoii  tlie 
following  views,  &o.  &c.,"  or  words  to  that  effect.  I  well 
remember  a  case  in  point,  which  transpired  while  1  was  in 
Congress  more  than  thirty  years  past.  I  w.aa  called  from 
my  seat  by  tlie  then  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  He  asked 
me  what  (lie  House  of  Representatives  were  doing.  1 
replied,  that  they  were  discussing  the  report  of  Mr.  PicJc- 
enng.  Uo  the  House  consider  it  as  the  report  of  the 
President  OB  Secretary  of  State  ?  It  is  considered  as  the 
act  of  the  President,  who  sent  it;  and  how  could  it  other- 
wise be  considered'  I  come,  said  the  Secretary,  from 
Mr.  Adams,  to  request  yon  to  say  that  he  disavows  it, 
and  trusts  that  tlie  House  will  consider  it  as  the  act  of  Mr- 
Pickering,  and  not  as  his  (Mr.  Adams's)  act. 

I  returned  into  the  House  of  Representativet,  and,  in 
the  debate,  took  occasion  to  comment  upon  tlic  report,  as 
severely  as  the  report  reflected  upon  Mr.  Gerry  for  re- 
maining in  France.  I  was  called  to  order  three  times.  I 
then  asked  the  Speaker  in  what  respect  I  was  out  of  order 
He  replied,  "  you  must  consider  the  report  as  the  act  of 
the  President;  for  the  Executive  had  mjide  it  his  by  send- 
in|f  it  to  the  House."  I  answered,  that  the  President 
disavowed  it,  and  therefore  I  could  not  treat  the  report  as 
the  President's.  I  took  my  seat.  An  appeal  from  the 
Speaker's  decision  was  had,  and  the  vote  of  the  House 
sustained  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker,  by  a  large  majority 
thus  establishing  that  the  President  was  responsible,  and 
not  the  Secretar}',  for  acta  done  under  bis  authority.  In 
the  case  before  us,  the  President  (fave  his  directions;  the 
instructions  were  put  into  form  by  the  Secretary;  the 
President  read  and  approved  them,  and  they  were  de- 
livered to  Mr,  McLane.  How  do  we  know  but  that  the 
paragraph,  which  has  offended  the  delicate  sensibilities  of 
gentlemen,  had  been  actually  dictated  by  the  President? 
J  do  not  think  it  at  all  improbable,  and,  if  so,  is  it  not  an 
act  of  gross  injustice  to  make  Mr.  Van  Buren  responsible 
for  it'  The  paragraphs  so  frequently  alluded  to  in  de- 
bate are  substantially  true;  I  admit  they  might  as  well  have 
been  oniitted. 

Some  one  has  said  that  be  did  not  believe  that  General 
Jackson  had  ever  read  the  instructions.  Little  does  that 
Senator  know  of  the  President,  if  he  believes  so.  I  can 
assure  that  Senator  that  the  President  reud,  and  carefully, 
too,  the  instructions  to  .Mr.  McLane,  andapproved  tliem.* 
I  wish  that  Senator  would  converse  with  the  President 
upon  any  of  our  national  affairs;  and  he  will  certainly  find 
that  the  President  is  as  well,  and  I  might  say  better,  in- 
formed, than  himself,  on  any  thing  done  in  any  or  all  of 
the  departments,  and  on  all  matters  relating  to  our  foreign 
affairs.  At  least,  I  have  found  him  so;  in  all  matters  as 
well,  and  in  some  much  better,  informed,  than  I  am.  He 
is  known,  by  his  friends,  to  be  particularly  well  informed 
in  everything  that  relates  to  our  foreign  relations. 

A  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holmes]  has  said  that 
"  Mr.  McLane  was  sent  to  bow  and  cringe  at  the  feet  of 
the  British  minister."    That  Senator  t(nows  little  of  Mr. 

•  Since  the  above  speech  was  delivered,  I  have  seen 
aiui  conversed  with  the  President,  and  have  Ifcen  autlio- 
rized  to  say  "  tliat  the  objectionable  paragraphs  alluded 
to  in  the  debate  were  dictated  by  him  to  Mr.  Van  Burcn; 
that  they  were  his  act,  and  not  tlie  act  of  Mr.  Van  Buren;" 
■nd  I  have  been  subsequently  informed,  by  a  Senator 
from  Tennessee,  that  prior  to  his  leaving  home,  to  assume 
his  station  in  the  Senate,  the  President  had  told  him  that 
he  (General  Jackson)  would,  on  all  occasions  of  conse- 
quence, require  the  opinion  of  his  cabinet  in  writing, 
thus  (as  the  Senator  umlerstood  him)  dispensing  with 
cabinet  meetings.  The  fact,  then,  of  not  railing  his  cabinei 
together,  was  the  President's  own  act,  and  not  in  conse- 
quence of  the  advisement  of  Mr.  A'an  Burcn,  as  has  been 
■o  repeatedly  affirmed.  ( 


McLane!  What!  a  native  American,  the  son  of  a  disAi- 
giiishcd  officer  of  the  revolution,  bow  and  cringe  at  tbc 
feet  of  any  man!  T  can  anure  tlut  Senator  that  Mr. 
McLane  is  not  made  of  such 'pliant  materiak.  No,  nr; 
Mr.  McLane  came  to  the  point  at  once.  He  asked  far 
what  was  right.  He  set  up  no  silly  {irctennons.  He 
frankly  demanded  what  his  country  required.  The  min- 
istry tried  to  avoid  a  negotiation,  as  they  did  with  Mr. 
Gallatin.  But,  sir,  his  firmness  and  frankness  conquered 
the  reluctance  of  the  ministry  to  enter  into  a  negotiatiaii. 
He  convinced  them  that  they  had  departed  from  a  rigH 
construction  of  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July,  1835,  in 
the  cases  of  France,  Russia,  and  Spain;  they  could  oM, 
therefore,  in  justice,  he  asserted,  reftise  a  similar  depar- 
ture, in  the  demand  of  equal  justice  to  the  United  States. 
He  frankly  told  them  that  he  had  come  for  tlie  sole  pur- 
pose of  opening  the  colonial  trade,  and  that,  if  not  indnlg- 
ed  in  a  negotiaUon,  he  would  return  home.  Call  you  this 
bowing  and  cringing  at  the  feet  of  the  Britisli  mini»lry' 
Is  there  any  cringing  in  the  despatches  of  Mr.  McLane^ 
No  one  will  say  there  is.  The  truth  is,  Mr.  President,  and 
it  ought  to  be  known  to  the  people,  that  the  front  of  the 
oflfence  is,  the  negotiation  has  completely  succeeded 
under  the  instructions  given  by  Mr.  Van  Buren,  and  as 
completely  failed  under  those  of  another — a  crime  that 
never  can  be  forgiven  by  the  opponents  of  General  Jack- 
son. They  will  never  pardon  him  for  liia  succeeding  in 
all  the  negotiations  in  which  the  preceding  administratioa 
had  completely  failed.  For  instance,  the  late  administra- 
tion had  attempted  and  failed,  in  all  the  following  im- 
portant objects,  namely,  in  the  claims  on  France;  in  the 
opening  of  the  Black  Sea  to  our  commerce;  in  makiDg  a 
treaty  with  Mexico;  in  obtaining  from  Colombia  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  duties  on  our  produce  and  manufactures,  and 
in  equalizing  the  duties  charged  on  our  trade  with  those 
charged  to  England.  In  all  these  matters,  there  was  a 
complete  failure  by  the  one,  and  complete  success  by  the 
other  administration.  The  succesafiil  negotiations  were 
under  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Van  Buren.  How  thencan 
Mr.  Van  Buren  be  pardoned  by  those  who  had  failed' It  is 
true  that  the  convention  with  Denmark  and  the  Brazils,  for 
seiztfres,  had  been  closed,  or  nearly  so,  when  the  pmeot 
administration  came  into  office.  Payment  by  S«eden  was 
effected  by  Mr.  Connell,  the  agent  of  the  claimants,  with- 
out any  instructions  having  been  received  by  the  chargi 
d'affaires.  The  charg£  acted,  he  told  me,  as  a  private 
friend  of  the  agent,  and  succeeded. 

[The  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat,]  in  a  subse- 
quent speech  on  this  subject,  remarked,  that  he  had 
himself  instructed  Mr.  Hughes,  the  charge  d'affaires  to 
Sweden,  to  attend  to  the  claims  of  our  merchants  againfi 
Sweden,  and  that  the  Senator  from  Mai-)  Kind  [Mr.  Shitb] 
was  either  mistaken  or  misinformed.  Mr.  Smith  made  no 
reply,  but  addressed  a  note  to  the  Secretary  of  State  fw 
information,  whether  Mr.  Clay,  when  Secretary  of  State, 
had  ever  given  the  instructions  which  he  asserted  had 
been  given  by  him  to  Mr.  Hughes.  The  reply  of  tlie 
Secretary  of  State  contradicts  the  averment  of  Mr.  Cby 
on  this  point. — iSee  note  at  foot  of  the  ipteeh.] 

The  Senator  fi-om  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clai]  has  charged 
Mr.  Mcl^ne  with  having  done  injury  to  the  narigaling 
interest,  by  the  opening  of  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the 
Northern  ports  to  our  free  intercourse;  thus  transferrin;, 
as  he  said,  the  carrying  of  the  protlucc  of  Michigan,  Ohki, 
New  York,  Vermont,  and  Maine,  to  British  ships,  whick 
would  otherwise  have  been  carried  by  our  own  ships.  I 
believe  the  farmers  of  those  States  do  not  complain.  They 
know  that  their  produce,  sold  in  Montreal,  is  receiveil 
there  free  of  duty,  ahd  is  carried  to  England,  Ireland,  are! 
the  West  Indies,  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of  Canada.  It 
is  of  little  importance  to  them  who  is  the  carrier,  provided 
they  get  an  additional  market,  and  a  better  price  for  their 
produce.     I  regret,  Mr.  President,  that  I  cannot  give  the 
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credit  of  that  important  act  to  Mr.  McLane.  He,  how- 
ever, kad  nothin)c  to  do  with  it.  It  formed  no  part  of  his 
amiigement.  The  opening  of  tliat  intercourse,  for  cer- 
tun  article*  of  our  produce,  had  been  done  gratuitously 
by  the  British  Government,  in  1826,  prior  even  to  tlie 
attempt  at  the  negotiation  by  Mr.  Gallatin.  Now  ttiat  act 
must  have  been  known.  It  could  not  fail  to  have  been 
kmnrn  to  the  Senator,  [Mr.  Clat,]  then  the  Secretary  of 
State.  Why,  then,  does  he  now  charge  it  as  a  fault  com- 
mitted by  Mr.  McL^ne,  who  had  no  more  to  do  with  it 
than  the  man  in.  the  moon?  Nor  had  Mr.  McLine  any 
thing  to  do  with  the  act  of  Great  Britain,  passed  subse- 
quently to  the  arrangement  made  by  him;  by  which  act, 
olher  articles  of  our  produce  are  admitted  free  of  duty 
into  the  Northern  colonies,  and  from  thence  are  received 
in  EngUnd  and  the  West  Indies,  as  if  they  were  the  pro- 
duce of  the  Canadas.  The  Senator  [ Mr.  Cuii]  complains 
thatthe  produce  of  our  fiirmers,  bordering  on  Canada,  is 
received  in  England  on  equal  terms  wiih  those  of  Caiuula, 
thus  giving  a  new  market  to  a  part  of  their  articles,  with- 
out which  other  markets  might  be  overstocked.  The  Se- 
nator [Mr.  Claz]  has  truly  said  that  the  wheat  of  .the 
States  bordering  on  the  Canadas  passes  into  Canada,  is 
there  ground,  and  th6  flour  shipped  to  British  ports,  as  if 
it  were  the  produce  of  the  wheat  of  Canada.  This  has 
been  the  spontaneous  act  of  Great  Britain,  adopted  for 
her  own  interest,  and  is  most  certainly  highly  beneficial  to 
ourr.irmen.  An  immense  number  of  sheep,  hogs,  horses, 
sad  cattle,  are  driven  anniuiUy  from  Elaine  to  Quebec, 
awl  New  Brunswick.  The  farmers  and  graziers  of  Maine 
differ  in  opinion  with  the  Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Clat,]  and  are  really  so  simple  as  to  believe  that  their 
free  iiuercourse  witli  Lower  Canada  and  New  Brunswick 
it  highly  beneficial  to  tliem.  Whether  the  intercourse 
with  the  Br.tish  North  American  colonies  be  beneficial, 
or  whether  it  be  injurious,  the  present  administration,  nor 
Mr.  McLane,  had  little  part  in  it.  It  had  been  effected, 
in  part,  before  the  arrangement  was  concluded,  and  soon 
after  for  another  part  It  formed,  as  I  have  previously 
Mid,  no  part  of  tlie  arrangement  with  Great  Britain,  and 
this  Ctct  must  have  been  known  by  the  Senator,  [Mr 
Cut,]  fur  he  then  acted  as  Secretary  of  State.  We 
have  for  nearly  half  a  centur}'  been  claiming  the  free 
navigation  of  the  St.  Lawrence  as  a  natural  right.  It  has 
«t  length  been  gratuitously  conceded  to  ua  by  Great  Bri- 
tain, and  now  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clai] 
cotDplaius  of  it  as  a  grievance. 

The  Sena^r  [Mr.  Clat]  also  compkins  that  the  in- 
structions state  "tlutt  the  late  administration  liad  aban- 
doned certain  pretensions."  The  Senator  admits  tliat 
these  pretensions  had  been  waived.  I'he  Senator  from 
Georgia  [Mr.  Fobsitu]  has  contended  that  there  is  no 
difference  in  substance  between  Aiese  words.  I  leave 
tliis  grave  question  to  be  settled  by  those  learned  Senators, 
and  will  proceed  to  show  what  those  pretensions  were, 
and  which  I  can  hardly  restrain  myself  from  pronouncing 
were  puerile  in  the  extreme. 

During  the  sesnon  of  1822,  Congress  was  informed 
that  an  act  was  pending  in  I'arliaroent,  for  the  opening  of 
the  colonial  ports  to  the  commerce  of  the  United  States. 
In  consequence,  an  act  passed,  authorizing  the  President, 
ui  case  the  act  of  Parliament  was  satisfactory  to  him,  to 
«pen  the  ports  of  the  United  Slates  to  British  vessels,  by 
his  proclaoiation.  The  act  of  Parliament  was  deemed 
•atislactory,  and  a  proclamation  was  accordingly  issued, 
and  the  trade  commenced.  Unfortunately  for  our  com- 
merce, and  1  think  contrar}'  to  justice,  a  treasury  circular 
■Mued,  directing  the  collectors  to  charge  British  vessels 
entering  our  ports  with  the  alien  tonnage  and  discrimi 
(Ming  duties.  This  order  was  remonstrated  against,  (1 
">u>k,)  by  Mr.  Vaugfaan.  The  trade,  however,  went  on 
ummemipted.  Congress  met,  and  a  biill  was  draughted  in 


both  Houses,  with  little,  if  any  debate.  I  voted  for  it, 
believing  that  it  met,  in  a  spirit  of  reciprocity,  the  act  of 
Parliament.  This  biU  contained,  however,  one  little  word, 

elsewhere,"  which  completely  defeated  all  our  ezpec. 
tations.  It  was  noticed  by  no  one.  I'he  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Wkbstkb]  may  have  understood  its 
effect.  If  he  did  so  understand  it,  he  was  silent.  The 
effect  of  that  word  "elsewhere"  was  to  assume  the  pre- 
tensions alluded  to  in  the  instructions.  What  were  they? 
"That  the  produce  of  the  United  States  should  be  re- 
ceived in  the  West  Indies,  on  payment  of  the  same  duties 
as  were  payable  on  the  produce  of  the  North  .American 
colonies."  The  British  minister  said,  "as  well  might  we 
ask  that  our  sugar  should  be  received  free  of  dubr,  «■  i* 
the  sugar  of  Louisiana." 

The  result  was,  that  the  British  GoTcmment  shut  their 
colonial  ports  immediately,  and  thenceforward.  The  act 
of  183  j  gave  us  a  monopoly  of  the  West  India  trade.  It 
admitted,  free  of  duty,  a  variety  of  articles,  such  as  In- 
dian corn,  oat«,  Indian  meal,  pease,  beans,  &c.  &c. 

The  British  Government  thought  that  we  entertained  a 
belief  that  they  could  not  do  without  our  produce,  and 
by  tlieir  acts  of  27th  June  and  jth  July,  1825,  they  opened 
titeir  ports  to  all  the  world,  on  terms  far  less  advantageoti* 
to  the  United  States  than  those  of  the  act  of  1822)  and 
these  are  the  pretensions  which  the  instructions  say  had 
been  abandoned  by  the  late  administration.  They  were 
abandoned,  Mr.  President,  by  the  following  words  in  the 
insti-uctions  to  Mr.  Gallatin:  "That  the  United  State* 
consent  to  waive  the  demand  wtiich  they  have  heretofore 
made  of  the  admission  of  their  productions  into  British 
colonies,  at  the  same  and  no  higher  rate  of  duty  as  similar 
articles  are  chargeable  with  when  imported  from  one 
into  another  British  colony,  with  the  exception  of  our 
produce  descending  the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Sorrel." 
Now,  sir,  whatever  difference  there  may  be  between  the 
words  "waiver"  and  "abandonment,"  in  common  par- 
Unce,  it  is  in  this  case  a  complete  abandonment  in  diplo- 
matic lan^agc.  What,  in  simple  truth,  is,  af^er  all,  the  great 
ground  of  objection?  It  is  this.  Mr.  McLane  has  made 
an  arrangement  conformably  to  tlie  preceding  instructioiui 
from  Mr.  Adams  to  Mr.  GalUtSn.  JZcne  iUm  lacknfmm. 

The  dissolution  of  the  late  cabinet,  Mr.  President,  ha* 
been  cliarged  upon  Mr.  Van  Buren;  and  what  is  there 
at  home  or  abroad  that  we  have  not  heard  charged  to  him? 
The  elder  Adams  changed  all  his  cabinet,  except  the  Se- 
cretary of  the  Navy.  They  change  was  approved  by  the 
democratic  party,  and  disapproved  by  the  aristocracy  of 
the  day.  A  change  of  the  cabinet  is,  therefore,  nothing 
new.  We  now  grieve  and  lament  over  the  late  change, 
and  yet  never  was  a  cabinet  more  traduced  than  the  late 
one,  by  the  whole  body  of  the  opposition  throughout  the 
Union.  The  cabinet  certainly  was  such  a  one  as  did  not 
meet  the  views  or  approbation  of  the  friends  of  the 
administration.  They  regretted  in  silence  the  selectioM 
which  the  President  had  made.  The  gentlemen  selected 
were  honest  and  honorable  men.  They  were  my  political 
friends,  and,  I  may  say,  some  of  them  were  my  peraoiwl 
intimates.  Their  dismissal  has  done  no  harm  to  the  nation. 
The  new  cabinet  is  (I  believe)  more  acceptable  to  all  par- 
ties. The  members  of  it  are  known  to  be  competent  to 
the  special  duties  of  their  several  departments,  and  equal- 
ly so  as  advisers  in  the  great  affairs  of  the  nation.  What 
is  it  to  the  people  whether  A,  B,  C,  or  D,  be  at  the  bead 
of  affairs?  All  tlie  people  ask,  is,  that  their  duties  diall 
be  well  performed,  and  that  they  act  in  harmony ._  But 
the  present  President  has  held  no  cabinet  council*  for 
two  years,  and  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  charg^  as  being  the 
adviser  of  the  President  to  that  course.  Is  this  mode 
ne w  ?  I  believe  not— I  think  General  Washington  held  no 
cabinet  council  during  the  first  two  years  of  his  adminis- 
tration, and  I  remember  well  a  discussion  in  strong  terms. 


1823,  by  Mr.  Aduna,  then  Secretary  of  State,  and  passed  [against  the  Presidenfi  holding  them,  on  the  ground  of 
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their  bein^  unconstitutional.  I  think  that  General  Jack- 
ion  wa>  at  that  time  a  member  of  Congress,  and  perhaps 
he  then  imbibed  the  opimon  that  cabinet  councils  were 
not  conformable  with  the  constitution.  Heasoninjp  thus, 
I  raust  believe  that  the  not  assembling'  his  cabinet  was  bis 
own  act,  and  not  in  consequence  of  the  representations  of 
Mr.  VanBuren.  The  unpardonable  crime  of  tliis  gentle- 
nsn  has  always  been  that  the  President  has  great  confi- 
dence in  his  talents  and  abilities,  which  all  wiU  admit  he 
possesses  in  an  eminent  degree. 

The  Senator  from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Webstsk]  says, 
that  "instructions  showing  a  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
dominant  party  with  that  of  the  defeated  party,  had  never 
been  pyen  by  any  Government."  I  ask,  Mr.  President, 
on  what  ground  does  the  Senator  make  that  assertion  ? 
Few  nations,  if  any,  except  our  own,  have  ever  published 
the  instructions  to  their  mmisters.  We,  therefore,  cannot 
know  what  has  been  done.  But  I  hardly  think  it  pos^ble  that 
such  instructions  never  have  been  pven.  They  are  natural, 
and  «ere  for  Mr.  McLane  alone,  and  never  shown  by  him 
to  any  person.  But  I  infer  from  Mr.  Hartley's  language 
to  our  commissioners  at  Paris,  when  treating  for  a  peace, 
that  he  must  have  had  some  such  instructions,  as  he  would 
not  otherwise  have  talked  of  a  change  of  ministry,  as 
holding  out  a  fitirer  prospect  of  ultimately  leading  to  a 
general  peace. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  has  also  been  charged  with  being  the 
&ther  of  what  has  been  improperly  called  the  "  proscrip- 
tive  system:"  or,  in  other,  and  more  appropriate  lan- 
guage, "the  removal  from  office."  Where  u  the  proof? 
None  can  be  produced:  all  is  surnuse  and  conjecture.  I 
act  on  no  such  ground.  When  an  assertion  such  as  this 
is  made,  I  want  proof  of  its  being  well  founded.  But  I 
absolutely  deny  the  charge,  and  will  offer  unquestion- 
able proof  of  the  correctness  of  the  denial.  The  charge 
cannot  possibly  be  substantiated,  unless  the  Senator 
who  made  it  can  satisfy  this  Senate  that  Mr.  Van  Buren 
coaU  be  at  Albany  and  Washington  at  one  and  the 
Mine  time.  I  will  simply  state  the  Uicts.  Mr.  Van  Buren 
waa  at  Albany  acting  as  Governor  of  the  State  of  New 
Yoric  when  the  extra  session  of  the  Senate  met  on  the  4th 
March,  1 839.  I  think  he,  Mr .  V.  B . ,  was  nominated  on  the 
5th  March.  At  this  extra  session  of  the  Senate,  seventy- 
five  officers  were  appointed,  principally  to  fill  vacancies 
occasioned  by  removals  from  office.  Of  these  officers, 
Mr.  Van  Buren  could  know  nothing.  The  advisers  to 
this  course,  if  there  were  any,  were  the  members  of  the 
cabinet  then  present,  tfr.  Van  Buren  could  know  but 
few  of  those  removals,  or  of  those  appointed.  I  well  re- 
member that  I  ssiw  Mr.  Van  Buren  in  Baltimore  after  my 
return  home,  and  therefore  conclude  that  it  must  have 
been  at  least  a  month  between  the  time  of  bis  appoint- 
ment and  his  arrival  at  Washington.  I  think,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  I  have  proved  that  Mr.  Van  Buren  could  not 
have  been  the  father  of  what  is  improperly  called  the 
"  proscriptive  system;"  a  system  adopted  by  some  of  the 
States  of  this  Union  both  before  and  alter  this  admiriistra- 
tion  came  into  office.  For  myself,  I  am  opposed  to  re- 
movals from  office  for  opinions  declared.  But,  at,  1 
would  remove  any  officer  who  made  use  of  his  office  to 
force  inferiors  to  act  contrary  to  their  wishes.  I  would 
remove  every  postmaster  who  bad  been  known  to  frank 
"the  coffin  hajidbills,"  or  any  other  abusive  papers  of 
either  of  the  candidates.  Few  removals  of  consequence 
have  been  made  injtlaryland.  I  think  four  in  Baltimore, 
where  the  most  important  offices  are.  One  of  these  re- 
movals I  refitted — it  proceeded  from  the  best  feelings  of 
the  heart. 

Before  I  finirii  my  remarks,  Mr.  Preadent,  I  will  notice 
what  passed  between  the  then  Secretary  of  State[Mr.CLAT] 
and  myself,  in  relation  to  the  act  of  Parliament  of  July, 
1S35.  I  first  saw  a  copy  of  that  act  in  Baltimore,  and 
mentioned  it  to  the  Secretary.     He  said  that  he  had  the 


act  in  hb  possession,  and  handed  it  to  me.  I  asked  hot 
whether  the  terms  proposed  were  satisfactory.  He  said 
that  he  considered  they  were  all  we  could  ask.  I  thea 
observed,  why  not  issue  a  proclamation  under  cor  acts, 
and  thus  open  the  trade.'  He  replied  that  be  would  pre- 
fer negotiation.  X  asked,  why?  for  what  will  you  nego- 
tiate ?  We  have  nothing  to  do  but  to  give  our  assent, 
and  the  trade  is  at  once  opened.  I  had  the  act  printed, 
and  handed  a  copy  to  Mr.  Adams,  who  had  never  seen  it 
before.  He  agreed  that  tl)e  terms  were  satiafiictory.  I 
then  pressed  him  to  issue  his  proclamation,  and  told  him 
that  if  he  did  not,  I  slioukl  be  compelled  to  introducea  bilL 
He  remarked  that  he  wished  1  would  do  so,  and  that  be 
would  not  only  sign  it,  but  sign  it  with  pleaaure.  I  did 
prepare  a  bill,  under  tlie  order  of  the  Senate;  and  doubt- 
ful  whether  it  might  be  correctly  drawn,  so  as  to  eSect 
my  object,  I  sent  it  to  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  [Mr. 
Ci.AT,3  with  a  request  tltat  he  would  correct  it  if  neces- 
sary. He  replied,  in  writing,  to  this  eifect:  "  that  the  bill 
was  draughted  to  meet  my  object;  that  it  was  so  deubtfiil 
whether  it  were  best  to  act  by  law,  or  by  negotiation,  thatit 
was  indifferent  which  course  should  be  adopted."  The  biB 
was  opposed  by  Mr.  Lloyd,  who,  it  was  believed,  had 
the  confidence  of  the  Executive.'  It  (ailed  to  become 
a  law,  I  believe  from  want  of  time  to  act  upon  it.  .The 
Senator  [Mr.  Clax]  has  said  Mr.  Canning  had  observed 
tliat  even  if  the  bill  had  passed,  it  could  not  have  been  ad- 
milted  as  satisfactory.  This  observation  may  have  ariaea 
from  its  being  imperfectly  drawn,  or  from  aone  otber 
cause.  Perhaps  the  British  minister  expected  that  the 
President  would  have  opened  our  ports  by  proclamation,  ss 
he,  Mr.  Canning,  knew  that  the  President  posKscd  futt 
power  to  do  so,  under  our  acts  of  1823  aad  1824,  both  of 
which  we  know  had  been  draughted  by  Ur.  Adasas  when 
Secretary  of  State. 

1  have  deem^  it  necessary,  Mr.  President, to  make  these 
remarks  in  relation  to  the  colonial  ti-ade,  as  a  reply  to  the 
observations  on  this  subject  wliich  have  fallen  frtisa  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky,  [Mr.  Clat.] 

NoTX. — The  foUowi.ig  letter,  and  aceompanyin|p  ex- 
tract from  another  letter,  on  the  same  subject,  have  been 
received  from  the  Secretary  of  State- 

Defabtxekt  or  Statx, 
Washington,  January  30,  1833. 

Samvxl  Smith,  li^.  Senate  oftlte  United  StaUt.- 

Sib:  I  have  the  honor  to  state,  in  answer  to  your  inquiry 
of  yesterday,  that  the  records  containing  the  instructions 
of  the  department  to  Mr.  Christopher  Huglies,  when  for- 
merly charge  d'affaires  of  tlie  United  States  in  Sweden, 
have  been  carefully  examined,  and  that  all  which  is  found 
in  them,  in  relation  to  tlie  then  claims  of  our  citizens  upea 
the  Government  of  that  country-,  is  given  in  the  subjoined 
extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Adams  to  him,  dated  17th 
June,  1819. 
.  I  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

EDWARD  LIVINGSTON. 
Extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Sdavu,  Secretary  of  State,  to 

Mr.  Hughet,  chargi  d^affairu  of  the  United  State*  at 

Stockhom. 

DzrABTXiaT  or  Statx,  /tuie  17,  1819. 
"  The  President  has  been  absent  from  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, on  a  tour  to  the  South  and  West,  siaf^e  the  SOlfa 
March.  Uis  return  to  this  place,  in  the  course  of  two  er 
three  weeks,  is  expected.  Since  bis  departure,  Mr.  Rik- 
selt's  latest  correspondence  with  the  Swedish  Govern- 
ment, on  the  subject  of  the  Stralsund  chums,  has  been 
received,  as  well  as  that  which  followed  Mr.  BusseU's  tak- 
ing leave  of  the  court.  It  is  painfiil  to  perceive  the  pci^ 
severance  of  Itte  Swedish  Government  in  withholding'  the 
indemnity  so  justly  and  indisputably  due  to  our  feilow- 
citizens  who  suffitred  by  those  seixurea,  iot  which  oot 
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even  a  pUuiible  pretext  u  Hlleged.  It  is  still  more  painful 
to  find  this  denial  of  justice,  accompanied  by  insinuations 
neither  candid  nor  friendly,  and  by  allegations  utterly 
destitute  of  foundation.  Earnestly  desirovis  of  maintain- 
ing, with  Sweden,  the  most  friendly  and  harmonious  re- 
lations, 1  shall  reserve,  until  after  the  President's  return, 
all  further  remarks  on  the  subject" 

Mr.  WEBSTER  said,  in  reply  to  some  remarks  of  Mr. 
FoBXTTu,  that  it  was,  in  his  judgment,  a  gfreat  mistake 
to  say  that  what  was  now  called  the  American  "  preten- 
sion," originated  with  Mr.  Adams,  either  as  President  or 
Secretary  of  Stau.  By  the  way,  it  is  singular  enough 
that  tl»e  American  side  of  this  question  is  culled,  in  the 
instructions  before  us,  a  pretension,  too  long  persisted  inj 
but  the  British  side  of  it  is  called  a  right,  too  long  and  too 
tenaciously  resisted  by  us.  lliis  courteous  mode  ofspeak- 
ing  of  the  clums  of  a  foreign  Government,  and  this  re- 
proachful mode  of  speaking  of  the  claims  of  our  own,  is 
certainly  somewhat  novel  in  diplomacy.  But,  whether  it 
be  called,  respectfully,  «  claim,  or,  reproachfiiUy,  a  pre- 
tension, it  did  not  originate  with  Hr.  Adams.  It  had  a 
much  earlier.origin.  This  "  pretension,"  now  abandoned 
with  so  much  scorn,  or  this  claim,  said,  reproachfully,  to 
have  been  first  set  up  by  the  late  administration,  originat- 
ed with  George  Washington.  He  put  his  own  hand  to  it. 
He  insisted  on  it)  and  he  would  not  treat  with  England  on 
the  subject  of  the  colonial  trade,  without  considering  it. 

In  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Morris,  under  his  own  hand, 
in  October,  1789,  President  Washington  says— "  Let  it  be 
strongly  impressed  on  jour  mind  that  the  privilege  of 
carrying  our  productions,  in  our  vessels,  to  their  islands, 
and  bringing  in  return  the  productions  of  those  isUnds  to 
our  own  ports  and  markets,  is  regarded  here  as  of  the 
highest  importance;  and  you  will  be  careful  not  to  coun- 
tenance any  idea  of  our  dispensing  witli  it  in  a  treaty. 
Ascertain,  if  possible,  their  views  on  this  subject:  for  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  commence  negotiations  with- 
out previously  having  good  reasons  to  expect  a  satisfac- 
tory termination  of  tliem." 

Observe,  sir,  that  President  Washington,  in  these  in- 
structions, is  not  speaking  of  tine  empty  and  futile  right 
of  sending  our  own  vessels,  without  cargoes,  to  the  Bri- 
tish West  indies;  but  be  is  speaking  of  the  substantial 
right  of  carrying  our  own  products  to  the  islands,  for  sale 
and  consumption  there.  And  whether  these  products 
were  shut  out  by  positive  act  of  Parliament,  or  by  a  tariff 
of  duties,  absolutely  and  necessarily  prohibitory,  could 
make  no  difference.  The  object  was  to  provide,  by 
treaty,  if  it  could  be  done,  that'our  products  should  find 
their  way,  effectually  and  profitably,  into  the  markets  of 
the  British  West  Indies.  This  was  General  Washington's 
object.    This  was  the  "  pretension"  which  he  set  up. 

It  is  well  known,  sir,  that  no  satisfactory  arrangement 
was  made,  in  General  Washington's  time,  respecting  our 
trade  with  the  British  West  Indies.  But  the  breaking  out 
of  the  French  revolution,  and  the  wars  which  it  occasioned, 
were  causes  which,  of  themselves,  opened  the  ports  of 
tlie  West  Indies.  During  the  long  continuance  of  those 
wars,  our  vessels,  with  cargoes  of  our  own  products, 
found  tlieir  way  into  the  British  West  India  islands  under 
a  practical  relaxation  of  the  British  colonial  system.  While 
this  condition  of  tilings  lasted,  we  did  very  well  without 
a  particuUu-  treaty.  But  when  the  European  wars,  and 
our  war,  all  ceased,  then  Great  Britain  returned  to  her 
former  system;  then  the  isbuids  became  shut  against  us; 
and  then  it  became  necessary  to  treat  on  the  subject. 
And,  sir,  we  proposed  to  treat;  our  ministers  were,  suc- 
cessively, instructed  to  treat,  from  that  time  forward. 
And,  sir,  I  undertake  to  say  that  neither  Hr.  Madison, 
who  was  then  President,  nor  his  successor,  Hr.  Monroe, 
gave  any  authority  or  permismon  to  any  American  minis- 
ter to  abandon  this  pretension,  and  give  it  up,  or  even  to 
waive  it,  or  postpone  it,  and  make  a  ti-eaty  without  pro- 


viding for  it.  No  such  thing.  On  the  contrary,  it  will 
appear,  I  think,  if  we  look  through  papers  which  have 
been  sent  to  the  Senate,  that,  under  Hr.  Madison's  admin- 
istration, our  minister  in  England  was  fully  instructed  on 
this  subject,  and  expected  to  press  it.  And  as  to  Mr. 
Monroe,  I  have  means  of  being  informed,  in  a  manner  not 
liable  to  mistake,  that  he  was,  on  this  subject,  always  im- 
moveable. He  would  not  negotiate  without  treating  on 
this  branch  of  the  trade;  nor  dial  ever  understand  that,  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  there  was  any  differeaoe  of  opinion 
whatever  among  the  gentlemen  who  composed  Mr.  Mon- 
roe's cabinet.  Hr.  Adams,  as  Secretary  of  State,  wrote 
the  despatches  and  theinstructions;  but  the  policy  was  the 
policy  of  the  whole  administration,  as  far  as  I  ever  under- 
stood. Certain  it  is,  it  was  the  settled  and  determined 
policy  of  Mr.  Monroe  himself.  Indeed,  sir,  so  far  is  it 
from  being  true  that  this  pretension  originated  with  Mr. 
Adams,  tluit  it  was  in  his  aidministration  that,  for  the  first 
time,  permission  was  g^ven,  under  very  peculiar  circum- 
stances, and  with  restrictions,  to  negotiate  a  trttXy,  waiv- 
ing this  part  of  the  question.  This  has  been  already 
alluded  to,  and  fully  explained,  by  the  honorable  nwtaber 
from  Kentucky. 

So,  then,  sv,  this  pretenrion,  asserted  in  the  instruc- 
tions to  have  been  first  set  up  by  the  late  administration, 
is  shown  to  have  had  President  Washington  for  its  author, 
and  to  have  received  the  countenance  of  every  Prendent 
who  had  occasion  to  act  on  the  subject,  from  1789  down 
to  the  time  of  the  present  administntion. 

But  this  is  not  all.  Congress  itself  has  sanctioned  this 
same  •'  pretenaon."  The  act  of  1st  March,  1823,  makes 
it  an  express  condition,  upon  which,  and  upon  which  alone, 
our  ports  shall  be  opened  to  British  vessels  and  cargoes 
from  the  West  Indies,  on  the  same  duties  as  our  veiselsand 
cargoes;  that  our  products  should  be  admitted  into  those 
islands,  without  paying  any  other  or  higher  duties  than 
shall  be  paid  on  similar  productions  coming  from  else- 
where. All  this  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  third 
section  of  that  act.  Now,  remember,  nr,  that  this  act  of 
Congress  passed  in  March,  1823,  two  years  before  the 
commencement  of  Hr.  Adams's  administration,  The  act 
originated  in  the  Senate.  The  honorable  Senator  from 
Maryland,  who  has  spoken  on  this  subject  to-day,  [Mr. 
SxiTH,]  was  then  a  member  of  the  Senate,  and  took  part 
in  the  discussion  of  this  very  bill;  and  he  supported  it  and 
voted  for  it.  It  passed  both  Houses,  without  material  op- 
position in  either.  Now,  nr,  hovir  is  it  posnhle,  after 
referring  to  this  law  of  1823,  to  find  any  apology  for  the 
assertion  contained  in  these  instructions,  that  this  claim  is 
a  pretension  first  set  up  by  Mr.  Adams's  administration.'* 
How  is  it  possible  that  this  law  could  have  been  overlook- 
ed, or  not  remembered?  In  short,  sir,  with  any  tolerable 
acquaintance  with  the  history  of  the  negotiations  of  the 
United  States,  or  their  legislation,  how  are  we  to  account 
for  it,  that  such  an  assertion  as  these  instructions  contun 
should  have  found  its  way  into  them.' 

But  the  honorable  member  from  Georgia  aeks  why  we 
lay  all  this  to  the  charge  of  the  Secretary,  and  not  to  the 
charge  of  the  President.  The  answer  is,  the  Premdent's 
conduct  is  not  before  us.  We  are  not,  and  cannot  be- 
come bis  accusers,  even  if  we  thouglit  there  were  any 
thing  in  bis  conduct  which  gave  cause  for  accusation.  But 
the  Secretary  is  before  us.  Not  brought  before  us  by  any 
act  of  ours:  he  is  placed  before  us  by  the  President's  no- 
mination. On  that  nomination  we  oannbt  decline  to  act 
We  must  either  confirm,  or  reject  it.  As  to  the  notion  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  but  the  instrument  of  the  Pre- 


*  The  eiraiiimt«n«e  did  not  occur  to  Mn  Wrbiter'i  mollnlioB  at 
the  Dionwfiu  he  wa*  •peaking;  but  the  truth  !•,  Mr.  Van  BureD  wai 
bimwlfainemljerortfie  Senate  at  the  yvtj  time  of  the  paMing  of  this 
law :  and  Mr.  MeLaiie  waa,  at  the  aame  time,  *  member  of  the  Bon>« 
ur  He|>re«euiaiives.  So  that  Mr.  Tan  Buren  did  himaelf^  etruinlf, 
concur  in  "  (etung  up  ihii  preinuion"  two  years  before  Mr.  Adaius 
became  Preeidaat. 
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ndent,  and  so  not  responsible  For  these  instructions,  I  re- 
ject, at  once,  all  such  defence,  excuse,  or  apolo^;  or 
whatever  else  it  may  be  cailed.  If  there  be  any  thing  in 
a  public  despatch  derogatory  to  the  honor  of  the  countrj, 
as  I  think  there  is  in  this,  it  is  enough  for  me  that  I  see 
whose  hand  is  to  it.  If  it  be  said  that  the  signer  was  only 
an  instrument  in  the  hands  of  others,  I  reply,  that  I  cannot 
concur  in  conferring  a  high  public  diplomatic  trust  on  any 
one  who  has  consented,  under  any  circumstances,  to  be  an 
instrument  in  sucli  a  case. 

The  honorable  member  from  Georgia  aslcs,  also,  why 
we  have  slept  on  this  subject;  and  why,  at  this  late  day, 
we  bring  forward  complaints.  Sir,  nobody  has  slept  upon 
it.  Since  these  instructions  have  been  made  public,  there 
has  been  no  previous  opportunity  to  discuss  them.  The 
Iwnorable  member  will  recollect  that  the  whole  arrange- 
ment with  England  was  done  and  completed  before  ever 
these  instructions  saw  the  light.  The  President  opened 
the  trade  by  his  proclamation,  in  October,  1830;  but  these 
,  instructions  were  not  publicly  sent  to  Congress  till  after- 
'  wards;  that  is,  till  January,  1831.  And  they  were  not 
then  sent  with  any  view  that  either  House  should  act  upon 
the  subject;  for  the  whole  business  was  already  settled. 
For  one,  I  never  saw  the  instructions,  nor  heard  them 
Kad,  till  January,  1831 ;  nov  did  I  ever  bear  them  spoken 
of  as  containing  these  obnoxious  passages.  This,  then,  is 
the  first  opportunity  for  considering  these  instructions. 

That  they  have  been  subjects  of  complaint  out  dnors 
nnce  they  were  made  public,  and  of  much  severe  animad- 
version, is  certainly  true.  But,  until  now,  there  never 
has  been  an  opportunity  naturally  calling  fur  their  discus- 
lion  here.  The  honorable  gentleman  may  be  assured 
that,  if  such  occasion  had  presented  itself,  it  would  have 
been  embraced. 

1  entirely  forbear,  Mr.  President,  from  going  into  the 
merit*  of  the  late  arrangement  with  England  as  a  measure 
of  commercial  policy.  Another  time  will  come,  I  trust, 
more  suitable  fur  that  discussion.  For  the  present,  1  con- 
fine myself  strictly  to  such  partsofthe  instructions  as  I  think 
plainly  objectionable  and  reprehensible;  whatever  may  be 
the  character  of  the  agreement  between  us  and  England, 
a*  matter  of  policy.  And  I  repeat,  sir,  that  I  place  the 
justification  of  my  vote  on  the  paity  tone  and  party  cha- 
racter of  these  instructions.  Let  me  ask,  if  such  considera- 
tiens  as  these  are  to  be  addressed  to  a  foreign  Govern- 
ment, what  is  that  foreign  Government  to  expect  in  re- 
turn? The  ministers  of  foreign  courts  will  not  bestow 
gratuitous  &vors,  nor  even  gratuitous  smiles,  on  American 
parties.  What,  then,  I  repeat,  is  to  be  the  return?  What 
IS  party  to  do  here  for  that  foreign  Government  which  has 
done,  IS  expected  to  do,  or  is  asked  to  do,  something  for 
part^  here?  What  is  to  be  the  consideration  paid  for  this 
tbreig^  favor?  Sir,  roust  not  every  man  see  that  any  mix- 
tare  of  such  causes  or  motives  in  our  foreign  intercourse 
is  as  full  of  danger  as  it  is  of  dishonor  ? 

I  will  not  pursue  the  subject.  I  am  anxious  only  to 
make  my  own  ground  fully  and  clearly  understood;  and 
willingly  leave  every  other  gentleman  to  his  own  opinions. 
And  1  cheerfully  submit  my  own  vote  to  the  opinion  of 
the  country.  I  willingly  leave  it  to  the  people  of  the 
XJnited  States  to  say  whether  I  am  acting  a  fiictious  and 
unworthy  part,  or  the  part  of  a  true-hearted  American,  in 
withholding  my  approbation  from  tlie  nomination  of  a  gen- 
tleman as  minister  to  England,  who  has  already,  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  instructed  his  predecessor  at  the  same  court 
to  carry  party  considerations,  to  urge  pai-ty  merits,  and 
•olicit  party  favors,  at  the  foot  of  tlie  British  throne. 

Mr.  MILLER  said,  t  understood  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  when  he  addressed  the  Senate  early 
in  the  debate,  to  say  that  he  intended  \o  more  to  have 
the  injunction  of  secrecy  removed,  with  the  view  that  the 
pubUc  might  be  informed  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
this  Domination  had  been  opposed  and  supported*  and. 


from  the  expression  of  opinion  from  those  around  me,  I 
have  no  doubt  but  that  motion  will  prevail.  The  attotion 
in  which  I  stand,  in  relation  to  the  parties  here  and  at 
home,  requires  me  briefly  to  assign  my  reasons  for  the 
vote  I  shall  give.  I  may  be  permitted  to  declare  I  have 
the  most  perfect  respect  for  thi^  body,  individiiallj  and 
collectively.  The  observations  I  shall  make  are  to  siiow 
to  the  public,  the  Senate,  and  my  constituents,  the  ground 
on  which  I  stand.  I  trust  if  any  thing  escapes  A-um  me, 
in  the  hurry  of  debate,  savoring  of  severity  on  the  con- 
duct of  the  nominee,  it  will  be  considered  as  springing 
from  the  conscious  sense  of  what  I  owe  to  myself,  and  the 
State  1  in  part  represent,  and  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  implicate  the  feelings  of  any  one  here,  much  less  influ- 
ence tlieir  opinions.  Thus  called  on  to  give  a  TOte  on  a 
responsible  and  delicate  subject,  it  wmita  have  been  de- 
sirable that  I  should  have  had  the  same  grounds  to  reft  ea 
with  others  who  have  embarked  in  the  debate;  b<it  I  have 
not  this  consolation.  Upon  this  question  I  am  insulated, 
and  have  reasons  which  have  not  as  yet  been  brought  for- 
ward, which  are  peculiar  to  myself.  I  stand  here  Gke  one 
of  the  sons  of  Ishmael:  my  hand  is  against  every  one,  and 
the  hand  of  every  one  against  me. 

The  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Poivdkxtkb]  tud, 
on  yesterday,  he  had  heard,  m  his  absence,  that  a  motion 
had  been  introduced  for  a  specific  inquiry  into  the  conduct 
of  the  nominee  during  his  superintendence  of  the  State 
Department,  and  that  this  inquiry  had  been  resistrd  by 
his  friends.  And  I  understood  the  member  from  Georgia 
[Mr.  Fobsith]  to  say,  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  was 
misinformed  as  to  the  cotirse  of  the  friends  of  the  nominee 
on  these  resolutions.  Sir,  it  will  be  recollected,  when 
this  appointment  first  came  under  consideration,  that  I  sug- 
gested doubts  upon  my  mind  in  relation  to  it-  I  supportol 
the  motion  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, desiring  to  shelter  mvself  under  the  authority  of  thst 
niOht  respectable  and  eniiglitened  committee,  upon  se- 
veral points  incidentally  thrown  out,  such  as  to  the  cause 
of  the  late  dissolution  of  the  cabi^et;  the  propriety  of 
having  a  resident  minister  at  the  court  of  St.  James,  when 
we  had  only  a  chargi  d'aflfaires  fi-om  that  court  here;  and 
the  propriety  and  reasons  of  the  recall  from  that  court  of 
our  very  popular  minister,  Mr.  Mcl^ane.  It  was  then 
urged  by  a  Senator  on  my  lef^,  [Mr.  Kasi:,]  a  friend  of 
the  nominee,  that  the  reference  should  take  place;  and  it 
was  asserted  that  tlie  character  of  the  Senate  requiied  the 
investigation,  after  the  suggestions  thrown  ou'  by  myself. 
I  certainly  did  not  intend  to  put  the  character  of  the 
Senate  in  issue  by  any  thing  thrown  out  by  me;  nor  do  I 
think  it  was  so  placed;  but  it  is  equally  certain  I  meant, 
and  had  the  right,  to  put  the  character  of  this  applicant 
for  ofBce  in  issue,  <o  far  as  to  clear  up  my  objections  to 
him,  if  unfounded. 

When  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from  Maine  were 
under  consideration,  I  did  not  entirely  concur  in  the  pro- 
priety of  sending  tliem  to  the  committee.  There  were 
objections  to  the  call  made  on  the  President,  which  migU 
involve  the  Senate  in  difficulty.  I  doubt  the  exptditncy 
of  one  branch  of  the  Government  ever  formallv  askii^ 
another  co-ordinate  branch  to  state  the  reasons  of  its  con- 
duct. There  are  questions  of  privilege  of  a  delicate 
character,  which  ought  not  to  be  sported  with.  We  oaght 
not  to  put  ourselves  ever  in  a  position  to  be  ii.sultrd  vitk 
impunity.  When  we  make  a  call  on  the  Preadeni,  it 
ought  to  be  such  a  one  as  we  have  the  right  to  insist  on 
being  responded  to.  Hence,  early  in  the  session,  bcfne 
I  was  yet  warm  in  my  seat,  I  objected  to  the  call  proposed 
to  be  made  by  the  Senators  from  Maine  on  the  subject  of 
the  Northeastern  boundary.  I  voted,  therefore,  with  the 
mover,  to  la^  the  resolutions  on  the  table;  but  I  certainly 
did  believe  that  those  who  voted  against  laying  the  reso- 
lutions on  the  table,  meant  to  vote  against  them,  and  not 
to  refer  them;  and  I  must  add,  my  impT««ions  as  totbt 
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course  the  frieixlsof  the  nominee  desired,  are  in  confiriMi- 
'tion  of  the  views  tnken  bjr  my  friend  from  Mississippi.  I 
c«n  scarcely  be  mistaken  on  this  matter;  but,  lest  I  may 
be  so,  1  take  the  liberty  to  put  directly  the  question  to  the 
Senator  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  FoastTB,]  whether  he  did 
not,  by  voting  against  the  resolutions  of  the  Senator  from 
Maine,  on  the  table,  intend  to  follow  up  his  vote,  if  suc- 
cessful, by  voting  to  reject  them?  [Here  Mr.  FOKSYTH 
rose,  and  answered,  that  he  did  intend  so  to  vote,  to  reject 
them.] 

I  perceive  I  did  not  err  in  the  opinion  I  entertained  of 
the  course  of  the  fnends  of  tlie  nominee,  and,  in  con- 
formity with  what  was  suggested  by  them,  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  inform  myself  on  some  of  the  points.  Yet 
I  still  would  be  satisfied  to  let  a  committee  be  charged 
with  this  subject,  should  the  friends  of  the  nominee  re- 
quire it  Otherwise,  from  the  hcXs  I  have  heard  and 
believe,  (the  names  of  the  persons  giving  the  information 
kre  authorized  to  be  given  up;  they  are  the  most  intelli- 
^nt  and  respectable,  on  whose  statements  I  rely  most 
implicitly,)  I  have  determined  to  vote  in  the  negative  on 
this  question.  The  gentleman  from  Georgia  has  told  us 
that  he  is  both  the  personal  and  political  friend  of  the 
nominee.  In  this  he  has  the  advantage  of  me.  I  never 
had  the  honor  to  see  him;  I  did  not  happen  to  meet  with 
him  in  his  Southern  pilgrimage.  I  once  considered  my- 
self his  political  friend.  I  do  not  now — he  has  forced  me 
from  the  ranks  of  those  who  may  be  considered  the  faith- 
ful adiierents  of  the  present  administration.  I  am  left  to 
follow,  untrammelled  by  the  force  of  party,  what  is  right, 
Approving  what  is  commendable,  and  censuring  what  is 
reprehensible.  Among  the  objections  of  a  personal  and 
political  character,  I  reckon  not  the  least  the  agency  he 
has  had  in  alienating  the  President  from  a  portion  of  his 
old  and  most  devoted  personal  friends,  his  earliest  sup 
porters,  and  rendering  a  very  respectable  portion  of  the 
people  of  South  CaroLna  disaffected,  more  or  less,  to  the 
Chief  .Magistrate,  whom  they  have  formerly  held  in  the 
highest  estimation,  as  well  forhi^*  public  services  as  fur  his 
•iipposed  sound  political  principles.  For  my  own  part,  I 
waa  bred  up  with  a  personal  regard  for  the  character 
of  the  President — he  was  the  native  of  my  own  district, 
reared  up  by  one  relation,  and  himself  the  patron  of 
smother.  My  father  was  his  friend — he  taught  my  elder 
brothers  and  sisters  the  first  rudiments  of  their  education. 
I  hope  the  Senate  will  pardon  me  for  reading  »  sentence 
or  two,  extracted  from  an  address  made  by  myself  pre- 
vious to  his  election,  as  illustrative  how  far  1  sustained  him, 
npon  personal  as  well  as  political  grounds: 

Extraetfrom  a  speech  at  a  dinner  at  Sumpter,  1828. 

"Permit  me  to  return  you  my  sincere  thanks  for  the 
complimentary  notice  it  has  pleased  you  to  bestow  upon 
old  Waxaw.  He  must  have  a  heart  as  cold  as  marble, 
who  does  not  kindle  with  enthusiasm  at  the  mention  of  his 
native  land.  My  kindest  and  most  endearing  recollections 
«re  blended  with  that  little  neck  of  land  to  be  found  on 
our  map,  between  the  angle  made  by  the  North  Carolina 
line  and  the  Catawba  river.  It  was  there  I  was  first  made 
to  admire  the  fame  and  the  talents  of  Davie.  It  was  there 
that  Jackson  was  the  idol  of  the  country,  in  the  mild  ra- 
diance of  his  youthful  virtues,  long  before  the  lus're  of 
bis  name  as  a  distinguished  and  able  general  had  over- 
spread an  admiring  and  grateful  nation.  While  all  of  us 
are  pioud  that  our  State  has  the  honor  of  presenting  to  the 
republic  so  great  a  man,  1  can  assure  you  that  Jackson  is 
equally  proud  of  the  land  of  his  nativity.  We  have  a 
guaranty  in  the  philosophy  of  nature  of  his  local  attach- 
ments. Should  your  predictions  and  your  hopes  be  re- 
alized, and  the  4th  of  Starch  next  shall  give  us  Jackson  as 
our  President,  the  triumph  will  be  one  of  magnificence 
and  grandeur.  It  will  be  a  triumph  of  the  people  over 
the  power  and  patronage  of  the  Govcnunent— it  will  be  a 


triumph  of  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  over  its  loose  and 
perverted  exposition.  We  may  then  hope  to  see  and  to 
feel  a  practical  and  common  sense  administration.  No  light- 
houses in  the  skies — no  splendid  mission — no  entangling 
alliances — no  governmental  exertion  to  bring  out  the  ca- 
pabilities of  the  nation,  by  partial,  unjust,  and  unconstitu- 
tional legislation.  Bred  up  in  the  Jeffersonian  school, 
elevated  by  the  democracy  of  the  country,  we  shall  look 
to  him  to  restore  simplicity  and  economy.  We  shall  see 
a  pure  patriot,  who,  having  power,  refuses  to  use  it,  when 
it  adds  not  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Union.  Then  will 
the  enemies  of  the  constitution  be  confounded,  and  its 
friends  rejoice  at  the  lustration.  It  will  be  emphatically 
a  great  day  to  the  American  people,  and  a  glorious  one  for 
South  Carolina." 

Mr.  M.  proceeded.  Nqw,  sir,  it  will,  I  think,  by 
almost  eveiy  one  who  hears  me,  be  admitted  that  the 
events  of  the  present  administration  have  not  entitled  me 
to  much  consideration  as  a  prophet.  Indeed,  immediately 
after  the  address,  a  very  distinguished  and  highly  valued 
friend  of  mine,  now  no  more,  who  was  older  and  better 
acquainted  with  men  than  myself,  wrote  to  me,  and  plea- 
santly remarked,  that  so  much  of  my  address  as  alluded 
to  General  Jackson,  was  ad  captandum,  he  presumed. 
But  I  replied  with  tlie  greatest  sincerity,  that  I  did  hope 
and  believe  that,  if  he  were  elected,  he  would  appoint  a 
strong  cabinet,  and  bring  about  him  the  best  talents  of  the 
country;  and  that  by  his  decision  of  character  and  puritv 
of  purpose,  aided  by  sound  constitutional  advisers,  such 
predictions  would  be  verified. 

That  they  have  failed  signally,  and  none  more  so  than 
the  one  which  alludes  to  the  local  attachments  of  General 
Jackson  to  South  Carolina,  I  readily  admit ;  and  for  that 
failure,  as  far  as  my  vote  will  go,  I  intend  to  make  the 
nominee  responsible. 

I  happened  to  be  in  Charleston,  from  which  place  I  re- 
side some  distance,  when  the  appointment  of  the  late 
cabinet  was  announced.  Altlu>ugh  none  of  the  rumors  of 
delicate  and  disturbing  character  in  relation  to  "  harmo- 
ny" and  Mr.  F,aton,  had  taken  hold  of  the  public  mind, 
his  appointment  was  unpopular.  And  the  4th  of  March 
was  not  ushered  as  intended,  with  any  manifestation  of 
popular  g^tification,  owing  to  the  objections  taken  into 
the  cabinet  by  some  of  the  dislgijjruished  citixens  ot 
Charleston,  not  now  my  political  tt^nds.  It  was  urged 
that  Mr.  Eaton  had  neither  the  tUteutS,  the  weight  of  cha- 
racter, or  scientific  information,  to  make  efficient  and 
successful  the  administration. 

Although  it  was  understood  that  the  gentlemen  in  Con- 
gress from  South  Carolina,  who  shrunk  from  no  responsi-. 
bilit}',  who  toiled  gallantly  in  the  House,  and  at  home  in 
the  canvass,  did  not  seek  any  reward  but  an  honest  and 
faithful  administration  of  the  Government,  it  was  sup- 

f>ose(l  by  us  at  home  that  their  claims  would  not  be  over- 
ooked. 

I  believe  the  President  did  go  so  far  as  to  tell  the  emi- 
nent and  accomplished  gentleman,  now  ohief  magistrate 
of  South  Carolina,  but  for  his  violent  and  decided  anti- 
tariff  sentiments,  he  would  have  made  him  Secretary  of 
War.  Sir,  I  regret  he  did  not— and  I  think  the  American 
people  regret  it.  There  were  considerations  of  a  poUti- 
cal  nature,  which  would  have  made  this  a  most  felicitous 
appointment.  The  popular  attractions  of  this  gentleman, 
his  talents,  fine  manners,  and  manly  bearing,  might  have 
staid  the  rapid  decrease  of  public  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  National  Government  in  general,  and 
furnished  a  better  ground  for  his  friends  at  home  to  sup- 
pose their  oppressions  were  less  substantial,  if  he  partici- 
pated in  their  perpetuation.  Sir,  the  organization  of  the 
cabinet  was  no  doubt  the  result  of  an  incipient  and  pre- 
conceived scheme  to  make  the  nominee  the  successor, 
and  Mr.  Eaton  was  the  instniment  through  which  it  was 
effected. 
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Mr.  Branch,  from  North  Carolina,  Mr.  Berrien,  from 
Georgfia,  and  Mr.  Rives,  sent  to  France,  from  Virginia, 
were  intended  to  compliment  those  States.  South  Caro- 
lina was  skipped  in  the  arrangement;  and  why }  It  was 
because  you  resided  there.  You  were  the  obstacle  to  the 
approacli  of  popular  favor  with  the  administration  at  its 
commencement,  even  up  to  the  moment  when  Van  Bu 
renism  was  introduced  mto  South  Carolina,  upon  the  ad- 
journment of  Congress,  1830,  no  doubt  the  result  of 
preconcert  by  a  leak  from  the  mountains,  and  a  wave 
from  the  shores  at  the  same  time.  Krom  that  time,  the 
claims  of  our  citizens  were,  for  the  first  time,  taken  notice 
of.  Those  only  were  confined  to  the  party  who  now  favor 
the  pretensions  of  the  nominee.  Sir,  we  have  an  appoint- 
ment now  on  the  table,  of  charge  d'affaires  to  Bel- 
gium, from  those  who,  par  excellence,  claim  to  be  the 
Union  party;  one  every  way  worthy  of  the  trust,  as  I  have 
already  borne  testimony,  and  I  am  told  we  have  another 
arrival  to-day  from  the  same  quarter,  in  quest  of  ExecU' 
tive  favor. 

Nothing  will  be  left  undone  which  is  presumed  likely 
to  give  the  minority  the  ascendancy  in  South  Carolina. 
Every  man  of  any  consequence  among  them  has  a  right 
to  expect  somethmg — Vice  President,  Governor  of  a  ter- 
ritory, minister,  or  charge  d'affaires,  or  something  else 
And  who  are  they?  We  are  informed  of  their  existence 
by  their  memorial  presented  against  the  tariff"  and  nullifi- 
cation. As  they  have  come  into  the  Senate  as  a  party,  I 
shall  speak  of  them  as  such.  The  great  body  of  this 
party,  resident  in  Charleston,  took  it  into  tlieir  heads,  on 
the  last  4th  of  July,  to  celebrate  that  day  as  a  party,  and 
sent  for  foreign  aid;  made  a  formal  communication  re- 
questing the  President  to  come  to  their  assistance — some- 
tning  after  the  manner  of  the  instructions  to  Mr.  McLane — 
and  the  aid  was  furnished  in  a  letter  contaming  a  threat 
against  the  opposite  party  of  military  force,  to  coerce 
State  legislation  to  conform  to  federal  legislation.  Sir, 
this  letter  has  given  umbra|^e  to  the  majority  of  the 
Jackson  party  in  South  Carolma,  for  the  other  party  is 
composed  principally,  I  mean  in  Charleston,  of  Adams 
men;  men  who  look  to  the  General  Government  for  favor 
and  patronage,  who  follow  the  changes  of  buccessive  Pre- 
sidents like  the  sunflower  does  the  sim. 

This  letter  has  been,j)ublicly  censured  in  the  popular 
meetings  of  tlie  peoj;'^  and  by  tlie  Legislature.  I  liope 
I  will  be  excused  fof.^jiipliing  a  single  remark  upon  the 
cliaracter  of  the  threat  'intimated  in  this  letter.  It  some- 
times happens  that  our  most  able  and  distinguished  men, 
those  most  favorable  to  constitutional  riglit  and  civil  liber- 
ty, in  the  possession  of  power,  do  forget  right.  Such  was 
the  case  with  that  great  apostle  of  free  institutions,  Mr. 
Jefferson,  when  he  took  it  into  his  head  that  because  he 
wished  to  "  see  the  laws  faithfully  executed,"  he  had  a 
right  to  use  the  military-  force  of  the  United  States  to  turn 
a  private  citizen  o\il  of  his  posseswion  of  wliat  was  thought 
by  him,  the  then  President,  public  property,  (I  mean  the 
batture  near  New  Orleans.)  And  pray,  how  did  he  es- 
cape the  responsibility  of  the  law  for  so  doing,  when  he 
was  sued  for  breaking  the  close  of  Mr.  Livingston?  Not 
bjr  writing  a  learned  book,  in  the  shape  of  instructions  to 
his  lawyers  about  the  legal  right  of  the  United  States  to 
the  property  in  dispute,  but  by  his  counsel  prudently  plac- 
ing his  defence  on  the  technical  legal  ground  that  he  could 
not  be  sued  in  Virginia  for  a  trespass  committed  in  Lou- 
iuana;  certainly  not  a  very  meritorious  defence  for  the 
military  head  of  the  nation.  Well,  it  may  be  asked,  what 
would  be  the  result  of  tlie  President  sending  a  military 
force  against  the  State  laws  of  South  Carolina?  Sir,  if  he 
headed  his  force  himself,  one  of  our  judges  would  serve 
him  with  a  rule,  as  Dominie  Hall  did,  when  at  the  head 
of  hij  army;  and  if  he  did  not  obey  the  rule,  he  would 
be  committed.  We  have  his  own  precedent,  that,  as  a 
peaceable  citizen,  he  would  submit  to  the  constitution 


which  makes  the  civil  authority  of  a  State  greater  tbaa 
the  military  authority  of  the  United  States. 

Without  resting  wholly  on  the  objection  taken  to  the 
exceptionable  correspondence,  in  which  Mr.  HcLane  is 
desired  to  place  his  own  Government  in  the  wrong,  I 
.igree  entirely  in  the  force  and  power  of  the  arguments 
a^inst  this  appointment,  in  that  particular.  It  will  fur- 
nish a  decided  reproof  to  such  public  functionaries  as  de- 
sire to  compromise  the  national  honor,  from  personal  mo- 
tives. I  consider  the  attempt  to  screen  Mr.  Van  Buren 
under  the  responsibility  of  the  President  entirely  indefensi- 
ble; he  is,  in  taw  and  in  fact,  the  man  who  is  responsible. 

Would  any  one  consider  the  President  as  responable 
for  the  positions  taken  in  the  last  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury?  We  have  his  report  distinctly  at  vari- 
ance with  the  President's  views  on  tlie  bank,  and  alleged 
to  be  his  own,  for  which  the  President  b  not  responsible. 
Here,  then,  is  proof  that  the  heads  of  the  departments 
are  considered  the  responsible  organs  of  the  Government, 
in  their  respective  spheres.  I  deprecate  as  criminal  all 
efforts  by  politicians  to  avail  themselves  of  forei^  assist- 
ance, whether  it  be  in  an  attempt  of  Union  men  in  South 
Carolina  to  enlist  in  their  cause  the  General  Government, 
or  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  United  States,  to  propi- 
tiate Great  Britain.  My  patriotism  prompts  to  go  tor 
South  Carolina  against  the  United  States,  and  the  United 
States  against  the  world.  No  statesman  of  correct  feel- 
ing or  correct  principles  would  ever,  as  to  a  foreign  Go- 
vernment, put  his  own  in  the  wrong.  I  know  it  is  oflen 
the  practice  of  secondary  men,  those  who  find  themselves 
in  the  back  ground  at  home,  to  take  such  a  position'  as 
will  make  them  popular  abroad.  I  do  not  envy  such  men 
their  inglorious  distinction.  I  want  no  better  evidence 
of  the  want  of  good  sense,  or  good  feeling,  than  to  find 
any  one  setting  himself  up  against  public  opinion  at  home, 
as  the  champion  of  an  interest  abroad.  It  remains  yet  to 
be  seen  whether  the  great  benefits  of  this  treaty,  achieved 
by  reflections  on  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  nation, 
will  be  more  substantial  than  the  amazing  favor  of  per- 
mitting, by  special  grace,  the  anti-tariff  and  anti-nullifi- 
cation memorial  to  go  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

I  have  understood,  upon  (he  best  authority,  by  a  member 
of  Congress  then,  not  now,  that  tJiis  odious  tarilT  act  of 
1828  became  a  law,  by  Mr.  Van  Buren's  failure  to  re- 
deem a  pledge  to  vote  against  amendments  which  would 
have  prevented  the  manufacturers,  to  a  certain  extent, 
voting  for  the  same,  thereby  after  putting  bis  Southern 
political  friends  in  a  worse  situation  than  tlioy  would  have 
been  had  they  treated  him  as  inimical.  With  these  evi- 
dences of  faithless  conduct  towards  the  Southern  inte- 
rests, he  could  scarcely  expect  to  become  a  favcmte  with 
those  whom  he  iiad  deceived. 

Sir,  one  of  the  most  decided  objections  I  have  to  the 
confirmation  of  this  appointment,  is,  that  the  most  active 
influence  of  the  patronage  of  the  Government  was  exer- 
cised with  a  view  to  make  this  nominee,  at  tlie  end  of  the 
present  incumbent's  term  of  service,  the  President.  I 
believe  this  power  was  exei-cised  for  this  purpose,  to  a 
criminal  and  corrupt  extent.  I  have  been  infurmed  by  a 
gentleman  of  the  most  unquestionable  integrity  and  high 
character,  that  the  Post  Office  patronage  was  avoweifiy 
lent  to  this  purpose;  and  that,  within  one  month  after  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  took  possession  of  the  seals,  the 
postmasters,  by  order  of  that  department,  were  appointed 
upon  this  principle,  removed  or  retained  by  tliis  criterion; 
and  some  very  singular  specifications  of  the  circuit  through 
which  the  applicants  made  tlieir  approaches  and  sent  in 
their  adhesion,  were  detailed  to  me.  The  Senator  froiB 
Maryland  [Mr.  Smitb]  has  told  us  of  instances  in  Maty- 
land,  in  which  the  proscriptive  principle  was  not  applied 
to  tlie  friends  of  the  late  administration.  Sir,  that  was 
not  the  test.  ]t  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  to  m« 
to  have  known  whether,  in  the  exceptions  to  tlie  rule. 
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some  indic«tion  was  not  furnisheil  »s  to  their  ulterior  pre- 
ference for  Mr.  Van  Baren  for  President.  This  was,  I 
understood,  the  passport,  the  Shibboleth,  which  admitted 
to  the  treasnry  through  those  departments  under  the  con' 
trol  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  This  is  not  all:  I  am  in- 
formed he  introduced,  under  his  patronage  and  influence, 
mere  boys  into  profitable  appointments,  one  not  more 
than  sixteen  or  seventeen  years  of  age,  in  the  m(  st  wan- 
ton exercise  of  official  favoritism,  thus  perverting  the 
public  trust,  and  abusing  his  power,  not  only  in  turning 
out.  but  in  turning  in. 

In  the  South,  the  proscriptive  system  never  was  adopt- 
ed, nor  could  it  be.  It  is  so  odious — so  much  at  war  with 
the  principles  of  justice,  that  no  administration  could  ven- 
ture to  adopt  it  in  South  Carolina.  For  my  own  part,  I 
do  not  think  the  power  to  turn  otit  one  man  and  put  in 
another,  as  a  mere  arbitrary  exertion  of  Executive  autho- 
rity, does  exist.  I  think  it  a  violation  of  the  constitution, 
and  I  pledge  myself  to  sustain  any  course  which  this  Se- 
nate can  adopt  to  restrain  the  use  of  such  power.  It  is 
the  essence  of  tyranny,  and  the  precedent  on  which  it 
rests  is  to  be  found  in  those  gloomy  days  of  federalism 
and  consolidation,  when  those  of  the  convention  which 
formed  our  constitution,  who  wished  to  hare  a  monarchy, 
were  entrusted  with  the  new  Government  as  the  friends 
of  the  constitution;  when  the  preamble  to  tlie  first  reve 
nue  law  was  interp61ated  with  an  inhibited  power;  when 
the  judiciary  act  was  enacted;  when  the  alien  and  sedi- 
tion laws  were  considered  constitutional;  when,  in  fact, 
it  was  tliotight  nothing  but  fair  by  the  advocates  of  mo- 
narchy, and  Executive  power  and  supremacy,  to  acquire, 
by  legislative  construction,  under  the  constitution,  what 
they  failed  to  get  in  the  convention.  I  am  prepared  to 
put  my  negative  on  its  exercise.  It  is  at  war  with  civil 
liberty  and  the  genius  of  our  institutions,  and  ought 
to  be  abandoned  or  prohibited.  I  am  perfectly  satisfied 
that  this  practice  has  been  introduced  in  its  most  corrupt 
form,  and  brought  secretly  to  bear  npon  the  President  by 
a  regency  left  here  in  the  interest  of  the  nominee. 

Again,  sir:  It  is  pretty  generally  admitted  that  the  court 
paper  was  establi^ed  under  tlie  auspices  of  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  speaks  his  sentiments,  and  acts  under 
Ceral  instructions  to  pursue  such  a  policy  as  will  bring 
into  power. 

One  of  the  means  resorted  to,  to  effect  this  purpose  in 
the  South,  is  to  strengthen  the  Northern  or  Union  party 
in  South  Carolina,  who  are  supposed  to  be  friendly  to 
him,  and  use  up  the  love  of  union  with  the  love  of  him; 
transfer,  through  the  affection  the  people  bear  to  the  Pre- 
sident, their  attachment  to  his  favorite,  and  to  separate 
the  Prerident  from  his  old  Carolina  friends;  hence,  when 
no  hope  exists  fur  whipping  any  one  into  the  views  of  the 
central  regency,  the  most  bitter  denunciations  are  pro- 
nounced on  them  "by  authority."  Thus,  when  Branch, 
Ingham,  and  Berrien>  honest  and  honorable  men,  who 
know  the  intrigues  of  the  court  party,  even  express  a 
willingness  to  act  on  principle  with  the  administration, 
notwithstanding  their  personal  wrongs,  the  understrap- 
pers of  the  nominee  tell  them  tliey  are  influenced  by 
Mar  of  the  people.  In  purstnnce  of  the  same  reckless 
spirit  of  hostility  towards  those  it  is  my  pride  and  my  ho- 
nor to  be  identified  with,  while  this  nomination  is  pend- 
ing, the  following  article  appears  in  the  Globe : 

"  It  is  evident  that  the  political  leaders  of  the  nuUifi- 
era  are  not  ready  to  come  out  in  open  hostility  to  the  Pre- 
sident, because  that  would  go  to  defeat  their  own  efforts 
to  control  the  State  of  South  Carolina;  and  while  they 
ctinningly  contrive  to  keep  a  footing  among  the  South 
Carolina  Jacksonians,  gradually  to  undermine  him  there, 
they  proclaim  to  the  rest  of  the  Union  that  they  *  enter- 
tain feelings  of  gratification  in  considering  the  late  mes- 
sage of  the  President  as  affording  indications  of  a  change 
more  favorable  than  heretofore  to  the  principles  maintain- 


ed' by  them.  This,  it  is  hoped,  will  operate  against  hint 
in  the  other  States.  The  Columbia  school  of  politicians 
would  do  honor  to  such  a  master  as  Hachiaveli." 

I  submit  whether  I  do  not  stand  justified  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Senate,  in  pronouncing  this  a  wanton  and  unwar- 
rantable calumny.  Look  at  the  message.  It  is  skilfully 
framed  to  please  the  South  with  general  phrases,  suited 
to  the  tariff  interests.  Look  at  the  treasury  report,  in 
which  a  seesaw  is  established  on  the  bank  with  the  mes- 
sage; and  I  may  ask,  where  is  the  strongest  proof  of  Ma- 
chiavelism  to  be  found,  in  the  federal  pupers  or  the  State 
resolutions'  [Here  Mr.  M.  read  extracts  from  papers 
from  Pennsylvania,  to  show  the  message  was  understood 
there  as  in  South  Carolina.]  Sir,  the  present  administra- 
tion seems  disposed  to  test  indifferent  and  well  secftred 
supporters,  by  a  rule  resorted  to  among  farmers  or  hunt- 
ers, to  select  from  a  redundant  kennel  what  supenmme- 
raries  are  to  be  drowned  by  holding  them  up  by  the  ear. 
For  my  part  I  am  determined  not  to  place  myself  in  the 
power  of  such  political  fpends  as  will  attribute  my  stip- 
port  to  fear,  and  not  to  principle.  As  soon  as  I  vote  for 
the  nominee,  I  shall  be  told  I  aare  not  do  otherwise;  your 
friends  at  home  attempt  to  break  down  the  President  by 
praising  him,  and  they  dare  not  oppose  him  openly,  Mtd 
you  vote  for  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  injure  him,  not  from  any 
principle  of  attachment  to  the  President,  but  because  you 
want  to  make  the  tariff  States  believe  he  is  anti-tariff,  and 
thereby  break  him  down  upon  the  Machiavel  plan.  We 
are  told  we  dare  not  oppose  the  President.  Sir,  the  peo- 
ple I  represent  dare  do  any  thing  that  brave  and  gene- 
rous men  dare  do;  and,  standing  here,  I  dare  speak  the 
truth,  and  vote  against  the  principal  who  uses  such 
agents'  to  represent  them  at  the  court  of  St  James.  I 
believe,  sir,  the  statement  read  by  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi, as  to  tlie  nominee's  reason  for  the  dissolution  of 
the  late  cabinet,  given  to  his  friends  in  New  York;  I  be- 
lieve he  did  say  that  it  was  owing  to  a  conspiracy  formed 
by  the  Vice  President  and  Mr.  Ingham,  to  exclude  a  vir- 
tuous woman  from  society;  and  I  do  believe  that  in  making 
this  statement  he  did  not  speak  the  truth. 

I  believe,  moreover,  from  the  information  before  the 
public,  that  he  planned,  was  the  beginning  and  end,  the 
Alpha  and  Omega,  of  the  breach  in  the  personal  friend- 
ship between  the  first  and  second  oflicers  of  the  Govern- 
ment; his  trail  may  be  found  in  the  circumstances,  and 
the  motive  was  palpable  and  manifest.  Who  else  had 
any  interest  in  raking  up  these  by-gone  transactions,  in 
which  you  acted  your  part,  honestly  and  faithfully,  both 
to  the  public  and  General  Jackson  *  Sir,  I  recollect  some- 
thing of  the  Seminole  war.  It  was  in  this  dark  and  diffi- 
cult hour  of  the  President's  life  that  I  first  saw,  and  first 
had  an  opportunity  of  manifesting  my  friendship  to  him, 
at  a  time  when  the  sedate  and  venerable  fathers,  «uch  as 
Macon,  Barbour,  and  Smith,  of  South  Carolini,  loured 
and  spoke  in  dark  hints  of  censure  and  reprobation,  I  de- 
clared my  determination  to  sustain  him,  right  or  wrong. 
I  felt  grateful  for  his  military  services,  and  would  not  con- 
sent, while  he  was  the  exponent  of  our  Government  in  a 
quarrel  with  Spain,  to  censure  him.  I  recollect  to  have 
heard  the  doggrel  verse  about  William  Fell,  affirmatively 
applied  to  mehy  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
then  Speaker  of  the  ottier  House,  who  then,  as  well  as 
now,  stood  forth  openly  and  boldly  in  opposition  to  him. 
I  recollect  also  the  part  my  friend  from  Mississippi  took 
in  that  debate.  He  was  the  able,  eloquent,  and  accom- 
plished advocate  of  his  military  fame;  and  when  he  con- 
cluded, was  cheered  from  tlie  galleries — but  where  was 
the  Senator  from  Georgia? 

If  I  mistake  not,  Cobb,  Crawford,  &c.  led  the  van  of 
attack.  Al^er  all,  this  matter  was  rather  excused  than  jus- 
tified. It  was  the  generous  attachments  of  young  ir.en, 
and  not  the  sober  judgment  of  tlie  old,  that  sustained  tlic 
conduct  of  tlie  commanding  general   in  the  Seminole 
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War;  and  lam  at  a  loss  fur  any  g^ood  reason  forreauscitatini^ 
it,  except  to  enable  parties  to  change  position.  With  tlie 
hazard  of  differing  from  the  Senator  from  Georgia,  1  de- 
clare my  determination,  in  the  execution  of  the  appoint- 
ing power,  to  hold  any  one  as  criminal,  who  boldly, 
openly>  and  indecently  invades  public  tentiment  and  pub- 
lic morals.  As  the  guardians  of  female  character,  we 
must  sustain  the  majesty  and  supremacy  of  female  virtue. 
For  my  part,  I  am  ready  to  put  the  seal  of  condemnation 
on  him  who  sliall  attempt,  knowingly,  to  narrow  down 
the  distance  in  society  which  separates  the  suspected  from 
the  modest  woman;  and  upon  such  information  as  satisfies 
me,  I  believe  the  nominee  obnoxious  to  such  a  charge. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  has,  in  bold  and  eloquent 
language,  asked  for  the  nominee,  at  the  hands  of  the  Se< 
nate,  justice.  Sir,  I  will  give  him  justice — the  meastire 
meted  to  others,  I  will  mete  to  him.  With  cold  and  Sar- 
donic smiles  he  dismissed  from  office  the  most  fiiitliful 
public  servants,  without  any  reference  to  economy  or  the 
public  interest.  He  proscribed  the  Carolinas — recalled  a 
popular  minister  from  the  Russian  court,  tlie  son  of  one 
of  the  signers  of  independence,  and  sent  the  Roanoke 
orator,  relying  on  his  influence  in  the  good  Old  Dominion 
to  further  bis  pretensions.  He  recalled  Mr.  Poinsett,  an 
accomplished  gentleman,  from  Mexico,  and  sent  a  frontier 
character,  a  rambling  statesman,  a  Carolinian  by  birth,  it  is 
true,  but  one  she  has  long  ceased  to  cherisli  or  honor.  These 
are  not  of  my  political  friends,  but  they  are  my  countrj'men. 

I  may  do  injustice  to  the  State  Department  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  recall  of  Mr.  Middleton,  Mr.  Poinsett,  and 
Mr.  Watts.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  desired  to  be 
recalled  or  not,  but  presume  they  did  not. 

Sir,  I  do  not  complain  that  our  favorite  sons  are  unre- 
quited for  their  faithful  services,  or  turned  out  of  office. 
It  is  not  tliis  which  calls  forth  my  censure  and  indignation. 
It  is  tlie  beUef  tliat  my  friends  and  fellow-citizens  ai-e 
hunted  down  with  savage  ferocity,  not  fur  political  opi- 
nions, but  because  they  are  supposed  to  be  your  friend» — 
that  we  will  not  make  war  on  you,  is  the  heresy  which 
must  be  expiated  witli  fire  and  faggot. 

And  shall  we  not  retaliate  >  I  hold  the  nominee  responsible 
forthis breach  in  our  ranks;  nay,  more,  I  bold  him  respon- 
sible for  the  unredeemed  pledges  he  made  to  the  public, 
pending  the  last  Presidential  canvass.  What  were  they? 
One  term  of  service  as  President;  retrenchment  of  public 
expenditurei  no  official  tampering  with  tlie  press,  to  per- 
petuate the  (i\-nasty;  no  selection  of  members  of  Congress 
for  offices  of  profit.  Public  expectation  on  these  topics 
has  not  been  realized.  I  excuse  a  generous,  confiding 
President,  and  hold  the  wily,  subtle  minister  and  the 
subalterns  liable  for  the  failure.  I  will  pay  a  portion  of  my ' 
share  of  the  debt,  by  putting  my  veto  on  this  appointment. 

Sir,  we  are  told  if  we  reject  the  nominee  we  shall  sure- 
ly make  him  Vice  President;  and  such  is  the  substance 
of  a  letter  before  me  from  one  of  his  confidential  and 
favored  editors.  No  one  can  mistake  the  object  of  the 
Baltimore  Convention;  it  is  to  nominate  him  in  any  event. 
I/x>k  at  the  source  whence  it  originates;  observe  the  dou- 
ble delegates  from  Ohio,  gotten  up  under  the  central  in- 
fluence here.  I  do  not,  however,  regard  it  of  any  sort  of 
importance  whether  he  be  made  Vice  President  or  not. 
I  shall  not  resort  to  the  common  pretence  of  left-handed 
friendship,  and  place  my  reasons  for  voting  on  the  ground 
that  he  is  too  useful  to  be  absent.  I  shall  do  what  is  my 
duty,  and  let  consequences  take  care  of  themselves. 

Ill  closing  my  remarks  on  this  somewhat  exciting  topic, 
permit  me  to  express  my  acknowledgments  to  the  Senate 
for  tlieir  consideration,  while  I  have  stated,  in  a  hasly, 
imperfect,  and  unpremeditated  manner,  my  opinions  of 
the  claims  of  the  nominee  to  public  confidence,  and  the 
reasons  of  my  refusal  to  vote  for  his  confirmation. 

Mr.  FOUSYTH  swd,  we  were  told  by  the  Senator  who 
has  just  concluded,  in  the  beginning  of  his  extraordinary 


speech,  that  be  intended  to  publish  his  remarks  for  bit 
own  vindication.  No  friend  of  Mr.  Van  Burea  will  cooi- 
plain  of  the  fulfilment  of  this  intention. 

Of  the  long  list  of  offences  committed  by  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  it  was  natural  that  Senator  should  begin  vith  tboae 
at  home.  He  says  General  Jackson  has  been  separated 
from  him  and  his  friends  by  the  artifices  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren,  and  be  tells  ug  of  his  own  zeal  and  devotioa  to 
the  hero  of  New  Orleans,  and  read  extntcts  from  bis 
own  speech  at  the  Waxaws,  when  he  assured  his  au- 
ditors that  "the  philosophy  of  nature"  was  "a  suffi- 
cient guaranty"  for  the  General's  "  local  atUchmenL" 
How  does  it  appear  that  Mr.  Van  Bureo  produced  this 
daeadful  separation  ?  Mo  evidence  of  it  is  exhibitedj  and, 
with  due  deference  to  the  Senator,  I  would  suggest  tbrt 
he  was  only  mistaken  in  his  theory;  *'  the  pbiloaopby  «f 
nature"  was  not  so  strong  a  guaranty  as  he  imagined. 
But,  is  what  is  insinuated,  fact?  Has  General  Jackna 
forgotten  his  local  attachments,  the  land  of  bis  birth  and  of 
his  earliest  affections,  where  he  has  so  many  devoted  and 
disinterested  friends?  No,  sir;  it  is  not  possible;  Geneial 
Jackson  has  not  separated  from  South  Carolina,  nor  baa 
South  Carolina  yet  withdrawn  from  him,  althou^  the  Se- 
nator seems  to  be  earnestly  huntingup  causes  fur  adivorce. 

I'he  radical  party  in  iSouth  Carolina — ^the  Unionists- 
have,  the  Senator  says,  given  in  their  adhesion  from  in- 
terested motives  to  Mr.  Van  Buren  for  the  succession  to 
the  Presidency;  and  this  is  another  of  his  crimes.  Now, 
sir,  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  true  that  they  desire  the  suc- 
cession for  Mr.  Van  Buren;  certainly  they  might  go  (ur- 
ther  and  fare  worse,  and  fare  much  worse  and  not  go  quite 
so  fiir.  Fur  this  supposed  interested  adhesion,  tbey  are 
stigmatized  here  by  one  of  their  Senators.  I  am  treadii^ 
Mr.  President,  upon  almost  forbidden  ground;  traveUii^ 
into  a  neighboring  State  to  mingle  in  /.s  party  strife;  but 
1  ieel  fur  these  radicals— these  Unionists;  we  acted  toge- 
ther in  by-gone  times;  we  think  alike  still;  and  if  I  viere 
not  to  say  a  word  in  their  behalf,  as  the  two  Senators  from 
the  State  are  of  the  party  opposed  to  them  at  home,  they 
might  chance  to  be  condemned  for  the  want  of  the  plea 
of  not  guilty  to  the  charge  exhibited  against  them.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  stand  bound  to  repel  the  imputa- 
tions cast  upon  the  aiiti-iiuUifiers  of  South  Carolina,  am^ 
taking  up  the  evidence,  shall  prove  that  they  are  unjustly 
charged.  What  is  tiiis  evidence?  Tlie  Senator  who 
makes  the  charge  on  the  question  of  the  Seminole  War, 
stood  by  tlie  General  with  firmness  and  zeal ;  defended  him, 
right  or  wrong.  The  radicals  were  among  his  ccnsurers, 
and  the  question  is  empliatically  asked,  where  was  Geo- 
gia  then  ?  Georgia  tlieii  was  where  she  is  now,  and  where 
I  trust  she  will  ever  be  found,  by  Uie  side  of  tlie  UiiionisU, 
standing  up  for  the  right  and  reprehending  the  wrong. 
I'he  Senator  seems  to  imagine  that  the  true  patriotism 
consists,  in  favor  of  one's  friends,  in  ceasing  to  discrino- 
nate  between  truth  and  error.  Such  is  not  our  thcoi}— 
for  violated  laws,  we  hold  all  responsible,  friends  sad 
foes.  Recent  developments  have  shown  that  GenenJ 
Jackson  had  means  of  defence  he  disdained  to  use;  but  if 
there  is  one  Georgian,  one  radical,  who  regrets  the  part 
he  took  on  that  transaction,  I  thank  God,  to  roe  be  is  ua- 
known.  I  trust,  sir,  that  to  atone  fur  his  own  error  is 
defending  what  he  now  insinuates  was  wrong,  he  does  not, 
under  the  power  of  some  master  feeling,  intend  to  ces- 
sure  every  thing  Hiat  is  right. 

Mr.  Cobb  and  Mr.  Crawford  liave  been  named  by  the 
Senator.  Mr.  Cobb  is  no  longer  among  lu  to  answer. 
He  did  his  duty,  according  to  his  conception  of  thiu  duty, 
in  this  and  every  other  act  of  his  public  life.  His  frieoos 
know  that  his  conduct  was  open,  and  his  motives  pure. 
The  ground  he  stood  upon  here,  he  never  abandoned 
while  he  lived.  Mr.  Crawford,  1  am  surprised  tiie  Sena- 
tor should  think— [Mr.  MILLER  said  he  alluded  to  Mr- 
Crawford,  (Joel,)  a  member  of  the  House  of  Represenia- 
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threa  when  the  Seminole  question  was  a^tated.]  I  am 
glad  to  be  corrected.  Mr:  Joel  Crawford  dieted  with  his 
friends,  aad  is  ffuilty  of  the  charge  of  having  voted  for 
inquiry  into  tlie  Seminole  war.  He  lives  to  remember, 
not  to  regret  that  act. 

This  Union  party,  which  seems  to  haunt  his  imugina- 
tion,  if  I  ara  not  strangely  mistaken,  had  the  honor,  a  short 
time  since,  to  number  him  as  a  member  of  it.  [Hr.  MIL- 
LER denied  that  he  had  ever  been.]  Well,  ar,  the  Sena- 
tor ought  to  know:  but  in  this  fact  I  cannot  be  mistaken; 
the  Senator  was  a  candidate,  brought  forward  by  that 
party  for  the  State  Government — and  the  cause  for  post- 
poning for  two  years  tlie  elevation  of  the  accomplished 
gentleman  who  now  stands  at  the  helm  of  her  affairs. 
The  recollection  of  that  fact  should  have  prevented  a 
charge  against  them  of  being,  from  sel£sh  motives,  love 
of  office,  devoted  to  the  dominant  power:  following,  like 
the  sunflower,  the  motions  of  the  risen  sun.  To  this  last 
charge,  I  do  not  plead  for  them,  not  guilty — they  do  fol- 
low, like  the  sunflower — ^the  sunflower  does  not  change 
its  attitude  for  the  rising,  or  the  meridian,  or  the  setting 
«un.  Elevating  its  broad  face  to  the  light  of  heaven,  it 
stands  unchanged,  and  is  found  when  he  sets  in  the  West- 
ern, as  it  stood  when  he  rose  in  the  Eastern  sky.  Poeti- 
cally understood,  as  Ovid  describes  the  heliotrope,  the 
Senator  is  right;  what  is  good  in  poetry  is  not  always  good 
in  prose;,,  and  the  charge  is,  that,  for  interest  sake,  the 
South  Carolinians,  unfriendly  to  the  Senator,  know  no 
win  but  the  President's,  and  are  obedient  to  his  whistle. 

We  are  taught  to  expect  shoals  of  them  here,  seeking, 
as  the  rewards  of  devotion,  honors,  ind  trusts,  foreign 
missions,  Sec.  &c.  one  of  them  being  already  before  us, 
•s  the  avant-courier  of  a  thousand  more !  No  allusion 
could  have  been  more  unfortunate.  Who  and  what  is  the 
gentleman  at  whom  this  arrow  has  been  cast;  the  first  of 
the  shoal  of  office  seekers!  Why,  sir,  the  Senator  him- 
self speaks  highly  of  his  character.  Described  by  his 
collea^e,  he  is  a  high-minded  man,  of  extensive  in- 
Ibrmation,  and  unsullied  integrity,  in  whose  hands  the 
best  and  dearest  interests  of  the  people  may  be  safely 
confided.  And  are  such  men  office  seekers,  and  interest- 
ed devotees  to  existing  power  in  South  Carolina?  If  so, 
what  are  the  patriots?  They  must  be  angels.  They  can- 
not be  men.  The  Senator  may  eulogize  nis  friends  to'the 
utmost  of  his  power,  exalt  thera  in  the  scale  of  talent  and 
integrity  to  the  highest  pitch;  I  venture  to  place  his  op- 
ponents by  their  side,  and  challenge  comparison  without 
fearing  or  intending  to  depreciate  m  the  slightest  degree 
the  honor  of  any  of  South  Carolina's  distinguished  sons. 

The  arrangement  of  the  first  cabinet  did  not  please  the 
Senator.  South  Carolina  was  neglected.  Governor  Ha- 
milton was  told  he  might  have  been  Secretary  of  War  but 
for  his  violence  against  the  tariff;  and  what  seemed  to  have 
added  venom  to  the  sting.  South  Carolina  was  not  only 
passed  over,  but  an  Attorney  General  was  looked  for  in 
Georgia;  and  all  this  was  the  work  of  the  Dom  Daniel  of 
New  York.  The  Senator  is  difficult  to  please.  He  liked 
not  the  first,  and  likes  less  the  second  cabinet  But  how 
was  the  fiurt  in  regard  to  Governor  Hamilton?  If  my  me- 
mory deceives  me  not,  he  has  publicly  declared  he  might 
have  had  office  had  he  desired;  he  did  not  desire  it.  In 
this,  and  in  all  other  things,  he  is  incapable  of  deceit. 
Passing  over  the  unpardonable  offence  of  going  to  Georgia 
for  a  member  of  the  first  cabinet,  does  the  Senator  reaUy 
suppose  the  choice  of  the  late  Attorney  General  was  the 
work  of  Mr.  Van  Buren?  [Mr.  Millib  nodded  an  assent.] 
The  Senator  never  committed  a  more  egregious  mistake. 
Of  all  the  men  of  the  day,  his  equals  in  professional  attain- 
ments and  talents,  admitted  to  be  great,  I  think  he  is  the 
last  man  who  would  have  been  selected  by  Mr.  Van  Buren; 
and  sure  I  am  Mr.  Van  Buren  is  the  last  man  on  earth  to 
whose  influence  the  late  Attorney  General  would  hare 
been  willing  to  owe  his  place. 
Vo»,  Vin — 87 


Conadered  as  the  originator  and  the  fosterer  of  the  dis- 
agreement between  the  first  and  second  officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment, Mr.  Van  Buren  is  to  bear  the  extremity  of  the 
Senator's  wrath.  On  this  subject,  Mr.  President,  I  can 
only  refer  the  Senate  to  the  explicit  and  prompt  denial 
of  the  justice  of  the  charge  by  the  party  accused,  long 
since  publicly  made,  and  never  yet  impeached  by  any  one 
having  a  claim  to  character.  The  facts'before  the  public 
prove  that  the  charge  is  the  coinage  of  a  distempered 
brain,  baseless  as  the  fabric  of  a  vision.  If  the  Senator 
has  any  desire  to  enter  into  further  iitquiry,  I  repeat  here 
this  explicit  and  positive  denial,  in  the  name  of  an  absent 
friend;  "and  if  he  ventures  upon  the  investigation,  I  pledge 
myself  to  satisfy  even  his  preoccupied  mind  that  not  a 
shadow  of  suspicion  can  rest  upon  Mr.  Van  Buren's 
fame.  I  speak  on  the  highest  authority,  when  I  state  to 
the  Senate  that  his  deportment  in  relation  to  that  contro- 
versy deserves  the  respect  and  admiration  of  every  honor- 
able and  delicate  mind. 

The  Globe!  the  Globe!  the  offimal  paper,  has  abused 
the  Senator  and  his  friends.  The  editor  was  brought  here 
by  Mr  Van  Burei),  and  he  is  accountable  for  all  it  contains-- 
aU  that  is  bad,  I  mean:  he  gets  credit  for  do  good,  ^>pear 
where  it  may. 

This  charge  is  made  because  the  Globe  is  called  the 
Goremment  paper,  Mr.  Van  Buren  and  the  Governmeot 
being  previously  identified.  I  must  not  be  misunderstood 
as  defending  the  editorial  management  of  the  Globe.  I 
see  with  regret  many  attacks  on  persons  for  matters  that 
ought  not  to  be  brought  before  the  public.  I  detest  all  in- 
vestigation of  the  pnvate  transactions,  all  malignant  scru- 
tiny into  the  every  day  business  of  political  aspirants. 
Their  private  characters  are  known  to  the  people;  and  so 
far  as  character  should  operate  to  their  prejudice,  it  will 
be  weighed.  Even  the  defensive  recriminations  of  the 
Globe  deserve  censure.  But,  sir,  I  do  not  admit  that  Mr. 
Van  Buren  or  the  administration  is  responsible  for  the 
lighter  offences,  much  less  the  enormities  of  any  news- 
paper writei^-cven  for  the  Globe — which,  black  as  the 
gentleman  may  conader  it,  is  as  pure  as  this  unsullied 
sheet,  compared  with  the  journals  that  are  publiriied  by 
its  side.  But  does  the  Senator  mean  to  assert  that  erery 
one  who  aids  in  the  establishment  of  a  newspaper  is  re- 
sponsible for  its  enormities?  Will  the  Senator  eonsent 
that  his  friends  and  all  his  opponents  shall  be  judged 
by  the  same  rule?  I  ask  him  to  glance  his  eye  back 
over  the  history  of  the  press  in  this  District  for  a  few 
past  years.  Does  he  remember  the  Federal  Republican, 
the  Washington  City  Gazette,  the  Washington  Republican? 
Does  he  know  any  thing  of  the  National  Journal  and  the 
United  States  Telegraph?  Has  he  present  to  his  recol- 
lection the  atrocious  calumnies  by  which  they  have  been 
polluted — their  dark  insinuations  and  open  fusehoods,  by 
which  the  reputation  of  the  virtuous  of  both  sexes  has 
been  wantonly  and  gromiy  assailed?  Slander  has  flovm — 
still  flies  to  all  comers  of'^our  country,  as  if  borne  on  the 
wings  of  the  wind.  If  all  these  things  are  present  to  hit 
view,  will  he  admit  that  those  who  patronized  these  jour- 
nals were  participators  of  those  hatefid  crimes?  Can  he 
trust  the  reputation  and  honor  of  his  friends  to  the  applica- 
tion of  his  own  rule? 

[The  VICE  PRESIDENT  asked  if  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  had  any  allusion  to  the  occupant  of  the  cluur.] 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  By  what  authority,  sir,  do  you  ask 
that  question? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  sud  the  allurion  appeared  to 
be  so  direct,  he  had  a  right  to  ask  the  question. 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  I  deny  the  right;  and  if  it  is  consider- 
ed as  a  question  of  order,  I  appealto  the  judgment  of  the 
Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said,  if  the  alluaon  was  direct, 
ed  to  him,  there  was  no  foundation  for  it. 

Mr.  MILLER  rose,  and  addressed  the  Chiit. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1379 


GALES  &  BEATON'S-  REGISTER 


1380 


SSITATS.] 


Exteuiivt  Pn/feedingt. 


[Jas.  1832. 


Mr.  FORSYTH  claimed  the  floor,  which  he  said  he 
was  in  some  danger  of  losing  between  the  Chair  and  the 
Senator. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  said  the  Senator  from  Geor- 
gia is  entitled  to  the  floor. 

Mr.  FORSYTH.  That  being  understood,  I  pve  way 
with  pleasure  to  the  Senator  for  any  explanation  lie  may 
desire  to  make. 

Mr.  MILLER  explained,  and  concluded  by  saying,  as 
to  the  rule  by  which  he  judged  others  in  relation  to  the 
official  press,  be  was  willing  that  it  should  be  applied  to 
himself  and  his  friends. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  replied  to  the  argument  as  explained, 
and  then  said,  as  -to  the  public  press,  the  Senator  con- 
sents that  he  and  his  friends  shall  be  judged  by  his  own 
rule.  Then  God  help  the  Senator's  friends,  for  they  are 
beyond  all  human  aid,  and  so  are  all  those  who  patronize 
and  support,  in  times  of  high  party  strife,  a  thoroughbred 
partisan  newspaper.  Leaving  to  others  to  adopt  or  re- 
ject the  rule,  and  to  apply  it  or  not  to  the  patrons  and  sup- 
porters of  the  Journal  and  Telegraph,  and  to  the  former 
patrons  of  the  'Washington  Republican,  the  Washington 
City  Gazette,  and  Federal  Republican,  I  deny,  explicitly, 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  responsibility  for  any  articles  of  the 
Globe.  If  the  Senator  will  produce  satis&ctory  proof  that 
he  has  been  instrumental  in  establishing  a  press,  here  or 
elsewhere,  for  the  purpose  of  dragging  down  by  calum- 
nies any  good  man's  name,  my  vote  shall  damn  him  here— 
my  voice  every  where. 

In  the  spirit  of  manly  frankness,  not  in  the  spirit  of  this 
discussion,  I  appeal  to  the  Senator  to  reflect  upon  the  ir- 
reconcilable contradiction  between  all  his  conclusions  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  prejudice,  and  the  character  of  the  Chief 
Magistrate — not  the  character  of  the  President  witli  his 
present  friends  and  the  people,  but  according  to  his  own 
conceptions  of  that  character  before  the  President  had  the 
misfortune  to  think  that  the  Senator  and  his  friends  were 
pursuing  a  policy  dangerous  to  the  union  of  the  States. 
He  was,  as  described  by  the  Senator,  HU  that  was  good  and 
great,  and  performed  with  the  purest  patriotism  more  im- 
portant services  than  any  man  since  the  days  of  Washing- 
ton. His  known  firmness  has  been  called  obstinate  self- 
will,  by  his  adversaries,  and  he  has  been  held  up  by  his 
enenues  as  a  roaring  lion,  requiring  implicit  obedience 
from  all  who  venture  to  approach  his  den.  Take  tlie  good 
or  the  bad  of  this  description — judge  this  matter  by  the 
opinion  of  the  President's  friends,  by  the  Senator's,  or  by 
the  President's  enemies,  and  the  part  allotted  to  Mr.  Van 
Buren  could  not  have  been  played  here.  What,  sir!  this 
pure  patriot,  this  great  public  benefactor — ^tliis  self-willed, 
obstinate  man'— this  roaring  lion,  to  be  a  wet  rag  in  any 
man's  hands:  a  nose  of  wax,  to  be  pinched  into  lyiy  and 
every  shape  by  Mr.  Van  Buren's  Angers!  If  the  Senator 
will  calmly  reflect,  he  will  be  compelled  to  acknowledge 
that  be  is  or  has  been  greatly  mistaken.  The  Pre^dent 
is  not  what  he  declared  him  to  be — what  h'ls  friends  or  his 
enemies  believe  him  to  be— or  else  flagrant  injustice  has 
been  done  to  Mr.  Van  Buren.  I  will  not  quarrel  with  the 
Senator's  choice.  He  may  take  either  branch  of  the  al' 
ternative.     He  cannot  hold  both. 

The  formidable  array  of  facts  in  support  of  hb  charge 
of  corrupt  management  against  Mr.  Van  Buren  reminds 
me  of  an  occurrence  said  to  have  happened  in  France. 
There  is,  it  seems,  such  a  thing  as  an  action  to  recover 
damages  for  seduction,  which  may  be  brought  by  an  un- 
fortunate lady  who  has  listened  too  credulously  to  a  flatter- 
ing tongue.  A  pretty  lady,  who  had  quarrelled  and  parted 
with  her  lover,  called  on  an  advocate  to  bring  a  suit  for  the 
damages  she  had  sustained.  She  described  the  origin  and 
progress  of  the  /loMon,  the  happiness  enjoyed  while  it 
lasted,  and  the  time  of  its  duration,  and  then  its  fiital  end. 
The  advocate  listened  with  profound  attention  to  the  story, 
and  saw  that  it  was  one  of  those  cases  in  which  it  was  diffi- 


cult to  say  who  was  in  fault,  the  gentleman  or  the  iadj, 
and  that  an  action  could  not  be  maintained  for  seductkn. 
How  to  convey  this  without  oflending  the  fair  one,  was 
the  difficulty.  All  Frenchmen,  of  all  profcsaiona,  avoid 
that  as  the  deadliest  of  sins.  The  advocate  managed  it 
with  the  proverb!^  skill  of  his  profession  and  of  bis  coush 
try.  "  Madam,  it  would  give  me  infinite  pleasure  to  obey 
your  wishes!,  and  punish  the  ingrate  who  has  separated 
himself  from  so  much  beauty;  but  I  am  obliged  to  tcU  you 
tliat  the  facts  are  not  sufficient  to  support  an  action."  Th» 
seemed  very  strange  to  the  lady,  as  she  had  been  very  mi- 
nute in  her  detail  of  all  the  facts.  Pouting  and  petulant, 
she  left  the  advocate  to  his  books  and  briefs.  The  vbole 
afiair  was  forgotten  by  him;  but  in  the  course  of  a  few- 
days  the  lady  burst  triumphantly  into  his  room,  cxclaim- 
ing,  with  joyful  eagerness,  "  another  fact,  nr,  be  seduced 
me  again  this  morning."  And  so  it  is  with  the  Senator. 
His  facts,  like  tile  lady's,  do  not  go  to  the  point  he  mo* 
reach  to  effect  his  purpose.  Each  one  is  like  unto  the 
other,  and  all  like  the  seduction  of  that  morning. 

Mr.  HAYNE  said,  before  the  question  is  taken  on  dm 
nomination,  I  desire  merely  to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
my  vote  shall  rest.     I  do  this  as  an  act  of  justice  to  my- 
self, without  desiring  or  intending  to  influence  the  vote 
of  any  genUeman  here.     When  the  resolutiSn  oflcred  by 
the  Senator  from  Maine  [Mr.  Holmis]  was  before  the 
Senate  a  few  days  ago,  proposing,  among  other  things,  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  I  took  occa- 
sion to   say  that  though  I  could  not  vote  for  that  reso- 
lution, because,  in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stood,  it 
proposed  to  make  a  call  upon  the  President,  which  I  ^ 
not  consider  as  quite  respectful  in  its  character;  and  also 
because,  even  in  relation  to  Mi'.  Van  Buren  himself,  it  was 
altogether  too  vague  and  indefinite  to  lead  to  any  jiracticiJ 
resiut;  yet,  that,  if  any  Senator  would  move  for  an  intiuii;, 
in  proper  form,  I  would  not  only  vote  for  it,  but  cheer- 
fully abide  by  the  result.     The  friends  of  Mr.  Van  Buren, 
while  opposing  the  resolution  of  Mr.  Housss,  bad  not 
themselves  thought  proper  to  institute  any  such  inquiry. 
I  do  not  mean  to  censure  them  for  this,  nor  to  draw  an} 
inference  from  their  course  in  this  respect,  unfavorable  to 
Mr.  Van  Buren.     They  believed  the  charges  against  him 
required  no  investigation;  and  for  my  own  part  1  was  will- 
ing to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  which  had  been  thrown 
out,  that  from  the  nature  of  the  case  it  was  pecuUarlj 
proper  that  each  gentleman  should  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  for  himself,  and,  having  satisfied  his  own  con- 
science, act  accordingly.  I  have,  Mr.  President,  pursued 
this  course,  and  by  the  result  shall  my  conduct,  on  this  oc- 
casion, be  governed.     From  tiie  time  when  Mr.  Van  Burea 
took  possession  of  the  Department  of  State,  up  to  the  mo- 
ment of  hisdeparture  for  England,  I  havebeen  an  attentire 
observer  of  the  passing  events  here.   1  have,  also,  since  this 
nomination  came  before  tlie  Senate,  taken  pains  to  infoim 
myself,  from  the  very  best^sourccs,  as  to  the  correctness  or 
incorrectness  of  my  first  impressions  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  while  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  result  has  been  a  firm  conviction  that  I  ought  net 
to  give  my  advice  and  consent  to  his  appointment  as  minii- 
ter  to  England.      From  facts  and  circumstances  which 
have  fallen  under  my  own  observation,  many  of  tliem  no- 
torious to  the  whole  country,  as  well  as  from  informatiaB 
derived  from  sources  on  which  I  impUcitly  rely,  I  hare 
arrived  at  the  following  conclusion:  that,  when  Mr.  Vso 
Buren  came  into  the  cabinet,  he  found  a  state  of  circum- 
stances here  that  opened  a  door  to  the  establidiment  of  sd 
influence  favorable  to  his  personal  views;  that,  instead  of 
exerting  himself  to  remove  the  causes  of  discord  and  dis- 
sension by  which  the  Executive  was  unhappily  surround- 
ed, he  dexterously  availed  himself  of  them,  and  wielded 
them  for  the  promotion  of  his  own  |>ersonaI  and  political 
interests,  and  for  the  advancement  of  his  friends  and  sup- 
porters to  office,  to  the  exclusion  of  almost  all  others. 
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[t  IS  known  to  aH  who  hew  me,  that  General  Jackson  came 
into  office  under  most  auspicious  circumstances,  which, 
properly  improved,  could  not  have  &i1ed  to  secure  for  his 
Kdministration  the  highest  honor,  and,  as  I  still  believe, 
btsting'  benefit  to  his  country. 

rt  is  notorious  that  the  fruits  of  the  great  political  vic- 
tory which  broHffht  him  into  power,  have  been,  in  a  great 
measure,  lost.  The  expectations  of  the  country  have  not 
been  fulfilled.  Dissensions  and  discord  have  divided  a 
party  who  were  once  cemented  together  by  the  strongest 
ties._  Men  who  espoused  General  Jackson's  cause  at  the 
earliest  dawn  of  his  political  fortunes,  who  stood  by  him 
ir»  the  heat  of  the  contest,  have  been  discarded  from  his 
confidence,  and  proscribed,  while  those  who  came  in 
(like  Mr.  Van  Buren  himselQ  at  the  eleventh  hour,  who 
never  lifted  a  finger  in  his  de/encc,  or  raised  a  voice  in  his 
fjavor,  now  have  undisputed  sway.  I  have  no  doubt  what- 
ever, that,  for  all  this,  the  country  is  chiefly  indebted  to 
the  influence  of  Mr.  Van  Buren,  successfully,  though 
cautiously,  directed  to  the  single  object  of,  advancing 
himself  at  the  expense  of  all  who  were  supposed  to  stand 
in  his  way;  and,  what  is  worse,  at  the  expense  of  the  suc- 
cess of  the  administration,  and  at  the  imminent  hazard  to 
the  best  interests  of  the  country. 

I  firmly  believe,  sir,  that  it  was  not  until  Mr.  Van 
Buren  discovered,  in  the  course  of  the  last  winter,  that,  by 
creating  a  unity  of  interests  between  the  President  and 
himself  and  alienating  him  from  his  faithful  and  true 
fnends — instead  of  elevating  himself,  he  was  pulling  his 
benefactor  down — that  he  determined  to  break  up  the  cabi- 
net, by  withdrawing  himself,  and  driving  his  colleagues 
from  their  stations;  taking  care,  however,  to  provide 
a  safe  retreat  for  himself  in  this  mission  to  England.  I 
think  the  dissolution  of  the  cabinet,  under  all  the  circum- 
ctances  which  attended  it,  was  most  unfortunate  for  the 
Executive,  and  disreputable  to  the  country;  and  suchi  I 
am  persuaded,  is  the  opinion  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people,  of  all  parties,  throughout  the  United  States. 
From  all  tfiat  I  have  seen  and  heard  upon  that  subject,  I 
have  not  th«  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  this  event  would  not 
have  taken  place,  but  for  the  firm  and  manly  resistance 
made  by  certain  members  of  the  cabinet  to  the  views  of 
Mr.  Van  Buren.  If  they  had  enlisted  under  his  banner, 
and  consented  to  follow'  his  lead,  all  would  have  been 
well.  I  believe,  moreover,  that  Mr.  Van  Buren,  while 
SecretiUT  of  State,  used  the  influence  derived  from  his 
high  office,  for  the  purpose  of  controlling,  injuriously, 
the  domestic  and  social  relations  of  this  community;  and 
that  his  conduct  was,  in  other  respects,  inconsistent 
■with  the  dignity  of  his  station  and  the  character  of  the 
country.  Having  arrived  at  these  conclusions,  after  a 
careful  and  deliberate  examination  of  the  whole  case,  my 
duty  is,  of  course,  made  plain.  We  are  called  upon  to 
give  our  advice  and  consent  to  the  appointment  of  Mr. 
Van  Buren  to  a  high  and  most  responsible  office.  I  know 
that  a  decision  in  his  favor  will  be  regarded  here,  and 
held  up  elsewhere,  as  a  triumphant  acquittal  from  all  the 
charges  that  have  been  preferred  ag^nst  him.  I  cannot 
consent  to  be  an  instrument  in  producing  such  a  result, 
believing,  as  I  do,  that  these  charges  are  true. 

Allusion  has  been  made  to  the  strong  prejudices  which 
are  said  to  have  followed  Mr.  Van  Buren  through  his 
-whole  political  course,  and  of  which  it  is  said  he  is  now  to 
be  made  the  victim.  For  my  own  part,  I  am  unconscious 
of  being  under  the  influence  of  any  such  feelings. 
Though  I  have  never  had  the  honor  to  be  classed  among 
the  personal  and  political  friends  of  this  gentleman,  yet, 
so  far  from  having  ever  indulged  any  prejudice  against 
hiin,  my  feelings  towards  him  have  been  of  ui  opposite 
character.  Up  to  the  time  of  his  going  into  the  cabinet, 
but  a  single  circumstance  had  occurred  to  shake  my  con- 
fidence in  him  as  a  public  man;  and  notwithstanding  this, 
he  went  into  the  Department  of  State  with  my  "advice 


and  consent;"  and  I  should  have  continued  in  the  same 
relation  towards  him  to  this  day,  but  for  a  course  of  con- 
duct while  in  that  office,  which  I  honestly  believe  has 
brought  incalculable  evils  upon  this  country.  In  com- 
ing to  these  conclusions,  I  have  not  been  governed,  as  has 
been  supposed,  by  "vague  rumors  merely."  My  opinions 
have  been  made  up  on  tacts  and  circumstances  which  are 
notorious,  some  of  which  have  fallen  under  my  own  ob- 
servation, and  upon  information  derived  from  the  most 
unquestionable  sources.  It  is  possible  I  may  be  deceived, 
but  if  so,  I  can  only  say,  that  so  strong  are  the  convictions 
under  which  I  am  acting,  that  if  I  were  a  juror  in  the  box, 
sworn  to  give  a  true  verdict  in  the  issue  now  made  up 
between  Martin  Van  Buren  and  his  country,  I  should  feel 
myself  constrained  to  give  that  verdict  against  him.  On 
this  conviction  I  shall  act.  Be  the  consequences  what 
they  may,  I  shall  do  what  I  believe  to  be  my  duty,  in  re- 
cording my  vote  against  Mr.  Van  Buren  as  minister  to 
England. 

Mr.  BROWN,  on  the  conclusion  of  Mr.  HiTiri's  re- 
marks, adjured  parties  'not  to  pursue  this  discussion;  it 
could  lead  to  no  good.  Every  one's  mind  no  doubt  was 
made  up.  Let  us  vote,  and  avoid  any  further  irritation, 
already  too  great  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  FORSYTH  said,  I  am  aware  of  the  propriety  of 
the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  and 
do  not  rise  to  continue  the  discussion.  The  gentleman 
who  has  just  taken  bis  seat,  [Mr.  Hatkx,]  has  expressed 
his  opinion — he  will  of  course  act  upon  it — that  is  bis  aflTur; 
he  has  founded  it  on  sources  within  his  reach:  these 
sources  are  not  disclosed — we  cannot  speak  of  them.  No 
evidence,  other  than  that  already  before  the  public,  has 
been  referred  to  by  him.  We  cannot  examine  what  we 
do  not  see.  All  this  is  for  the  judgment  of  others.  The 
honorable  Senator  has  said  that  the  course  be  has  taken 
in  coming  to  his  conclusion  was  sugg^ested  by  the  friends 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren.  This  I  must  deny.  The  suggestion 
of  that  course  was  made  by  the  Senator  from  Massachu- 
setts, [Mr.  WiBSTEB,]  who  is  not  to  be  numbered  among 
the  friends  of  the  person  nominated,  either  politically  or 
personally.  Although  believing  investigation  unnecessary, 
we  have  stood  ready,  at  all  times,  to  vote  for  it  in  any 
form  not  disgraceful  to  the  Senate.  The  whole  question 
will  soon  be  before  the  public,  and  wc  are  reaijy  to  abide 
by  the  result. 

[Mr.  MiixiB  kept  no  note  of  his  rejoinder  to  Mr.  P«b- 
STTH.  He  replied  at  the  moment  to  such  suggestions  aa 
seemed  to  require  notice  at  his  hands.  The  publication 
of  Mr.  F.'s  spreech  in  reply,  renders  it  proper  that  the  re- 
joinder by  Mr.  Millkb  should  be  published  to  correct  and 
explain  portions  of  Mr.  F.'s  reply.] 

Mr.  President:  I  will  trouble  the  Senate,  said  Mr.  M., 
with  only  a  few  observations  in  reply.  The  gentleman  from 
Georgia  has  said  that  I  seemed  eamesuy  hunting  for 
causes  for  a  divorce  from  the  President.  This  is  not  so. 
X  mean  in  this  case  to  vindicate  the  character  of  my  con- 
stituents from  servile  devotion  to  an  administration  that 
shows  no  respect  to  their  feeKngs  and  their  character. 
Upon  every  point  connected  with  the  interest  and  princi- 
ples of  South  Carolina,  and  the  correct  policy  of  the  na- 
tion, it  shall  have  my  support.  The  Senator  seems  to 
consider  the  Union  party  and  the  old  radical  party  in 
South  Carolina  as  identical;  and  as  well  versed  aa  he  may 
be  in  our  local  politics,  he  will  permit  me  to  put  hira  right 
The  Union  party  in  South  Carolina  cannot  be  said  to  have 
bad  an  existence  antecedent  to  1830,  unless  they  may  be 
considered,  in  fact  and  principle,  the  old  federal  party. 
Taking  this  for  granted,  the  gentleman  knows  best  how 
far  back  he  may  be  able  to  establish  a  "by -gone"  fi«ter- 
nity  with  his  Union  friends.  I  do  not  know  more  than 
one  of  the  old  radical  party  who  ever  acted  with  the  gen- 
tleman, and  he  will  scarcely  be  regarded  sufficient  to  give 
a  party  name  to  a  very  respectable  portion  of  the  popula* 
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tion  in  South  Carolina.  The  gentlemsin  admit*  that  his 
friends,  as  well  as  himself,  stood  up  for  principle,  and 
against  General  Jackson  in  the  Seminole  war.  He  says 
GeoTgiti  was  then  where  she  now  is,  beside  the  Union- 
ist, standing  up  for  the  right,  and  reprehending  the 
wrong. 

I  am  iaclioed  to  believe  that  if  the  gentleman  would  re- 
trace the  history  of  his  own  State,  he  would  find  himself 
and  his  friends  occasionally  as  much  at  war  with  the  Union, 
as  ever  the  South  Carolina  nullifiers  have  been.  Upon 
the  whole,  one  remarkable  difference  is  found  in  the  honor- 
able gentleman's  course  and  mine.  I  am  content  with 
my  position.  He  censured  General  Jackson  when  he  was 
out  of  power,  and  I  sustained  him;  and  he  sustains  him  in 
power,  while,  in  the  case  now  before  the  Senate,  I  do  not, 
tor  the  reasons  detailed,  which  he  affects  to  consider  most 
extraordinary.  He  must  not  indulge  in  visionaty  appre- 
henuons  as  to  what  1  shall  do.  Sufficient  for  the  day  is 
the  evil  thereof.  He  says  the  Union  party  brought  me 
Ibrward  for  Governor,  and  thereby  postponed  the  pre- 
sent incumbent.  The  gentleman  here  falls  again  into  an 
errorj  the  same  persons  who  brought  me  forward  for  Go- 
vernor, brought  me  forward  for  the  post  I  now  fill;  and  I 
consider  myself  here,  representing  in  the  Senate  the  princi- 
ples of  the  old  radical  par^,  which  is  another  name  with  us 
for  the  old  republican  or  State  rights  party. 

The  gentleman  says  that  I  liked  not  the  first  cabinet, 
and  less  the  last  This  last  assertion  is  not  warranted  by 
any  thing  which  has  fallen  from  me.  It  is  not  true  tliat  I 
like  the  second  cabinet  less  than  the  first  I  have  voted 
to  confirm  the  appointment  of  all  the  latter,  and  I  would 
not  vote  for  all  the  first  if  tliey  were  before  us  now  for  con- 
firmation. 

The  gentleman  deoiet^  with  grent  emphasis,  the  fact  of 
the  nominee  having  any  agency  in  ripping  up  the  cabinet 
transaction*  in  relation  to  the  Seminole  war.  I  stated  my 
belief  from  the  facts  before  the  public,  and  the  gentle- 
man and  myself  draw  different  inferences  firom  tliose  fiwits. 
He  says  the  facts  before  the  public  prove  that  the  charge 
b  the  "  coinage  of  a  distempered  brun,  and  baseless  as  the 
iabric  of  a  vision." 

[Mr.  MiLua  did  not  understand  Mr.  Fobstth  as  using, 
in  the  debate,  such  strong  language,  and  will  now  repeat 
his  belief,  as  he  heretofore  has  done,  and,  further,  his  im- 
presaon,  that  he  could,  upon  the  evidence,  convict  l»im 
before  any  impartial  jury,  uioless  the  (gentleman  should  fur- 
nish to  such  jury  other  information  than  he  has  done  to  the 
Senate.  If  he  mistook  not,  the  gentleman  had  something 
to  do  with  this  matter,  and  his  opinions  may  be  entitled 
to  a  consideration  which  Mr.  M.'s  does  not  possess.  'I'be 
high  authority  referred  to,  together  with  the  personal 
knowledge  of  the  Senator,  may  convince  him,  but  not 
others,  who  are  less  informed  on  this  subject] 

I  shall  not  take  any  step  to  prove  the  guilt  or  innocence 
of  the  nominee,  as  requested  hy  the  gentleman.  It  does 
not  concern  the  public  or  myself,  further  than  it  constitutes 
a  feature  in  the  history  of  the  gentleman's  life,  and  I  am 
at  liberty  to  state  my  belief  and  act  on  it,  when  called  on 
to  give  my  vote. 

The  gentleman  misunderstood  me,  if  be  supposed  I  ob- 
jected to  the  establishment  of  the  Globe,  as  the  Govern- 
ment pi^er,  by  Mr.  Van  Buren,  or  any  one  else.  1  con- 
cede the  right  of  every  man,  public  or  private,  to  establish 
presses;  but,  in  doing  so,  they  must  take  them  cum  onart. 
If  they  abuse  me  and  rwi  friends,  by  their  express  or  im- 
plied authority,  to  obtain  fitvor  with  others,  they  must 
look  to  those  whom  they  themselves  desire  to  propitiate  for 
support. 

Now  what  are  the  facts  here  ?  Pendingthe  nominatioD, 
a  msjority  of  the  Legislature,  constituting  the  entire  mass 
of  my  political  friends,  pass  a  resolution  approving  of  so 
much  otGeneral  Jackson's  late  message  as  recommends 
a  reduction  of  the  Uriff  to  a  revenue  measure,  and  the 


most  dinngenuous  and  base  motive  is  attempted  to  be  fixed 
upon  them,  by  an  administration  print,  which  is  the  aoudt- 
piece  of  the  nominee  and  his  party.  In  this  matter,  I  put 
myself  on  my  reserved  right,  and  if  I  bad  no  other  ground 
to  stand  on,  I  would  substitute  my  will  for  the  reason,  and 
reject  the  patron  of  such  a  press.  It  is  one  of  the  sove- 
reign rigpbts  of  a  freeman  to  put  those  who  ask  his  vote  for 
office  at  least  upon  terms  of  ren)ect. 

Mr.  FRELINGHUYSEN  said,  I  beg  the  indulgence  of 
the  Senate,  barely  to  state  the  reasons  of  the  vote  that  1 
shall  give  on  the  nomination  before  us.  In  this,  I  regard 
Mr.  Van  Buren  as  a  public  man,  and  my  reaaoos  for  with- 
holding my  advice  and  consent  to  bis  nomination  are  ptd>- 
lic  reasons.  They  are  purely  national,  in  which  nekbcr 
party  nor  prejudice  have  place.  I  feel  the  weight  of  all 
the  responsibility  to  be  incurred  by  the  important  meap 
sure  of  recalling  a  foreign  minister  for  causes  that  impli- 
cate him  in  public  censure;  but  I  also  feel  fully  sustained 
by  the  considerations  that  shall  influence  my  vole. 

Sir,  the  true  interests  of  the  nation  require  a  minister 
that  will  represent  bis  country,  and  not  merely  advance 
his  party.  We  want  a  minister  of  that  lof^  character, 
who  will,  the  moment  bis  mission  commences,  drop  the 
habiliments  of  party,  and  robe  himself  in  the  pure  and 
loyal  vestments  of  bis  country — his  undivided  country.  1 
desire  such  a  man  to  go  forth,  forgetting  all  the  strifes  at 
home,  and  remember  only  that  he  is  an  American  minister, 
and  to  act  upon  American  principles.  But  when  we  per- 
ceive the  gentleigan,  now  before  us,  deliberately  at  his 
bureau,  instructing  our  minister  to  a  foreign  court  to  call 
to  bis  aid  in  conducting  our  negotiations  the  results  of  oar 
poUtical  contests,  I  have  good  cause  to  fear  that  be  docs 
not  possess  those  elevated  principles  that  will  dispose  him 
to  reject  the  counsels  which  he  so  freely  and  so  anxiousiy 
communicates  to  others. 

In  the  instructions  prepared  and  g^ven  by  Mr.  Van  Bu- 
ren to  Mr.  HcLane,  we  have  evidence  not  to  be  mistaken 
of  Mr.  Van  Buren's  policy.  And  it  is  so  purely  aelfisb, 
as  to  absorb  all  considerations  of  country.  It  is  so  devoid 
of  American  spirit  and  character,  that  I  am  compelled, 
by  a  high  and  solemn  sense  of  duty,  to  bear  a  decided 
protest  against  it 

M'hat  is  the  scope  of  these  instructions?  As  1  under- 
stand them,  they  distinctly  direct  our  minister  to  en^ioy 
the  influences  of  party,and  of  his  party,  too.  They  oomniis- 
sion  him  to  apprise  the  British  court  of  the  r>i«iT«-tfT  of  oar 
political  collisions,  and  especially  to  let  him  know  who 
triumphed  and  who.were  defeated.  Sir,  it  is  humiliatiiig 
to  think  of  it.  These  instructions  urged  our  minister  to 
put  his  party  in  the  right,  and  the  country  in  the  wrong.— 
to  refer  the  British  minister  to  the  results  of  the  ballot  boi 
here,  and  to  press  upon  that  cabinet  the  vicisaitudea  of  our 
political  coiiti-oversies — our  own  domestic  difierences,  a* 
motives  to  persuade  them — to  what,  sir?  Why,  plainly, 
to  grant  that  favor,  to  extend  that  privilege,  to  Jus  now 
dominant  party,  that  was  refused  to  those  in  whose  keep- 
ing the  arrangement  of  American  interests  had  thereto- 
fore been  confided.  This  is  the  first  attempt,  in  our  diplo- 
macy with  foreign  States,  to  separate  the  administration  of 
the  country  from  the  country.  How  wanting  in  all  jus- 
tice, as  well  as  magnanimity,  was  it  to  make  this  danger^ 
ous  and  unwarrantable  assumption  a  plea  with  any  foreiga 
court!  Sir,  who  is,  by  our  constitution,  who  alone  caa 
be  our  public  organ,  but  "  the  administration.'"  And  yet 
hear  a  clause  of  these  instructions.  Mr.  Van  Buren  really 
argues  the  point:  "To  set  up,"  heproceeds,  ■<theactsaf 
the  late  administration  as  the  cause  of  forfeiture  i^  priri- 
leges  which  would  otherwise  be  extended  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  would,  under  existing  circumstances, 
be  unjust  in  itself,"  &c.  Sic.  Wherefore  unjust  under  ex- 
isting circumstances?  Because,  as  was  before  stated,  wc. 
that  is  we,  the  new  men,  now  in  power,  did  not  partici- 
pate in  the  acts  of  the  late  admioistration,.snd,  therefore. 
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-we  bumbty  hope  that  we  may  be  spared  tbe  forfeiture  of 
tbeie  privileges.  This,  with  other  portiotu  of  this  extra- 
ordinary docameot,  is  so  humiliating  to  our  national  cha- 
racter, that  I  cannot  consent  to  countenance  it  by  advising 
tike  Prendent  to  appoint  Mr.  Van  Buren  to  the  very  court 
at  which  he  has  humbled  us.  No,  mr,  let  us  ntber  meet 
the  case  at  the  threshold,  with  our  unquahfied  disappro- 
batioD,  and  never  suffer  it  to  grow  into  the  authonty  of 
precedent  by  our  acqiuescence. 

Why,  sir,  the  consequences  of  such  a  course  of  diplo- 
Biacy  would  be  most  disastrous.  It  would  perpetually 
distract  our  public  councils  on  every  change  of  adminis- 
tration— nay,  on  every  prospect  of  a  change— Kin  every 
ooHunotion  in  the  country  that  might  indicate  it,  we  should 
be  driven  by  such  measures  to  entertain  a  stronger  jea- 
lousy of  our  diplomatic  functionaries  abroad,  than  of  the 
courts  and  nations  to  which  they  were  sent. 

Are  we  prepared  to  say,  sir,  and  have  it  understood, 
that  our  p<ditical  conflicts  are  to  leave  our  own  shores,  and 
cast  their  influence  abroad?  That  our  ministers  are  to 
become  the  agents  of  a  party,  and  drive  its  purposes  in 
■ich  manner  and  by  such  means  as  tbey  deem  fit  ?  I  trust 
not.  Let  us  preserve  the  honorable  and  manly  character 
of  our  foreign  intercourse,  and  expect  and  require  that 
our  ministers  shall,  in  their  discussions  and  conduct,  act 
for  their  country,  and  not  make  a  foreign  court  the  arena 
on  which  to  play  off  the  intrigues  or  pvSi  the  interests  of  a 
l»rty. 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  I  do  not  now  rise  for  tbe  purpose  of 
prolonging  this  debate.  Under  all  tbe  circumstances  of 
the  case,  notwithstanding  the  able  views  which  have  been 
presented,  and  the  impatience  of  the  Senate,  I  feel  it  a 
aaty  incumbent  upon  me,  not  only  in  justification  of  my- 
aell;  and  of  the  motives  which  govern  me  in  the  vote  which 
I  am  about  to  give,  but,  also,  in  justice  to  the  free  and  in- 
dependent people  whom  I  have  the  honor,  in  part,  to  re- 
present, that  1  should  set  forth  tbe  reasons  which  have 
reluctantly  compelled  me  to  oppose  the  confirmation  of 
the  present  nominee.  Sir,  it  is  proper  1  should  declare 
that  the  evidences  adduced  against  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  late  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  sources  from 
whence  this  evidence  emanates,  have  made  an  impression 
upon  my  mind,  that  will  require  of  me,  in  tbe  conscien- 
tKNis  though  painful  discharge  of  my  duty,  to  record  jny 
vote  against  his  nomination.  But  let  it  not  be  under- 
stood that  I  am  opposed  to  the  Executive  or  bis  adminis- 
tration. On  slight  grounds,  I  am  incapable  of  assuming 
■ucb  an  attitude;  for,  sir,  I  have  tbe  honor  of  having  been 
associated  with  my  feUow<itizens  in  elevating  General 
Jackson  to  the  Presidency;  and  the  broad  principles  which 
elevated  him  to  oflice  continue  the  beacon  lights  of  my 
political  course.  And,  nr,  it  must  be  remembered  thai 
the  proud  people  whose  representative  I  am,  are  too  pa- 
triotic to  wink  at  a  compromise  of  the  nation's  honor,  too 
rirtuous  to  encourage  intrigue  and  corruption,  and  too 
honest  to  withhold  their  approbation  from  a  faithful  dis- 
charge of  public  duty.  Inr  the  name  of  this  people,  then, 
whose  servant  I  rejoice  to  call  myself,  as  far  as  my  vote 
may  go,  I  shall  protest  against  that  highly  reprebenmble 
course  of  conduct  which  has  been  pursued  by  the  nominee. 
I  repeat,  sir,  that  the  vote  I  shall  give  does  not  proceed 
from  hostility  to  tiie  Executive;  I  came  here  prepared,  and 
am  now  disposed,  to  give  a  liberal  and  generous  support 
to  the  great  leading  measures  of  his  administration.  It  is, 
therefore,  with  no  soudl  degree  of  satisfaction  that  I  can 
recur  to  my  cordial  support  of  roost  of  those  measures 
and  nominations  which  have  passed  in  review  before  the 
Senate,  and  especially  the  nominations  of  bis  cabinet 
ministers;  and  I  am  now,  sir,  free  to  state  that  my  vote 
shall  be  given  for  Martin  Van  Buren  as  minister  to  Eng- 
land, if  tbe  charges  which  shall  have  been  preferred 
against  him  shall,  by  any  means,  be  weakened,  or  done 
away.     As  the  finend  of  Andrew  Jackson,  I  have  been. 


and  am  still,  disposed  to  prosecute  this  inquiry  into  the 
truth  of  the  chsj^cs,  believing  that  it  is  due,  both  to  the 
President  and  to  uie  nominee,  that  every  gentleman  pre- 
sent should  be  fully  satisfied  of  the  correctness  of  his  vote. 
No  man  in  the  mtion  can  boast  sincerer  friendship  for  the 
Executive  than  I  can;  no  man  in  tbe  dark  hour  of  trial  was 
more  fervent  in  his  support,  (for  I  was  an  original  advo- 
cate of  his  claims. )  But,  sir,  1  cannot  obey  the  slavish 
dictates  of  party  discipline.  I  am  constrained  to  yield  to 
the  deliberate  convictions  of  my  conscientious  judgment. 
When  my  reason  is  convinced,  I  dare  not  disregsud  her 
mandates. 

Sir,  as  has  been  reinarked  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Maryland,  [Mr.  CniJiBXBs,]  I,  too,  am  aware  of  tbe 
danger  to  which  my  vote  may  subject  me.  For,  sir,  it  is  my 
fate  to  have  bitter  enemies;  but,  sir,  it  is  roy  peculiar  for- 
tune to  be  able  to  boast  of  tbe  most  sincere  and  warmest 
friends.  I  am,  also,  aware  that  the  malignity  of  those 
who  cannot  appreciate  the  obligations  of  an  honest  mo- 
tive, may  cause  them  to  hurl  the  shafts  of  calumny  against 
me,  and  attempt  to  prejudice  tlie  minds  of  my  constitu- 
ents. I  am  aware,  too,  that  there  are  those  whose  minds 
are  narrowed  to  the  confines  of  party  predilections,  on 
whom  those  assaults  may  prove  successful.  I  am,  also, 
aware  of  my  misfortune  in  differing  with  my  honorable 
colleague,  and  that  the  motives  which  have  induced  me  to 
assume  my  stand  may  be  utterly  misrepresented.  How- 
ever, after  due  deliberation  and  reflection,  and  under  a 
strong  impression  of  my  high  responsibilities,  and  with  a 
perfect  conviction  of  the  approbation  of  my  conscience 
and  constituents,  no  satisfactory  explanation  of  the  weighty 
charges  alleged  against  him  having  been  given,  I  am 
compelled  to  recoil  my  vote  against  the  nomination. 

[The  rbove,  it  is  believed,  comprises  all  tbe  material 
debate  in  the  Senate  on  the  rejected  nomination,  with  the 
exception  of  a  few  remarks  of  Mr.  Massum,  not  reported, 
in  which  he  is  understood  to  have  decUred  that  he  did  not 
approve  the  tone  and  tenor  of  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Van 
Buren  to  Mr.  McLane,  but  that  he  saw  in  them  nothing  to 
justify  tbe  rejection  of  tbe  nomination.  When  Mr.  Mait- 
BCK  concluded,  tbe  question  was  taken  on  agreeing  to  the 
nomination,  and  decided  in  tbe  negative,  as  stated  in  the 
proceedings  at  the  beginning. — PubUihen.] 

WxDirisDAT,  DsciMBsa  7, 1831. 
NORTHEASTERN  BOUNDARY. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Prendent 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

Gentlemen  of  the  Seiutie:  In  my  public  message  to  both 
Houses,  I  communicated  tbe  state  in  which  I  bad  found 
the  controverted  claims  of  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  in  relation  to  our  Northern  and  Eastern  boundary, 
and  the  measures  which,  since  my  coming  into  office,  I 
had  pursued  to  bring  it  to  a  close,  together  with  the  fiict 
that,  on  the  10th  day  of  January  last,  the  sovereign  ar- 
biter had  delivered  Kis  opinion  to  the  plenipotentiaries  of 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 

I  now  transmit  to  you  that  opinion  for  your  considera- 
tion, that  you  may  determine  whether  you  will  advise  a 
submission  to  the  opinion  delivered  by  tbe  soverdgn  ar- 
biter, and  consent  to  its  execution. 

That  you  may  the  better  be  enabled  to  jud^e  of  the 
obligation,  as  well  as  the  expediency,  of  submitting  to  or 
rejecting  the  decision  of  the  arbiter,  1  herewith  transmit — 

1.  A  protest  made  by  the  minister  plenipotentiary  of 
the  United  States,  after  receiving  the  opinion  of  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands,  on  which  paper  it  may  be  necessary 
to  remark  that  I  had  always  determined,  whatever  might 
have  been  tbe  result  of  the  examination  by  the  sovereign 
arbiter,  to  have  submitted  the  same  to  the  Senate  for  their 
advice,  before  I  executed  or  rejected  it;  therefore,  no 
instructions  were  given  to  tlie  minister  to  do  any  act  that 
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should  commit  the  Government  as  to  the  course  it  mig:ht 
be  deemed  proper  to  pursue,  on  a  full  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

2.  The  despatches  from  our  minister  at  the  Hague, 
accompanying  the  protest,  as  well  as  those  previous  and 
subsequent  thereto,  in  relation  to  the  subject  of  the  sub- 
mission. 

3.  Communications  between  the  Department  of  State 
and  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Maine,  in  relation  to 
this  subject. 

4.  Correspondence  between  the  charge  d'affaires  of 
his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  Department  of  State,  in 
relation  to  the  arrest  of  certain  persons  at  Madawaska, 
under  the  authority  of  the  British  Government  of  New 
Brunswick. 

It  is  proper  to  add,  that,  in  addition  to  the  evidence  de- 
rived from  Mr.  Preble's  despatches  of  the  inclination  of 
the  British  Government  to  abide  by  the  award,  assurances 
to  the  same  effect  have  been  informally  made  to  our  mi- 
nister at  London,  and  that  an  oflficial  communication  on 
that  subject  may  very  soon  be  expected. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

December  7,  1831. 

The  message  and  accompanying  documents  were  read. 
Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 


Wedkibdat,  December  21. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  thePresident 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

Washisotos  Citv,  Dteember  21,  1831. 
Gentkmen  of  the  Senate:  Since  my  message  of  the  7th 
instant,  transmitting  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Nether- 
lands, I  have  received  the  official  communication,  then 
expected,  of  the  determination  of  the  British  Government 
to  abide  by  the  award.  This  communication  is  now  re- 
spectfully laid  before  you,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  your 
deliberations  on  the  same  subject. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message,  and  the  document  therein  referred  to, 
were  read. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  and  that  the  document  be  printed  in 
confidence  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  Holmes,  having 
bfcen  transferred  on  the  19Ui  instant  from  the  legislative 
to  the  executive  journal,  was  considered: 

Besolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  tu  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any  further  negotiation  is  commenced 
or  proposed,  in  regard  to  the  Nortlieastern  boundary  of 
the  United  States. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table. 

TuESDAT,  Jabcart  24,  1832. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  submitted,  the  following  resolntions; 
which  were  read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  in  confidence 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate: 

1.  Retolved,  That  the  General  Government  has  no  con- 
stitutiona}  power  to  cede  or  transfer  to  a  foreign  nation 
any  portion  of  the  territory  or  inhabitants  of  any  one  of 
the  United  States,  without  the  consent  of  such  State. 

2.  Remhed,  That  the  power  of  the  Genernl  Govern- 
ment in  establishing  the  exterior  limits  of  the  United 
States,  docs  not  extend  to  tlie  making  of  a  new  line  of 
boundary  for  any  one  of  the  States,  but  only  to  the  ascer- 
taining and  defining  the  true  line  described  and  agreed 
upon  in  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  according  to  the  fair 
construction  and  real  intent  of  said  treaty. 

3.  Retolved,  That  the  opinion  of  the  King  of  the  Ne- 


therlands, as  communicated  through  our  minister  at  the 
Hague,  does  not  purport  to  ascertain  or  define  the  North- 
eastern boundary  of  the  United  States  as  described  in  the 
treaty  of  peace  of  1783.  but  recommends  a  new  line,  palpa- 
bly distinct  and  variant  from  tlie  true  line  of  the  said  treaty. 

4.  Reiobed,  That  his  Netherland  Majesty  has  not  de- 
cided any  question  submitted  to  his  determination  relative 
to  said  boundary,  but  declared  his  inability  to  do  so;  and, 
in  expressing  his  opinion  of  what  would  be  a  suit^le  or 
convenient  line  of  division  between  the  United  States  and 
the  territories  of  Great  Britain,  has  gratuitously  assumed 
the  character  of  ai)  adviser,  to  which  be  was  never  invited 
by  the  parties. 

5.  Retained,  That  the  United  States  have  never,  in  any 
manner,  rendered  it  obligatory  upon  them  to  submit  to, 
or  acquiesce  in,  such  advice;  and  have  no  power,  without 
the  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine,  to  agree  upon  or  es- 
tablish the  new  line  of  boundary  thus  recommended. 

6.  Retohed,  That  the  Senate  recommend  to,  and  ad- 
vise the  President  of  the  United  States  to  open  and  pur- 
sue friendly  negotiations  with  his  Britannic  Majesty,  far 
the  purpose — 1.  Of  ascertaining  with  precision  that  point 
of  the  highlands  lying  due  north  of  the  St.  Croix  riwr, 
and  north  of  St.  John's  river,  which  is  dengnated  in  the 
treaty  of  peace  of  1783  as  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova 
Scotia,  and  of  surveying  and  marking  upon  the  sur&ce  of 
the  earth  the  boundary  line  lietween  the  United  States 
and  the  dominions  of  Great  Britain,  which  extends  fttm 
the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  directly  north,  to  4e 
abovementjoned  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotiai  thence, 
along  the  said  highlands,  which  <Uvide  those  rivers  that 
empty  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Lawrence  from  those 
which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  the  northweatem- 
most  head  of  Connecticut  river.  2.  Of  securing  to  the 
United  States  and  their  citizens  the  undisturbed  enjoyment 
of  the  right  to  the  free  navig^ation  of  the  St.  John's  river 
throughout  its  whole  course  to  the  Atlantic  Ocrean,  and 
granting  to  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  his  subjects  the  un- 
disturbed enjoyment  of  a  right  of  free  passage  and  transit 
between  the  city  of  Quebec,  in  Lower  Canada,  and  the 
city  of  St.  John's,  in  the  province  of  New  Brunswick,  in 
a  direct  and  convenient  route  through  the  State  of  Maine, 
to  be  accurately  surveyed,  limited,  and  defined:  Pr^iiei, 
That  the  express  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine  to  the 
granting  of  such  free  passage  and  transit  shall  be  fint  had 
and  obtained. 


WiDirisiiAT,  Jakvart  25. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolutions  sub- 
mitted yesterday  by  Mr.  Sprasck;  and  on  his  motion. 

Ordered,  That  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations. 

FaiDAT,  jAirrART  27. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretaiy: 
WASHiROToir,  January  27,  1833. 

7h  the  Senate  of  the  United  Statet.-  In  compliance  with 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  18th  instant,*  I  here- 
with transmit  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  which, 
together  with  the  letter  of  his  Britannic  Majesty's  charg< 
d'affaires,  heretofore  communicated,  demanding  the  exe- 
cution of  the  opinion  delivered  by  the  sovereign  arbiter, 
contains  all  the  information  requested  by  the  said  resolu- 
tion, omitting  nothing  that  may  enable  the  Senate  to  give 
the  advice  reqaested  by  my  message  of  the  7th  of  Decem- 
ber last,  on  the  question  of  carrying  into  effect  the  opinion 
of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  and  accompanying  documents  were  read. 

*Tbh  molntion  will  uppnr  on  the  Irciilslinjoumsl,  p.U. 
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Wkdvsboat,  Fkbbcabt8. 

The  following  messaf^e  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

WASBiitGTOir,  February  3,  1832. 

7b  ike  Stnate:  In  addition  to  the  documents  relating 
to  the  settlement  of  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the 
United  States,  nov  in  possession  of  the  Senate,  I  have 
just  received  certain  proceedings  and  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maine,  on  the  subject,  which 
are  herewith  transmitted. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  was  read. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 
was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Seiolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be  requested  to 
transmit  to  the  Senate  the  two  volumes  of  maps,  and  the 
volume  of  surveys,  which  were  laid  before  the  arbiter 
under  the  convention  of  1827,  and  which  have  been  re- 
turned to  the  Department  of  State;  and  also  map  A. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SPRAGUE,     . 

Ordered,  That  the  message  of  the  27th  of  January, 
transmitting  additional  documents  respecting  the  North- 
eastern boundary,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Fo- 
reign Relations;  and  that  the  following  papers,  thereby 
communicated,  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate: 

Mr.  Clay  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  Decembers,  1825. 

Same  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  January  4, 1826. 

Same  to  the  same,  January  29,  1827. 

The  Governor  of  Maine  to  the  President  of  the  United 
SUtes,  June  20,  1826. 

Mr.  Clay  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  January  9,  1829. 

Mr.  Hamilton  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  March  11,  1829. 

Same  to  the  Governor  of  Maine,  March  13,  1829. 

Mr.  Van  Buren  to  Mr.  Vaughan,  May  11,  1829. 

Correspondence  between  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States  and  the  British  Government,  and  between  the 
Executive  of  the  United  States  and  the  iting  of  the  Ne 
therlanda. 


TnoBsnAT,  Febbvabt  9. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 
was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Beaohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be 
requested  to  transmit  to  the  Senate  the  despatch  of  Mr. 
Gallatin,  transmitting  the  convention  of  September  29, 
1827;  and  to  inform  the  Senate  at  what  time  the  said 
despatch  and  convention  were  received  at  the  Department 
of  State;  and  the  report,  by  Daniel  Rose,  of  an  exploring 
survey  from  the  Sebois  river  to  the  head  waters  of  the 
Penobscot  river,  made  in  the  year  1829. 


MoxDAt,  FxanuAin^lS. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate  a  com- 
munication from  the  Secretary  of  State,  transmitting  two 
volumes  of  maps,  a  volume  of  surveys,  and  map  A,  re- 
quired by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  tlie  8th  instant. 

The  communication  was  read. 


MoNDAT,  Fbbbcabt  20. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the  Premdent 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 

Washinotoh,  Febnutry  13,  1832. 
7b  the  Senate:  I  herewith  transmit  a  report  from  the 
Secretary  of  State,  containing  the  information  and  docu- 
ments csdled  for  by  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  9th 
instant. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 
The  message  was  read. 


TnasDAT,  Mabch  20. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
considered  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  inform 
the  Senate  whether  any,  and,  if  any,  what  communications 
have  passed  between  the  Executive  Department  of  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  and  the  Executive  or  Le- 
gislative Department  of  the  State  of  Maine,  relative  to  the 
Northeastern  boundary;  and  whether  any  proposition  has 
been  made  by  either  that  the  boundary  designated  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  stiall  be  established  for  i,  conside- 
ration to  be  paid  to  Maine;  and,  if  so,  what  consideration 
is  proposed,  so  far  as  the  same  may  not  be  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest. 

WiDBSSDAT,   MaBCB  21. 

Mr.  TAZEWELL,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  to  whom  were  referred  the  several  messages  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the  7th  and  2l8t  of 
December,  1831,  of  the  27th  of  January  and  8th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1832,  together  with  the  wvera!  documents  which 
accompanied  the  same;  and  to  whom  were  also  referred 
the  motion  and  resolution  submitted  to  the  Senate  by  one 
of  the  Senators  from  the  State  of  Maine,  on  the  24th  day 
of  January  lust  part,  submitted  the  following  report: 

That  this  committee  have  bestowed  upon  the  several 
subjects  to  them  referred,  ;ifll  the  attention  which  their 
great  importance  demanded.  At  the  commencement  df 
their  examination  of  these  interesting  subjects,  every 
member  of  this  committee  was  equally  aware  tliat  their 
feelings,  as  citizens  of  the  United  States,  might  very  pro- 
bably mislead  any  judgiAent  they  might  be  disposed  to 
form  in  regard  to  the  correctness  of  the  determination  of 
his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  which  proposes 
to  establish  the  boundary  between  the  possessions  of 
the  United  States  and  those  of  his  Majesty  the  King  of 
Great  Britain.  Everj*  argument  which  suggested  itself 
to  the  mind  of  any  member  of  this  committee,  to  prove 
the  truth  and  justice  of  the  several  positions  for  which 
the  United  States  have  contended  in  the  course  of  the 
disouasion  of  this  subject,  bad  already  been  presented  by 
their  <Merent  agents,  and  had  proved  unsatisfactory  both 
to  Great  Britain  and  to  the  arbitrator  mutually  chosen  by 
the  two  Powers  to  settle  and  determine  the  subject  of 
difference  between  them.  This  circumstance,  of  itself, 
was  sufficient  to  warn  the  committee  against  confiding 
too  implicitly  in  their  own  opinions,  with  regfard  to  a 
matter  as  to  which  they  were  conscious  of  feeling  so  deep 
an  interest,  and  to  induce  them  to  view  the  subject  as 
it  now  exists,  rather  than  to  consider  it  as  presenting  a 
question  still  open  for  discussion. 

This  committee  entertain  no  doubt  of  the  perfect  right 
of  the  United  States  to  refuse  to  abide  by  the  award  of 
his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netlierlands,  if  the  constitut- 
ed authorities  of  the  United  States  shall  tliink  that  this 
award  is  not  made  within  the  terms  or  meaning  of  the 
submission;  and  they  are  aware  that  many  reasons  exist 
which,  to  the  minds  of  our  own  citizens  at  least,  may  ap- 
pear strong,  to  induce  the  opinion  that  such  is  the  case. 
But  will  such  arguments  satisfy  others'  and,  if  not,  what 
will  be  the  effect  of  rejecting  this  awards  These  are  the 
only  questions  which  this  committee  think  it  necessary 
now  to  examine. 

The  history  of  this  country  will  show  that  the  ques- 
tion, what  is  the  true  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  pre- 
sent United  States,  has  been  often  discussed  between  the 
different  parties  interested  in  its  decision.  While  France 
held  the  territory  contiguous  to  the  former  colonies  of 
Great  Britain  on  their  Northern  and  Eastern  frontier,  this 
question  then  disturbed  the  relations  of  these  two  Powers, 
and  it  was  only  settled  by  the  treaty  which  transferred  all 
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the  dominions  of  the  former,  in  this  quarter,  to  the  latter. 
Not  lonjf  after  that  event,  the  same  question  was  revived 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  then  colony  of  Massachu- 
setts. As  the  Kin^  of  Great  Britain  was  at  that  time  the 
sovereign  of  all  the  provinces  limited  by  this  boundary, 
no  matter  where  it  was  established,  or  bow  it  was  run; 
and  as  no  private  rights  had  then  been  acqjiired  near  to 
the  line  which  was  ultimately  settled  by  him  as  the  boun- 
dary of  these  provinces,  it  was  then  of  little  moment  to 
any  where  this  line  was  fixed.  Hence,  probably,  in  esta- 
blishing the  Northeastern  boundary  of  Massachusetts  at 
that  time,  but  little  regard  was  paid  to  accuracy  of  de- 
scription or  precision  of  terms,  and  a  line  was  fixed  upon, 
of  which  the  "  terminus  a  quo"  was  not  more  certainly 
described  than  the  "terminus  ad  quern."  Before  it  be- 
came necessary  to  ascertain  tliis  line  with  any  degree  of 
accuracy,  our  revolution  commenced,  and  the  uncertain 
boundan'  establbhed  by  the  previous  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  was  recognised  by  the  treaty  of 
1782  as  the  Northeastern  bodndary  of  the  United  States. 

Thus  the  old  question,  what  this  boundary  line  was, 
and  where  it  ran,  was  revived.  The  settlement  of  this 
question  constituted  the  subject  of  the  fifth  article  of  the 
treaty -between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britaii^  in 
1794;  and  it  was  supposed  by  both  the  parties  to  be  de- 
termined with  suiBcient  accuracy  by  the  final  decision  of 
the  commissioners  appointed  in  pursuance  of  that  article. 
It  is  worthy  of  remark,  here,  that  the  decision  of  these 
commissioners  differed  not  less  widely  from  the  positions 
contended  for  by  each  of  the  two  disagreeing  parties  at 
that  time,  than  does  the  present  determination  of  his  Ma- 
jesty the  lUng  of  tlte  Netherlands,  from  the  positions  as- 
sumed by  each  of  the  same  pai-ties  upon  this  occasion. 
Yet  both  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  concurred 
in  adopting  the  decision  of  these  commissioners,  although 
it  varied  essentially  &om  the  claim  of  boundary  set  up  by 
each  of  the  two  Powers. 

Ttus  decision  settled  definitively  the  uncertain  "ter- 
nanus  a  quo"  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
States  was  to  run;  and  as  no  difference  then  exuted  be- 
tween the  two  Powers  as  to  the  course  or  direction  of  this 
line  of  boundary,  the  "  terminus  ad  quem"  was  also  sup- 
posed to  befixed.  Doubts  being  afterwards  suggested  on 
the  part  of  Great  Britain  as  to  this  point,  it  was  the  pur- 
pose of  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  1814, 
to  remove  these  doubts,  by  adopting  a  mode  for  settling 
them,  similar  to  that  which  had  been  found  satisfactory  to 
the  parties  in  the  previous  case.  The  commissioners  ap 
pointed  by  the  high  contracting  parties,  in  pursuance  of 
this  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  could  neither 
agree  in  their  opinions,  or  effect  any  other  adjustment  of 
the  matter  to  them  referred;  therefore,  tlie  event  con- 
templated by  that  article  having  thus  occurred,  it  became 
necessary,  under  the  provisions  of  this  treaty,  that  the 
two  Powers  should  refer  the  subject  to  some  friendly  so- 
vereign or  State,  to  be  named  by  them  for  that  purpose, 
who  should  determine  the  same.  His  Majesty  the  King 
of  the  Netherlands  was  the  friendly  sovereign  named  by 
the  two  high  contracting  parties  for  this  purpose.  He 
having  accepted  the  functions  of  arbitrator  so  confer- 
red upon  him,  by  his  award  has  decided  the  whole  subject. 

The  committee  have  made  these  statements  merely  to 
show  that  the  question  determined  by  this  awai-d  is  one 
of  long  standing,  which  has  been  much  vexed,  and  that 
the  points  involved  in  it,  and  necessary  to  its  accurate 
determination,  have,  in  some  degree,  been  changed  by 
the  acts  of  the  parties  themselves.  Under  such  circum- 
stances, it  is  not  reasonable  to  expect  that  Great  Britain, 
who  has  thus  long  and  often  refused  her  assent  to  the  po- 
ntions  taken  by  the  United  States  in  regard  to  this  con- 
troverted point,  will  yield  a  more  ready  acquiescence  in 
our  wishes  now,  than  she  has  hitherto  done;  especially 
when  the  sees  that  her  own  opinions  are  sustained,  at 


least  in  part,  by  the  determination  of  a  dirinterested  ar- 
bitrator, mutually  selected  by  both  the  parties. 

Should  this  prove  true,  it  the  United  States,  on  tbei? 
part,  reftise  to  abide  by  this  award,  the  necessary  conse- 
quence must  be,  that  the  pretensions  heretofore  set  op 
by  Great  Britain,  and  which  are  in  part  rejected  by  the 
award,  will  be  revived  and  insisted  upon  by  her  in  their 
full  extent.  In  what  mode,  then,  can  the  controversy  so 
revived  be  settled' 

A  new  negotiation  cannot  be  supposed  likely  to  pro- 
duce more  beneficial  results  than  those  which  have  alr^dv 
taken  place.  In  the  discussions  which  were  bjtd  at 
Ghent,  in  those  carried  on  between  the  commissaoiten 
appmnted  to  determine  this  question  of  boundary,  and  a> 
those  addressed  to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Nethn- 
landa,  the  argument  on  either  side  seems  to  have  been 
exhausted.  No  profitable  result,  then,  can  be  expected 
from  reviving  a  discussion  in  which  nothing  new  can  be 
presented  on  either  side,  and  in  which  the  rights  and  in- 
terests of  the  parties,  whatever  these  may  be,  remain  as 
heretofore. 

Besides,  previously  to  entering  upon  such  a  negotia- 
tion, something  must  be  agreed  upon  in  regard  to  the 
disputed  territory.  Recent  events  very  plainly  show  that, 
without  some  agreement  upon  this  poin^  border  conflicts 
will  inevitably  take  place  between  the  citizens  and  s«d>- 
jects  of  the  two  Powers  who  claim  this  territory;  which 
conflicts  must  soon  produce  a  general  war  between  these 
Powers.  Wbat,  then,  is  to  be  done  with  this  subject  of 
controversy,  pending  the  negotiation  instituted  to  adjust 
the  title  to  it? 

A  stipulation  that  it  shall  remain,  as  now,  unoccupied 
by  either  party,  until  the  question  of  right  is  settikd, 
seems  to  favor  the  views  and  policy  of  Great  Britain  to 
decidedly,  that  such  a  stipulation  would  amount  in  effect 
to  an  abandonment  of  claun  on  our  part  to  the  whole  ral)- 
ject.  No  termination  fiivorablc  to  the  United  States  ought 
to  be  expected  from  any  negotiation  which  holds  out 
such  an  inducement  to  the  other  party  for  procrastination 
and  delay.  The  same  result  is  equally  probable,  if  each 
party  should  be  permitted  to  occupy  such  portion  of  the 
disputed  territoiy  as  is  allotted  to  them  respectively  un- 
der the  award,  which  would  be  then  decUred  not  to  be 
obligatory  upon  either.  In  the  latter  case,  too,  the  matter 
would  be  made  of  still  more  difficult  adjustment,  by  rea- 
son of  the  rights  and  interests  which  the  citizens  and  sub- 
jects of  each  of  the  two  parties  would  acquire  in  the 
territory  yielded  to  the  occupation  of  the  other;  and  a  pro- 
position that  one  should  occupy  the  portion  of  the  terri- 
tory assigned  to  it,  while  the  negotiation  was  pendii^  in 
reg^ard  to  the  right  of  the  other  to  the  remaining  portion 
of  the  same  territory,  which  should  not  be  occupied  by 
that  other  until  the  question  of  right  was  finally  deter- 
mined, would  be  a  proposition  so  wanting  in  reciprocity, 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  made  by  any  Power  which  pays 
proper  regard  to  its  iwn  character. 

Under  such  circumstances,  where  negotiation  promises 
to  yield  nothing  of  good,  but  one  resort  renuuns.  To  thii 
last  resort,  the  committee  do  not  onderstand  that  even  the 
State  of  Mune  itself  is  willing  now  to  come.  But,  if  the 
case  was  dilTerent,  it  would  present  a  question  worthy  of 
tiie  most  grave  consideration,  whether  the  United  States 
should  ever  wiUingly  involve  themselves  in  war  with  any 
Power  whatever,  to  maintain  an  asserted  right  to  terti- 
tory  long  disputed,  which  had  been  determined  not  tobe 
theirs  by  an  arbitrator  chosen  by  themselves.  Althoagb 
it  may  perhaps  be  truly  said  in  this  case  that  the  Cnitnl 
States  are  not  bound  by  this  award,  as  such,  yet  it  will  be 
conndered  by  all  die  civilized  world  as  the  impartial  opi- 
nion of  a  disinterested  judge,  upon  a  question  of  mudi 
perplexity  and  difficulty.  Such  an  opinion  would  hare 
the  effect  of  placing  us  (seemingly  at  least)  in  the  wrong, 
and  therefore  would  greatly  impair  the  moral  force  the 
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Tnited  States  have  always  brought  into  every  content  in 
irhich  they  have  hitherto  been  involved. 

_These  considerations  have  induced  this  committee  to 
hink  that  the  policy  of  the  United  States  will  be  best  con- 
u^ted  by  announcing  to  Great  Britain  their  willingness  to 
issent  to  this  award.  But  as  the  boundary  which  it  esta- 
iHshes  will  probably  be  found  not  less  inconvenient  to 
jreat  Britain  than  to  the  United  States,  and  as  under  the 
.ward  the  navigation  of  the  river  St.  John  and  its  tributary 
treams  is  not  made  free  and  common  to  both  parties,  tlsis 
^ommittee  are  of  opinion  that  it  will  be  advisable  for  the  Pre- 
ident,  in  communicating  to  Great  Britain  his  determination 
o  abide  by  the  award,  to  signify  to  that  Power  his  desire  to 
>pen  a  new  negotiation,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  a  more 
:on  venient  boundary  between  the  territories  of  the  two  em- 
tires,  than  that  which  is  so  established^  and,  also,  for  se- 
:uring  to  each  party  the  free  navigation  of  the  river  St. 
'ohn  and  its  tributary  streams,  from  its  mouth  to  their  re- 
■pective  sources,  bhould  Great  Britain  accede  to  this 
(verture,  if,  in  tlie  course  of  the  negotiation,  it  is  found 
>racticable  so  to  do,  the  President  will  of  course  avail 
unoself  of  any  and  every  occasion  to  obtain  a  boundary 
nore  acceptable  to  the  State  of  Maine  than  that  which  is 
established  by  the  determination  of  bis  Majesty  the  King 
>f  the  Netherlands. 

In  regard  to  the  objections  urged  to  this  award  in  the 
'csolutions  which  have  also  been  referred  to  this  commit- 
ee,  they  deem  it  only  necessary  to  say,  that,  as  the  pro- 
visions of  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent  admit  the 
act  that  the  true  boundary  of  the  United  States,  thereby 
•cferred  to,  was  not  then  settled,  and  establish  a  mode 
vhereby  this  boundary  might  thereafter  be  ascertained 
ind  determined,  it  cannot  be  admittedthat  the  subsequent 
lettlement  of  this  matter  by  the  mode  then  agreed  upon 
a.n  properly  be  considered  as  a  cession  or  transfer  to  a 
oreign  nation  of  any  portion  of  the  territory  or  inhabit- 
ints  of  any  one  of  the  United  States. 

If  the  commissioners  appointed  to  determine  this  matter 
lad  concurred  in  opinion  as  they  did  in  1795,  although 
he  determination  might  have  been,  as  it  then  was,  in  op- 
losition  to  the  pretensions  set  up  by  each  of  the  disagree- 
ng  parties,  none  can  believe  that  their  award  would  not 
lave  been  held  as  conclusive  as  was  tliat  referred  to,  al- 
hougb  both  tlicse  awards  would  have  been  subject  to  pre- 
;isely  the  same  objections  which  are  now  urged.  And  so 
ar  as  the  question  of  authority  is  concerned,  it  would  be 
mpossible  to  show  that  the  umpire  had  less  authority  over 
he  subject  than  the  disagreeing  commissioners  possessed. 
n  no  case  can  the  adjustment  of  any  controversy  be  pro- 
)erl^  regarded  as  an  abandonment  of  right  in  the  subject, 
he  title  to  which  is  contested.  In  all  such  cases,  the  de- 
:ision  does  nothing  more  than  to  determine  in  which  of 
he  two  disagreeing  parties  the  right  originally  wasj  and 
leither  can  properly  be  said  to  yield  to  the  other  that 
vhich  the  decision  affirms  to  have  always  belonged  to  that 
ither.  So  that  the  question  recurs — Will  the  United 
Hates  adopt  this  award  as  determining  what  was  their  ori- 
[inal  and  true  boundary?  Once  admit  the  award  to  be 
tinding  on  our  faith,  and  the  question  of  right  ceases;  and 
:ven  if  the  award  be  set  aside,  the  determination  not  to 
.bide  by  it  must  never  be  rested  upon  the  ground  that  it 
leprives  us  of  rights  which  we  believe  to  be  ours,  but 
ipon  the  ground  that  it  decides  matter  which  was  never  sub- 
riitted  to  arbitrament.  Ifthe  authority  to  decide  the<jues- 
ion  is  admitted,  the  correctness  of  tlie  decision  can  never 
le  questioned,  except  by  impugning  the  integrity  of  tlie 
udge,  a  charge  which  none  can  prefer  or  sustain  in  this  case. 

The  committee  therefore  recommend  to  the  Senate  to 
dopt  the  following  resolution: 
.Resolved,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  ex- 
iress  to  his  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  the  as- 
ent  of  the  United  States  to  the  determination  made  by 
lim,  and  consent  to  the  execution  of  the  same. 
Vol.  VIII.— 88 


The  report  vas  read. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  it  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 


MoKDAT,  Apkii.  2. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary: 
WAsaiKe-roir,  Mardi  29,  1832. 
7b  the  Senate:  In  compliance  with  the  resolution  request- 
ing the  "President  to  inform  the  Senate  whether any,and,if 
any,  what  communications  have  passed  between  the  Execu- 
tive Department  of  the  United  States  and  the  Executive  or 
Legislative  Department  of  the  State  of  Maine,  relative  to  the 
Northeastern  boundary;  and  whether  any  proposition  b«* 
been  made  1jy  either,  that  the  boundaiy  designated  by  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  shall  be  established  for  a  conside- 
ration to  be  paid  to  Maine;  and,  if  so,  what  consideration 
was  proposed,  so  far  as  the  same  may  not  be  inconsistent 
with  the  public  interest,"  I  transmit  herewith  a  report 
from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  and  the  accompanying  documents  were 
read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

Ordered,  That  they  be  printed  in  confidence  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

TCKSDAT,  Jcvx    12. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolution  re- 
ported by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Belations,  on  the 
21st  of  March,  on  the  subject  of  the  Northeastern  boun- 
dary. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  HOLMES  to  amend  the 
same,  by  inserting  after  the  word  "  Resolved"  the  words 
"two.thirds  of  the  Senators  present  concurring  therein." 

And  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

WlDXESSAT,  Jvifs  13. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  conuderation  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

TatJBSDAT,  JUXB  14. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  SILSBEE, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Fhidat,  Jcks  15. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  ReUtions  on  the 
subject  of  tiie  Northeastern  boundary. 

And,  after  debate,  on  motion  of  Mr.  FORSYTH, 

The  Senate  adjourned.  • 

Satcrdat,  Jchx  16. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendment  proposed  thereto. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  amendment,  to  wit,  af- 
ter "Resolved,"  insert  "two-thirds  of  the  Senators  pre- 
sent concurring" — 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative,  as  follows: 
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YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clav,  Clayton, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  Hill, 
Holmes,  Kane,  Knight,  Miller,  Naudain,  Poinde.\ter, 
Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson,  Kupgles,  Seymour,  Silsbee, 
Spragiie,  Tomlinson,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 27. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Ellis,  For- 
syth, Grundy,  Hayne,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White. — 17. 

So  the  amendment  was  concurred  in. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  MANGUM  to  amend  the 
resolution  by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "  Resolved," 
and  inserting  "  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to 
communicate  to  his  Majesty  the  King  oF  llie  Netherlands 
that  the  United  States  decline  to  'adopt' the  boundary 
recommended  by  his  Majesty  as  being  *  suitable'  between 
the  dominions  of  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United 
States. 

"Beaohed,  1'hatthe  Senate  advise  the  President  to  open 
k  new  negotiation  with  his  Britannic  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment for  the  ascertainment  of  the  boundary  between  the 
possessions  of  the  United  Sta^s  and  those  of  the  King  of 
Great  Britain  on  the  Northeastern  frontier." 

Ur.  CLAYTON  called  for  a  division  of  the  question. 
And  being  taken  on  striking  out,  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  35,  nays  8,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell, Benton,  Brown,  Buckner,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Foot,  Frelingjhuy- 
sen,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Knight, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss, 
Robbins,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith, 
Sprag^e,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster,  Wilkins. — 35. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bibb,  Dttdley,  Forsyth,  Miller,  Taze- 
well, Tipton,  Tyler,  White.— 8. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  inserting  the  proposed 
amendment, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


TaCBSDAT,  JCKB  21. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 
reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  on  the 
auDJect  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 
amendments  proposed  by  Mr.  Makovm. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  EWING  to  amend  the  pro- 
posed amendment  by  striking  out  the  words,  "That  the 
Senate  advise  the  President  to  communicate  to  his  Majes- 
ty the  King  of  the  Netherlands  that  the  United  States  de- 
cline to  '  adopt'  the  boundary  recommended  by  his  Ma- 
jesty as  bein^  •  suitable'  between  the  dominions  of  his 
Britannic  Majeity  and  the  United  States;"  and,  in  lieu 
thereof,  to  insert  "  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  a  sub- 
mission to  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  or 
consent  to  the  execution  thereof" 

And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  20,  nays 
23,  as  follows: 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelin^buysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Seymour,  Sils- 
bee, Tomlinson,  Webster. — 20. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Man. 
gum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Smitli,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tip. 
ton,  Troup,  Tyler,  "Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins. — 23. 
_  On  motion  of  Mr.  MILLER,  that  the  original  resolution 
lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  33,  as 
fdlowt: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Johnston, 

Knight, Hiller.Prentiss,  Silsbee, Tomlinson, Webster. — 11. 

•MAYS. — Messrs.    Benton,    Bibb,   Brown,    Chambers, 

Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Forsyth,  Frelinghuysen, 

Onmdy,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King, 


Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudain,  Robbins,  Hobinsoo, 
Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup, 
Tyler,  Waggaman,  White,  Wilkins.— 33. 

On  motion  of  Mr.WEBSTER, 

To  amend  the  proposed  amendment  by  striking  out  the 
first  clause  thereof,  and  inserting  the  following: 

"That,  having  respectfully  considered  the  message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  SUtes,  of  December  7,  1831, 
transmitting  the  opinion  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands, 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
States,  for  tlie  confuderation  of  the  Senate,  whether  it  will 
advise  a  submission  to  that  opinion,  and  consent  to  its  exe- 
cution, tlie  Senate  is  not  of  opinion  that  this  isa  case  in  which 
the  Senate  is  called  on  to  express  any  opinion,  or  give  any 
advice  to  the  President:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  17,  nays  26,  as 
follows: 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Frelii^- 
huyscn,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight,  Moore,  Naudain,  Pren- 
tiss, Robbins,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman, 
Webster.-.-t7. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers, 
Dallas,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  HOI, 
Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangiim,  Marcy,  Miller,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
Wilkins.— 26. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON, 

To  amend  the  proposed  amendment  by  inserting,  at 
the  end  of  the  first  clause  thereof,  the  following  words: 
"Because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  Kiiifr  of  the 
Netherlands  has  not  decided  the  question  submitted  to  him, 
touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern  boundary  of  the 
United  States:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  24,  nays  14. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Chambers,  Clay, Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot, 
FreKnghuysen,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Robbins,  Robin- 
son, Seymour,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Tomlinson, 
Webster,  Wilkins.— 24. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Dallas,  Didur- 
son,  Ellis,  Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Miller,  Moore,  Taze- 
well, 1>ler,  White.— 14. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERS, 

The  proposed  amendment  was  further  amended,  by 
striking  out  the  words,  "his  Majesty  the  King  of  tlie 
Netherlands,"  where  they  first  occur,  and  inserting,  in  lieu 
thereof,  "the  British  Government;"  and  by  inserting  in 
the  4th  line,  af\er  "his  Majesty,"  the  words  "the  King 
of  the  Netherlands." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MIIXER,  to  postpone  the  resolution 
indefinitely. 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  16,  nays  25. 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Clay,  Clayton,  Foot,  Hayne. 
Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter, 
Robbins,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Waggaman,  Webster. — 16. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Frelinghuysen,  Grundy, 
Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy, 
Robinson,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler, 
White,  Wilkins.— 25. 

A  division  of  the  question  on  .the  proposed  amendment 
having  been  called  for. 

The  question  was  taken  on  inserting  the  first  clause  cT 
the  amendment,  amended  as  follows: 

"  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  communicate 
to  the  British  Government  tliat  the  United  States  decline 
to  'adopt'  the  boundary  recommended  by  hia  Majesty 
the  King  of  the  Netherlands  as  being  'suitable'  between 
the  dominions  of  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  United 
States;  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the  King  of 
the  Netherlands  has  not  decided  the  question  submitted  to 
him  touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern  boundarr  of 
the  United  States." 
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It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  21,  nays  20- 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers, Clay,  Dal- 
las, Bickerson,  Ellis,  Frelinghuyseti,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Kin^,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tipton,  Wilkins. — 21. 

NAYS — Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Clayton,  Ewin^,  Foot, 
Hayne,  Johnston,  Knight,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poin- 
dexter.  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler, 
Waggaman,  Webster,  White.— 20. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WAGGAMAN, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Satubdat,  Juhe  23. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  resolution 

reported  by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations   on  the 

subject  of  the  Northeastern  boundary,  together  with  the 

amendment  proposed  thereto;  the  second  member  thereof 

being  under  consideration; 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRUNDY, 

The  amendment  was  amended  by  inserting  at  the  end 
thereof,  "of  the  United  States." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SPRAGUE, 

The  amendment  was  further  amended  by  inserting  at  the 
close  thereof,  "  according  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783." 

On  the  question  to  insert  the  following  member  of  the 
proposed  amendment: 

"  That  the  Senate  adviie  the  President  to  open  a  new 
negotiation  with  his  Britannic  Majesty's  Government  for 
the  ascertainment  of  the  boundary  between  the  possessions 
of  the  United  States  and  those  of  the  King  of  Great  Bri- 
tain; on  the  Northeastern  frontier  of  the  United  States, 
accordingto  the  treaty  of  peace  ofl783:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  26,  nays  16. 

YEAS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Clay,  Dallas,  Dicker- 
son,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes, 
Kane,  King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Ruggles, 
Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White, 
Wilkins.— 26. 

NAYS.— .Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clayton,Ewing, 
Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Miller,  Naudain, 
Poindexter,  Bobbins,  Seymour,  Tomlinson,  Webster. — 16. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  original  resolution,  as 
amended, 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  MOORE  to  postpone  tlie 
■ame  indefinitely;  and 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  16,  nays  29. 

YEAS.—Messrs.  Bell,  CUy,  Clayton,  Foot,  Freling- 
huysen, Hayne,  Johnston,  Kniglit,  Miller,  Moore,  Naudain, 
Poindextcr,  Prentiss,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Webster. — 16. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Chambers,  Dal- 
las, Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  King,  .Mangum,  Marcy,  Bobbins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Smith,  Sprague,  Tazewell, 
Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wilkins.— 29. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MILLEIi, 

To  amend  the  resolution  by  inserting  after  "Resolv- 
ed," the  words  "two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  con- 
curring, 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  30. 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bibb,  Clay,  Clayton,  Ewing,  Foot, 
Frelinghuysen,  Miller,  Naudain,  Bobbins,  Tomlinson. 
Webster.— 11. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  DaHas, 
Dickerson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hayne,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King,  Knight,  Mangum, 
Marcy,  Moore,  Poindexter,  Robinson,  Ruggles,  Smith, 
Sprague,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  Tyler,  White,  Wil- 
kms — 30. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  resolution,  reported  by 
the  committee,  as  amended, 

A  division  of  the  question  was  called  for;  and  being 
Ukea  on  agreeing  to  the  first  member,  as  follows: 


"  Reaobedy  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  com- 
municate to  the  British  Government  that  the  United  States 
decline  to  adopt  the  boundary  recommended  by  his  Ma- 
jesty the  King  of  the  Netherlands  as  being  •  suitable'  be- 
tween the  dominions  of  his  Britannic  Majesty  and  those  of 
the  United  States;  because,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  the 
King  of  the  Netherlands  has  not  decided  the  question  sub- 
mitted to  him,  touching  the  Northern  and  Northeastern 
boundary  of  the  United  States:" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  14,  nays  30. 
YEAS. — Messrs.  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks, 
Hill,  Holmes,  Kane,  Marcy,  Moore,  Robinson,  Buggies, 
Sprague,  Tipton,  Troup. — 14. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Brown,  Cham- 
bers, Clay,  Clayton,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Ewing,  Foot,  Fre- 
linghuysen, Hayne,  Johnston,  King,  Kniglit,  Mangum, 
Mdler,'  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Seymour, 
Smith,  Tazewell,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster,  White, 
Wilkins.— 30. 
So  the  6rst  member  was  rejected. 
On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  member,  as  fol- 
lows: 

"Resobed,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  Prewdent  to 
open  a  new  negotiation  with  his  Britannic  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, for  the  ascertainment  of  the  boundary  between 
the  possessions  of  the  United  States  and  those  of  the  King 
of  Great  Britain,  on  the  Northeastern  frontier  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  according  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783:" 
It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  23,  nays  22. 
YEAS.—Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Dallas,  Dickerson, 
Dudley,  Ellis,  Grundy,  Hendricks,  Hill,  Holmes,  Kane, 
King,  Mangum,  Marcy,  Robinson,  Rugifles,Smith,  Sprague, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Troup,  White,  Wilkins.— 23. 

NAYS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay,  Clayton, 
Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hayne,  Johnston,  Kni^t, 
Miller,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins, 
Seymour,  Silsbee,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster. — 22. 
So  the  second  member  was  agreed  to. 
Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  lay  this  resolution  before 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  submitted  tlie  following  resolution; 
which  was  considered  by  unanimous  consent: 

Rooked,  That  the  Senate  do  not  advise  a  subnussion  to 
the  opinion  of  the  sovereign  arbiter,  in  reUtion  to  our 
Northern  and  Eastern  boundary,  and  do  not  consent  to 
its  execution. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  BIBB  to  amend  the  same, 
by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "  Resolved,"  and  in- 
serting "That,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  good  faith 
and  sound  policy  require  the  execution  of  the  award  made 
by  the  King  of  the  Netherlands,  between  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Great  Britain." 
And  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  8,  nays  34. 
YEAS.—Messrs.  Bibb,  Dallas,  Dudley,  Hayne,  Miller, 
Tazewell,  Tyler,  White. — 8. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Benton,  Brown,  Chambers,  Clay,  CUy- 
ton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Grun- 
dy, Hendricks,  HiU,  Holmes,  Johnston,  Kane,  King, 
Mangum,  Marcy,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindexter,  Bobbins, 
Robinson,  Ruggles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  Sprague, 
Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Troup,  Webster,  Wilkins.— 34. 

A  further  amendment  having  been  proposed  by  Mr. 
MANGUM, 
Mr.  SPRAGUE  withdrew  the  resolution. 


I'CESDAT,  JVHX  36. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  HOLMES,  was 
conndered: 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed 
from  the  journal,  proceedings,  and  debates  of  tbe  Senate 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundanr  of  the  United 
SUtes. 
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10. 


TUBSDAT,    JULT 

Un  motion  of  Mr.  HOLMES, 

The  Senate  reuuned  the  consideration  of  his  motion  of 
the  36th  of  June,  to  remove  the  injunction  of  secrecy 
from  the  journal,  proceedings,  and  debates  of  the  Senate 
in  relation  to  the  Northeastern  boundary  of  the  United 
States. 

On  the  question  to  agree  thereto. 

It  was  determined  in  the  aiiirmative — yeas  28,  nays  17. 

YEAS — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Buckner,  Clay, 
Clayton,  Dickerson,  Ellis,  Ewing,  Foot,  Grundy,  Hayne, 
Hounes,  Kane,  King,  Mang^m,  Marcy,  Miller,  Moore, 
Naudain,  Poiiidexter,  Robinson,  Silsbee,  Sprague,  Tom- 
lioson,  Troup,  Waggaman,  Wilkins. — 28. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Chambers,  Dallas,  Dudley, 
Hendricks,  Johnston,  Knight,  Prentiss,  Robbins,  Ruggles, 
Seymour,  Smitli,  Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tyler,  Webster, 
>Vhite.~17. 

So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

[The  injunction  of  secrecy  having  been  removed  from 
the  debates,  as  well  as  the  proceedings  on  the  above  sub- 
ject, the  remarks  which  follow  were  reported  and  furnish- 
ed for  publication  by  tlie  respective  speakers.] 

The  following  resolution,  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  being  under  consideration  on  the 
3d  of  June: 

JRetolved,  That  the  Senate  advise  the  President  to  ex- 
press to  liis  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  the  as- 
sent of  the  United  States  to  the  determination  made  by 
him,  and  consent  to  the  execution  of  the  same — 

Mr.  SPRAGUE  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  President:  Notwithstanding  the  rights  and  the  inte- 
rests of  Maine  are  so  deeply  invohred,  and  my  own  solici- 
tude is  so  intensely  excited  upon  this  subject,  I  shall,  ne- 
vertheless, yield  to  the  admonitions  to  brevity  which  are 
presented  by  the  period  of  the  session,  and  the  hour  of 
the  day.  Suppressing  a  strong  desire  thoroughly  to  im- 
prove the  whole  wide  field  of  discussion,  I  shall  compress 
my  remarks,  eveii  upon  the  topics  introduced  by  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreig^n  Relations,  and  the 
speech  of  its  chiurman.  And  I  do  this  the  more  cheer- 
fully, since  I  have,  heretofore,  fully  availed  myself  of 
opportunities  to  communiciite  my  views  and  argfunients  in 
detail  to  the  individual  members  of  the  Senate.  The  im- 
mediate question  is,  shall  a  majority  of  two-thirds  be  re 
quired  to  pass  the  advisory  resolution  reported  by  the 
committee?  The  President  has  asked  our  advice  upon 
the  question  of  submission  to  the  opinion  of  the  arbiter. 
Why  did  he  come  to  this  body?  Only  because  we,  by  the 
constitution,  are  his  advisers  in  relation  to  the  formation 
of  compacts  with  foreign  nations;  and  as  such  treaty- 
making  power,  acting  by  a  majority  of  two-thirds.  Inany 
other  character  or  capacity  he  might  as  well  demand  the 
opinion  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  or  any  other  ag- 
gregation of  individuals.  If,  then,  we  are  to  respond 
as  a  part  of  the  treaty-making  power,  must  we  not 
do  it  by  the  requisite  constitutional  majority  ?  The  ho- 
norable and  able  member  from  Virgmia  [Mr.  Taze- 
well] tells  us  that,  when  tlie  conjoint  action  of  the  other 
House  was  requisite,  as  in  legislation,  a  mere  majority  of 
the  Senate  only  was  necessary;  but  when  acting  without 
the  check  of  the  other  branch,  the  majority  of  two-thirds 

■was  substituted  as  a  restraint  upon  ourselves.  He  had  re-  i  universally  conceded.  No  independent  nation  can  be  re^ 
ference,  I  presume,  not  to  Executive  nominations  to  office,  quired  to  adopt  the  recommendation  of  any  sovereign,  ei- 
but  to  all  opinions  in  relation  to  our  foreign  intercourse,  jcept  so  fur  as  bound  by  compact;  and  if  it  be  agreed  to 
Upon  his  own  principles,  then,  should  not  two-thirds  be  submit  to  arbitrament  a  distinct  specific  question,  and  the 
now  required  in  reference  to  a  public  treaty,  when  there  arbiter,  from  inability  or  disinclination,  makes  no  decison, 
is  to  be  no  concurrence  of  the  other  House — no  check  or  but  gratuitously  assumes  tlic  office  of  an  adviser,  with 
restraint  by  them  upon  the  action  oi'  the  Senate  ?  which  he  was  never  invested,  and  volunteers  a  recommen- 

The  gentleman  also  declares  his  opinion  that  the  spirit  dation  upon  a  subject  in  n-hition  to  whtcli  his  opinion  wu 
find  design  of  the  constitution  demand  that  the  Senate  never  xskcd,  surely  the  p:>rties,  if  they  do  not  repel  the 


should  be  consulted  both  before  and  after  the  formatin 
of  a  treaty.  If  so,  do  they  not  act  in  both  cases  under  the 
same  requisition,  and  by  the  same  proportional  numbers? 
Would  it  not  be  preposterous  that  the  Senate,  by  a  ma- 
jority, should  advise  the  making  of  a  compact,  and  when 
the  same  is  subsequently  submitted  for  their  approval,  it 
should  be  rejected  for  the  want  of  two-thirds — the  aanc 
members  voting  in  the  same  manner,  without  the  change 
of  a  yea  or  a  nay  ?  What  a  disjointed  spectacle  of  incon- 
gruity would  that  present  to  foreign  nations! 

The  Senator  adverted  to  the  early  practice  of  the  Eie- 
cutive  in  the  halcyon  days  of  the  first  President,  but  it  did 
not  show  a  single  precedent  of  a  resolution  of  advice  by  a 
simple  m-ijority;  while  my  colleague  cited  yesterday  two 
instances  of  such  action  by  the  requisite  two-thirds,  and  1 
now  add  another,  on  tlie  20th  of  January,  1792,  in  rela- 
tion to  an  increase  of  annuity  to  the  Seneca  tribe  of  In- 
dians. Principle  and  precedent,  therefore,  both  demasd 
that  the  proposed  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

The  chau-man  of  the  committee  [Mr.  Taikwsll]  says 
that  his  first  opinion  was  that  the  Senate  had  no  power  to 
act  upon  the  subject,  but  tliat  the  reference  of  the  reso- 
lutions which  I  had  the  honor  to  introduce  conferred  au- 
thority to  give  an  advisory  opinion.  Although  such  a  con- 
sequence could  not  have  been  anticipated  by  any  one,  and 
few  possess  ingenuity  enough  to  deduce  it;  yet,  had  it 
been  foreseen,  so  far  from  constituting  an  objection,  it 
would,  in  the  state  of  the  question  and  opinions  of  the  Se- 
nate as  then  existing,  have  presented  an  additional  induce- 
ment to  their  introduction,  as  the  most  probable  means  of 
preventing  a  catastrophe  which  1  deprecate — the  accept- 
ance of,  and  submission  to,  this  miscalled  award. 

How  the  offering  a  resolution,  not  adopted,  but  refer- 
red to  a  committee  for  inquiry,  should  give  to  the  Senate 
jurisdiction  on  a  subject  not  otherwise  within  the  scope  of 
its  legitimate  powers,  is  not  easily  comprehended.  Can 
tlie  Senate,  by  such  a  process,  by  simply  raising  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry,  extend  its  powers,  and  bring  every  thing 
within  the  range  of  its  constitutional  action' 

But  I  hasten  directly  to  the  paramount  question.  Is  this 
award  or  opinion  binding  upon  the  Unite<i  States?  And  is 
their  faith  plighted  to  adopt  the  boundary  therein  desig- 
nated?  And  here  I  cannot  withhold  my  cordial  thanks  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Clai]  for  the  able  and 
convincing  argument  which  he  yesterday  addressed  to  the 
Senate,  against  the  acceptance  of  tliia  award,  and  in  de- 
fence of  the  rights,  the  soil,  and  the  citizens  of  Maine. 

The  objection  arising  from  the  essential  changes  in  the 
sovereign  character  of  tlie  arbiter — the  disruption  and  loe 
of  more  than  half  of  his  empire,  being  thrown  by  political 
convulsions  a  dependent  upon  Great  Britain,  not  only  for 
the  demarcation  of  the  boundaries  of  his  own  kingdom, 
but  even  for  the  preservation  of  the  remnant  of  his  power, 
has  been,  together  with  other  topics,  so  ably  discussed  by 
him,  that  I  may  well,  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty,  abstain 
from  attempting  to  strengtiien  the  impression  which  he 
has  produced.  But  there  is  one  point — and  tliat  the  prin- 
cipal, leading,  decisive  objection — to  which  1  feel  mysdf 
bound  to  solicit  your  further  and  indulgent  attention.  It 
is,  that  tliere  has  been  no  decision  of  tlie  question  refer- 
red; the  award,  if  such  it  is  to  be  called — the  advice,  is  not 
within  the  submission. 

That  this,  if  found  to  be  true,  would  exonerate  the 
United  States  from  all  obligation  of  submission,  must  be 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1401 


OF  DEBATES  IN  CONGRESS. 


1402 


JciT  10, 1832.] 


Executive  Froeeedingg. 


[SXKATK. 


assumption  as  offensive,  may  well  decline  receiving  it  as 
obligatory. 

Is  the  award  within  the  terms  or  meaiung  of  the  sub- 
mission )  No  one  has  yet  insisted  that  it  is.  But,  on  the 
contrary,  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, in  effect,  concedes  that  it  is  not.  Declining  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  distinctly,  the  committee  say  that  they 
are  aware  that  there  are  many  reasons  which,  to  the  minds 
of  our  own  citizens,  at  least,  may  appear  strong  to  induce 
the  opinion  that  it  is  no  decbion,  and  may  therefore  be 
legitimately  disregarded.  And  again,  toward  the  conclu- 
sion, they  reraai-k:  "  Although  it  may,  perhaps,  be  truly 
sud  that  the  United  States  are  not  bound  by  this  award, 
as  such,  yet  it  will  be  considered  by  all  the  civilized  world," 
Jtc.  &c. 

The  chairman  of  the  committee,  in  his  speech  yester- 
day, did  not  undertake  to  say  directly  that  there  had  been 
any  decision  of  the  matter  referred;  but,  following  the 
track  of  the  report,  rather  conceded  that  there  had  not — 
insisting,  however,  that  we  ought  to  acquiesce  from  mo- 
tives of  public  policy,  and  to  conciliate  the  &vorable 
opinion  of  other  nations. 

Sir,  it  is  susceptible  of  demonstration  that  there  has 
been  no  decision  of  the  question  referred.  The  arbitra- 
ment was  more  immediately  governed  by  the  convention 
of  1827,  made  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Bri- 
tain, for  the  sole  purpose  of  executing  the  fifth  article  of 
the  treaty  of  Ghent,  which  article  was  designed  merely  to 
carry  into  effect  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  by  ascertain- 
ing where  upon  the  surface  of  the  earth  was  that  point  of 
the  highlands,  due  north  from  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix 
river,  designated  in  that  original  treaty  as  the  northwest 
angle  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  by  surveying  and  marking  two 
lines  from  that  point,  to  fixed  monuments.  To  begin  at 
the  fountain,  then,  we  must  recur  to  the  description  of 
boundary  in  the  original  treaty  which  acknowledges  the 
independence  of  the  United  States.  Its  language,  so  far 
as  pertinent  to  the  present  investigation,  is: 

"The  following  are,  and  shall  be,  their  (the  United 
States)  boundaries,  viz.  From  the  northwest  angle  of 
Nova  Scotia,  viz.  tliat  angle  which  is  formed  by  a  line 
drawn  due  north  from  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix  river 
to  the  highlands;  along  the  said  highlands  which  divide 
those  rivers  that  empty  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Law- 
rence from  those  which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  to  the 
north  westernmost  head  of  Connecticut  river;  *  • 
east,  by  a  line  to  be  drawn  along  the  middle  of  tlie  river 
St.  Croix,  from  its  mouth,  in  the  Bay  of  Fundy,  to  its 
source;  and  from  its  source,  directly  north,  to  the  afore- 
said highlands,  which  divide  the  rivers  that  fall  into  the 
Atlantic  Ocean  from  those  that  fall  into  the  river  St. 
Lawrence." 

The  source  of  the  St.  Cfeix  river  was  ascertained  in  the 
year  1798,  and  has  ever  since  been  designated  by  a  mo- 
nument, then  established  and  marked  by  the  mutual  agree- 
ment of  both  nations. 

From  that  spot  the  boundary  was  to  be  "  due  north;" 
and  the  only  question  which  could  arise  was,  where  is 
the  termination  of  that  north  hne?  Which  point  being 
ascertained,  all  that  would  remain  was  the  mere  mecha- 
nical and  mathematical  process  of  surveying  and  marking 
lines  between  fixed  monuments.  The  location  of  that 
point  is  described  and  defined,  with  the  utmost  clearness 
and  precision,  in  the  treaty  of  1783.  It  is  at  "the  high- 
lands;" the  due  north  line  is  to  be  drawn  "to  the  high- 
lands," and  there  stop.  And  of  that  f<ro>inu>  is  the  north- 
west angle  of  Nova  Scotia;  and  thence  another  line  was 
to  be  drawn  along  those  highlands  to  the  northwestern- 
most  head  of  Connecticut  river. 

Now  what  question  does  the  treaty  of  Ghent  mention 
or  suppose  to  exist?     What  was  to  be  ascertained? 

The  finh  article  states  it  with  great  perspicuity: 

"Whereas  neither  that  point  of  the  highlands  lying 


due  north  from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  and  de- 
signated in  the  former  treaty  of  peace  between  the  two 
Powers  as  thenorthwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  nor,  &c. 
*  *  *  has  yet  been  ascertained;  and 

whereas  that  part  of  the  boundary  line  •  •  • 
from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix,  directly  north,  to 
the  ahovementioned  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
thence  along  the  said  highlands  which  divide,  &C.&C.,  has 
not  yet  been  surveyed." 

Therefore  provision  is  made  for  ascertaining  that  single 
point  and  surveying  those  lines,  by  commisaoners.  They 
were  appointed  accordingly;  but,  differing  in  opimon, 
made  their  several  reports  to  their  respective  Govern- 
ments. Pursuant  to  the  fif\h  article  in  the  treaty  of  Ghent, 
a  reference  to  an  arbiter  then  became  necessary,  and  the 
convention  of  1827  succeeded,  regulating  and  defining 
the  manner  of  executing  this  requisition.  The  first  arti- 
cle provided  that  the  points  of  difference  which  had 
arisen  should  be  submitted  to  an  arbiter,  to  decide  on  such 
points  of  difference,  in  accordance  to  the  treaty  of  Ghent, 
and  that  the  parties  should  make  their  several  and  separate 
statements  of  the  case  to  be  laid  before  the  arbiter.  This 
was  done,  and  there  was  no  discrepancy  between  them 
as  to  the  mattei-s  in  dispute  which  had  arisen,  and  upea 
which  a  decision  was  required.  The  American  statement 
presents  the  point  in  difference,  so  fiu'  as  relates  to  the 
present  controvert,  thus: 

"  1st.  The  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  the 
boundary  line  contemplated  by  the  treaty  of  1783,  ex- 
tending from  that  angle,  along  certain  highlands,  to  the 
northwesternmost  head  of  Connecticut  river." 

And  in  the  British  statement  it  is  expressed  in  tlie  fol- 
lowing language: 

"  1st.  The  parties  differ  respecting  the  point  designat- 
ed in  the  treaties  as  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia; 
and  respecting  the  highlands  along  which  the  line  of 
boundary  is  to  be  carried,  which  is  destined  to  divide  the 
rivers  that  empty  themselves  into  the  river  St.  Lawrence 
from  those  which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean." 

Here,  then,  we  have  the  question  to  be  decided,  clear- 
ly, distinctly,  and  unequivocally  defined  and  described 
by  both  parties,  in  the  official  statements  upon  which,  by 
the  express  provisions  of  the  treaty,  the  award  was  to  be 
rendered. 

Where  is  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia?  Has 
that  question  been  answered  by  the  award?  Sofitrfrom 
it,  that  the  arbiter  not  only  does  not  profess  to  determine, 
but  unequivocally  declines  it. 

After  some  reasoning  upon  the  subject,  he  says — 

"  Consequently  the  northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
here  alluded  to,  having  been  unknown  in  1783,  is  to  be 
considered  as  a  petition  of  principle,  (fetUum  de  prin- 
cipe,)  affording  no  basis  for  a  decision,"  &c.  &c. 

The  inquiry  respecting  tliat  angle  has  with  him  no  basis 
of  a  decision,  although  that  was  the  precise  question  pro- 
pounded. And  subsequently  he  says  tliat  he  considers 
the  question  "  divested  of  the  inconclusive  arguments 
drawn  from  the  nature,  more  ot'less  hilly,  of  the  ground, 
from  the  ancient  delimitation  of  the  provinces,  from  the 
northwest  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  and,"  &c.  &c. 

In  conclusion,  he  declares  that  "  the  arguments  adduced 
on  either  side,  and  the  documents  exhibited  in  respect  of 
them,  cannot  be  considered  as  sufficiently  preponderating 
to  determine  a  preference  in  favor  of  one  of  the  two  lines 
respectively  claimed  by  the  high  interested  parties  as  the 
boundaries  of  their  possessions,  from  the  source  of  the 
river  St.  Croix  to  the  northwesternmost  head  of  Connec- 
ticut river;  and  that  the  nature  of  the  difference,  and  the 
vague  and  not  sufficiently  determinate  stipulations  of  the 
treaty  of  1783,  do  not  permit  to  adjudge  cither  of  those 
lines  to  one  of  tlie  said  parties,  without  wounding  the 
principles  of  law  and  equity  with  regard  to  the  other." 

And  he  tlierefore  tciidtrs  the  following  advisory  opi- 
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nion:  "That  it  shall  be  suitable  ((7  conveniendra)  to 
adopt  as  the  boundary  of  the  two  States,  a  line  drawn  due 
north  from  the  source  of  the  river  St.  Croix  to  the  point 
where  it  intersects  the  middle  of  the  tholweg*  of  the 
river  St.  John;  thence,  the  middle  of  the  tholweg  of  that 
river,  ascending  it  to  the  point  where  the  river  St.  Francis 
empties  itself  into  the  river  St.  John;  thence,  the  middle 
of  the  tholweg  of  the  river  St.  Francis,  ascending  it,  to 
the  source  of  its  southwesternmost  branch,  which  source 
we  indicate  on  the  map  A  by  the  letter  X,  authenticated 
by  the  s'.gnature  of  our  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs;  thence, 
a  line  drawn  due  west,  to  the  point  where  it  unites  with 
the  line  claimed  by  the  United  States  of  America,  and  de- 
lineated on  the  map  A;  thence,  said  line,  to  the  point  at 
wliicb,  according  to  said  map,  it  coincides  with  that  claim- 
ed by  Great  Britain;  and  thence,"  &c. 

I  insist,  therefore,  that  the  arbiter  did  not  Intend  or 
profess  to  decide  the  questions  submitted,  but,  putting 
them  entirely  aside,  proceeds  to  recommend  the  substitu- 
tion of  a  new  description  of  boundary.  The  language 
is — "It  will  be  suitable  (i7  conveniendra)  (convenient) 
"to  adopt"  or  accept,  as  the  boundary,"  &c. 

But  even  if  he  had  designed  this  to  be  a  determination 
within  the  submi3:iion,  it  is  nevertheless  palpable  that  it  is 
not.  The  interrogatory  was,  where,  according  to  the 
treaty  of  1783,  is  the  northwestern  angle  of  Nova  Scotia, 
and  the  line  thence  along  the  highlands?  That  angle  of 
'  Nova  Scotia  is  described  and  defined  by  the  ti-eaty  of  1783, 
and  again  by  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  to  be  on  the  highlands, 
and  at  the  termination  of  a  due  north  line  from  the  source 
of  the  St.  Croix.  Where  does  the  arbiter  make  that  line 
terminate?  In  the  centre  of  the  St.  John's  river!  and 
there  must  be  his  highlands,  if  he  designed  to  locate  that 
angle.  But  the  absurdity  does  not  cease  here.  After 
striking  the  angle  of  Nova  Scotia,  the  only  line  to  be 
drawn  by  the  treaty  is  "along  the  highlands" — but  the 
course  of  the  arbiter  is  along  the  deepest  channel  of  the 
river  St.  John,  by  all  its  meanderings,  till  he  reaches  a 
branch  called  the  St.  Francis,  which  he  ascends  by  its 
deepest  clu^nnel  to  its  southwesternmost  ramification,  and 
thence  to  its  source.  And  upon  the  hypothesis  that  he 
designed.to  decide  this  to  be  the  treaty  botmdary,  he  must 
have  declared  that  the  highlands  are  in  the  deepest  of 
the  waters  of  the  rivers  St.  John  and  St.  Francis!  But 
there  is  yet  a  further  difficulty.  By  the  treaty  there  can 
be  but  two  lines  of  boimdary — one  due  north,  and  the 
other  along  the  highland.s — the  angle  of  Nova  Scotia 
being  at  their  point  of  intersection.  The  (due)  north 
course  of  t!ic  King  of  the  Netherlands  ends  at  the  centre 
of  the  St.  John's;  his  next  line  is  by  the  thread  of  that 
river  and  its  branches,  sometimes  running  northwest- 
wardly, sometimes  southwestwardly,  and  at  others  in  a 
different  direction  to  its  source:  but  where  then?  The 
treaty  allows  only  a  north  course;  but  he  arbitrarily  di- 
rects it  to  be  due  west  to  the  tiiglilands,  and  thence  along 
that  ridge. 

Now,  sir,  to  accuse  the  King  of  the  Neilierlands  of  in- 
tending to  impose  this  upon  the  United  States  as  \he  true 
original  boundary,  would  be  doing  him'  gross  injustice;  it 
involves  the  suppgsition  that  he  could  be  guilty  of  a  false- 
hood so  glaring  as  to  be  an  insult  to  the  intelligence  of 
this  nation;  it  woitld  doom  him  to  the  inevitable  condem- 
nation of  f:»tuity  or  conuption.  Sir,  tlterc  is  no  man 
whose  intellect  rises  above  the  grade  of  idiocy,  who  can, 
after  »■  due  comparison,  pronounce  that  the  delimitation 
described  by  the  arbiter  is  the  same  with  that  of  tlte  treaty 
of  peace  of  1783.  No  man  ever  has  said  so,  and  1 
venture  to  assert  that  no  one  ever  will.  Sir,  if  the  arbi- 
ter hud  professed  so  to  decide,  fraud  and  falsehood  would 
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have  been  stamped  upon  the  front  of  his  awkrd.  I  cheer- 
fully and  entirely  exonerate  him  from  all  such  charge. 
He  is  obnoxious  to  no  such  imputation.  So  far  AtMn  'A, 
that  he  declares  that  he  does  not,  and  cannot  ascertain 
the  treaty  boundary,  but  recommends  a  substitute-  The 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  do  not  contend  that  he 
has  decided  that  question,  and,  what  is  more,  the  Britiih 
Government  themselves  concede  that  he  has  not.  This  is 
found  in  the  official  communication  of  the  diplomatic 
agent,  Mr.  Bankhead,  made  to  our  Secretary  of  State  on 
the  20th  of  December  last,  urging  our  submission  to  the 
award,  and  in  which  he  uses  the  following  language: 

"  Commissioners,  since  the  treaty  of  1783,  have  foond 
it  impossible  to  reconcile  the  description  of  boundary 
contained  in  that  treaty  with  the  real,features  of  the  coun- 
try ascertained  by  actual  survey;  and  the  hopelessness  of 
establishing  absolutely,  in  favor  of  either  party,  the  point 
which  has  thus,  since  the  year  1783,  been  the  subject  of 
controversy  between  them,  has  now  received  a  new  con- 
firmation by  the  solemn  decision  of  an  arbitrator  chosen 
by  both  parties,  who  has  pronounced  it  to  be  incapable  of 
being  established  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  ori- 
ginal treaty,  that  treaty  having  been  drawn  up  in  igno- 
rance of  the  real  features  of  the  country  which  it  professed 
to  describe.  Seeing,  then,  that  there  cannot  be  &  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  of  either  party  in  strict  accordance 
with  the  treaty  of  1783,  what  course  would  remain,  even 
if  the  choice  were  now  to  be  made,  but  that  which  was 
apeed  upon  by  the  negotiators  of  the  treaty  of  Ghent, 
viz.  the  adjustment  of  the  differences  between  the  two 
Governments  by  means  of  an  arbitrator?  And  how  un- 
reasonable would  it  be  to  object  to  such  an  adjustment, 
because  it  aimed  at  settling  by  compromise  differences 
pronounced  to  be  otherwise  irreconcilable?" 

The  errors  involved  in  this  extract  I  may  perhaps  no- 
tice hereafter.  But  at  present  I  am  concerned  only  to 
occupy  the  two  impregnable  and  conceded  positions:  1st. 
That  the  arbiter  has  not  decided  the  question  submitted. 
3d.  That  the  line  by  him  described  is  variant  from  the 
true  boundary  of  the  treaty.  These  being  known  and 
fundamental  truths  in  this  discussion,  upon  what  ground 
is  it  urged  that  we  should  acquiesce  in  the  award?  From 
reasons  of  public  policy,  and  a  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
the  foreign  world,  say  the  committee. 

But  before  you  act  from  considerations  of  expediency, 
I^ause  awhile  upon  your  constitutional  powers  and  obliga- 
tions. This  is  no  award — it  is  not  withm  the  submission — 
it  is  not  in  pursuance  of  the  treaty — it  is  not  in  execution 
of  its  provisions.  It  is  the  recommendation  of  a  new  de- 
limitation, against  which  the  State  of  Maine  has  solemnly 
protested. 

Sir,  it  is  not  within  the  constitutional  competency  of  this 
Government  to  assign  new  boundaries,  known  to  be  such, 
to  any  one  of  the  States,  whether  to  increase  or  dimini^ 
the  quantum  of  its  territory.  The  extent  of  our  authority 
is  to  ascertain  and  define  their  true  original  exterior  limits; 
and  the  United  States  could  not,  and  have  not  attempted 
to  confer  upon  an  arbiter  any  power  to  prescribe  or  ad- 
vise the  institution  of  new  delimitations.  In  this  all  arc 
agreed;  no  one  controverts  that  such  is  the  constitutioml 
limitation  of  our  authority.  It  is  said,  indeed,  that  In  the 
performance  of  tliis  duty  error  may  be  committed,  and  a 
portion  of  a  State  be  unknowingly  cut  off.  But  the  pota- 
bility of  mistake,  in  the  honest  endeavor  to  determine  the 
truth,  does  not  authorize  the  wanton,  wilful  departure 
from  it  by  the  adoption  of  a  boundary,  known  and  acknow- 
ledged to  be  variant  from  the  original.  We  say,  then, 
that  the  impassable  prohibitions  of  the  constitution  pre- 
sent an  insuperable  barrier  to  the  adoption  of  the  new 
lines  of  demarcation  recommended  by  the  arbiter,  withoat 
the  previous  consent  of  the  State  of  Maine.  This  she  has 
never  yielded;  but,  on  the  contrary,  entered  her  solemn 
protestation.  Here,  then,  we  might  rest  upon  the  ground 
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of  irresistible  constitutional  right.  But,  nevertheless, 
considerations  of  expediency  are  invoked.  Although  we 
may  convince  ourselves,  say  the  committee,  yet  will  our 
arguments  satisfy  others?  will  not  the  world  adjudge  us 
guilty  of  a  violation  of  our  national  faith? 

Let  us  look  this  argument  in  the  face.  We  are  under 
no  obligations  to  submit  to  this  award,  but  we  are  con- 
strained to  decline  it  by  the  solemn  provisions  of  the  fun. 
djimental  compact  of  Government.  Our  faith  is  plighted 
to  the  State  to  preserve  inviolate  the  integrity  of  its  soil, 
and  to  vindicate  the  sacredness  of  the  persons  of  its  inha- 
bitants. And  tliis  argument  of  policy  would  persuade  us 
to  sacrifice  our  duty  to  a  State,  from  an  apprehension  that 
other  nations  may,  through  ignorance,  believe  us  to  be 
faitliless!  to  incur  the  actual  guilt  of  perfidy,  for  fear  of 
the  mere  appearance  of  it  in  foreign  eyes.  But  even  that 
apprehension  is  without  foundation.  This  subject  will  be 
understood  by  the  European  world;  and  if  we  would  not 
sink  in_  their  estimation,  we  must  exhibit  that  intelligence 
which  is  not  to  be  betrayed  by  shallow  artifice,  and  that 
decision  and  energy  which  repel  encroachment.  Great 
Britain  herself  will  more  highly  respect  a  refusal  than  our 
submission.  But  the  opinions  of  foreign  nations  are  of 
coniparatively  little  moment.  The  dangers  to  our  politi- 
cal fabric  are  from  witliin,  from  the  disaffection  of  the 
members  of  this  Union.  From  the  pressure  of  external 
force,  we  have  nothing  to  apprehend — it  will  but  compress 
and  consolidate  our  Union — internal  disaffection  and  mu- 
tual repulsion  are  tlie  fountains  of  our  fears.  Better  in- 
cur the  odium  of  the  world,  than  brinf  home  to  the  coun- 
rals  of  a  single  member  of  this  Union  a  well  founded 
conviction  of  violated  duty  and  broken  faith. 

Again,  we  are  asked,  if  we  reject  this  award,  how  is 
this  controversy  to  be  adjusted?  And,  to  magnify  this 
difficulty,  we  are  told  that  this  dispute  as  to  the  New  Eng- 
land boundary  reaches  far  back  into  the  early  history  of 
this  country,  even  to  the  period  when  France  and  Eng- 
land were  contending  for  the  extension  of  their  respective 
adjacent  provinces.  That  this  dispute  is  of  ancient  date, 
I  strenuously  controvert.  I  will  show  it  to  be  of  very  re- 
cent origin.  That  a  controversy  existed  between  Great 
Britain  and  France,  when  the  latter  was  the  sovereign  of 
Canada,  I  readily  admit.  But  all  the  right  and  title  of  tlie 
latter  were  ceded  to  Great  Britain  by  the  treaty  of  Paris 
of  1763,  who,  having  thus  become  the  undisputed  sove- 
reign of  all  the  adjacent  provinces,  by  her  own  unques- 
tionable powers,  fixed  and  defined  their  boundaries  by 
the  royal  proclamation  of  October,  1763,  which  establish- 
ed the  Government  of  Quebec,  now  Lower  Canada.  This 
solemn  act  of  the  common  sovereign  terminated  forever 
all  pre-existing  disputes,  by  authoritatively  prescribing 
and  defining  the  divisional  lines  of  Massachusetts,  Nova 
Scotia,  and  Canada.  The  demarcation  thus  estabfished, 
was  adopted  and  confirmed  by  the  act  of  Parliament  of 
1779,  and  insei-ted  in  ourtreaty  of  independence  of  1783. 
After  this  a  new  question  arose — which  of  several  rivers 
was  the  true  St.  Croix?  This  was  definitively  settled,  and 
the  monument  at  its  source  established^  in  1798,  by  com- 
missioners of  the  two  countries,  appointed  pursuant  to 
the  convention  of  1794,  which  put  to  rest  all  then  exJ 
isting  doubts  as  to  the  true  location  of  our  Northeastern 
boundary.  No  question  or  ground  of  controversy  was 
supposed  to  remain.  It  would  have  been  strange,  indeed, 
that  a  treaty  making  provision  for  a  commission  to  termi- 
nate doubts  as  to  that  boundary,  should  not  have  embrac- 
ed all  existing  controversies.  It  did  so:  and  the  commis- 
sioners determined  finally  and  conclusively  all  matters 
submitted.  This  is  historically  and  certainly  known. 
Even  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations 
acknowledges  and  asserts  it,  declaring  that  "  this  decision 
settled  definitively  the  uncertain  temunua  a  quo  the  North- 
em  boundary  of  the  United  States  was  to  run;  and  as  no 
difference  then  existed  between  the  two  Powers  as  to  the 


cotuse  or  direction  of  this  line  of  boundary,  '  the  termi- 
nut  ad  quern'  was  also  supposed  to  be  fixed." 

With  what  propriety  or  justice  are  those  old,  obsolete, 
long  settled  questions  now  invoked  for  the  pui-pose  of 
aggravating  the  difficulty  of  the  present  controversy, 
with  which  they  have  no  connexion,  which  had  no  exist- 
ence until  long  after  they  had  passed  away,  which  indeed 
has  been  brought  into  being  since  tlie  treaty  of  Ghent  of 
1814? 

What  b  the  precise  point  now  in  contestation?  It  is, 
where  are  "  the  highlands  wiiich  divide  those  rivers  which 
empty  themselves  nito  the  river  St.  Lawrence  from  those 
which  fall  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean?"  The  treaty  of  inde- 
pendence established  the  boundary  to  be  a  line  due  north 
from  the  source  of  the  St.  Croix  to  those  highlands,  and 
thence,  along  that  elevation,  to  the  head  of  Connecticut 
river.  The  source  of  St.  Croix  having  been  definitively 
settled,  it  is  now  contested  where  are  these  highlands  of 
which  the  nqrtli  line  is  to  terminate,  and  along  which  the 
next  is  to  be  drawn. 

This,  1  repeat,  was  never  made  a  question,  until  subse- 
quent to  the  treaty  of  Ghent  Up  to  that  time,  even  af^er 
theyearl763,  the  course  and  location  of  that  elevation  was 
as  well  known,  as  tncontestably  established,  as  universal- 
ly acknowledged,  as  any  g^eat  geogfraphical  feature  of  the 
country— 1  might  say,  as  to  the  St.  Lawrence  river  itself— 
and  no  other  range  or  tract  had  ever  been  so  claimed  or 
denominated. 

I  am  aware,  sir,  that  this  is  strong  and  confident  language ; 
and  presents  the  recent  British  pretension  as  not  only  ut- 
terly baseless,  but  of  consummate  effrontery.  Permit  me 
very  concisely  to  advert  to  some  irrefragable  proofs.  That 
range  of  higlilands  is  first  introduced,  as  a  boundary,  ir.  the 
proclamation  of  1763,  establishing  the  province  ofQuebec, 
(Canada. )    The  southern  limit  being  described  as  follows : 

"  Crossing  the  river  St.  Lawrence  and  the  lake  Cham- 
plain  in  forty-five  degrees  of  north  latitude,  passes  along 
the  highlands  which  divide  the  rivers  that  empty  them- 
selves into  the  said  river  St.  Lawrence  from  those  which 
fall  into  the  sea,  and  also  along  the  north  coast  of  the  Bay 
des  Chaleurs." 

South  of  the  river  St  Lawrence,  and  nearly  parallel 
thereto,  and  at  an  average  distance  of  between  twenty  and 
thirty  miles,  is  a  range  of  brol^en  hig^nds,  extending 
from  the  source  of  the  Connecticut  river,  northeastwardly, 
toward  Cape  Rosieres,  from  which  are  turned,  on  the  one 
hand,  those  rivers  entering  into  the  St.  Lawrence,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  which  fiill  into  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  viz. 
the  Androscoggin,  the  Kennebcck,  the  Penobscot,  the 
St.  John's,  and  the  Ristigouche.  And,  accompanying  this 
proclamation,  in  the  British  Annual  Register  of  the  same 
year,  is  an  original  map,  carefully  prepared  for  the  ex- 
press purpose  of  accurately  delineating  the  boundaries, 
'and  in  which  the  highlands  are  prominently  laid  down  as 
then  and  since  known  and  understood,  and  in  precise  ac- 
cordance with  the  claim  of  the  United  States. 

Nor  is  this  all :  other  British  maps,  and  those  frequent 
and  numerous,  from  authentic  and  official  sources,  were 
compiled  and  published;  in  all  of  which,  without  one  ex- 
ception, the  highlands,  where  mentioned,  are  delineated 
as  I  have  before  described,  in  exact  coincidence  with  our 
claim;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  not  one  presented  the 
now  pretended  rival  range  newly  created  south  of  the  St. 
John's. 

Sir,  permit  me  to  enumerate  the  titles  of  some  of  them 
now  in  my  hand,  and  to  which  I  invite  the  particular  exa- 
mination of  every  Senator,  viz. 

1763. — A  new  map  of  the  British  dominions  in  North 
America,  with  the  limits  of  the  Governments  annexed 
thereto  by  tlie  late  treaty  of  peace,  and  settled  by  pro- 
clamation, October  7th,  1763. — Eng^ved  by  T.  Kitchin, 
geographer,  fur  the  Annual  Register  of  1763. 

1769. — A  new  and  accurate  map  of  the  British  domi-  . 
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nions  in  America,  according  to  the  treaty  of  1763,  divided 
into  ti)e  several  pvovinces  and  jurisdictions.  Projected 
upon  the  best  authorities  and  astronomical  observations,  by- 
Thomas  Kitchin,  geographer. — Engraved  for  Knox's  His- 
tory of  the  war  in  America. 

1765.— A  map  of  North  America,  by  J.  Palairet,  with 
considerable  alterations  and  improvements  from  D' Anville, 
Mitchell,  and  Bellin,  by  L.  Delarochettc. 

1766. — A  map  of  the  British  dominions  in  North  Ame- 
rica, as  settled  by  the  late  treaty  of  peace,  1763. — J. 
Ridge. 

1770. —British  empire  in  North  America,  with  the  West 
India  isles — aimexed  to  Wynne's  history. 

1771. — A  new  and  accurate  map  of  North  America, 
from  the  famous  Mr.  D' Anville,  &c.  Also,  the  new  divi- 
sions according  to  the  late  treaty  of  peace,  by  Peter  Bell, 
geographer.  ■ 

1772. — A  map  of  the  British  dominions-  in  North  Ame- 
rica, according  to  the  treaty  of  1763,  by  Peter  Bell,  geo- 
grapher. 

1775. — North  America  and  the  West  Indies,  with  the 
opposite  coasts  of  Europe  and  Africa — published  accord- 
ing to  act  of  Parliament. 

1776. — A  new  map  of  the  province  of  Quebec,  accord- 
ing to  the  royal  proclamation  of  tlie  7th  of  October,  1763, 
from  the  French  surveys,  connected  with  those  made  after 
the  war,  by  Captain  Carver,  and  other  officers  in  his  Ma- 
jesty's service.     Saver  and  Bennett. 

1776. — A  general  map  of  the  Northern  British  colonies 
in  America,  which  comprehends  the  province  of  Quebec, 
the  Government  of  Newfoundland,  Nova  Scotia,  New 
England,  and  New  York,  from  the  maps  published  by  the 
Admiralty  and  Board  of  Trade,  &c. 

1777. — A  new  and  correct  map  of  North  America,  with 
the  West  India  islands,  divided  according  to  the  last  treaty 
of  peace,  concluded  at  Paris  10th  February,  1763,  where- 
in are  particularly  distinguished  the  several  provinces 
and  colonies  which  compose  tlie  British  empire,  laid 
down  according  to  the  latest  surveys,  and  corrected  from 
the  origfinal  materials  of  Governor  Pownall,  member  of 
Parliament. 

1777. — The  British  colonies  in  North  America.  By 
William  Faden. 

1778. — A  new  map  of  Noi-th  America,  from  the  latest 
discoveries.     Engraved  for  Carver's  Travels. 

And  during  these  unbroken  and  unvarying  geographical 
and  topographical  descriptions,  an  act  of  Parliament  passed 
in  1774,  adopting  and  confirming  the  same  boundaries,  in 
the  same  language  as  the  original  proclamation.  The 
commissions  of  the  royal  governors,  prescribing  the 
extent  of  their  jurisdiction,  and  all  public  and  ofBcial 
documents  during  the  twenty  years  which  preceded  the 
treaty  of  independence,  contained  the  same  description. 
When,  then,  it  was  embodied  in  that  solemn  instrument, 
can  it  be  doubted  that  the  parties  used  the  terms  in  the 
same  acceptation  in  which  they  had  always  before  been 
received)  meant  thereby  what  had  always  before  been 
intended;  understood,  by  the  highlands  designated,  the 
same  range  which  had  before  been  constantly  known,.de- 
scribed,  acknowledged,  and  invariably  received  as  such  ? 
There  is  no  possibility  of  doubt.  But  the  proof  still  pro- 
ceeds. The  definitive  treaty  of  peace  was  formed  in  1783  j 
but  the  preliminary  articles  were  signed  in  November, 
1783;  and  in  February  following  there  was  a  zealous  and 
animated  debate  thereon  in  Parliament,  in  which  it  was 
strenuously  objected,  on  the  one  hand,  and  not  denied  on 
the  other,  that,  by  the  boundaries  agreed,  the  territory 
of  the  United  States  would  intervene  and  cut  off  the  com- 
munication between  tlie  capitals  of  Qubec  and  Halifax; 
that  is,  would  embrace  the  very  territory,  nortli  of  the  St. 
John's,  which  is  now  in  contestation.  And  accompanying 
those  interesting  printed  debates  upon  that  important  sub- 
ject, is  also  a  British  map,  made  for  the  expre.ss  purpose 


of  illustrating  the  arguments  by  presenting  the  true  boun- 
daries according  to  the  preliminary  articles,  and  in  which 
the  highlands  are  delineated  and  located  as  they  had 
always  previously  been,  and  as  we  still  insist  they_ should 
be.  And,  posterior  to  these  debates  and  this  publication, 
the  definitive  treaty  of  peace  was  signed,  adopting  the 
preliminary  articles  of  peace  in  ha:c  verba,  and  the  deline- 
ations precisely  as  therein  described. 

The  unvarying  current  of  British  authorities  does  not 
stop  here.  Maps  and  documents  still  continued  to  be  mul- 
tiplied, all  of  the  same  character,  and  in  full  confirmation 
of  the  same  geographical  location  of  those  dividing  high- 
lands. Among  them,  I  invite  particular  reference  to  the 
following,  which  I  have  now  before  me,  subject  to  the 
scrutiny  of  every  member: 

1783,  February  9 — Tlie  United  States  of  .^^merica  with 
the  British  possessions  of  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  of 
Newfoundland,  &c.  &c.,  according  to  the  preliminary  ar- 
ticles of  peace  signed  at  Versailles  the  20th  of  January, 
1783.     R.  Sayer  and  J.  Bennett. 

1783. — A  new  and  correct  map  of  North  America,  io 
which  the  places  of  the  principal  engagements  during  the 
present  war  are  accurately  inserted,  and  the  boundaries, 
as  settled  by  treaty  in  1783,  clearly  marked.     J.  Dew. 

1783,  April  3 — The  United  States  of  America,  laid 
down  from  the  best  authorities,  agreeably  to  the  peace  of 
1783.     By  John  Wallis.     London. 

1783,  July  16. — An  accurate  map  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  with  part  of  the  surrounding-  provinces 
agreeably  to  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783.  By  Juo.  Cary. 
London. 

1782 — The  United  States  of  North  America,  with  the 
British  and  Spanish  territories,  according  to  the  treaty. 
By  Wm.  Faslen. 

1783,  October  2— A  new  map  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  with  the  British  America,  with  the  British  domi- 
nions on  that  continent,  &c.  By  Samuel  Duim,  mathe- 
matician, improved  from  the  surveys  of  Captain  Carver. 

Bowie's  new  four-sheet  map  of  North  America  and  the 
West  Indies,  exhibiting  the  extent  and  boundaries  of  the 
United  States,  the  British  dominions,  &c.  8tc. :  the  whole 
compiled  and  laid  down  from  the  best  authorities.  Lon- 
don. 

1784. — Bowie's  new  pocket  map  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  the  British  possessions  of  Canada,  Nova  Sco- 
tia, and  Newfoundland,  &c.  &c.,  as  settled  by  the  prelimi- 
nary articles  of  peace  signed  at  Versailles  the  20th  Janu- 
ary, 1783.     London. 

1784. — A  new  and  correct  map  of  North  America,  with 
the  West  India  islands,  divided  according  to  tlie  last  treaty 
of  peace,  concluded  at  Paris  the  20th  Jannarj',  1783, 
wherein  arc  particularly  distinguished  the  thirteen  pro- 
vinces which  compose  the  United  States  of  North  Ameri- 
can.    By  Matthew  Albert  and  George  Frederick  Lotter. 

1784. — Brion  de  la  Tour's  Etats  Unis  d'Ameriquc,  &c. 
Paris. 

1783. — A  new  map  of  North  America,  with  the  West 
India  islands,  divided  according  to  the  preliminary  articles 
of  peace,  signed  at  Versailles  20th  January,  1783,  where- 
in are  particularly  distingiiished  the  United  States,  and  the 
several  provinces,  governments,  &c.  &c.  which  compose 
the  British  dominions,  and  corrected  from  the  original 
materials  of  Governor  Pownall,  member  of  Parliament. 

1794. — Same  map.     London. 

1794. — A  new  map  of  the  whole  continent  of  America, 
divided  into  North  and  South,  and  West  Indies,  wherein 
are  exactly  described  the  United  States  of  North  America, 
as  well  as  the  several  European  possesaons,  according  to 
the  preliminaries  of  peace  signed  at  Versailles  January 
20tli,  1783,  &c.  &c.     By  Laurie  and  Whittle.     London. 

1794 — A  new  map  of  North  America,  agreeably  to  die 
latest  discoveries.     London. 

1794. — A  map  of  the  United  States  of  America,  with 
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part  of  the  adjoininip  provinces.  From  the  latest  autlio- 
rities. 

1795. — A  nup  of  North  America  and  the  West  Indies. 
By  1,.  S.  De  La  Rocliette.     London. 

1800. — America,  divided  into  North  and  South,  with 
their  several  subdivinons,  and  the  newest  discoveries.  By 
LAurie  and  Whittle.    London. 

1798.— D.  F.  Saltzmann's  Maine.  Uamborg,  Carll  Ernst 
Bohn. 

1814. — Map  of  the  British  colonies  and  the  United 
States  of  North  America.     J.  Lodge. 

I  have  cited  uo  American  maps,  because  I  choose  to 
exhibit  the  unvarying  testimony  of  our  opponents  them- 
aelves  in  continued  support  of  our  claim. 

The  map  by  Osgood  Cotton,  however,  in  1795,  en- 
graved  for  SulUvan's  History  of  Maine,  is  wofnhy  of  atten- 
tion, for  its  clear  delineation  of  the  highlands. 

This  brings  us  down  to  the  year  1814,  the  date  of  the 
treaty  of  Ghent;  at  which  time,  so  far  from  our  adversa- 
ry's having  pretended  that  there  was  any  other  Northern 
boundary  than  that  which  we  now  assert,  or  that  the  ter- 
ritory now  in  dispute  belonged  to  their  provinces,  that  the 
British  commissioners,  who  negotiated  tliat  treaty,  request- 
ed tliat  the  United  States  should  cede  it  to  Great  Britain 
for  an  equivalent,  which  they  were  ready  to  give,  in  order 
to  obtain  a  direct  communication  between  their  provincial 
capitals.  The  American  commissioners  very  properly  re- 
plied that  the  territory  was  a  part  of  the  State  of  Massa- 
chusetts, and  no  transfer  could  be  made  by  the  United 
States;  that  it  was  not  to  be  admitted  even  as  a  matter  of 
discussion.  At  the  request  of  the  other  party,  they  as- 
sented to  an  article  providing  for  the  ascertainment  of  a 
certain  angle,  and  the  runnmg  certain  lines;  but  even 
that,  notwithstanding  the  erroneous  impressions  which  have 
prevailed,  does  not  recognise  the  existence  of  any  doubt 
or  dispute  as  to  what  Were  the  highlands,  or  their  true 
location,  but  only  that  a  certain  point  in  that  known  ac- 
knowledged range  had  not  then  been  marked  upon  the 
•ur&ce  of  the  earth.  I'he  language  is  very  precise, 
"Whereas  that  point  of  the  highlands,"  &c. 

The  treaty  contemplated  that  the  St.  Croix  river  was 
known;  that  the  highlands  were  known;  but  that  the  pre- 
cise point  of  that  elevation,  at  which  the  north  line  should 
ternunate,  had  not  been  fixed  and  marked,  and  that  there 
might  be,  from  the  formation  of  country,  and  with  a  refer- 
ence to  a  division  of  the  rivers,  a  doubt  as  to  the  extent 
perhaps  of  five,  ten,  or  even  twenty  miles.  To  deter- 
mine that,  and  that  only,  the  treaty  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  commissioners,  and  a  contingent  arbitra- 
ment. 

Under  that  commission,  the  British,  for  the  first  time, 

Sut  fortl)  the  pretension  that  there  was  another  range  of 
ighlands,  south  of  the  St  John's  river,  beginning  at 
Mars  hill — a  ridge  never  before  known;  recognised  in  no 
public  document;  delineated  in  no  map;  found  in  no  to- 
pographical description;  having  no  historical  existence; 
from  which  are  no  rivers  flowing  into  the  St.  Lawrence; 
and  which  was  never  in  the  contemplation  of  either  of  the 
parties.  Had  the  American  agent  well  understood  his 
business,  and  discharged  his  duty,  he  should  have  met  this 
preposterous  and  insulting  pretension,  in  limine,  by  astern 
refusal  to  permit  it  to  be  made  even  matter  of  discussion. 
He  should  have  tokl  his  Majesty's  agent,  "The  treaty  of 
Ghent,  which  controls  our  action,  provides  only  for  ascer- 
taining a  particular  point  in  the  highlands,  of  tlie  treaty 
of  1783;  but,  as  to  those  highlands  themselves,  it  neither 
admits  .nor  creates  any  doubt.  They  were  known,  and 
their  location  established  and  described,  and  invariably 
admitted  for  twenty  year*  preceding  the  treaty  of  inde- 
pendence. That  instrument  adopted  them;  they  are 
incorporated  into  it  by  the  common  consent  and  mutual 
understanding  of  the  parties  as  one  of  its  essential  ingre- 
dients; they  have  ever  since  been  known,  described,  and 
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recognised  as  such;  for  more  than  fifty  rears  they  have 
maintained  their  position  on  the  southern  bank  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  undisputed,  alone,  without  a  rival.  ■  1  will  not 
now  permit  them  to  be  questioned;  I  will  not  tolerate  an 
attempt  to  substitute  a  newly  created  imaginary  range, 
for  that  which  the  parties  intended  by  the  treaty.  The 
point  in  that  elevation  designated  as  the  northwest  angle 
of  Nova  Scotia,  I  am  willing  to  ascertain,  but  I  proceed 
to  no  other  range;  I  go  in  search  of  no  other  highlands." 

Sir,  if  our  agent  bad  held  this  language,  and  acted  de- 
cisively in  accordance  with  it,  the  British  never  would  have 
insisted  upon  their  absurd  assumption;  but  he  permitted  it 
to  be  discussed.  The  British  commissioner,  an  inhabitant 
of  New  Brunswick,  annous  to  obtain  by  some  means  that 
direct  communication  between  the  provinml  eapitak 
which  his  Government  ofiered  to  purciiase  of  the  United 
SUtes  at  Ghent,  denied  our  rights,  and  the  difference  was 
then  submitted  to  arbitration.  The  arbiter,  having  lost 
more  than  one-half  his  dominion*  after  the  submisaioa, 
and  being  thrown  as  a  dependent  on  Great  Britun  and 
other  European  Powers,  not  only  to  define  the  .limits  of 
his  empire,  but  even  for  his  existence  as  a  sovereign,  hav- 
ing no  hopes  or  fears  from  us,  and  little  partiality  for  our 
liberal  ideas  of  self.governmcnt  which  had  recently  co« 
him  so  dearly,  and  still  held  him  in  jeopardy,  recommends 
such  a  new  line  of  demarcation  as  will  give  to  Great  Britain 
precisely  what  she  wished  to  obtain  by  purchase  and  cession 
at  the  treaty  of  Ghent.  Andthiswearenowurgedtoadopt, 
for  the  purpose  of  conciliating  the  good  opinion  of  the  !»• 
tions  of  the  earth.  Sir,  if  we  would  not  incur  their  contempt 
for  our  blindness  or  pusillanimity,  if  we  would  not  sacrifice 
our  own  self-respec^  we  should  repel  it  as  an  unauthorised 
assumption,  and  a  glaring  encroachment.  But  we  are 
asked,  what  will  be  the  consequences  of  a  refusal  to  ac- 
cede to  this  advisory  opinion?  How  is  the  controversy  to 
be  adjusted?  Will  not  war  be  the'consequence  ?  That 
tliere  may  be  diflSculties,  1  freely  admit.  That  Great  Bri- 
tain will  protract,  and  harass,  and  annoy  the  borders,  and 
subject  them  to  vexations  and  danger,  is  not  improbable; 
but  that  she  will  go  to  war  for  a  cause  so  grossly  and  out- 
rageously unjust,  for  a  pretension  so  recent,  so  utterly 
and  palpably  baseless,  I  cannot  believe.  But  if  she  shut 
push  her  suggestions  to  that  extremity,  if  the  alternative 
IS  presented  of  sacrificing  our  soil  and  our  citizens,  or  de- 
fending them  by  arms,  as  freemen,  as  American  citizens, 
as  guardians  of  the  rights,  the  honor,  the  security  of  the 
nation,  we  can  have  no  doubts,  no  hentation.  If  war  must 
come  in  such  a  cause,  tremendous  as  the  evil  is,  deprecate 
it  as  we  may,  still  we  must  meet  it. 

Sir,  there  is  in  such  case  no  option.  Sabmisnon  never 
yet  set  bounds  to  encroachment.  We  most  erect  an  im. 
passable  barrier  upon  the  confines  of  our  right  and  our 
honor.  There,  we  must  meet  and  repel  every  aggression. 
Justice  demands  it;  policy  demands  it.  If  we  yield— if 
we  recede — tlie  spirit  of  encroachment  will  be  strength- 
ened and  aggravated.  More,  more,  and  more  yet,  will 
be  demanded.  We  must  basely  surrender  all,  or  fight  at 
last,  and  that,  too,  under  all  the  disadvantages  of  the 
enfeebling,  degrading,  dispiriting  effects  of  previous  una- 
vailing submission  and  concessions. 

Suppose  Great  Britain  should  assert  a  claim  of  right  to 
impress  American  seamen,  and  proceed  fisrcibly  to  assert 
it,  by  taking  even  a  single  man  from  on  board  our  ships; 
Would  not  this  nation  nse  en  tnosse  to  vindicate  his  rights 
and  avenge  his  wrongs,  by  arms?  And,  sir,  shall  we  per- 
mit her  to  come  upon  our  soil — to  hold  dominion  over  our 
own  citizens— even  to  seize  them  in  their  dwellings — to 
expel  our  Government  and  laws  from  their  appropriate 
sphere,  and  not  repel  it  by  force?  No!  Never — never. 
Honor,  faith,  policy,  constitutional  obligatirai,  public  and 
private  right— -all,  all  forbid  it. 

Maine,  as  a  member  of  this  Union,  has  a  right  to  require 
protection  from  foreign  eiMtroacbnient.   Sbedocs)* 
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that  the  integ^rity  of  her  soil  and  the  sacredness  of  the 
persons  of  her  citizens  shall  be  preserved  inviolate.  No 
matter  whether  the  extent  and  numbers  invaded  be  great 
or  small,  you  cannot  permit  one  acre  of  her  territory,  or 
a  single  individual  of  her  inhabitants,  to  be  wrested  from 
her  by  a  foreign  grasp. 

IhaTe  not  dwelt  upon  the  value  and  importance  of  the 
region  in  dispute.  I  have  discussed  only  the  question  of 
right.  That  is  sufficient.  But  let  it  not  be  supposed  to 
be  of  trifling  moment  It  comprises  more  than  two  mil- 
lions of  acres,  embracing  rich  and  valuable  lands  on  the 
waters  and  branches  of  extensive  rivers,  and  bearing  heavy 
and  valuable  timber.  But  it  is  its  military  adaptations  that 
have  attracted  the  eager  eye,  and  aroused  the  strenuous 
efforts  of  our  opponents,  and  which  should  induce  an  equal 
anxiety  and  more  fixed  determination  on  our  part  t»retun 
it. 

B]r  our  possession  the  comimiBication  between  their 
provinces  is  effectually  cut  off;  and  by  this  severance  we 
can  hold  them  in  check  at  pleasure.  But  should  they  be 
pemtitted  to  occupy  it,  they  will  erect  fortifications,  and 
establish  a  military  post  at  a  central  position,  where  the 
whole  force  of  the  adjacent  provinces  may  be  easily  con- 
centrated, not  only  to  strengthen  themselves  to  repel 
attacks,  but  even  to  menace  us  with  invasion. 

Although  Maine  cannot,  will  not,  ^ield  her  right,  yet, 
far,  very  far,  be  from  her  a  disposition,  a  willingness,  to 
involve  herself  or  the  country  in  the  horrors  of  war;  she 
will  bear  and  forbear  as  long  as  endurance  is  a  virtue.  She 
will,  I  trust,  act  witlj  calmness  and  discretion — she  will 

E reserve  her  claim  in  undiminished  strength — keeping 
erself  in  a  position  to  arrest  it,  practically  and  effectu- 
ally, whenever,  in  the  contingencies  and  revolutions  of 
Governments  and  empires,  she  may  deem  it  as  expedient 
as  it  is  just. 

I  protest,  therefore,  against  this  subject  being  discussed 
as  a  question  of  peace  or  war,  and  being  decided  as  a 
matter  of  mere  general  expediency.  Maine  stands  mo- 
destly, but  firrol)-,  upon  her  rights.  She  asks  nothing 
more — she  can  accept  of  nothing  less. 

The  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  Maine,  passed  in 
secret  session,  contemplating  a  contingent  transfer  of  this 
territory  to  the  United  States,  have  been  animadverted 
upon,  not  only  as  constituting  an  objection  to  the  strenu- 
ous support  of  our  right  by  the  Senate,  but  as  rendering 
the  whole  a  matter  of  indifference.  1  am  apprehensive, 
sir,  that  they  maybe  calculated  to  weaken  our  cause,  and 
impMr  the  force  of  our  appeal.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Mjllir]  has  declared,  that  while  the 
legislature  of  Maine  stood  resolutely  and  simply  upon 
their  rights,  he  sympathized  with  them,  and  had  a  strong 
denre  to  maintain  them  in  their  dignified  and  manly  atti- 
tude; but  since  their  tone  has  so  changed  as  to  contemplate 
a  cession,  he  lias  become  utterly  indifferent  to  their  cause, 
viewing  it  no  longer  as  a  matter  of  State  pride,  honor,  and 
dignity,  but  as  a  mere  calculation  of  profit  and  loss,  which 
can  excite  neither  sympathy  nor  respect.  Indeed,  he 
indulge  in  still  stronger  langiiagre  of  condemnation. 

Now,  sir,  I  would  most  earnestly  appeal  to  that  gentle- 
man, and  to  the  Senate,  whether  the  indulgence  of  such 
impulses  is  not-doing  injustice  to  the  State — ^tlie  people  of 
tke  State.  Let  me  assure  you  that  the  change  of  views 
and  fieeKngs  indicated  by  Oie  secret  proceedings  of  the 
Legislature,  so  ftr  from  meeting  a  harmonious  response 
from  their  constituents,  have  been  received  by  a  general, 
if  not  universal,  note  of  popular  disapprobation.  Sir, 
the  people,  the  true,  primary  sovereigns  of  Maine,  have 
never  authorized  or  assented  to  any  suggestion  of  a  relm- 
qiushment  of  any  portion  of  their  soil,  or  their  fellow- 
oitizens,  and,  from  their  character,  their  histoiy,  as  well  as 
the  strong  recent  demonstrations  of  their  feelings  and 
opinions,  I  am  confidant  they  never  will.  No,  sir,  the 
pcopfe  will  never  consent  to  transfer  any  portion  of  tjiem- 


selves,  or  of  the  patrimony  which  was'  purchased  by  tte 
blood  of  their  fathers.  And  it  is  in  tlieir  behalf  that  I 
appeal — ^their  representative  I  am — their  rights  I  vin£c«te 
— and  for  their  protection  1  demand  the  broad  sliieM  at 
the  constitutional  obligations  of  the  whole  Union. 

Mr.  CLAT  said:  Intending  to  express,  in  a  few  word% 
my  sentiments  on  this  subject,  I  have  thought  I  mig^t  as 
well  embrace  this  occasion  to  do  it.  The  President  has 
called  upon  the  Senate  for  its  advice,  as  to  the  award  o( 
the  King  of  the  Nethevhnds  respecting  the  Northeastern 
boundary  of  the  United  States.  This  call  upon  the  Se- 
nate  is  made,  not  in  its  legislative  character,  but  as  a  cotn- 
ponent  part  of  the  treaty-making  power.  If  the  Senate, 
therefore,  should  give  any  advice  on  the  matter,  it  must 
act  in  its  executive  capacity,  and  according  to  tbote  rules 
which  govern  It  when  so  acting.  Among  these,  is  that 
which  requires  the  concurrence  of  two-thir&  of  the  Se- 
nators present. 

The  language  of  the  constitution,  taken  fiterftlly,  would 
perhaps  require  a  participation  of  the  Senate  in  the  originif 
formation  of  all  treaties.  The  words  are:  •'  He  (the  Pre- 
sident) shall  have  power,  by  and  wi^  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate,  to  make  treaties,  provided  two-tliinb 
of  the  Senators  present  concur."  In  the  early  stages  of 
his  administration,  General  Washington  endeai-ored  to 
execute  this  part  of  the  constitution  according  to  its  liteia) 
interpretation;  but  he  soon  found  it  impracticable,  and 
abandoned  it.  The  difficulty  of  consniting  so  large  a 
body  as  to  the  instructions  to  be  given  to  a  foreign  miius- 
ter;  the  variety  of  propositions  which  may  be  interchanged 
in  the  progfress  of  a  negotiation;  and  the  inconvenience 
of  a  perpetual  recurrence  to  the  Senate  for  its  opinion 
upon  each  of  them,  besides  other  considerations,  rendered 
it  altogether  inexpedient  to  take  the  advice  and  consent 
of  the  Senate  previous  to  the  conclusion  of  treaties. 
When  concluded.  President  Washington  thought  the  pur- 
port of  the  constitution  would  be  satisfied  by  submitting 
them  to  the  Senate;  as  they  could  not  be  said  to  be  made, 
in  the  language  of  the  constitution,  until  the  Senate  gave 
its  con.stitutioiMil  conctirrence  to  their  becoming  (Aligatory 
national  compacts. 

Accordingly,  from  an  early  period,  in  the  first  term  of 
his  administration,  down  to  the  present  time,  the  settled 
and  uniform  practice  of  the  Executive  Goremment  has 
been  to  open  negotiations  with  foreign  Powers,  and  to 
conclude  such  treaties  as  the  President  conceives  the  in- 
terests of  this  country  demand.  When  so  eoncluded, 
they  are  submitted  to  the  Senate  for  its  constitutional  ad- 
vice and  consent.  And  the  extent  of  any  agency  which 
the  Senate  exercises,  in  the  formation  ofatreaty,  is  limited 
to  proposing,  as  was  done  in  the  treaty  of  Mr.  Jay,  in 
1794,  amendments  to  the  treaty.  These  become  the  sub- 
ject of  future  negotiation. 

To  this  established  practice  of  the  Government,  the 
prexent  administrntioii  has  hitherto,  itself,  conformed. 
And  I  presume  it  is  not  intended  to  change  it,  and  to  re- 
vive the  impracticable  course  which  General  Washington 
was  compelled  to  abandon,  from  experience. 

What,  then,  are  the  circumstances  of  the  ease  which 
the  President  has  brought  here  for  the  consideratioD  of 
the  Senate?  In  virtue  of  several  treaties  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  on  all  of  which  treaties 
the  Senate  had  regularly  acted  and  given  its  advice  and 
consent,  the  disputed  Northeastern  boundary  was  submitted 
to  tlie  decision  of  the  King  of  tlie  Netherlands,  as  the 
arbitrator  between  the  two  contracting  parties,  to  decide 
the  controversy.  The  King  has  pronounced  his  judgment, 
and  communicated  his  award  to  each  of  the  parties. 
Various  questions  have  been  started  as  to  the  validity  ef 
this  instrument.  Such  as,  whether  it  was  intended  as  a 
decision  binding  the  parties;  whether  it  does  not  tmnscend 
the  authority  vested  in  the  King,  by  the  terms  of  the 
submission;  whether  it  can  be  regarded  as  any  thing  more 
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tb»n  the  advice  or  recommendation  of  the  Kin{^  as  to  a 
suitable  boundary,  which  either  party  isat  liberty  to  adopt 
or  not,  at  his  discretion. 

Whatever  may  be  the  real  character  of  this  royal  act, 
no  treaty,  in  consequence  of  it,  has  been  concluded  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  as  far  as  the 
Senate  is  advised.  It  stands  upon  its  own  isolated  ground. 
The  President  has  asked  the  Senate  to  advise  him  whether 
he  shall  sanction  the  award,  and  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations,  now  before  us,  recommends 
that  the  Government  of  Great  Britain  be  notified  of 
the  acquiescence  in  it  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
SUtes. 

Now,  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me,  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  transaction,  there  is  nothing  brought  by  the 
President  to  our  consideration,  on  which  the  Senate,  :tsa 
part  of  the  treaty-making  or  Executive  power,  can  con- 
stitutionally act.  There  is  no  treaty  presented  to  us  for 
our  advice  and  consent,  not  even  a  negotiation  proposed, 
«or,  in  short,  any  basis  whatever  for  the  action  of  the 
Senate.  If  the  award  of  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  be 
binding,  it  derives  its  validity  from  the  consent  of  the 
parties  referring  the  question  to  him,  and  from  his  having 
decided  the  case,  in  conformity  with  the  terms  of  the  sub- 
mission. If  be  has  not  decided  it,  or  if,  in  deciding  it,  be 
has  transcended  the  terms  of  the  submission,  it  is  not  bind- 
ing and  obligatory.  The  President  being  the  only  consti- 
tutional organ  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  all 
communications  witli  foreign  Powers,  and  moreover  charg- 
ed with  the  execution  of  the  laws  and  treaties  of  the 
United  States,  is  bound  to  notify  the  British  Government 
what  are  the  Executive  views  in  relation  to  the  award.  If 
he  tells  that  Government  that  this  does  not  hold  itself 
bound  by  the  award,  a  negotiation  would  probably  take 
place  between  the  parties.  If,  on  the  contrary,  the  Pre- 
ndent  notifies  the  British  Government  that  the  United 
States  are  bound  by  the  award,  he  would  have  to  come  to 
Congress  for  its  legislative  aid  in  carrying  into  effect  the 
award.  And  should  he  so  come,  the  question  of  the 
ralidity  of  the  award  would  be  as  open  to  the  examination 
of  Confess,  as  it  had  been  to  the  President.  So,  if  any 
negotiation  which  may  be  opened  with  Great  Britain,  in 
relation  to  the  award,  should  terminate  in  the  conclusion 
of  a  treaty,  the  President  would  be  bound  to  submit  that 
treaty  to  the  Senate  for  its  constitutional  advice  and  con- 
Bent.  The  President  not  having  applied  to  Congress  for 
any  act  of  legislation,  and  having  submitted  no  treaty  or 
national  compact,  in  any  form,  to  this  body,  I  think  there 
is  nothing  before  us  on  which  we  can  constitutionally  act; 
and  that  any  advice  which,  under  these  circumstances,  we 
might  offer  to  the  President,  would  have  no  warrant  or 
authority  in  the  constitution  of  the  United  States.  I  can- 
not, theretbre,  consent  to  vote  for  the  resolution  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  or  to  concur  in 
the  adoption  of  any  other  resolution  which  would  imply 
the  right  of  the  Senate  to  express  any  opinion  on  the 
matter  in  its  present  state  and  condition. 

Whilst  this  is  my  deliberate  judgment,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation to  offer  to  the  President,  if  he  would  attach  any 
consequence  to  them,  my  views  and  opinions,  as  a  private 
citizen,  on  the  whole  matter  of  the  Northeastern  boun- 
dary. At  Ghent,  Great  Britain  did  not  assert  any  right 
to  the  territory  to  which  she  subsequently  set  up  a  claim. 
She  sought  there  to  obtain,  by  negotiation,  and  exchange 
of  territory  with  the  United  States,  a  passage  within  her 
own  jurisdiction  from  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick 
to  Quebec.  The  British  commissioners  were  told  by  the 
American,  on  that  occasion,  that  they  had  no  power  to 
cede  away  or  exchange  any  part  of  the  territory  of  Mas- 
sachusetts,  which  then  included  Maine.  As  there  were 
■Mny  parts  of  the  long  line  of  boundary  between'  the 
.Cnited  States  and  Great  Britain  unsettled  and  unmarked, 
it  became  necessary  to  have  it  correctly  ascertained  and 


defined.  For  this  purpose  several  boards  of  commission 
era  were  provided  for  by  the  treaty  of  Ghent,  in  the  same 
manner  as  a  similar  board  had  been  created  by  a  previous 
treaty.  Most  of  these  boards  have  amicably  and  satis- 
factorily settled  the  questions  respectively  submitted  to 
them.  That  to  which  was  referred  the  boundary  now  in 
dispute  could  not  agree.  Before  this  board.  Great  Britun 
brought  forward,  and  claimed  as  her  right,  that  which  she 
bad  sought  to  obtain  by  negotiation  only,  at  the  conieren- 
ces  of  Ghent.  And  the  perseverance  with  wliich  she  has 
prosecuted  her  pretensions,  and  the  apparent  success  with 
which  they  have  been  so  far  finally  crowned,  demonstrate 
that  there  never  need  be  despair  in  any  cause,  how- 
ever bad. 

During  my  service  in  an  executive  department,  it  be- 
fame  my  duty  to  examine  into  this  claim  asserted  by 
Great  Britain;  and  the  result  was  a  firm  persuauon  and  a 
strong  conviction  that  it  was  tinfounded,  and  that  the 
right  to  the  disputed  territory  was  in  the  State  of  Maine. 
It  is  trtie  that,  in  the  treaty  of  peace  of  1783,  owing  to  the 
imperfect  knowledge  possessed  of  the  country  throu^ 
which  the  boundary  runs,  there  is  some  defective  de- 
scription, but  the  intention  of  the  parties,  I  think,  is  clear, 
and,  according  to  that  intention,  the  right  is  with  Maine, 
and  not  in  Great  Britun.  It  is  altogether  unnecessary, 
upon  this  occasion,  to  proceed  to  state  all  the  grounds  and 
connderations  which  brought  my  mind  to  that  conclusion. 
By  doing  so,  I  should  be  trespassing  upon  the  Senate  too 
-much. 

The  commissioners  not  having  been  able  to  settle  the 
question,  the  caaufaderia,  provided  for  in  former  treaties, 
arose,  and  it  became  necessary  to  submit  the  question  to 
an  arbiter.  The  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  selected 
for  that  purpose,  and  we  all  know  the  subsequent  events. 
The  statements,  arguments,  and  papers  of  the  parties 
were  «all  prepared  within  the  two  countries  respectively, 
and  transmitted  to  Holland,  where  they  were  submitted 
to  the  King.  In  consenting  to  refer  the  question,  the 
late  administration  was  impelled  by  the  duty  of  rcspeetior 
the  national  faith,  as  pledged  in  solemn  treaties.  And 
although  the  King  of  the  Netherlands  was  not  the  funk 
choice  of  either  party,  high  confidence  was  reposed  in 
his  independence,  and  in  his  ability  and  integrity,  by  the 
late  Prendent  of  the  United  States. 

With  respect  to  the  conduct  of  the  arbitration,  on  the 
part  of  our  Government,  there  are  some  circumstances  I 
think  deeply  to  be  regretted.  The  plan  adopted  by  the 
late  administration  was  to  have  retuned  Mr.  Hughes  at 
the  Hague,  elevated  him  to  the  rank  of  minister  plenipo* 
tentiary,  and  sent  out  Mr.  Preble  as  a  public  agent  to  be 
associated  with  him.  I  scarcely  know  any  man  so  well 
qualified  for  such  a  service  as  Mr.  Hughes.  He  had  the 
benefit  of  much  diplomatic  experience,  and  he  had  been 
very  successfiil  in  various  negotiations  which  he  had  con- 
ducted. Commencing  his  career  as  secretary  of  the 
commission  at  Ghent,  he  subsequently  had  creditably 
represented  his  Government  at  Stockhdm,  and  at  St. 
Petersburg,  and  at  Copenhagen,  on  temporary  missions; 
and  he  had  been  some  time  at  the  court  of  the  Nether- 
lands. Wherever  he  bad  been,  he  uniformly  made  good 
impressions,  and  conciliated  the  esteem  and  friendship  of 
all  whose  acquaintance  he  formed.  He  was  well  versed 
in  the  language  of  the  court  of  the  Hague,  and  well  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  persons  having  access  to,  or  surround- 
ing, the  King.  Of  pleasing  and  winning  manners,  a  gene- 
ral favosite,  he  was  exactly  such  a  person  as  was  well 
fitted  for  the  service.  The  rank  of  minister  plenipoten- 
tiary was  necessary  to  entitle  him  to  approach  the  person 
of  the  King,  according  to  established  usage.  It  was  a 
point  of  more  importance  that  this  Government  should 
have  had  such  a  representative  at  Holland,  as  the  British 
Government  was  there  represented  by  an  accomplished 
arobascador,  (Sir  Charles  Bagot,)  well  known  here.  Mr. 
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Hughe*,  intimateljr  acquainted  with  the  corps  dipkmatlque, 
with  all  the  avenues  of  access  to  the  King,  and  with  all 
persons  likely  to  influence  the  mind  or  judginent  of  the 
monarch  or  his  ministers,  would  have  been  able  to  dis- 
cover and  avert  the  exercise  of  any  undue  influence,  if 
any  should  be  brouKfat  to  bear  upon  the  Government  of 
the  Netherlands  in  this  delicate  transaction. 

It  was  amonr  the  early  acts  of  this  administration,  to 
overturn  the  plan  which  had  been  thus  resolved  on  by  its 
predecessors,  and,  in  place  of  Mr.  Hughes,  to  send  out 
Mr.  Preble,  in  the  sole  charge  of  conducting  a  diflicult 
arbitration.  I  have  had  only  a  limited  acquaintance  with  this 
gentleman;  but  he  was  destitute  of  all  diplomatic  experi- 
ence, had  never  been  in  the  councils  of  the  General  Go- 
remment,  and  I  understand  could  not  either  speak  or 
write  the  language  of  the  court  to  which  he  was  sent,  and 
where  he  was  a  total  stranger.  He  was  indeed  a  respecta- 
ble  lawyer  in  his  own  State;  but  of  what  avail  would  pro- 
fessional eminence  be,  where  tact,  insinuating  manners, 
and  thorough  acquiuntance  with  the  persons  of  the  court, 
were  indispensable.' 

The  result  of  an  arbitration  conducted  under  such  aus- 
pices was  to  be  feared.  During  its  progress,  and  before 
the  Ring's  decision,  he  was  stript,  by  the  revolution  in 
Belgium,  of  the  better  half  of  his  dominions.  Had  he 
been  monarch  of  Holland  alone,  I  think  I  hazard  nothing 
in  saying  that,  notwithstanding  the  confidence  which  Mr. 
Adams  reposed  in  his  personal  chahicter,  he  would  not 
have  been  selected,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  late  ajj- 
ministration,  as  the  sovereign  arbiter.  It  was  to  an  inde- 
pendent sovereign,  one  the  extent  of  whose  power  and 
dominions  placed  him  at  the  head  of  the  second  rate 
States  of  the  continent  of  Europe,  that  the  controvert 
was  submitted.  It  was  not  to  the  King  of  Holland,  but 
to  the  King  of  Holland  and  Belgium,  that  the  question 
was  referred.  It  was  to  a  monarch  supposed  to  be  unbi- 
assed, powerful,  and  independent,  that  the  question  was 
referred,  and  not  to  a  sovereign  who,  whilst  he  was  ar- 
bitrating between  Great  Britain  and  the  United  States  as 
to  the  territory  of  Maine,  by  the  uncontrollable  force  of 
events  found  one-half  of  his  own  dominions  the  subject  of 
British  arbitration  or  decision,  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  aUied  Powers. 

By  the  loss  of  Belgium,  the  political  character  of  the 
King  was  entirely  changed,  his  identity  altered,  and  he 
ceased  to  be  that  monarch  whose  friendly  arbitration  had 
been  solicited.  Mr.  Preble  saw  the  matter  in  its  true 
light,  and  expected  to  have  been  notified  by  the  Minister 
of  Foreign  Amirs  of  the  Kingp's  declining  to  proceed  in 
the  arbitration.  But  he  said  nothing,  and  did  nothing, 
to  produce  that  result. '  Had  Mr.  Hughes  been  there,  he 
would  have,  by  a  sugrgestion  or  a  hint,  not  at  all  oiTennve, 
(such  as  whether  the  critical  condition  of  his  own  domes- 
tic affairs  did  not  afford  sufficient  occupation  for  his  Ma- 
jesty, without  troubling  himself  with  the  concerns  of 
foreign  Governments,  in  which  his  own  subjects  bad  no 
interest,)  prevailed  on  the  King  to  give  up  the  papers;  or, 
at  least,  to  suspend  proceeding  in  the  arbitration  until  he 
could  receive  fresh  instructions  from  his  own  Government, 
aid^}ted  to  the  great  event  which  had  happened. 

But  nothing  was  done  at  the  Hague  or  at  Washington 
to  arrest  or  suspend  the  prepress  of  the  arbitration.  We 
have  neither  seen  nor  heard  of  any  instructions  fi-om  our 
Secretary  of  State  founded  on  the  event  just  mentioned. 
A  Senator  (now  in  my  eye)  informed  me  that  he  had  con- 
versed with  the  late  Secretary  of  State  about  the  revolt 
of  Belgium,  and  asked  him  if  it  would  not  put  a  stop  to 
the  arbitration.  To  which  the  Secretary  answered  that 
he  supposed  of  course  it  would)  and  yet,  as  far  as  we 
know,  he  gave  no  instructions  whatever  in  relation  to  that 
event. 

Under  all  these  circumstances,  our  surprise  at  the  issue 
of  the  arbitration  ought  to  b«  less  than  it  otherwise  would 


have  been.  If  the  King  of  the  Netlierlands  had  deliai- 
tively  decided  the  questions  actually  submitted  to  him, 
in  consequence  of  the  silent  acquiescence  of  our  Govern. 
ment  in  the  progress  of  the  arbitration,  the  honor  and 
fiiith  of  the  nation  might  have  bound  us  to  submit  to  the 
decbion,  however  imjust  we  deem  it.  But,  Mr.  Pre»- 
dent,  I  cannot  concur  with  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations, in  considering  the  paper  communicated  by  the 
King  of  Holland  to  the  two  Governments  as  containing  a 
decision.  It  seems  to  me  to  express  only  the  opinion  of 
that  monarch  as  to  what  he  thinks  might  be  a  suitable 
boundary,  and  to  operate  as  a  recommendation  to  the 
parties  tu  adopt  it,  but  leaving  them,  at  tlie  same  time,  at 
full  liberty  to  adopt  it  or  not,  at  their  discretion.  So  &r 
from  being  a  decision,  the  King  professes  his  inabili^  to 
decide  the  question  submitted  to  him,  for  reasons  whidi 
he  states,  and  he  does  not  decide  it,  according  to  the  terna* 
of  the  submission- 

Nor  can  I  concur  with  that  committee  in  believing  that 
we  shall  be  in  danger  of  incurring  the  reproaches  of  the 
world  for  not  submitting  tu  sucli  an  award,  if  award  it 
can  be  called.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  chairman  of  tibe 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  or  the  present  Secretary 
of  State,  would  be  fully  competent  to  make  out  an  argu- 
ment in  behalf  of  the  rights  of  Maine,  that  would  fiuiy 
vindicate  them,  and  vindicate  the  course  of  Government 
from  all  reproaches,  founded  on  non-compfiance  with  the 
advice  and  recommendation  of  the  sovereign  arbiter. 

Entertaining  these  sentiments,  as  a  pnvate  citizen,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  expressing  my  opinion  that  the  Ame- 
rican Government,  disregarding,  and  declining  to  be 
bound  by,  the  award,  ought  to  open  a  negotiation  with 
Great  Britain  on  the  subject  of  tiiis  disputed  boundary. 
I  have  no  apprehension  that  such  a  step  would,  necessarily, 
bring  on  war.  Great  Britain  might  have  adopted  one  rf 
two  courses:  either  to  proceed  to  occupy  the  territory 
which  the  sovereign  arbiter  thinks  it  would  be  aaitable 
for  her  to  possess,  and  signified  her  determination  to  do 
so;  or  to  communicate  to  our  Government  her  wilKng- 
ness  to  be  governed  by  the  advice  of  the  arbiter,  ana 
inquired  as  to  the  intentions  on  that  subject  of  this 
Government.  The  former  course  would  have  been  harsh, 
and  might  have  involved  the  two  countries  in  war.  The 
latter  was  more  respectful;  and  having  been  adopted  by 
Great  Britain,  it  will  be  natural  and  easy  to  return  an  an- 
swer to  the  diplomatic  note  which  has  been  received, 
stating  the  grounds  and  arguments  which  induce  the  Ame- 
rican Government  to  believe  itself  not  bound  by  what  has 
been  done  by  the  King  of  Holland.  Such  an  answer 
would  be  preliminary  to  a  negotiation,  which  would  neces- 
sarily follow.  It  is  desirable,  undoubtedljr,  to  have  all  con- 
troversies between  nationssettled,  and  amicably,if  poanble. 
But  this  is  not  the  only  question  remaining  to  be  decided 
between  the  two  Powers;  and  if  that  mutual  respect  and 
friendly  disposition  which  it  is  to  be  hoped  may  predomi- 
nate in  the  official  intercourse  between  the  two  cotintries 
should  prevail,  although  tlie  dispute,  by  the  intervention 
of  the  Dutch  King,  has  been  somewhat  complicated,  we 
need  not,  I  think,  despair  finally  of  some  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement. 

These  are  my  private  views,  Mr.  President.  But  I  think 
the  President  has  come  to  the  Senate  too  soon,  or  come 
to  it  in  a  wrong  character.  As  a  part  of  the  Executive 
Government,  I  think  the  Senate  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question,  in  the  present  state  of  it.  Holding  this 
opinion,  I  shall  vote  against  the  resolution  reported  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affiiirs,  and  I  shall  voteagfunst  any 
other  resolution  or  proposition  which  may  imply  or  as- 
sume a  power  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  State*  to  act  in 
the  case.  The  President,  it  seems  to  me,  ia  invested, 
exclusively,  with  the  power  of  deciding,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, whetlier  any,  and  what  obligations,  if  any,  have 
been  created  upon  the  American  Government,  in  conse- 
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quence  of  the  act  of  the  Kin^  of  the  Netherlands,  and  whe- 
ther It  be  expedient  or  not  to  open  a  negotiation  with 
Great  Britain.  And  I  think  he  should  be  left  to  his  con- 
•titutional  respousibility'  to  pursue  such  a  course  as  a  sense 
of  duty  may  prompt. 

kOHINA'nON  OF  SAMUEL  GWIN. 

TUVBSDAT,   DlCSMBKa  8,    1831. 

Th«  following  mesiajfe  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  Hr.  Donelson,  his  Secretary.- 
Wabuiststoic,  December  8,  1831. 

'I\t  the  Senate  of  the  United  Slates:  Commissions  having 
been  granted,  during  the  recess  of  the  Senate,  to  tlie  fol- 
lowing, persons  for  the  offices  respectively  annexed  to 
dieir  names,  I  now  nominate  them  to  the  same,  viz. 

John  H.  Jacobs,  &c.  &c.  &c. 

Swnuel  Garin  to  be  register  of  the  land  office  for  the 
diatrict  of  lands  subject  to  sale  at  Mount  Salus,  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  rice  Stockley  D.  Hays,  deceased. 

The  message  was  read. 

Ordered,  ttwt  the  nominations  of  register  and  receivers 
of  tite  several  land  offices  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
oo  Public  Lands. 


TavBSDAT,  DacKUBKB  33. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  re- 
ported on  the  nomination  of  Samuel  Gwin,  contained  in 
the  meaiage  of  the  8th  of  December. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  nomination. 

On  the  question,  "  WUl  the  Senate  advise  and  consent 
(u  the  appointment  of  Samuel  Gwin?" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  13,  nays  35. 

TEAS. — Messrs.  Bibb,  Brown,  Diillas,  Uickerson,  Uud- 
I'-j,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kaue,  Kniglit,  Mangum,  Marcy,  White, 
Wilkina — 13. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Buckner,  CUy,  Ewing, 
Poot,  Hanna,  Hayne,  Hendricks,  Holmes,  Johnston,  King, 
Miller,  Moore,  Poiudexter,  Prentiss,  Bobbins,  Robinson, 
Kiigtrlea,  Sevmour,  Silsbee,  Tomliiison,  Troup,  Tyler, 
Webster.— 25. 

So  it  was 

Betohed,  1'hat  the  Senate  do  not  advise  and  cofttent  to 
the  appointment  of  Samuel  Gwin. 

TvisDAT,  Juirs  13,  1832. 
The  'followinfjf  message  was  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Donelson,  his  Secre- 
tary: 

WASBiBOToa,  June  11,  1833. 

1h  the  Senate:  I  renominate  Samuel  Gwin  to  be  register 
of  the  land  office  at  Clinton,  in  the  State  xif  Mississippi. 

In  nominating  Mr.  Gwin  to  this  office  again,  it  is  pro- 
per to  state  to  ^e  Senate  that  1  do  so  in  compliance  with 
the  request  of  a  number  of  tlic  most  respectable  citizens 


of  the  State  of  MisMssippi,  and  with  that  of  one  of  the 
Senators  from  the  same  State.  The  letters  ezpresMng 
this  request,  are  herewith  respectfully  enclosed  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate.  It  will  be  perceived  that 
they  belEr  the  fullest  testimony  to  the  Atness  of  Mr.  Gwin 
for  the  office,  and  evince  a  strong  desire  that  he  should 
he  continued  in  it. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  possessing  myself  a 
personal  knowledge  of  his  integrity  and  fitness,  and  of 
the  claims  which  his  faithful  and  patriotic  services  give 
him  upon  the  Government,  I  deem  it  an  act  of  justice  to 
nominate  him  again,  not  dgubting  that  the  Senate  will 
embrace,  with  cheerfulness,  an  opportunity,  with  AiOer 
information,  to  reconsider  their  former  vote  upon  his  no- 
mination. ANDREW  JACKSON. 

The  message  was  read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WEBSTER, 

Ordered,  that  it  lie  on  the  table,  and  be  printed  in  con- 
fidence for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

TaxsDAT,  JviT  36. 
Mr.  POINDEXTER  submitted  a  number  of  letters  and 
documents  on  the  subject  of  the  renomination  of  Samuel 
Gwin. 

TpiSDAT,  JCSB  10. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  oiessage  of  the 
13th  of  June,  nominating  Samuel  Gwin. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MANGUM, 

That  the  nomination  lie  on  the  table. 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  37,  nays  17. 

YEAS.— Messrs.  Bell,  Benton,  Bibb,  Chambers,  Clay- 
ton, Ewing,  Foot,  Frelinghuysen,  Hendricks,  HohnM, 
Johnston,  Knight,  Mangum,  Moore,  Naudain,  Poindex- 
ter,  Robbins  Rugfgles,  Seymour,  Silsbee,  Smith,  9prag«ie, 
Tazewell,  Tipton,  Tomlinson,  Tyler,  Webster 37. 

NAYS. — Messrs.  Brown,  Buckner,  Clajr,  Dallas,  Dick- 
erson,  Dudley,  Ellis,  Forsytli,  Grundy,  Hill,  Kane,  Kiaff, 
Marcy,  Miller,  Robinson,  White,  Wilkios 17. 

MOITDAT,  JotT  IS. 

The  following  motion,  submitted  by  Mr.  PQINDBX- 
TER,  was  considered: 

Retohed,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Slate*  be 
informed  that  it  is  not  the  intention  of  the  Senate  to  take 
any  proceedings  on  the  renomination  of  Samuel  Gwin  <o 
be  register  or  the  land  office  at  Mount  Salus,  in  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  during  the  present  aessioa. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER, 

Ordered,  That  it  lie  on  the  table,  and  that  the  injunetMNi 
of  secrecy  be  removed  therefrom. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POINDEXTER, 

Ordered,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be  removed 
fl^>m  the  proceedings  of  the  Senate  on  the  nominatian  of 
Samuel  Gwin, 
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Ailjoumment,  a  resolution  from  the  House  of  Bepresen- 
Utires,  proposed  to  adjourn  on  the  9th  of  July; 
amended  by  striking  out  the  9th,  and  inserting 
the  16th,  Senate  adjourned,  1396. 

Ag«nt«  for  Claims,  {See  Jippropriaiion bill.) 

Aiezandria  Aqueduct,  a  memorial  from  the  citisen*  of 
Georgetown,  against  the  pending  bill  to  aid  the 
Aiezandria  Canal  Company,  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed, 1053. 
the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  the  Alexandria  Canal 
Company  considered,  and  bud  upon  the  table, 

loro. 

taken  up  and  passed,  1074. 
Anaerican  citizens,  a  resolution  calling  on  the  President  for 
information  respecting  the  imprisonment  of,  by 
the  authorities  of  New  Brunswick,  3. 
the  information  communicated,  4. 
Apportionment.     The  bill  for  the  apportionment  of  re- 
presentatives among  the  several  States,  read  the 
second  time,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee, 

415. 
bill  taken  up,  and  an  amendment  offered  to  it,  and 

then  bid  on  the  table,  487. 
reconsideration  of  Mr.  Webster's  amendment,  640. 
Mr.  Webster  reports  a  bill,  707;  Mr.  Webster's 

scheme  carried,  and  the  bill  passed. 
the  House  of   Bepresentatives  disagrees   to  Mr. 

Webster's  amendment,  931. 
the  Senate  then  recedes  from  it,  936. 
Appropriations,  the  general  appropriation  bill  taken  up, 

646. 
and  again,  679. 

resumed,  685;  resumed,  709;  passed,  873. 
Indian,  (&e  Indiatu.) 
Auditor  and  Comptroller.  A  resohition  introduced  in- 
structing the  Committee  of  Finance  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  abolishing  the  offices  of 
Second  Auditor  and  Second  Comptroller.  A 
report  states  that  the  proposed  abolition  would 
be  inexpedient;  ordered  to  be  printed.  The 
committee  discharged  from  a  further  conridera- 
tion  of  the  subject  875. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  rail  road,  (See  Sail-road.) 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  memorial  from  the  President 
and  Directors;  referred  to  a  select  committee,  53^ 

Resolutions  calling  for  information  in  respect  to  the 
Bank,  58. 

leare  asked  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution,  declara- 
tory of  the  meaning  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  on  the  subjectof  the  paper 
currency  issued  by  the  bank,  which  is  enforced 
at  great  length,  114;  after  some  debate,  leave 
refused,  154. 

a  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasu- 
ry for  information  in  relation  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  154. 

agreed  to,  175. 

a  resolution,  instructing  the  select  committee  to 
whom  the  memorial  of  the  bank  was  referred, 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  limiting  the 
duration  of  the  new  cmirter,  to  ten  years^  &c. 
155;  agreed  to,  175. 

a  bill  to  renew  the'  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  introduced,  530;  bill  called  up, 
943,  reported  to  the  Senate  aa  amended,  1020; 

VOL.VUI— G. 


the  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill, 
1024;  passed  1073. 
documentary  history  o^  a  resdution  introduced, 
authorizing  the  Secretai^  of  the  Senate  to  sub- 
scribe for  sixty  copies  or  the  work,  530;  passed, 

558. 
propontion  to  print  5,000  copies  of  the  report  of 
the  committee  Mipointed  to  investigate  the  affiura 
of  the  Bank  or  the  United  States,  was  made, 
899,  agreed  to,  931. 
resolutions  of  the  president  and  directors  of  the 
bank  of  Pittsburg,  in  &vor  of  renewing  the 
charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes.  They 
were  referred  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Bank,  a  new  one  proposed  in  a  memorial  from  Massachu- 
setts, which  was  ordered  to  be  printed,  180. 
currency,  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury on  the  subject,  329. 

Bank  veto,  a  message  was  received  from  the  President, 
informing  the  Senate  that  he  bad  returned  the 
act  to  modify  and  continue  the  act  to  incorporate 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  with  his  objec- 
tions; the  objections  ordered  to  be  recorded  on 
the  journal.  The  objections  conndered,  and  the 
bill  lost,  1296. 

Barracks,  a  bill  for  erecting  at  New  Orleans,  ordered  to 
be  engrossed,  55. 
read  the  third  time  and  passed,  58. 

Belgium,  mission  to,  (See  appropriation  biU.) 

British  colonial  trade,  (See  Wat  hdiei  and  general  ippro- 
priaiion  bill.) 

Claims  of  States,  (See  State  etaimi.) 

Colonial  trade,  (Su  TVat  Adiee  and  appropriation  bill.) 

Colonization  Society.  A  memorial  from  citizens  of  Ken- 
tucky was  presented,  inviting  the  attention  of 
Congress  to  the  subject,  which,  after  some  dis- 
cussion, was  laid  on  the  table,  641 . 

Columbia,  District  of;  a  resolution  was  agreed  to,  appoint- 
ing a  committee,  consisting  of  two  members  of 
the  Senate  and  one  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, to  prepare  a  system  of  laws  fortheDistrict. 
several  bills  in  relation  to  the  District,  were  taken 
up  and  acted  upon,  937;  and  afterwards  passed. 

Commisnoners of  the  Navy,  (See  Nan-) 

Commisuoner  of  Indian  anairs,  (See  mdiam.) 

Commercial  statements.  Resolutions  calling  on  the  8e-  . 
eretary  of  the  Treasury  for  information  why 
certain  statements  in  relation  to  foreign  com- 
merce, heretofore  called  for,  had  not  been  iur- 
nished,393;  taken  up,  and  the  first  resolution  ne- 
gatived, the  second  was  laid  on  the  table,  but 
afterwards  passed,  412. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  replies  to  the  last  reso- 
lution, 438. 

Committees,  standing,  appointed,  2. 

Congresnonal  documents.  Report  from  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate,  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, communicating  the  arrangements 
made  for  their  publication,  41. 
a  letter  from  Gales  and  Beaton  stating  the  prc^^resa 
made  in  printing  tlie  work,  46. 

Cumberland  Road.  The  bill  providing  for  the  continuance 
of  this  road  in  the  States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois, 
tec.  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  515,  and 
passed. 
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Day  of  Humiliation,  »  resolution  to  appoint  a  joint  com- 
mittee to  wait  on  the  Preadent,  and  request  liim 
to  appoint  a  day  to  be  observed  as  a  day  of  gene- 
ral humiliation  and  prayer  to  God,  that  He  may, 
in  his  mercy,  avert  from  our  country  the  Anatic 
plagne,  1138;  agreed  to,  1130. 

Department  of  State,  (-Sse  Siate  Department.) 

Discriminating  duties  with  Spain,  a  message  from  the 
President,  communicated  a  report  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  on  the  subject  of  the  abolition 
of  the  discriminating  duties  now  existing  on 
Spanish  vessels.  Referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance,  1124. 

Dividends,  the  amount  of  unclaimed,  of  the  funded  debt, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  called  upon  to 
communicate,  224;  taken  up,  aner  some  discus- 
sion laid  on  the  table,  639. 

Durbin,  Bev.  Mr.  of  Kentucl^,  elected  Chaplain  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  9. 

Duty  on  Tea,  a  report  of  a  committee  on  'memorials  of 

merchants,  pray  for  a  further  reduction  of,  ^6; 

report  considered  and  debated,  12;  laid  on  the 

table,  19. 

Indian  blankets,  a  bill  to  reduce  it,  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Manufactures,  49. 
Refunding  of,  a  bill  to  exempt,  in  certain  cases, 
from  the  operation  of  tlie  tariff  act  of  1838, 
taken  up,  considered,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table,  590;  taken  up,  amended,  and  ordered  to 
be  engrossed,  647,  and  passed, 
remisrion  of,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  B.  J.  Flaget, 
(intended  to  remit  the  duties  on  certain  paint- 
ings, &c.,  presented  to  the  Catholic  Church,  by 
two  foreign  potentates;)  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, 593,  and  passed. 

Election  of  officers  of  the  Senate,  6.- 
Executive  powers,  resolutions  submitted  on  the  subject  of 
the  President's  removal  of  public  officers,  181 
proceedings,  1310. 
Extension  of  Patents,  {See  Patent*.) 

Flaget,  Bishop  Benedict,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,  introduc- 
ed and  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  592. 

Foreign  Intercourse,  {See  appropriation  bill.) 

Fortifications,  a  bill  for  tJie  armament  of,  introduced,  36; 
discussed  and  indefinitely  postponed,  31. 

France,  outfit  to,  {See  appropriation  bill.) 

French  Spoliations,  motion  made  to  take  up  the  bill  pro- 
viding satisfaction  for  claims  due  to  American 
citizens  fur  spoliations,  negatived,  1080;  taken 
up,  discussed,  and  laid  on  the  table,  1081;  sub- 
ject resumed,  the  bill  discussed  and  amended; 
the  bill  again  taken  up  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 1301;  passed. 

Free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  a  bill  for  constructing  a 
new  free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  at  Washing- 
ton, discussed  and  passed,  1396. 

Frontier,  a  bill  introduced  authorizing  the  President  to 
raise  five  companies  of  rangers  for  the  protec- 
tion uf  the  Nortliwestern  Frontier,  read  twice, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  afiairs, 
1068;  a  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, proposed  certain  amendments  to  the  bill, 
which  were  discussed,  1075,  and  laid  on  the  table. 

Guatemiila,  appropriation  for  a  mission  to,  {See  appropria- 
tion bill.) 

Gwin,  Samuel,  his  nomination  as  register  of  a  land  office, 
rejected,  1417:  nominated  as  register  at  a  differ- 
ent office;  laid  on  the  table,  14 IB. 

Harbor  bill,  {See  Inttrual ImpnyvenienU.) 


Houston  Samuel,  a  message  from  the  House  of  Bepr 

tatives,  requesting  that  leave  be  given  to  ftm 
of  the  memben  of  the  Senate,  to  attend  die 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence  on 
the  trial  of  Houston;  leave  given,  802. 

Humiliation  and  prayer,  {Su  day  of.) 

Hunt,  Jonathan,  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives from  Vermont,  bis  death  aniMMinced,  and 
orders  entered  into  for  his  funeral,  931. 

Indians,  Mr.  Frelinghuysen  submitted  two  resolutions  in 
reference  to  treaties  entered  into  witli  tbe  Che- 
rokees,  333. 

vaccination  of,  {See  Faceination.) 

the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Indian  De- 
partment for  the  year  1832,  considered,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  978;  passed. 

a  bill  to  appoint  a  Comminioner  of  Imfian  Affairs, 
988;  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time. 

a  bill  to  reappropriate  the  unexpended  balances  of 
former  appropriations,  taken  up,  discussed,  and 
ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  991 . 
Insolvent  Debtors,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  for  the  relief 
of  insolvent  debtors  of  the  United  States,  1089. 
Internal  Improvements,  a  bill  for  tbe  improvement  of  the 
Wabash  river,  &c.;  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Roads  and  Canals,  593. 

bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  making 
appropriations  for  certain  internal  improvements, 
read  ii  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Comnut- 
tee  on  Commerce,  938;  discussed,  1120;  passed, 

1156. 

a  bill  granting  to  tbe  SUte  of  Missouri  500,000 
acres  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  internal  im- 

.  provement,  was  twice  read,  593. 

a  resolution  was  offered  to  allow  500,000  acres_  of 
land  to  the  State  of  Louisiana,  to  aid  in  keeping 
open  their  water  courses,  &c.;  and  anotner, 
granting  a  like  quantity  to  Mississippi,  for  par- 
poses  of  internal  improvement. 

a  bill  granting  certain  public  lands  to  the  State*  of 
Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  Louisana,  taken  up, 
discussed,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1091; 
again  taken  up  and  discussed,  and  laid  on  tbe 
table,  1093. 
Interest  on  protested  drafts,  a  resolution  to  authorize  tbe 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  allow  intereat  in  certain 
cases;  laid  on  tbe  table,  954. 
Iron  for  rail  roads,  {See  Rail-roadt.) 

Judges,  a  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  a 
mure  permanent  tenure  of  office,  or  for  a  differ- 
ent mode  of  appointing  them;  agreed  to,  463. 
Judiciary,  the  general  appropriation  bill  under  considen- 
tion;  the  increased  expenses  of  courts  <liscussed, 

679. 
the   proposed  increased  appropriation  negatived, 

795. 
a  motion  carried,  to  reconsider  tbe  above  vote, 

796. 
resolution  instructin);  tlic  Judiciary  Committee  to 
inquire  if  any  further  measures  be  necessary  to 
enforce  the  judgment  or  decrees  of  tlie  Supreme 
Court;  agreed  to,  964. 
Johnston,  honorable  Charles  C.  one  of  the  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  from  Ylrginb,  hii 
death  announced;  measures  taken  fur  his  fime- 
ral,  1093. 

Ijtnd  Patents,  the  Vice  President  laid  before  the  Senate, 
a  report  from  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
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Ill 


Land  Office.statingtluit  there  are  10,590  patents 
waiting  for  the  aignature  of  the  Preaident,  1119. 
Land, Public,  a  bill  from  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands, 
for  reduciojf  the  price  of  lands,  was  taken  up 
and  considered;  seventy-five  cents,  as  the  price 
per  acre,  was  stricken  out,  and  fifty  cents  insert- 
ed! the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  readiDf^. 

resolution  proposing^  to  instruct  the  Committee  on 
Manufactures  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
distributing  the  htnds,  or  the  proceeds  thereof, 
among  the  several  States)  laid  on  the  table,  638. 

the  amendments  of  the  House  to  the  bill  supple- 
mentary to  the  several  laws  to  dispose  of  public 
lands  were  considered,  one  of  them  agreed  to, 
and  the  other  laid  on  the  Uble,  647)  it  was  again 
considered,  and  agreed  to,  684. 

Mr.  CUy'g  bill  for  appropriating,  for  a  limited 
time,  the  proceed*  of  the.  sale  of  public  lands 
amongst  the  several  States;  read  the  first  time, 

785. 

a  notion  made  to  take  up  Hr.  Clay's  bill_  for  the 
purpose  of  referring  it  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands;  the  motion  to  take  up  the  bill  was 
carried,  and  the  motion  to  refer  it  as  proposed, 
was  laid  on  the  table,  870;  resumed  903,  and 
motion  carried;  report  of  the  Land  Committee, 
931;  bill  taken  up  and  discussed,  1096, 1129, 
and  passed,  1133. 

the  bill  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  Re- 
corder of  the  General  Land  Office,  was  consi- 
dered, and  laid  on  the  table,  903;  bill  called  up, 
amended,  and  laid  on  the  table,  1059;  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading;  the  question 
on  engrossment  was  reconsidered,  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted  to  the  Land  Committee,  1136; 
the  bill  was  again  considered,  amended,  and 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1138,  and  passed. 
Laurens,  Colonel  John,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  bis  per- 
sonal representatives,  110;  laid  on  the  table, 
113;  taken  up,  discussed,  and  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  939. 
Lewis,  John,  Jr.,  a  bill  for  his  relief,  to  refund  the  amount 
of  certain  duties;  considered  and  laid  on  the 
Uble,  903. 
List  of  the  Senators,  3. 

Lowrie's,  Mr.  (Clerk  of  the  Senate,)  refutation  of  a  cer- 
tain charge  reported  against  him,  8. 

Mititia,resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on,  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  a  new  organization  of,  6. 

Mint,  the  annual  report  of  the  directors,  108. 

Mitchell,  honorable  G.  E.,  from  Maryland,  the  annuncia- 
tion of  his  death;  ordera  for  his  funeral,  &c. , 

1155. 

Navy,  a  bill  providing  for  the  compensation  of  the  Pur- 
sers, taken  up,  discussed,  and  laid  on  the  table, 

45,56. 

Commissioners  of,  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  distribu- 
tion of  their  duties;  read  asecond  time,  49;  again 
taken  up,  discussed,  and  postponed,  56. 

Agents,  a  bill  for  the  compensation  of;  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  55. 
Northeastehi  boundary,  resolution  calling  on  the  Preri' 
dent  to  know  whether  fufther  negotiation  is  pro- 
posed in  regard  to  this  subject,  5;  the  resolution 
called  up,  and  transferred  to  the  Executive 
Journal,  6. 

resolutions  calling  on  the  President  for  the  ar- 
rangement made  with  Great  Britain  on  this  sub- 
ject, 108. 


messages  to  the  Senate,  in 
138671387, 1388, 1389. 


Presidenes 

thereto,  1386, , , 

proceedings  and  debiitestheremt,  1367,  1394. 


rektkm 


Officer* of  the  Senate,  (See  elecHon  of.) 

Order,  points  of,  decided,  105,  333,  651,  660,  740,  786, 

950,  1377, 1381,  1395. 
Ordnance,  abill  providing  for  the  better  organization  of 

the  CorjM,  taken  up  and  passed,  65. 

Patents,  extennon  of,  a  bill  authorising  letter*  patent  to 

be  issued  to  Thomas ,  and  James  Long; 

recommitted,  996. 

Patents,  land,  (See  Land.) 

Patent  Office,  resolution  for  recording  patents  for  useful 
inventions,  was  taken  up,  and  passed,  487. 

Pensions,  (See Reeohiumary  Pension*.) 

Peters,  Richard,  (Reporter,)  offered  a  proportion  for 
publishing  an  edition  of  the  laws,  treaties.  Sic. 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  referred  to  the 
Library  Committee,  413. 

Pleasanton,  Stephen,  a  bill  for  hi*  relief,  (Fifth  Auditor 
making  him  an  allowance  for  extra  service*,  in 
acting  as  Solicitor  of  the  Treasury))  wa*  read  a 
third  time  and  passed,  900. 

Portugfuese  vessels,  a  bill  to  exempt  Portuguese  vessels 
from  the  payment  of  duties  on  tonnage;  ordered 
to  be  engrossed,  796)  paased,  833. 

Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  a  bill  from  the  House  of  Re- 
presentatives, to  establish  certain  post  roads, 
and  establisli  others;  the  bill  taken  up,  761; 
subject  ag^n  resumed;  an  amendment  proposed 
and  debated,  to  abolish  newspaper  postage, 
875)  negatived,  919;  bill  orderea  to  be  engross- 
ed, 919)  passed,  930. 
a  bill  introduced  to  repeal  the  postage  on  newspa- 
pers, 930;  twice  read  and  referred  to  the  Po*t 
Office  Committee;  the  comminee  report  against 
it,  and  recommend  its  indefinite  p<wtponement, 
933)  a^eed  ta 

President's  fac  simile,  (See  Landt.) 

Privilege  of  the  Sfenate's  officers,  a  resolution  permitting 
the  assistant  doorkeeper  of  the  Senate  to  attend 
as  a  witness  before  a  committee  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  1137i  laid  on  the  table,  1138. 

Protection  of  the  frontier,  (See  Frnttier.) 

Public  Documents^  (Set  CowmtioniU  Doeumtnte. ) 

Public  Expenditures,  (SeeAmeko.) 

Rail-road,  a  bill  authorizing  a  subscription  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  to  the  stock  of  the  Baltimore 
and  Ohio  Rail-road  Company  introduced,  951; 
refused  to  consider  the  bill,  954,  988. 

Randolph,  Martha,  a  bill  concerning,  introduced  and  re- 
ferred to  a  select  committee,  30;  motion  to  take 
up  the  bill  negatived,  1138. 

Revolutioinry  pensions,  a  bill  supplementary  to  the  act 
for  the  relief  of  the  surviving  officers  and  sol- 
diers of  the  revolutionary  army  {taken  up,  again 
considered  and  discussed,  706;  bill  taken  up, 
and  afler  some  discussion,  laid  on  the  table,  7^i 
again  taken  up,  761,  and  again,  919;  motion  to 
recommit  the  bill  negatived,  930;  ordered  to  ba 
enjpxissed,  933)  passed, 
a  joint  resolution  to  transfisr  to  the  SecKtaiyof 
War,  the  duties  imposed  by  the  pension  bill  on 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  was  taken  up, 
and  a^ed  to,  1073. 
the  subject  again  taken  up,  and.  the  resolution 
committed  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  1080; 
the  resolution  wa*  again  taken  up,  and  carried, 

1120. 
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Richmond  petition,  praying  Tor  an  appropriation  for  the 

removal  of  obstructions  in  James  riTer;  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
Rules  of  the  Senate,  a  proposition  submitted  for  amending 

the  ninth  rule,  155j  taken  up,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed,  175. 
a  proposition  to  amend  the  twelfUi  rule  was  agreed 

to,  1123. 


St.  Louis  College,  a  bill  granting  to  it  a  township  of  land, 
235)  laid  on  the  table. 

Salt,  a  bill  to  abolish  the  duty  on  alum;  motion  to  refer  it 
to  the  Committee  on  Finance  negatiredi  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures,  41;  a  report 
against  the  abolition,  and  a  proportion  indefinite- 
ly to  postpone  the  bill,  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Uble,  591. 
Mr.  Benton's  queries  respecting  the  manufacture 
of  salt,  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Ma- 
nufactures, 223. 
memorial  from  tlie  proprietors  of  the  Kenhawa 
Saline,  in  Virginia,remonstrating  against  repeal- 
ing the  duty  on  imported  salt,  was  referred. 

Spaff'ord's  patent,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Horatio  Gates 
Spafford,  was  taken  up  and  ordered  for  a  tliird 
reading. 

Spain,  discriminating  duties  with,  (See  Ducriminaling  du- 

Spoliations,  (SeeFrenA  Spoliations.} 

State  claims,  a  bill  providing  for  the  settlement  of,  for  in' 
terest  on  advances  to  the  United  States,  during 
the  last  war,  debated,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossed, 49. 

State  Department,  a  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  apply  the  balance  which  may  remain 
afler  the  completion  of  the  work  on  the  Patent 
Office,  to  the  aiTangement  of  the  papers  in  the 
State  Department,  laid  on  the  table,  1123. 

Tariff,  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Finance  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  fixing  a  rate  of 
duties  on,  19. 

resolution  for  abolishing  duties  on  such  articles  as 
do  not  come  in  competition  with  similar  articles 
produced  in  the  United  States,  55;  taken  up 
and  discussed,  66;  postponed,  77;  subject  re- 
sumed, 77;  again  jjostponed,  107;  resumed,155. 

report  of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  on  se- 
veral propositions  referred  to  them,  connected 
with  the  tariff,  647. 

a  bill  introduced  by  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures, to  regulate  the  duties  on  imports,  read 
the  first  time,  870;  tlie  bill  taken  up,  and  amend- 
ments proposed,  which  were  ordered  to  be 
printed,  1072. 

memorial  from  citizens  of  South  Carolina  a^nst 
the  protecting  system,  ordered  to  be  printed, 

the  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  report. 
ed  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  with 
amendments,  1161;  the  bill  taken  up,  1174; 
passed  1219.  K  message  from  the  House  agrees 
to  part  of  the  Senate's  amendments,  and  disa- 
grees to  others,  1220;  the  Senate  proposes  a 
conference,  1221;  on  a  conference  had,  the 
Committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate  recommend 
tliat  they  recede  from  all  the  amendments  disa- 
greed to  by  the  House,and  adhere  to  the  amend- 
ments concurred  in  by  the  House,  which  recom- 
mendation was  agreed  to,  1293;  bill  passed. 
Tazewell,  honorable  Littleton  W.,  elected  President  j>ro 
tern,  of  the  Senate,  1205. 


Tea,  {See  duty  on.') 

Tonnage,  &c.  The  Secretary  of  the  Trewnry  made  a 
report  of  exports,  imports,  tonnage,  8cc.,  in  con- 
formity to  a  call  heretofore  made   upon  him, 

875. 

Topographical  Engineers,  a  bill  to  organize  the  Corps  of 
Topographical  Engineers,  taken  up,  994;  bill 
hud  on  the  table,  995. 

Treasuty,  resolution  instructing  the  Judiciary  Committee 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  abofishing  cer- 
tain treasury  officers,  3S1;  agreed  to,  223. 
Tesolution  requesting  the  President  to  cause  to  be 
prepared,  and  laid  before  the  Senate,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  next  sessipn,  a  plan  for 
reorganizing  the  Treasury  Department,  agreed 
to,  901. 


Van  Buren,  Mr.,  his  nomination  as  Minister  to  Ei^land, 

1309. 
proceeding  and  debate  thereon;  nomination  nega- 
tived, 1310;   debate  on  the  question,  1310  to 

1386. 

Vaccination,  a  bill  to  extend  the  benefits  of  vaednation  to 

the  Indians,  laid  on  the  table,  791;  con^deration 

resumed  and  the  bill  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 

795. 
a  motion  made  and  carried,  to  reeonnder  the  vote 
ordering  the  bill  to  a  third  reading;  the  bill  was 
then  amended,  and  recommitted;  bill  reported 
with  an  amendment  and  passed,  834. 
Veto  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  on  the  bank 
bill,  (&e Bank  of  the  United  Slata.) 


Washington,  George,  arrangements  for  celebrating  bis 
centennial  birthday,  297. 

report  of  the  committee,  367;  the  joint  reaohitioiiB 
considered  and  adopted,  390;  the  letter  of  the 
Speakers  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,  to 
John  A.  Washington,  Eitq.  for  the  remoTii  of 
the  remains  of  Washington,  with  bis  reply;  alio 
the  reply  of  G.  W.  P.  Custis,  414. 

Rembrandt  Peale's  painting  of  the  portrut  of 
Washington;  a  resolution  instructing  the  Libraiy 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
purchasing  it,  agreed  to,  867;  the  resolution  to 
purchase  the  portrait  finally  adopted,  1155. 

resolution  proposing  to  employ  a  suitable  petsoB 
to  execute  a  full  length  pedestrian  statue  of 
General  Wasliington,  in  marble;  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Library;  taken  up,  and  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  1137. 

resolution  proposing  to  erect  an  equestrian  statue 
of  Washington,  executed  in  bronze,  in  the 
square  East  of  the  Capitol,  agreed  to,  951. 
Washington  Free  Bridge,  (&«  Free  Bridge.') 
Welt  India  Trade,  resolutions  calling  on  the  Preadentfor 
information  respecting,  10;  resolutions  taken 
up,  and  again  laid  on  the  table,  19;  again  taken 
up  and  agreed  to,  20. 

two  resolutions  on  The  subject,  submitted  by  Mr. 
Sprague,  328;  withdrawn,  939. 

Yeas  and  Nays,  on  the  indefinite  postponement  of  theluO 

for  the  armament  of  fortifications,  31. 
on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  abolish  the  diity  on 

alum  salt,  to  the  Committee  on  Finance,  41. 
on  the  reference  of  the  bill  to  reduce  the  duty  oi 

Indian  blankets,  to  the  Committee   on  Indian 

Affairs,  50. 
on  granting  leave  to  introduce  a  resolution  dedan- 

tory  of  u>e  meaning  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank 

of  tlie  United  States,  on  the  subject  of  paper 

currency,  154. 
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Tea*  and  Nays, on  agreonr  to  the  resolution*  for  celebrat* 
ingthe  centenniiu  birthday  of  Washington,  377. 
on  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Secretat^  of  the 
Treasury  to  inform  we  House  why  certain  state- 
ments in  relation  to  foreign  commerce,  hereto- 
fore called  for,  had  not  been  ftimished,  413. 
on  hying  a  resolution  on  the  table,  calling  on  the 
same  officer  to  say  why  be  had  not  reported  an 
answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  23d  of  Decem- 
ber, 1831,  odlin^  for  information  in  regard  to 
the  British  Colonial  trade,  413. 

on  striking  out  from  the  apportionment  bill  the 
clatise  of  the  amendment  which  provides  for  the 
representation  of  fraction*,  530. 

on  ordering  to  a  third  reading,  the  apportionment 
bill,  530. 

on  agreeing  to  subscribe  for  the  Documentary  His- 
tory of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  558. 

on  a  motion  to  refer  the  whole  subject  of  the  tariff 
to  the  Committee  on  Ag^culture,  591. 

on  striking  out  all  Mr.  Clay's  resolution,  proposing 
to  amend  the  tariff  bill,  except  the  word  **  re- 
soWed,"  591. 

on  a  motion  to  lay  Hr.  Clay**  tariff  resolution  on 
the  table,  635. 

on  Mr.  Clay's  tariff  resolution,  as  amended,  639. 

on  Mr.  Bibb's  proposition  for  instructing  the  com- 
mittee to  which  Mr.  Clay's  tariff  resolution  wa* 
referred,  to  consider  the ,  propriety  of  lowering 
the  price  of  the  public  lands,  638. 

on  reconndering  Mr.  Webster's  proposed  amend- 
ment to  the  apportionment  bill,  641. 

on  laying  the  tariff  bill  on  the  table,  678. 

on  amendment  to  the  general  appropriation  bill, 
augmenting  the  amount  allowed  for  the  expenses 
of  the  courts,  684. 

on  a  motion  to  strike  out  from  the  appropriation 
bill,  that  for  a  misnon  to  Guatemala,  774. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  the  outfit,  of  a  Minister  to 
France,  781. 
.  on  do.  to  lay  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  on  table,  786. 

on  do.  to  print  5000  copies  of  Mr.  Clay's  report 
and  land  bill,  791. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  Columbia  from  the  appropria- 
tion bill,  794. 

on  concurring  witli  an  amendment  to  increase  the 
appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the  Judiciary 
Department,  795. 

on  the  passage  of  the  bill  for  vaccinating  the  In- 
dians, 796. 

on  increasing  the  appropriation  for  the  General 
Land  OflSce,  797. 

on  concurring  with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
in  striking  out  the  appropriation  of  an  outfit  to 
Trance,  832. 

on  a  motion  to  enable  the  President  to  *end  a 
Charge  to  Venezueh,  833. 

on  do.  to  strike  out  Colombia  from  the  foreign 
missions,  833. 

on  Mr.  Webster's  amendment  to  the  apportionment 
bill,  865. 

three  several  questions  on  apportionment  bill,866. 

motion  to  lay  Mr.  Clay's  laiid  bill  on  table,  873. 

on  receding  fix>m  the  amendment  for  striking  out 
the  appropriation  for  the  outfit  of  a  Minister  to 
Prance,  873, 

on  the  passage  of  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Stephen 
Pleaaanton,  900. 

on  a  motion  to  refer  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  907. 

on  the  amendment  to  the  Post  OflSce  bill,to  abolish 
newspaper  postage,  919. 

on  a  motion  to  recommit  the  pension  bill,  930. 


Yea*  and  Nay*,  to  recede  from  Mr.  Webster's  amendibent 
to  the  apportionment  bill,  936. 

several  questions  arising  on  the  pennon  bill, 

P32,  933. 
motion  to  take  up  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road 
bill,  954. 

motion  on  the  bill  for  continuing  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  make  the  bonu* 
payable  annually,  977. 

motion  to  amend  the  Indian  appropriation  bill, 

978. 

to  take  up  the  BaltioMre  and  Ohio  Rail-road  bill, 

988. 

to  atrike  out  of  a  proposed  amendment  to  the  bill  for 
contintiing  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  so 
much  a*  require*  the  assent  of  the  States  to  the 
establichment  of  branches  within  their  rimits,989. 

nine  different  questions  on  the  United  States'  Bank 
bill,  1005,  '6,  and  '7. 

on  Mr.  Benton's  proposed  amendmenta  to  the 
Bank  bill,  1010,  '11,  and  '13. 

on  Mr.  Marcy's  amendment,  to  same  bill,  1013. 

on  Mr.  Tazewell's  amendment  to  shorten  the  term 
of  the  charter,  1030. 

on  Mr.  Bibb's  motion  to  strike  out  the  bonus,  and 
to  insert  in  its  stead  that  the  bank  should  make 
loans  at  five  per  cent,  1032. 

on  Mr.  Sprague's  motion  to  strike  out  the  bonus, 
with  a  view  of  increasing  it)  a  division  of  the 
motion  was  called  for,  1036. 

on  filling  the  bknk  for  the  bonus  with  #525,000, 

1043. 

several  other  questions  were  taken;  the  blank  was 
finaUy  filled  with  1200,000. 

on  a  motion  indefinitely  to  postpone  the  bank  bill, 
♦  1071. 

the  engrossment  of  the  bill  for  a  third  reading, 

1071. 

the  passage  of  the  bill,  1073. 

an  amendment  to  the  bill  providing  satisfitction  for 
French  spoliations,  1087. 

ordering  to  a  third  reading  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Horatio  Gates  Spafford,  1091. 

laying  on  the  table  the  bill  granting  landu  to  Mis- 
souri, Misaanppi,  and  Louisiana,  1092. 

leave  to  take  up  the  harbor  bill,  1093. 

going  into  Executive  business,  when  the  land  bill 
was  called  for,  1096. 

to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table,  for  making  appropria- 
tions for  internal  improvements,  1132. 

to  strike  out  the  appropriation  from  the  above 
bill,  1133. 

on  the  third  reading  of  the  bill,  and  on  ita  pas- 
sage, 1123. 

sundry  question*  on  internal  improvements,  1181 
to  1184. 

on  engrosnng  the  resolution  for  a  marble  statue  of 
Washington,  1127. 

to  take  up  the  bill  for  the  benefit  of  Martha  Ran- 
dolph, 1128. 

on  sundry  questions  on  the  land  bill,  from  page 
1160  to  1167. 

tiie  passage  of  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill,  1174. 

sundry  questions  on  the  tariff  bill,  1174  to  1180, 
and  1185  to  1301,  and  1202  to  1205,  and  on  the 
passage  of  the  tariff  bill,  12l9t  on  a  conference 
on  do.  1221;  several  questions,  1281  to  1293. 

on  the  question  *■  Shall  the  bank  bill  become  a 
law,  Preudent's  veto,,  notwithstanding,"  1296. 

on  sundry  questions  in  the  proceedings  on  Mr.  Van 
Buren's  nomination,  1300. 

do.  on  the  Northeastern  boundai/  quettioD,  1386. 

do.  on  Samuel  Gwin's  nomination,  1418, 
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Bell,  Mr.  on  the  appropriation  bill,  793 . 

on  the  tariff,  1274. 
Benton,  Mr.  on  armament  of  fortifications,  37. 

abolishing'  the  duty  on  alum  salt,  33,  36,  41,  182, 

183. 
reducing  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  49,  50. 
erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  63. 
ordnance  bill,  65. 

in  support  of  leave  to  introduce  a  resolution  decla- 
ratory of  the    meaning  of  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  United  States,  113,153. 
resolution  to  amend  the  nintl)  rule  of  the  House, 

176. 
St  Louis  College,  225,  226. 
bank  currency,  329,  333. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

532,  536. 
the  tariff,  566,  626,  632,  664,  672,  1192,  1204, 

1205. 
appropriation  bill,  771. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  965,  977,  979, 1001, 
1008,  1034,  1045,  1068,  1070 
Topographical  Engineers,  994. 
bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tier, 1078,  1086. 
public  Undk,  1145,  1156,  1162, 1164.  1166. 
President's  veto  on  the  bank,  1293,  1295, 1296. 
Bibb,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  repecting  the  mean- 
•  ing  of  the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  States, 

154. 
the  celebration  of  the  anniversary  of  the  birthday 

of  Washington,  373. 
subscribing  for  documentary  history  of  the  bank, 

534. 
tariff,  625,  629,  1177, 1186. 
appropriation  bill,  772,  830. 
pension  bill,  869. 

newspaper  postage,  875,  902,  907. 
Bank  of  tlie  United  States,  996,  1022,  1032. 
Northeastern  boundary',  1398. 
Brown,  Mr.,on  the  election  uf  officers  of  the  Senate, 

7,8. 
on  reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  51. 
tariff,  673,  1218. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1042. 
Mr.  Van  Baren's  nomination,  1333, 1382. 
Buckner,Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets, 

52. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  charter  of 

the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  150. 
subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

547. 
tariff,  630. 
pension  bill,  765. 
.Indian  vaccination  bill,  791,  795. 
apportionment  bill,  936. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  975,  1044. 
reappropriation  of  unexpended  balances,  992. 
bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Nortliwestern  fron- 
tier, 1078, 1087. 
bill  granting  lands  to  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and 

Louisiana,    1092. 
taking  up  the  land  bill,  1096. 
internal  improvements,  1181. 


Chambers,  Mr.,  on  election  of  officers  of  the  8enate,6,7. 
on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  18. 
State  Claims,  47,  48. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  me«niDg  of 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  Uniud  Sutes,  151. 
Colonization  Society,  644. 
appropriation  bill,  772,  775,  777,  793,  803. 
motion  to  refer  Mr.  Clay's  land  bill  to  the  Comirit- 

tee  on  Public  Lands,  871. 
Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail  rc«d,951. 
on  providing  satisfaction  for  French  spoliations^ 

1081,  1083,  1083. 
tariff,  1199,  1321. 

free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1296. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1314. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 
Clay,  Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  15. 

on  referring  the  bill  for  abolishing  the  duty  on 

alum  salt,  32,  35,  182,  185. 
reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  53. 
his  resolution'  for  abolishing  certain  tariff  datiet, 
66,  105,  106,  257,  296,  607,  610;  656,  670. 
resolutions  respecting  Northeastern  boandaty,109. 
report  on  celebrating  the  centennial  anniversaiy 

of  Washington's  birthday,  368. 
on  the  resolution  for  celebrating  the  day,  375. 
apportionment  bill,  640. 
Colonization  Society,  641. 
appropriation  bill,  766,  767,  768,  771,  773,  775, 

778,  781,  783,  791,  792.  830. 
motion  to  refer  his  land  bill  to  the  Committee  on 

Public  Lands,  870,  883,  904. 
pension  bill,  930. 
Bank  United  States,  953,  975,  979,  1018,  10^ 

1035,  1044. 
exempting  rail  road  iron  from  duty,  990. 
tariff  bill,  1073,   1154,  1174,  1175,  1176,  1177, 

1180, 1186,  1195, 1199,  1204, 1219,  1220,  127^ 

1276,  1277,  1278,  1281, 1283, 1286. 
French  spoliations,  1081,1082. 
bill  granting  land  to  the  States  of  Missouri,  Miws- 

sippi,  and  Louisiana,  1091,  1092. 
taking  up  the  land  bill,  1094,  1095. 
the  land  bUl,  1096,  1129,  1160, 1161,  1162,  1163, 

1166.  119a 
intemal'improvements,  1120,  1122. 
the  bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Officr, 

1135. 
day  of  humiliation  and  prayer,  1130. 
Prendent's  veto  on  the  bank,  1265, 1393,  1395. 
free  bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1297- 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1320,  1352. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1412. 
Clayton,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  515,  517, 841. 
the  appropriation  bill,  807, 812,  829. 
newspaper  postage,  878,  918. 
Bank  United  States,  975,  992,  1031,  1024,  1035. 
internal  improvements,  1123. 
tariff  bill,  1221. 

President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1258. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1318. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 

Dallas,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  declaratory  of  tbs 
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meaning  of  the  charter  of  the  United  State** 

Bank,  144. 
Bank  currency,  332,  333.  • 
the  tarifT,  462,  668, 678,  1284. 
the  apportionment  biU,  835. 
bill  to  modify  and  continue  (he  act  to  incorporate 

Bank  of  United  SUtea,  943,  1014,  1016, 1029. 
exempting  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

Dickerson,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  for  abolishing  the  duty  on 
alum  salt,  S3,  39,  183. 

compensation  of  Purser*  in  the  Nary,  46. 

reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets,  49,  51. 

the  Tariff,  104>  105,  106,155.618.  651,  670,  678, 
1072,  1174,  1175,  1180,1185,  1186, 1189,  1190, 
1191, 1192,  1193,  1194,1201,  1220, 1275,  1278, 
1279,  1283; 

asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  committee 
for  celebrating  the  centennial  birthday  of  Wash- 
ton,  328. 

on  the  resolution  for  observing  the  day,  375. 

Apportionment  bill,  522,  859,  934. 

report  from  the  Committee  on  Manu&ctures,  in 
relation  to  the  tariff,  647. 

on  exempting  Kail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

extension  of  Patents,  996. 
Dudley,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  reappropriating  unexpended 
balances,  992. 

Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  1000. 

Tariff  bill,  1191. 

Ewing,  Mr.  on  resolutions  respecting  Northeastern  boun- 
dary, 109. 
the  Tariff,  416,  1185,  1199. 
the  pension  bill,  868. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  1022. 
Public  Lands,  1132. 
President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1248. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1335. 
Northeastern  boundary.  1395. 

Foot, Mr.,  on  State  claims,  49. 

resolution  to  amend  the  ninth  rule  of  the  House, 

175. 
apportionment  bill,  510. 
the  Tariff,  620,  668,  1191, 1290. 
the  increased  expenses  of  Courts,  679. 
Revolutionary  pension  bill,  706,  707,  919. 
Appropriation  bill,766.  773.  798. 
newspaper  postage.  878,  883,  884. 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  979,  1035,  1036. 
Topographical  Engineers,  995. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1327. 
Foraytb,  Mr.,  on  State  claims,  48. 

erecting  Barracks  at  New  Orleans,  55,  65. 

on  the  Tariff,  105,  106,  620,  624,  625,  626,  650, 

651,  1204,  1290. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  Sutes,  151,  152, 

153. 
on  celebrating  the  centennial  anniversary  of  the 

birthday  of  Washington,  370,  375. 
Apportionment  bill.5i7. 
Colonial  Trade,  709,  710. 
Appropriation  bill,  772,  775,  778,  783,  792,  799, 

801,  802,  812,  816,  817.  832,  936. 
Bank  United  States,  980,  989, 1028,  1044,  1045. 
taking  up  tlie  LAnd  bill,  1094. 
Internal  Improvements,  1120,  1122,  1181,  1184. 
Harbor  bill,  1167. 

Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1297. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1244,  1356,  1375. 

1382. 

Frelingbuysen,  Mr., on  the  apportionment  bill.  526,  559. 

subscribing  fur  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

532, 


Frelingbuysen,  Mr.,  on  purchasing  Peak's  portrait   of 
Washington,  866,1155. 
Pension  bill,  762,927. 
Indian  appropriation  bill,  978. 
reappropriating  unexpended  balances,  992; 
Bank.United  States,  1023. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
Day  of  Humiliation  and  Prayer,  1131. 
Tariff  bill,  1199. 

Mr.  Van  Buren'a  nomination,  1384. 
1 

Grundy,  Mr.,  on  resolutions  relative  to  the  Northeastern 
boundary,  108,109. 
the  Tariff,  393,  1154,  1206,  1221. 
Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708,  763. 
on  the  Post  Office  and  postage,  877,  885. 
Bank  United  States,  953,  1013,  1033. 
Internal  Improvements,  1121. 
Land  bill,  1161,  1162. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1397. 

Hayne,  Mr.,  on  the  election  of  officer*  of  the  Senate,  8. 

on  reducing  the  duty  on  tea,  16. 

Armament  of  Fortifications,  29, 

abolishing  the  duty  on  alum  salt,  33. 

providing  for  compensation  of  Pursers  in  the  Na- 
vy, 45. 

erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  64. 

the  Tariff,  75,  77,  104,  174,  256,  344,  607,  621, 
626,  652,  1175,  1177,  1178,  1179.  1180,  1185, 
1186,  1190,  1191,  1192,  1193,  1195,1200,  1201, 
1203,  1204,  1207,  1279,  1280, 1283,1284,  1289, 
1290,  1292. 

apportionment  bill,  517,  526. 

Colonization  Society,  642,  646. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  706,  708. 

Appropriation  bill,  782,  800. 

Pension  bill,  869. 

Bank  United  States,  977,  993,  994,  1017,  1020, 
1033,  1044. 

exempting  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 

Topographical  Engineers,  994,  995. 

extension  of  Patents,  996. 

bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tiers, 1078,  1086. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 

Internal  Improvements,  1120,  1184. 

Land  bill,  1129,  1163,  1164,  1165. 

on  an  outfit  for  a  Minister  to  France,  1297. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1380. 
Hendricks,  Mr.,  on  the  tariff,  614,  618,  625,  627. 

reappropriating  unexpended  balances,  991,  992. 

bill  for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  fron- 
tier, 1077. 

bill  granting  lunds  to  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and 
Louisiana,  1092. 

Land  bill,  1165,  1166. 
Hill,  Mr.,  N.  H.,  on  the  tariff,  227,298. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  Historv  of  the  Bank, 
531,  533. 

Apportionment  bill,  863. 

newspaper  postage,  907, 930. 

Bank  United  States,  1056. 
Holmes,  Mr.,  on  British  Colonial  Trade,  24. 

Armament  of  Fortifications,  29. 

the  tariff,   194,  253,  608,  610,  658,  1186,  1194, 

1280,  1281,  1289. 

the  celebration  of  the  centennial  anniversary  of 
Washington's  birthday,  374. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  Baitk,534. 

Colonial  Trade,  711,  740. 

Appropriation  bill,  770,  774,  776,  780,  793,  794» 

800 

Pension  bill,  867,929,  930. 

Post  Office  bill,  885,  930. 
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Holmes,  Mr.,  on  referring  Mr.  Chy'ii  1  And  bill  to  the 
Land  Committee,  906) 
extension  of  Patents,  996. 
Bank  United  States,  1028. 
French  Spoliations,  1083. 
Insolvent  Debtors' bill,  1089. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  Land  Office,  IIM. 
Land  bill,  1129. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1309,  1310. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1390,  1S98. 

Johnston,  Mr.,  on  Bank  currency,  333. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  of  the  Bank, 

534,  538. 
Bank  United  SUtes,  980,  10S7. 
bill  granting   lands  to  Missouri,  Hissisnppi,  and 

Louisiana,  1092. 
Land  bill,  1095,  1162. 

ELane,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution,  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  charter  of  Bank  United  States, 

154. 
the  Tarifi;  636. 
Colonial  Trade,  711. 
Bank  United  Sutes,  993. 
for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  frontier, 

1077,1086. 
billtoappoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,1126. 
I^ndbill,  1129,  1160. 
King,   Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  charter  Bank  United  States,  164. 
St.  Louis  College,  225,  226. 
Tariff,  617,  661,  1186, 1203,  1206, 1221,  1292. 
Appropriation  bill,  778,  831. 
on  referring  Mr.  Clay's  Land  bill  to  the  Committee 

on  Public  Lands,  870,  871,  883,  903. 
reappropriating  onexpesded  balances,  992. 
on  the  LAndbill,  1095,  1160,  1161,  1162. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,  1125. 
Knight,  Mr.,  (B.  I.)  on  the  Tariff,  344,  377, 1187,  1188, 

.1192. 
Bank  United  sutes,  1042. 

Mangum,  Mr.,  on  the  Uriff,  302,  663, 1277,  1278,  1282, 

1291. 

Appropriation  bill,  802. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road,  953. 

Bank  United  States,  1023.  1030. 

Internal  Improrements,  1183,  1184. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1395. 
Marcy,  Mr.  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  ofthe  United  States'  Bank  charter,153. 

Apportionment  bill,  503. 

Tariff,  608,  676,  1188. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708. 

Bank  United  States,  977, 1013,  1033. 

extension  of  Patents,  995. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1089. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1313,  1325,  1356. 
Miller,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the 
meaning  of  the  United  States' Bank  charter,  153. 

resolution  to  amend  the  nintli  rule  of  the  House, 

175. 

the  Tariff,  438,  655,  659,  660, 1193,  1302, 1383. 

Appropriation  bill,  774,  776,783,  833. 

Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road,  951. 

Bank  United  States,  994. 

taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1095. 

Internal  Improvements,  1182,  1183. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1367,  1382. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1396. 
Moore,  Mr.,  (Ala.)  on  the  Tariff,  559,  1204. 

Bank  United  States,  964,  980,  1048. 

taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1096. 

Land  bill,  1139,  1156. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1385. 


Poindezter,  Hr..on  the  Tariff,  619,625, 1154,  1186,1380, 

1284,  1390. 
Appropriation  bill,  793,  797. 
printing  the  report  of  Bank  Committee,  899. 
bill  granting  lands  to   Missouri,   Miwtissippi,  sad 

Louisiana,  1092. 
the  Land  bUl,  1095,  1096.  1139,  1160, 1K3.U61, 

1I6S. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  to  the  Land  Office,  11S6. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1339. 

Bobbins,  Mr.,(R.  I.)  on  the  tariff,  490. 

liocumentary  History,  of  the  Bank.  530. 

bill  for  relief  of  Col.  laurens,  939. 
Robinson,  Mr.,  on  the  tariff,  631. 

the  pension  bill,  867. 

the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  frontier,  108$. 

LandbiU.  1166,1167. 

Silabee,  Mr.,on  the  apportionment  bill,  518. 

the  Tariff,   1186,  1204. 
Smith,  Mr.,  on  reducing  the  duty  on  Tea,  14. 
on  British  Colonial  Trade,  20. 
on  Armament  of  Fortifications.  36,  38^  31. 
reducing  the  duty  on  Indian  blankets.  53. 
erecting  barracks  at  New  Orleans,  58. 
the  Tariff,  186,  296,   297,  675,  1178,  1188,  IWl, 

1194. 
Bank  currency,  333. 

subscribing  for  Documentary  History  ofthe  Bank, 

543. 
Revolutionary  pension  bill,  708,  763. 
Colonial  Trade,  709,710,  766. 
Appropriation  bill,  769,  775,  776,  783,  79«,  793, 
797,  800,  818,  83a 
Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail-road,  951. 
allowing'  interest  on  protested  drafts,  954. 
Bank  United  States,  965,  1032,  1038,  1047. 
exempting  Rail-road  iron  from  duty,  990. 
Topographical  Engineers,  995. 
Internal  Improvements,  1181,  1183. 
Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  1897. 
Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1358. 
Spragtie.  Mr.,  on  his  resolutions  calling  on  the  Preadent 

for  the  arrangement  nude  respecting  the  Nottfa- 

eastern  boundary,  108. 
celebrating  the  centennial  anniversary  of  the  birth 

day  of  Washington.  371. 
Apportionment  bill,523. 
Tariff,  595. 

Colonial  Trade,  685,  709,  710,  766,  939. 
Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  795. 
Bank  United  States,  989.  1004,  1037,  103S,  lOtt. 
Northeastern  boundary,  1387,  1389, 1397, 1S99. 

Tazewell,  Mr.,on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  represea- 
Utivesof  Col.  Laurens,  110,942. 

asked  to  be  excused  from  serving  on  the  Committee 
for  celebratiug  the  centennial  birthday  of  Wash- 
ington, 297. 

on  the  resolution  for  celebrating  the  day,  371. 

Tariff,  611,  635,  676,1072, 1174,  1175,1178,1189. 

1198,1199. 

Appropriation  bill,  769,770,  781,784,  813. 

Bank  United  SUtes,  989,  1014,  1015,  101»,  103a 

taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1094. 

Day  of  Humiliation  and  Prayer,  1131. 

Land  bill,  1166. 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1309. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1390. 
Tipton,  Mr.,on  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  In- 
dian Department,  for  the  year  183S,  977. 

for  the  protection  of  the  Northwestern  ftxMitier, 

1075,  1083, 1065. 

Harbor  bill.  1156. 

Land  bill,  1166. 
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Toodinson,  Mr.,  on  Intenwl  Improremento,  1181,  1184. 
Troup,  |Ir.,uked'tobeezcuiedfromserTin(roDttkeCoiii- 

mittee  for  celebrating  the  centenniiu  birth  day  of 

WMbington.  397. 
Tyler,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  CUy's  resolution  for  abolishing  certain 

tariff*  duties,  105. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  in  reUtion  to  the  charter 

Bank  United  SUtes,  150. 
the  TarifT,  335,  344,  1188. 
the  celebration  of  the  centennial  anniversary  of 

Washington's  birthday. 
Appropriation  bill,  777,  794»  827. 
Bank  United  Sutcs,- 1035. 
French  Spoliation^,  1083. 
on  presenting  the  Richmond  petition,  1093. 
Internal  Improvenients,  1131. 
Free  Bridge  over  the  Potomac.  1297. 

Webster,  Mr.,on  the  report  ofthc  Committee  of  Finance, 

on  reducing  the  duty  on  Tea,  13. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  United  States'  Bank,  153, 153. 
the  celebration  of  the  centennial  anniversary  of 

the  birthday  of  Washington,  370. 
Apportionment  bill,  487,  502,  513,  536,  558,  641, 

834,  934,  936. 
Colonial  Trade,  19,  709, 710, 711. 
Appropriation  biU,784, 799,  801,  839,  833. 
bill  for  continuing  the  Bank  United  States,  950, 

953,  954,  964,  965,  977,  979,  981,  989,  990, 

1030, 1081. 
extension  of  Patents,  995,  996. 


Webster,Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  1079,  1178,1179, 1197,1199, 
1206, 1831,1378,  1883,  1884,  1889. 
French  Spoliations,  1081. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
Internal  Improvements,  1120, 1121. 
bill  to  appoint  a  Recorder  of  the  Ijmd  Office^ 

1135. 
LandbUl,  1160.  1165. 
on  the  President's  veto  on  the  Bank  bill,  1330, 

1231, 

Mr.  Van  Buren's  nomination,  1329,  1886. 

Northeastern  boundary,  1396: 
White,  Mr.,askedtobe  excused  from  serving  on  the 'Com- 
mittee for  celebrating  the  centennuil  birthday  of 
Washington,  397. 

Apportionment  bill,  620,  934. 

Tariff; 

Penaon  bill,  762, 764. 

Indian  appropriation  bill,  978. 

Bank  United  SUtes,  1023,  1048,  1064. 

taking  up  the  Land  bill,  1094^  1095. 

Internal  Improvements,  1131. 

President's  veto  of  the  Bank  b'dl,  1940. 

Wilkins,  Mr.,  on  Mr.  Cky's  resolution  for  abolishing  cer- 

tain  Tariff  duties,  107. 
Mr.  Benton's  resolution  respecting  the  meaning  of 

the  charter  of  the  Bank  United  States,  153. 
Tariff,  606, 607,  1320, 1274, 1375. 1277,  1287. 
French  Spoliations,  1083. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1090. 
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Accounts,  Committee  of,  a  resolution  instructing  the  com> 
mittee  to  order  to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent 
fund  to  members,  the  money  received  for  checks 
drawn  by  J.  0.  Dunn,  late  Sergeant'«t-Arms, 
which  he  had  failed  to  pay  over  to  tbemt  agreed 
to,  3809. 

Adjournment,  resolution  fixing  the  9th  of  July  for  ad. 
journment,  3730j  agreed  to,  3809. 

Admisnon  of  Ladies,  a  resolution  to  admit  them  to  the 
privileged  seats  in  the  Hall;  laid  on  the  table, 
3678. 

AMnts,  Indian,  {See  Indiani.) 

AKzandria  Aqueduct  and  Canal,  the  bill  on  this  subject 
taken  up,  2748|  rejected,  2754t  a  motion  made 
and  carried  to  reconsider  the  bill,  3081 ;  again 
Uken  up,  3101;  and  passed,  3102. 

Amendments  to  the  Constitution,  resolution  touching  the 
election  of  the  President  and  Vice  President, 
1963;  taken  up,  3164;  agreed  to  commit  the  re- 
solution to  Committee  M  the  Whole,  and  after- 
wards recommitted  to  a  select  committee;  the 
committee  reported,  and  the  report  was  commit- 
ted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  3103. 

Annuities,  Indian,  (&e  huSam.) 

Apportionment  Bill,  a  bill  to  reguUte  the  apportionment 
of  representatives  according  to  the  fifth  census, 
introduced,  1531;  passed,  1820. 
the  Senate's  amendments  taken  up,  2620;  again  re- 
sumed, 3039;  disagreed  to,  3058. 

Appropriation  BiU,  the  general,  3166;  passed,  2198. 

amendments  of  the  Senate  taken  up,  2624,  and 

agreed  to 
bill  for  a  final  settlement  of  the  several  States  for 
Vol.  VIII.— H. 


interest  on  advances  to  the  United  States  diiting 
the  last  war,  passed,  3914. 

Appropriations,  Indian,  {Set  Indtani.) 

Arkansas  Salt  Sprinn,  a  b'Ul  introduced  to  authorize  the 
leasing  of  the  springs,  2311. 

Army  Officers,  a  bill  reported  for  the  pay  of  the  officer* 
of  the  army,  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Mllitaiy 
Affairs  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  enlist- 
ing minors,  1469|  agreed  to.  1474. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  a  motion  to  refer  that  portion 
of  the  Pre^dent's  message  which  relates  to  this 
subject  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Mean*. 
rather  than  to  a  select  committee.  1438{  agreed 
to,  1432. 

the  memorial  of  the  presdent  and  directw*,  pray* 
ingfor  a  renewal  or  their  charter,  1582;  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1529. 

memorial  of  the  Bank  of  Penn^lvania  in  &vor  of 
recharteringBank  United  States.  1598;  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  with  in- 
structions, 1598. 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  whom  the 
memorial  of  tiie  Bank  was  referred,  renorted  * 
bill  to  renew  and  modify  the  charter  of  toe  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  which  was  committed.  1780. 

resolution  of  Mr.  Clayton,  proposing  a  committe* 
to  examine  the  affurs  of  Uie  Bank,  1846{  amend- 
ed and  agreed  to.  2164. 

report  of  the  majority  of  the  committee.  {Sie  Iht 
•fyptndi*,  33.) 
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Bwik  U.  States  report  of  minority  on  tbe  Bank,  (See  Ap- 
pendix.') 
a  oil]  from  the  Senate  to  renewStnd  modify  the 
charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  Staten  was 
twice  read  and  debated,  3454(  resumed,  3507; 
again  taken  up,  3835;  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, and  paaaed,  3852. 

Bank,  National,  (See  National  Bank.) 

Breach  of  Privilege,  letter  from  Mr.  Stanberry,  member 
from  Ohio,  to  the  Speaker,  stating  that  an  attack 
had  been  made  upon  him  by  Samuel  Hpuston, 
late  of  Tennessee,  2512;  a  resolution  proposing 
to  take  Houston  into  custody,  agreed  to  S539» 
report  of  committee,  25S0iConcurrcdwilh,  2553; 
Houston  brought  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and 
the  trial  commences,  2562;  postponed  on  account 
of  the  indisposition  of  his  counsel,  2631;  Hous- 
ton's defence,  2810;  resolution  declaring  Hous- 
ton guilty  of  a  contempt  and  violation  of  the  pri- 
rileges  of  the  House,  agreed  to,  3014;  also  a 
retolotion  directing  him  to  be  reprimanded  by 
the  Speaker,  3017;  Houston's  written  address 
to  the  House,  3020;  the  reprimand  of  Houston 
by  the  Speaker,  3021. 
another,  Mr.  Cooke,  a  member  from  Oliio,  charged 
E.  S.  Davis  with  sending  him  a  challenge,  for 
having  asked  him  what  ne  termed  an  imperti- 
nent question  when  giving  his  evidence  in  Hous- 
ton's case,  3023;  a  motion  made  to  refer  tbe 
matter  to  a  select  committee,  3024;  negatived, 

3036. 

Breakwater  on  Lake  Champlain,  a  petition  asking  for  an 
appropriation  for  forming  it,  1445;  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Internal.  Improvements. 

Bridge  oyer  the  Ohio  at  Wheeling,  a  resolution  instruct, 
ing  the  Committee  on  Internal  Improrements,to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  erecting  one; 
agreed  to,  1450. 
a  bill  introduced  for  constructing  this  bridge  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  3ie  Whole,  2206. 

Bridge  over  the  Potomac,  a  bill  to  alter  the  bridge  and 
draw  at  Washington,  passed,  3914. 

Buffalo  and  New  Orleans  Road,  a  resolution  directing  the 
Committee  on  Internal  Improvements  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  constructing  such  a  road, 
was  rejected,  2350;  motion  to  reconnder  the  de- 
cision negatived,  2384. 

Canals  and  Roads,  (Su  Beadt  and  CondSr.) 

Cannon  and  Shot,  contracts  for,  a  resolution  calling  on 
the  Secretary  of  War  for  a  statement  of  contracts 
made  for  these  articles  from  1820  to  the  present 
time,  agreed  to,  1817. 

Census,  progress  made  in  taking  the  fifth,  1422. 

aggregate  amount  of  each  description  of  persons, 
142S,  {Su  Jpportiaimeni.') 

Centennial  Birthday,  (See  Wathington.) 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Canal,  a  roemori^  from  Pennsylva- 
nia prapring  Congress  to  authorize  a  subscription 
of  a  million  of  dollars  towards  constructing  the 
western  section  of  this  canal,  laid  on  tbe  Ubie,  3913 

Chickiksav  Treaty,  (See  Tndiatu.) 

Cholera,  Asiatic,  a  resolution  introduced  appropriating 
#50,000  to  be  expended  under  the  authority  of 
the  President  to  preserve  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try from  tbe  disease;  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rule 
in  order  to  take  up  this  resolution  was  negatived, 

3677 

a  resolution  received  from  the  Senate  proposing  a 

day  of  humiliation  and  prayer  in  reference  to  a 

deliverance   from   the  Asiatic   Cholera,   3833; 

agreed  to,  3887. 

Claims  fi>r  captured  property,  a  resolution  proponng  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  further 
provision  for  carrying  into  effect  the  act  of  1816, 

1501 


Coin*  and  Currency,  Committoe  on  Coina  instructed  toio- 
quire  into  tbe  expediency  of  making  prora|A 
payment  for  bullion  at  the  mint,  2207;  agreed  to 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  2327. 

Collector  of  Wiscasset,  (iSte  Official  Comiplion.y 

Colonization  of  free  negroes,  a  resolution  propo»mg  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making 
an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
them  to  Africa,  1537;  postponed,  1536;  refer- 
red to  the  committee  to  whom  was  referred  tbe 
New  Jersey  memorial,  1676.  ~ 
a  memorial  from  the  New  Jersey  Society  praying 
for  an  appropriation  in  fiivor  of  colonization, 
1673;  referred  to  a  select  committee, 
memorials  from  Kentucky,  and  one  from  persons 
in  England,  in  favor  of  colonization,  2332;  copy 
of  the  English  memorial,  2350;  wliieh  .was  with- 
dawn. 

Columbia,  District  of,  a  resolution  projMning  to  inatnict 
the  District  Comnuttse  to  mquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  reporting  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  elee- 
tipn  of  a  delegate  to  Congress,  1449,  agreed  to. 
several  bills  renting  to  the  District,  3475»  Ukm  vf, 
3077,  and  passed. 

Colambta  College,  a  bill  to  bestow  a  portion  of  lot*  in 
Washington,  on  the  college  taken  up,  discussed 
and  passed,  3210. 

Commerdal  intercourse  with  Colombia,  a  l»U  to  give  ef- 
fect to  a  commercial  arrangement  wid>  that  cous- 
try,  1664;  the  bill  passed,  1669. 

Committees,  Standing,  appointed,  1424. 
qn  the  President's  message,  1433. 

Commisnoner  of  General  Lnnd  Office,  (See  Land  Qffite.) 

Constitution,  (See  Ammdmmtt  U  ike  CmutHuHen.) 

Convention  with  France,  a  bill  to  carry  into  effect  tbe  late 
convention  with  France,  taken  up,  3340}  order- 
ed to  be  engrossed,  3348,  and  passed. 

Creek  Indians,  (See  IruUaru.) 

Dardin,  Amy,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  David  DarAni  bill 

passed,  1673. 
Day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  (Su  Clulera.) 
Debtors,  Insolvent,  (See  jhuolveni  Debton.) 
Decatur,  Claim  of,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Susan  Decatur, 

1830,  rejected;  motion  made  for  reconnderatioo 

wiUidrawn;  2182. 
Documentary  History  of  the  Revolution,  a  bill  reported 

authorizing  a.  subscription  to  tbe  work,  to  be- 

gablished  by  M.  St.  Clair  Clarkcand  Peter  Force, 
659;  rejected,  3720. 
Drawbacks,  a  statement  from  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Trc»- 
sury  on  the  subject,  1440. 

Edwards,  A.,  a  bill  for  relief  of  his  securities,  (Ste  ife- 

leate  of  Sureties. ) 
Erie  Commercial  Bank,  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  to  compromise  tbe  demand  ot 

the  United  States  against  it,  1568;  ordered  to  be 

engrossed. 

Faat  Day,  (See  Cholera.) 

Flaget,  Bishop,  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benedict  J.  Flaget, 
2201;  passed,  2203. 

France,  Convention  with,  (See  Convention.) 

Fraud  alleged,  a  resolution  proposing  the  appointment  of 
a  select  committee  to  inquire  wnether  an  at- 
tempt had  not  been  made  by  the  late  Secretacy 
of  War,  J.  H.  Eaton,  fraudulentiy  to  give  to  Sa- 
muel Houston,  or  to  any  person  connected  with 
him,  a  contract  for  supplying  Indian  rations, 
3022;  agreed  to,  3023;  leave  given  to  the  com- 
mittee to  ait  during  the  sitting  ofthe  House,  3261; 
the  committee  made  a  report  on  the  subject,  ac- 
quitting the  parties  of  fraud;  a  counter  repoK 
was  made  by  a  minority  of  the  committee,  and 
both  were  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


BWEX  TO   THE  DSBATB8  IN   THE   HOU8K   OP  REPREBENTATITM. 


XI 


Free  Mople  of  color,  {See  Cobmixation.) 
French  spoliations,  a  memorial  from  citizens  of  Connecti- 
cut praying  for  relief  for,  prior  to  1800,  U33. 

Georgia  and  Florida  boundary  line,  a  communication  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  on  the  subject;  referred 
to  jAidiciary  Committee,  1461. 

Geovgia  and  the  United  States,  a  memorial  presented  by 
Mr.  Adams  from  citizens  of  New  York  in  rela- 
tion to  the  treatment  of  the  Cherokee  Indians, 
-  3010;  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
on  the  sate  of  the  Union,  203^. 

Georgia  and  the  Missionaries, .a  memorial  from  New  York 
preaented  by  Mr.  Pendleton,  3105;  considera- 
tion resumed,  3400;  laid  on  the  table,  3420. 

Gold  and  siker  coins,  a  resolution  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  authorizing  prompt  payment  in  coin 
at  the  mint  for  bullion,  3632;  passed,  3633. 

Hoitston,  Samuel's  attack  on  Mr.  Stanberry,  (See  Breach 
of  Privilege.) 

Hull,  General  WilHam,  a  bill  in  favor  of  the  representa- 
tives of  the  deceased,  laid  on  the  table,  1451. 

Hunt,  Jonathan,  (one  of  the  members  from  Vermont,) 
his  death  announced,  30j6. 

Imptat  Duties,  a  resolution  submitted,  propoang  to  ex- 
empt from  duty,  tea,  coffee,  wines,  &c.  1442; 
withdrawn,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce to  inquire  into  the  practical  effect  of  some 
portion  of  the  tariff  law  on  certain  articles  im- 
ported, 1539;  amended,  and  passed,  1625. 
Indians,  Creek,  a  memorial  from  their  chiefs,  remonstrat- 
ing against  the  passage  of  a  bill  before  the  House 
to  carry  into  effect  the  fourth  section  of  the 
trea^  of  the  8th  January,  1821;  referred,  1558. 
resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  a  copy  of.a 
treaty  negotiated  with  the  Chickasaw  Indians  in 
1830,  1643;  resolution  modified,  1683;  agreed  to, 

1845. 
removal  of,  a  metsage  from  the  President  urging 

its  necessity,  without  delay;  refrred,  1818. 
Chickasaw  Reservation,  a  report  on  the  conditions 
of  the  one  acquired  by  W.  B.  Lewis,  taken  up, 

3289. 

Indian  Claim,  a  bill  fur  the  relief  of Rog:er^  passed, 

1561. 
*  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  Indian  Depart- 
ment, 3313;  read  a  third  time,  and  passed,  3359. 
annuities,  a  bill  making  appropriations  for,  3075; 

passed,  3081. 
Missionaries,  a  petition  from  sundry  inhabitants  of 
the  State  of  New  York,  prating  Congress  to  take 
measures  to  enforce  the  judgment  of  the  Su. 

{)reme  Court  in  the  case  of  Worcester  and  But- 
er,  3105. 
CoromisMoners,  a  bill  for  the  appointment  of  a  board 
of^  to  take  charge  of  the  location  of  the  removed 
tribes,  taken  up,  3855;  ordered  to  a  third  read- 
ing, and  passed. 
Insolvent  Debtors,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  aet  granting 
relief  to  certain  insolvent  debtora  of  the  United 
States,  1842;  ordered  to  be  engroned,  3231;bi]l 
passed,  2359. 
Internal  Improvements,  the  Committee  on,  instructed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  opening  a  creek 
leading  from  the  ocean  into  the  large  pond  on 
the  west  end  of  Block  island;  agreed  to,  1446. 
a  resolution  instructing  the  Committee  on  Improve- 
ments to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  laying 
out  and  constructing  the  Sandusky  Road,  1617; 
agreed  to,  1619. 
a  biU  making  appropriation  for  certain  internal  im- 
provements, 2339;  'taken  up,  3058;  bill  passed, 

3075. 


Internal  Improvements,  a  bill  for  the  improvement  of  cer- 
tain harbors,  and  the  navigation  of  certain  rivers, 
taken  up,  3348;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3396; 
.         bill  passed,  3386. 
Interest  on  advances  to  the  several  States,  {See  .^apnfrta- 

Hotu.) 
Iron  for  Bail-nwds,  {See  BaH-road  bim. ) 
Johnston,  Charles  C,  from  Virginia,  his  death  announced, 

SWT. 
Judiciary,  resolutions  proposing  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  regu- 
late certain  proceeding^  in  the  Supreme  Court, 
1474;  laid  on  the  table,  1475. 
resolution  affirming  the  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court  over  the  criminal  laws  of  the  States;  nega- 
tived, 
resolution  proposing  to  instruct  the  Judiciary  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amend- 
ing the  constitution  so  that  judges  shall  hold 
their  offices  for  a  limited  term;  rejected,  1866. 

Key,  Mr.,  appears  as  counsel  for  Samuel  Houston  on  a 
charge  of  breach  of  privilege,  2563;  his  address 
at  the  close  of  the  evidence,  3597;  argument 
concluded,  2731. 

Lands,  Public,  a  resolution  proposing  the  appointment  of 
a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
distributing  the  proceeds  of  them  amongst  the 
several  States,  1453;  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table, 

1479. 
resolutions  proposing  a  mode  of  disposing  of  the 

f>ublic  lands  after  the  public  debt  is  discharged; 
aid  on  the  table,  1475. 
an  appropriation  of  160,000  dollars  for  surveying 
public  lands,  discussed,  and  carried,  from  1849 
to  1853. 
a  bill  supplementary  to  the  laws  for  the  sale  of 
lands,  3200;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3334; 
passed,  3373. 
a  bill  to  grant  the  rig^t  of  pre-emption  to  settlers 
on  the  public  lands,  taken  up  and  discussed, 

3508. 
a1>in  from  the  Senate  (introduced  by  Mr.  Clay,) 
providing  for  the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  public  lands  coming  up  for  consideration,  it 
was  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  of  December 
next,  3853. 
Land  Office,  General,  an  item  in  the  general  appropria* 
tion  bill  granting  extra  compensation  of  4,000 
dollars  to  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  the  Ge- 
neral Land  Office,  in  the  issue  of  military  land 
scrip,  was  agreed  to,  1846. 
resolution  for  inquiring  into  the  conduct  of  the 
Comnussioner  of  the  Land  Office,  2198;  agreed 
to,  2199. 
Laurens,  Colonel,  a  bill  passed  for  his  relief,  3867. 
Laws,  a  bill  from  the  Senate  authorizing  a  subscription  to 
an  edition  of,  by  Duff  Green,  taken  up,  3099; 
Uid  on  the  table,  3101,  3912. 
a  proposal  from  James  Connor,  of  New  York,  to 
publish  a  stereotyped  edition  of  the  laws;  refer- 
red to  the  Judicial^  Committee,  3248. 
Lewis,  William  B.,  his  Chickasaw  reservation,  {Set  it- 

diatu.) 
Liye  Oak  Agents,  resolutions  calling  for  information  on 
the  subject  of  live  oak,  1858;after  being  amend- 
ed were  agreed  to,  1868. 
a  communication  fh>m  the  Navy  Department  on 
live  oak,  in  answer  to  the  call  made  upon  it, 
3337;  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

Manufiictures,  Domestic,  a  resolution  directing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  TreasuiY  to  obtain  information  as  to 
the  quantities  and  kinds  of  manu&ctures  of  the 
United  States,  be,  1585;  agreed  to,  1588. 

Members,  a  list  of,  1419. 
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Minister  to  Colombia,  %  proviiion  for  Hit  wiwy,  propoted 
inCommitteeofthe  whole,  1853iagreedto,  1855. 

ltitchell,/3eorg^  &.,  his  death  announced,  and  measures 
adopted  for  his  funeral,  3831 . 

Kounted  Troops,  a  bill  for  mountineand  equipping^s  part 
of  the  army,  taken  up,  3388;  gone  through,  and 
passed,  3397. 

National  Bank,  a  memorial  of  the  citizens  of  Massachusetts 
praying  for  such  an  establishment;  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1752. 

Naval  Depot,  an  item  in  the  appropriation  bill  for  the  sur- 
vey of  the  Narraganset  Bay  for  thispurpose,  3649; 
disagreed  to,  3650. 

Navy  Yard  at  Brooklyn,  an  appropriation  for  it  in  the  na- 
val appropriation  bill,  1837;  passed,  1839. 

Navy  Pension  Fund»  a  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of,  ta- 
ken up,  3335;  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3336; 
passed,  3800. 

0£Bcersof  the  House  elected,  1433. 

Offidal  corruption,  resolution  proposing  to  instruct  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee  to  inquire  into  certain  charges 
against  the  Collector  of  Wiscasset,  3353;  the  pre- 
vious question  was  carried;  it  was  then  moved  that 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dischai^d 
from  the  further  consideration  of  this  case,  and 
carried;  the  case  wasthen  referred  to  the  Trea- 
sury Department,  3104. 

Order,  points  of,  1534,  1537,  3037,  2148,  3149,  3343, 
2339,  2375,  3502,  2546,  2547,  2548,  2563, 2573, 
2580, 3581, 2592, 2589,  3868,  3015,  3028,  3058, 
3060, 3188,  3236, 3295, 3588, 3866,  3868,  3874, 
3877,  3879,3888  3898,  3899,  3900,-3910. 

Ordnance,  a  bill  for  increasing  the  Ordnance  Department, 
2337;  passed,  3353. 
for  the  establishment  of  a  board  for  the  government 
of,  S446. 

Patents  to  aliens,  a  bill  concerning  issuing  patents  to  aliens, 
read  twice,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1500, 
and  passed, 
a  resolution  authorising  additional  clerks,  ordered 

to  a  second  reading,  1588. 
a  bill  gfranting  letters  patent  to  certain  aliens;  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed,  1846. 

Pay  of  members,  some  remarks  upon,  3386,  3387,  3318. 

Pensions,  (See  Revolutionary  Pentiont.) 

a  resolution  to  transler  the  performance  of  certain 
duties  respecting,  from  the  Department  of  the 
Treasury  to  the  War  Department,  3659;  ordered 
to  a  third  reading,  and  passed,  3663. 

Penrioners,  Invalid,  a  bill  to  allow  them  to  enjoy  their 
pensions  in  addition  to  what  they  might  receive 
under  the  late  pension  bill,  in  compensation  of 
their  arrears  of  pay;  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 

3855. 

Personal  protection  of  members,  resolutions  introduced 
proposing  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee 
to  inquire  what  measures  are  necessary  for  this 
purpose,  3038. 
a  motion  made  to  postpone  the  orders  of  the  day 
to  take  up  said  resolutions,  and  rejected,  3119. 

Post  Office  Contracts,  a  resolution  calling  on  the  Postmas- 
ter General  for  a  copy  of  contracts  for  printing 
blanks,  3808;  agreed  to  3343. 

Postmasters,  the  post  othce  bill  under  consideration,  a 
proposition  was  made  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  shall  fill  all  appointments  of  post- 
masters where  the  emoluments  sliall  be  three  bun- 
dretl  dollars,  or  upwards,  1917;  rejected,  1918. 

Poftage  of  newspapers,  tec,  a  petition  praying  for  the 
remission  of  postage  on  newspapers,  &c.,  laid  on 
the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed,  1441 ;  laid 
on  the  Uble,  1482. 

President's  message  dissected,  1437. 


Quarantine  regulations,  a  bill  to  enforee  theao,  ordoed  to 

be  engrossed,  3445. 
Quarantine,  a  bill  to  oblige  vesMls  firom  forogn  ports  to 

perform  it,  3858. 

Rail-road  Iron,  resolution  proposing  a  drawback  on  all  irea 
imported  for  rail-roads,  3165;  agreed  to,  S166. 

Randolph,  John,  a  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  communicate  a  detauled  state- 
ment of  the  allowances  made  to  him  as  envoy  to 
Russia,  3505;  agreed  to,  3507. 

Register  of  Debates,  a  resolution  for  extending  the  sob- 
scription  to  the  succeeding  volumes  introduced^ 
3601;  discussed,  amended,  and  agreed  to,  3608. 

Release  of  sureties,  a  bill  for  relief  of  the  sureties  of  A. 
Edwards,  3376;  bill  passed,  3377. 

Revolutionary  Pensions,  a  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  to  pro- 
vide for  certain  persons  in  the  land  and  naval  ser- 
vice, 1918;  the  bill  reported  to  the  Hooae.  1943; 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  3679<  bill  paawd, 

from  tho  Senate,  taken  up,  3098;  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  3099; 
Right  of  way,  an  item  in  the  appropriation  bill  for  the 
purcliase  of  a  road  and  bridge  at  the  navy  yard 
at  Norfolk,  3650;  disagreed  to,  3651. 
Roadsand  Canals,  a  committee  on,  proposed,  1438;  tgteed 
to,  1441. 
resolution  proposing  so  much  of  the  report  on  the 
Ohio  and  Chesapeake  canal  as  relates  to  the  re- 
lative cost  of  canals  and  rail-roads,  agreed  to^ 

184L 
Rules  of  proceeding,  a  resolution  proposing  to  rescind  a 
part  of  the  seventeenth  rule,  which  limiu  the 
presentation  of  reports  and  rpsolutiotu  to  one 
hour,  1482. 
resolutions  offering  new  rules,  3913.  _ 
a  resolution  for  amending  the  rule  in  relation  to 
putting  the  previous  question,  laid  on  the  table, 
3833;  negatived,  3851. 
Rules,  resolutions  charging  Mr.  Adams  with  a  breach  of, 
3908;  resolutions  laid  on  the  table,  3913. 

Salt  Springy  {See  A-kamta.) 

Sandusky  Hoad,  {See  hUernai  Improvement*.') 

Second  Auditor,  (See  Auditor.) 

Seneca  Indians,  a  resolution  proposing  to  instmct  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs  to  inquire  into  the 
propriety  of  passing  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Se- 
cretary of  War  to  pay  to  said  Indians  the  defi- 
ciency due  to  them  in  1839;  agreed  to,  1449. 

Silk,  a  communication  on  the  subject  of  silk  manuiic- 
tures,  1440. 
a  bill  to  promote  the  culture  and  manu&cture  of 
silk,  taken  up,  3085;  rejected,  3096. 

Slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  petition. presented, 
praying  for  the  abolition  of,  1435;  report  oo 
the  petition,  in  which  the  committee  ask  to  be 
discharged  from  its  further  consideration,  1443. 

Soutl)  Carolina  Claims,  a  bill  for  satisfying  claims  for  ao- 
neys  advanced  during  the  late  war,  discuavd, 
and  consideration  postponed,  1457;  ordered  to 
a  third  reading,  1834,  and  passed. 

SpafFord's  Patent,  a  bill  for  reUef  of  Horatio  G.  Spafford. 

8199. 

Speaker  elected,  1426. 

his  address  to  the  House  on  his  election,  1430. 
resolution  proposed,  charging  an  indignity  to,S887; 
suspension  ofthe  rule  refii8ed,3887;resolutjon  of- 
fered, 3888;  consideration  resumed,  3895«  adopt- 
ed, 3908. 

Stanberry,  Mr.,  charged  with  indignity  to  the  Speaker, 
{See  ^peakif.) 

Steam  Batteries,  a  bill  for  constructing  two  steam  batte- 
ries, taken  up,  3694;  the  bill  ordereil  to  a  thiid 
reading,  3695;  rejected,  3800. 
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Steam  Cvmget,  a  retdation  reported,  propoiing  to  re- 
print the  report  of  the  Britidi  House  of  Com- 
mon* on  the  use  of  ttekm  c&rriages  on  common 
roads,  1765)  aereed  to,  1777. 

Surrey  of  the  Coast,  a  bill  authorizing  it  taken  up,  3186. 

Tariff,  a  memorial  from  the  Leg^ture  of  South  Caroli- 
na, stating  the  g^evances  which  that  State  suf- 
fers from  the  tariff,  and  asking  relief,  .1619{ 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures, 

1625, 

a  bill  to  reduce  and  equalize  the  duties  on  imports, 

reported  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 

1763;  Uken  op,  3120. 

a  bill  reported  by  Mr.  Adams  on  the  subject,  3090) 

for  his  report,  see  the  Appendix, 
the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  bill  committed, 
3887t  bill  passed,  3913. 
Temperance,  a  petition  in  favor  of,  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Manufiictures,  1^33. 
Territories,  sundry  bills  relating  to  the  several  Territories, 

taken  up,  and  passed,  3343. 
Treasury,  annual  report  of  the  Secretary  of,  1433. 

Secretary  of,  his  estimUe  of  appropriations  for  the 
service  of  1833,  1436. 
Troops,  mounted,  (iSse  Mounted  Troopt.) 
Turkish  Mission,  a  motion  to  amend  the  appropriation  for, 

3185. 

Vaceination  of  the  Indians,  a  bill  to  prevent  the  spreading 
of  the  small-pox  among  the  Indiana,  2384. 

Virginia  Land  Chums,  a  bill  for  the  adjustment  of,  taken 
up,  and  postponed,  1461. 
cluras,  a  bill  proposing  to  appropriate  600,000  dol- 
lar* to  reimburse  moneys  paid  by  that  State  to 
certain  regiments  of  the  ViiTpinia  line,  which  had, 
on  application  of  General  Washington,  been 
trannerred  to  the  Continental  service,  taken  up, 

3257. 

Washington's  centennial  birthday,  a  joint  resolution  was 
offered  proposing  to  celebrate  the  day;  agreed 
to,  and  a  committee  appointed,  1733;  commit 
tee's  report,  1782;  agree<l  to,  1809. 
copies  of  the  letters  from  the  relatives  x>f  the  Ge- 
neral in  relation  to  the  removal  of  his  remains, 

1818. 
resolutions  of  the  Virginia  Legislature  against  re- 
moving the  remains  of  Washington,  1857. 
portrait  of,  a  resolution  proposing  to  employ  John 
Vanderlyn  lo  paint  one,  1809;  agreed  to,  1827. 
statue  of,  a  resolution  to  employ  Horatio  Green 
ough  to  execute  a  marble,  full-length,  pedestri' 
an  one,  1809;  agreed  to,1830;  appropriation,  3175. 

Waahington  Bridge,  a  motion  made  to  discharge  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole,  to  whom^  bill  for  erecting 
this  bridge  was  referred,  from  the  further  con- 
sideration thereof,  in  order  to  recommit  it;  the 
subject  postponed,  2350. 

WbitBey,  B.  M.,  ex-director  of  the  United  States'  Bank, 
his  memorial  in  vindication  of  his  conduct,  3599. 

Wiacomin,  a  bill  for  establishing  the  Territory  of,  taken 
up,  3344. 

Wood's  patent  Plough,  a  hill  for  extending  the  period  of 
the  patent,  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  1995. 


Yeas  and  Nays  on  the  resolution  for  appointing  a  Com- 
mittee on  Road*  and  Canal*,  1441. 

laying  on  the  table  resolutions  proponng  to  bring 
in  a  bill  to  regulate  the  Supreme  Court,  1475. 

laying  on  the  table  Mr.  Mercer's  resolution  re- 
specting the  public  lands,  1476. 

laying  on  the  table  Mr.  Blair's  resolution  on  the 

same  subject. 
^on  referring  the  memorial  of  the  president  and  di- 
rectors of  the  Bank  of  the  United  State*  to  th* 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  1539. 

the  previous  question  on  Mr.  Bouldin's  resolution 
respecting  the  tariff,  1571. 

the  passage  of  the  resolution,  1625. 
.resolution  affirming  the  power  of  the  Supreme 
Court  over  t))e  criminal  law*  of  the  States,  1643. 

question  taken  on  the  apportionment  bill,  48,000, 
in  order  to  insert  some  other  number,  1699, 
1785,  1763,  1775,  1779,  1814,  1816,  1830. 

resolutions  for  observing  the  centenary  of  Wash- 
ington's birthday,  1809. 

resolution  in  relation  to  Chickasaw  treaty,  1846. 

resolution  for  amending  the  constitution  so  that 
judges  shall  hold  their  offices  for  a  limited  term, 

1856. 

Mr.  Roofs  amendment  to  Mr.  Clayton's  resolution 
respecting  the  Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  3087. 

the  amendment  being  reconsidered,  was  again  re- 
jected by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker,  3139. 

Mr.  Hogan's  amendment  to  the  bank  resolution, 

S163. 

reconsidering  a  resolution  in  relation  to  a  road  from 
Buffalo  to  New  Orleans,  3384. 

disagreement  to  the  Senate's  amendment  to  the  ap- 
propriation bill  in  relation  to  a  ministerto  Prance, 

3648. 

on  the  passage  of  the  revolutionary  pension  bill, 

371S. 

the  resolution  declaring  Samuel  Houston  guilW  of 
a  contempt  and  violation  of  the  privilege*  of  the 
House,  3014. 

a  resolution  charging  E.  S.  Davis  with  a  breach  of 
privilege  against  Mr.  Cooke,  3036. 

on  suspending  the  rule  in  order  to  take  up  resolu- 
tions for  taking  measures  for  the  personal  pro- 
tection of  members,  3038. 

on  the  rejection  of  the  bill  for  the  culture  of  silk,    > 

3096. 

on  the  passage  of  the  Alexandria  canal  bill,  3103. 

on  ordering  to  a  third  reading  the  bill  for  the  im- 
provement of  certain  harbors,  &c.  3256. 

resolution  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowance* 
made  to  Mr.  Randolph  as  envoy  to  Russia,  3506. 

on  amendments  to  the  tariff  bill  moved  by  Mr. 
Adams.  3779,  3783. 

on        do        to        do    by  Mr.  Davis,  3780. 

on        do        to        do    by  Mr.  Reed,  3780. 

on        do        to        do    by  Mr.  Thompson,  3798. 

on  engrossing  the  tariff  bill,  3808^  and  on  the  pas- 
sage of  the  bill,  3830. 

on  postponing  the  bill  to  renew  the  charter  of 
Bank  United  States,  3838. 

ordering    do    to  a  tliird  reading,  3853. 

twice  tucen  on  a  resolution  charging  an  indignity 
on  the  Speaker  by  Mr.  Stanberry,  3906,  3908. 
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Adkir,  Mr.,  on  tbe  bill  for  mounting  troops,  3396. 
Adams,  Mr.,  on  French  spoliations  prior  to  1800,  1434. 

exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1443. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1484,  1498,  1^23. 

Apportionment  bill,  1564,  1733,  1766,  1814,  S628, 
2624,  3057. 

Resolution  calling'  on  Secretary  Treasury  for  infor- 
mation on  subject  of  manufactures,  1585. 

Commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,   1665, 

1668. 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1796,  1807. 

compensation  for  surveying  public  lands,  1849. 

salary  of  minister  to  Colomoia,  1856. 

Georgia  and  tlie  United  States,  2010,  2033. 

Bank  of  the  United  Sutes,  S1S8,  3160,  2663, 3671, 
3843,  3847. 

his  desire  to  be  excused  Irom  serving  on  bank  com- 
mittee, 2175, 2182. 

Turkish  mission,  2194. 

Commisioner  of  the  Land  Office,  3199. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2566,  2569,  3573,  S574,  2578, 
3581,  2589,  3593,  3596, 3016. 

Minister  to  France,  3637,  2641. 

Gold  and  silver  coin,  2633. 

Internal  improvements,  3720,  3355. 

his  report  of  the  minority  of  the  Bank  Committee, 
3036,  (See  Appendix.) 

District  of  Columbia,  3077. 

the  tariff,  3090,  {Set  Appendix  for  hit  report,)  3187, 
3188,  3342,  3267,  3290, 3296,  3587;3656,  3658, 
3671,  3672,  3675,  3676, 3679,  3680, 3681, 3683, 
3686,  3690,  3703,  3705,  3706, 3707,  3714,  3715, 
3777.  3781,  3795, 3797, 3801, 3803,  3806,  3807, 
3893,  3894  3908. 

remarks  relative  to  the  mode  of  paying  members, 

3287,  3319. 

R.  M.  Whitney's  petition,  3599,  3600. 

Register  of  Debates,  3602. 

resolution  for  the  admission  of  ladies,  3678. 

adjournment,  3734. 

recommending  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayert  3888, 
3864,  3866,  3867,  3868,  3870,  3878,  3883. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3893,  3894,  3896,  3905. 

Breach  of  the  rules,  3909,  3910,  S911. 
Allan,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1575. 

official  corruption,  3333. 

Colonization,  2332. 

revolutionary  pensions,  2554,  2675. 

Internal  improvements,  8351,  3254. 

the  Uriff,  3296,  3686,  3805. 
Alexander,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2160. 

coins  and  currency  3334. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2579. 

Internal  improvements,  2720,8060. 

Whitney's  memorial  3600. 

tbe  tariff;  3683,  3782. 
Anderson,  Mr.,  on  National  Bank,  1753. 

Apportionment  bill,  1778. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  2001. 

official  corruption,  2255,  2351. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3508. 

adjournment,  3730. 

the  tariff;  8786. 
Angel,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  2104. 
Appleton,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  1506. 

effects  of  the  present  tariff*  on  certain  articles,  1600. 

insolvent  debtors'  bill,  3239. 


Appleton,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  8187,  3189,  3677,  9679, 
8706,  8730,  3781.  3738,  8794  »80e. 

Convention  with  France,  8342. 
Archer,  Mr.,  onexemptingcertainarticlwfronidnty,  1444. 

rescinding  a  part  of  the  17th  rale,  1483. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  1507,  8455,  8886. 

Colonizing  free  negroes  1588,  1663,  1664,  1676. 

Commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,    1664, 

1665,  1667.  1668. 

observing  the  centemiary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1807. 

salary  of  mimater  to  Colambia,  1853, 1855,  3167, 

2172,  217S. 

tbe  Turkish  mission,  2185,  3196,  2197. 

Internal  improTements,  2331,  2717,  2719,  37a(\ 

3799,  3800. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2561, 3563,3563,  3566.  3569, 
3574,  2575,  2579, 2976,  3015, 3016, 3019, 3020, 

9091. 

Minister  to  France,  3635,  3626,  2633. 

Tariff,  3187,  3715. 

Convention  with  France,  3340,  3841,  3S44t  SiS. 

recommending  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  SSn. 

indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3898,  3900,  3901,  3903, 

3903.  3907. 
Arnold,  Mr.,  on  abolishing  cert^n  postages,  1481. 

Apportionment  bill,  1697. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  2163. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2183. 

TurkisI)  mission,  2197. 

Colonization,  2335. 

Buffalo  and  New  Orleans  road,  3375. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2547,  3548,3593. 

another  breach  of  privilege  3037. 

Internal  improvements,  3061. 

on  the  culture  of  silk,  3085. 

fte  mode  of  paying  members^  3SS3. 

fast  day,  3881. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3903. 
Ashley,  Mr.,  oil'  the  apportionmentl>iU,  1778. 

Indian  agelits,  2312,  3314,  3339,  3358. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  3385. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2590,  3596,  3597. 

Internal  improvements,  3718,  3731,  3736,  aWM. 

Indian  appropriktions,  3Q^,  3238,  3339, 

mounted  troops,  3390,  3393,  3394. 

Indian  conunisnoners,  3856. 

Banks,  Mr.,  on  internal  improvements,  3063. 
Barbour,  Mr.,  on  South  Carolina  claims^  1498. 

'filling  the  offices  of  deputy  poatmastera,  19J8. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank 
tee,  2177. 

Minister  to  France,  2638. 

Alexandria  aqueduct  and  canal,  3753,  3101 . 

District  of  Columbia,  3080. 

the  tiuiff,  3091,  3705. 

Virginia  claims,  3257,  3530. 

Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  3844. 
Barnwell,  Mr.,  on  reprinting  British  report  on  atewn 

riages,  1776. 
Barringer,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1563. 

allowing  a  drawback  on  rail-nxul  iron,  3166. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  3184. 

the  ordnance  bill,  3339 

Indian  appropriations,  2326. 

Minister  to  France,  2626,  2630. 

Internal  improvements,  2800. 
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Barringer,  Mr,  on  Breach  of  privilege,  3030. 

hia  explamition  in  relation  to  a  publication  in  the 
Globe  newspaper,  in  which  he  felt  interetted, 

3104. 

Convention  with  France,  334S,  3347. 

the  tariff;  3683,  3686,  3689,  378S,  3806. 

Naval  affairs,  3696. 
Baratow,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1724,  1778. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3091. 

Virginia  claims,  3257. 
Bates,  Mr.  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1566,  1567,  3057. 

on  directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  1824. 

Mr.  Adaitis's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2179. 

the  ordnance  bill,  2239,  2342. 

official  corruption,  3355. 

Indian  agents,  2313. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3555. 

Breach  of  privilege.  2577,  3580,  2585,  3590, 3593. 

Indian  annuities,  3075. 

District  of  Columbia,  3078,  3080. 

Indian  appropriation  bills,  3081. 

Revolutionary'pensions,  3099. 

Internal  improvements,  3248,  3353. 

Convention  with  France,  3343. 

the  tariff,  3530,  3587,  3654,  5657,  3675,  3707, 
3731, 3777,  3797, 3799,  3808. 

recommendmg  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  3833, 

3860. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  S850. 

on  indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3888,  3907. 
Bea^tlsley,  Mr.,  on  the  Apportimment  bill,  1655. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  3016. 

Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  2058,  3157,  3163. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  3184. 

official  corruption,  3359. 

release  of  sureties,  3277. 

Breach  of  privilege.  3535,  2576,  2580.  2907. 
Bell,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1543, 1544. 

bill  for  the  relief  of Rogers,  1563. 

Apportionment  bill,  1635, 

Chickasaw  treaty,  1683,  1844. 

salary  of  minister  to  Colombia,  1854,  1855. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2011. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3076,  3843, 3848. 

Indian  agents,  2312,  3313,  2314,  3326, 3329. 

Internal  improvements,  2330,  3443,  3445,  2716, 

.3718, 3730,  3804. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  3384, 3385. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3459,  3503,  2504,  3679. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3546,  3576. 

Indian  annuities,  3076. 
Appropriation  bills,  3083, 3083,  3084,  3097. 

Tariff,  3348. 

Indian  commissioners,  3856. 

Fast  day,  3860,  3863,  3866,  3883. 
Blair,  Mr.,  (S.  Carolina,)  on  South  Carolina  claims,  1463. 

cUumofMrs.  Decatur,  1873. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3093. 

Public  lands,  3^01. 

Colonization,  2339,  3347,  3349. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3575. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3679. 

Stunberry's  charge  against  J.  H.  Eaton,  3033. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  3035. 

adjournment,  3730,  3731. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3893. 
,      on  the  tariff,  3892. 
Blair,  Mr.,  (Venn.)  on  disposing  of  the  public  lands,  1453. 

on  revolutionary  pensions,  1918. 

Buffalo  and  New  Orleans  rosd.  3383. 

Internal  improvements,  3307,  3065, 
Boon,  Mr.,  on  the  ordnance  bill,  3353. 

Public  lands.  3373. 

Colonization,  3339, 

Breach  of  privilege,  3583, 3583. 


Boon,  Mr.,  on  Stanberry's  charge  against  J.  H.  Eaton, 

"  3023. 

Columbia  College,  3310. 

adjournment,  3730. 

Fast  day,  3878. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3890, 3905. 
Bouldin,  Mr.,  on  the  effect  of  the  present  tariff  on  certain 
articles,  1538,  1539,  1556, 1616. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2372. 

Tariff.  3310,  3673,  3677,  3703,  3715,  3730,  3738. 

announces  the  death  of  his  cdlesg^e,  Charles  0. 
Johnston,  3677. 

Indigfiity  to  the  Speaker,  3904. 
Branch.  Mr.,  on  a  memorial  of  the  Creek  Indians,  1558. 

the  tariff,  1631, 1624, 3664. 

Liveoakagents,  1858, 1859, 1860,1865, 1866,-1867, 
1868, 3337.      ' 

Bank  of  the  United  Stateis  1911. 

salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 

Naval  affairs,  3694,  3696. 

Documentary  History,  3719. 

adjournment,  3734. 

Fast  day,  3870. 
Briggfs,  Mr,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1589,  1723. 

official  corruption,  2358. 

release  of  sureties,  3377. 

Colonization,  3343. 

the  fast  day,  3863,  3864. 
Bullard,  Mr.,  on  salary  ofaministerto  Colombia,  3170. 

Indian  appropriations,  3336. 

Internal  improvements,  3435. 

-the  tariff,  3588. 
Burges,  Mr,,  on  internal  improvements,  1447,  1448. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1465,  1491,  1833. 

Apportionment  bill,  1546. 

the  tariff,  1622, 3188,  3526,  3599. 
"    observingcentenary  ofWashington'sbirthday,1800, 

Brooklyn  navy  yard,  1838. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  3031 . 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  3089. 

Colonization,  3335,  3337,  3343,  3348. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2370,  2502. 

Vaccination  of  the  Indians,  2385. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2529, 3566. 3573,  3576,  2586, 
3589,3593,3941,3019. 

Survey  of  Narraganset  bay,  3649. 

Alexandria  aque'duct  and  canal,  3754. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  3026,  3032. 

the  culture  of  silk,  3093. 

the  tariff,  3608, 3675, 3679, 368 1 ,  3683, 3722, 3779. 

recommending  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  3883. 

Indian  commissioners,  3855. 

the  fast  day,  3865,  3866. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3889,  3898,  3900,  3907. 

a  breach  of  the  rules,  3911. 
Burd,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1584. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3555. 

Alexandria  aqueduct  and  canal,  3753. 

Breach  of  pri\  ilege,  3018. 

the  culture  of  silk,  3086. 

Convention  with  France,  3341. 

adjournment  3733. 

Bank  of  the  United  States.  3848. 

Cambreleng,  Mr.,  on  exempting  certain  articles  from  duty, 

1443. 
Internal  improvements,  1448. 
the  expediency  of  a  delegate  for  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, 1449. 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  1504, 1512,  1906, 1957, 
3104,  3161,  2663,  2940,  2941. 
the  effects  of  the  tariff  on  certain  articles  1546, 

1553,  1570, 1610. 
Compromise  with  the  Hank  of  Erie,  1588. 
on  a  commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,  1664. 

1669 
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C  ambreleng,  Mr ,  on  reprinting  British  report  oii  steam 
carriages,  1776. 

observing  the    centenary  of  Washinirton's  birth- 
day, 1804,  1808. 

directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  1824,  1825. 

Brooklyn  navy  yard,  1828. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1840. 

printing  a  report  on  rail-roads  and  canals,  1841. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2029. 

allowing  a  drawbacic  on  rail-road  iron,  2166. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit 
tee,  3177. 

Turkish  mission,  2192. 

Insolvent  debtors  2205. 

Coins  and  currency,  2232. 

Apportionment  bill,  2623. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3017. 

the  culture  of  silk,  3095. 

mode  of  paying  members  3323. 

the  tariff,  3654, 3656, 3657, 3675,3679, 3705, 3729, 
3736,  3794,  38f3,  3806,  3807,3895. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker.  3895. 
Carton,  Mr.,  on  the  expediency  of  a  bill  to  provide  a  dele- 
gate for  the  District  of  Columbi.i.  1449. 

disposing  of  the  public  lands,  1452. 

Abolishing  certain  postages,  1480,  1481,  1482. 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  1509, 1525,  3455. 

Apportionment  bill,  1566,  1594,  1717. 

Resolution  respecting  manufactures,  1587. 

Effects  ofthe  present  tariff  on  certain  articles,  1609. 

the  tariff,  1623,  3598,  3654,  3798.3799, 3800,  3807. 

observing,  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1803. 

SUtue  of  Washington,  1829. 
,    claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1831,  1858. 

salary  of  a  minister  to  Colombia,  2174. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2297. 

Internal  improvemenU,  2438, 2440,  3248,  3^49. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2563,  2$65,  2580, 2586, 3017. 

Stanberry's  charge  against  J.  H.  Eaton,  3023. 

District  of  Columbia,  3077. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3099. 

mounted  troops,  3388. 

Resolution  calling  for  a  s'atement  of  allowances 
made  to  Mr.  Randolph  as  envoy  to  Russia,  3506. 

Documentary  Histoiy,  3719. 

recommending  n  day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  3834. 
Carr,  Mr. ,  on  the  bill  for  mounting  troops.  3392. 
Cboate,  Mr.,  on  revolutionary  pensions,  2446. 

the  tariff,  3511. 
Clay,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1546, 1563,  3633. 

bill  for  relief  of Rogers,  1561. 

Chickasaw  treaty,  1726. 

observing   the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
daj;,  1808. 

allowing  extra  compensation  in  the  General  Land 
Office,  1848. 

Compensation  for  sur\-eyingpublic  lands,  1850,1851. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2029. 

District  of  Columbia,  2476. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2551,  2553,  2562,  2563,  2564, 
2574,  2576.  2577,  3015,  3016. 

Bank  of  the  United  States.  2672. 

D.  Green's  proposed  edition  ofthe  laws,  3100. 

establishing  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3247. 

Lewis's  Chickasaw  Reservation,  3290. 

.Convention  with  France,  3347. 

Mounting  troops,  3397. 

the  tariff;  3456,.  3675,  3679.  3686,  3706. 

granting  pre-emption  rights  to  public  lands,  3511, 

3537. 

Fast  day,  3871, 8882,  3886.  3888. 

Indignity  to  the  SpeaJci  r,  C3J8. 
Clayton,  Mr.,  on  a  call  for  the  Chickasaw  treaty,  1748. 

the  apportionment  bill,  1779. 

observing   the  centenary  of  Waihirgton's  birth- 
day, 1797. 


Clayton,  Mr.,  on  Bank  of  the  United  States.  1846. 1V4, 
1964, 2161,  2651,  3656,  3836, 3837,  3841,  SUB. 

Georgia  and  the  United  Sutes,  2013,  3033. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3018. 

Internal  improvements,  3059. 

D.  Green's  proposed  edition  of  the  laws,  3101. 

the  Alexandria  canal  bill,  3101. 

Remarks  on  the  manner  in  which  metnben  re- 
ceive their  pay,  3287. 

the  tariff,  3530,  3587,  3714,  3737. 
Claiborne,  Mr ,  on  the  claim  of  Amy  Dardin,  1669. 
Coke,  Mr.,  on  colonizing  the  free  nefproes,  1638. 

observing  the  centenary   of  Washington'*  biitli- 
day,  1785. 

the  onlnance  bill,  3327. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3018. 

the  culture  of  silk,  3092. 
Collier,  Mr.,  on  observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's 
birth-day,  1806. 

directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  1826. 

Bankoftlie  United  States,  3119. 
Condict,  Mr.,  on  exempting  certun  articles  from  duly, 

144S. 

Bank  ofthe  United  States,  1539. 

Resolution  respecting  manu&ctures,  1587. 

Memorial  from  the  New  Jersey  CohmizatioD  8o- 
ciehr,  1673. 

Breach  of  privilege.  2582. 

Apportionment  bdl,  3623. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2679. 

Resolutions  for  the  personal  protection  of  memben, 

3037- 

the  tariff,  3679. 

Fast  day,  3881. 
Conner,  Mr.,  on  release  of  sureties,  2'276,  2377- 

Breach  of  privilege,  2567. 2569,  2570. 

Remarks  on  mode  of  paying  members,  3388. 

Lewis's  Chickasaw  Reservation,  3290. 

Documentary  History,  3719, 

Adjournment.  3730. 

the  tariff.  3805. 
Cooke,  >Ir.,  on  claims  for  captured  property*  1501,  1530, 

1531. 

the  Sandusky  road,  1617,  1618. 

Claim  of  Mi-s.  Decatur,  2004. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2565,  3583,  3849. 

another  breach  do.,  3033,  30:j5. 
Coulter,  Mr.,  on  the  Bank  of  tb«  United  States,  1505, 

38501 

Internal  improvements,  3333.3800. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3519.  3571, 3573, 2577,3593, 

3591 

the  Fast  day.  3861,  3869. 

Indignity  to  the  Sphcaker,  39($7. 
Craig,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1534.  1545,  I5£3i 

1563, 1655,  3631, 

Colonizing  fi-ee  persons  of  color,  1674. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  3398,  2366,  3503,  2555, 

3679f 

Breach  of  privilege,  2555,  2573,  3580,  30ia 

Internal  improvements,  3806. 

anoUier  breach  of  privilege,  3035. 

D.  Green's  proposed  edition  of  die  lawa,  3101. 

the  tariff,  3295,  3599,  3600. 

Register  of  Debates,  3606,  3608. 

repommending  a  day  of  fasting  and  prayer,  3834 

Bank  ofthe  United  States,  3848. 
Crane,  Mr.,  on  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1833. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2930. 

another  breach  of  do.  3024, 3035,  3026. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3903. 
Crawford,  Mr.  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1545,  1651. 

Release  of  sureties,  3376. 

Internal  improvements,  2329,  2330,  3799,  3060. 

3061. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3552,  3564,  3594. 

f  ambrrUnd  road,  3733. 
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Crawford.  Mr^  on  contracts  ofPoitmaster  General,  3809. 
Tariff,  3in,  3671,  3797. 
Documentaiy  History,  3719. 
Fast  day,  38tiO. 

Daniel,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  154'!. 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes.  2100. 
Salary  of  Comroiasioner  of  General  Land  Office, 

2183. 
Official  corruption,  3256. 
Beleaae  of  sureties,  3277. 
Rerolutionar}'  pensions,  2502,  2556. 
•   Breach  of  privileee,  2548,  2558,  2563. 

Cumberland  roa^  2748. 
'    Register  of  Debates,  3606,  3608. 
Documentary  Histoiy,  3719. 
the  tariff,  3789. 
a  breach  of  the  rules,  3912. 
Davis,  Mr.,  (Mass.)  on  SouUi  Carolina  claims,  1497. 

on  the  effects  of.  the  present  tarifT  on  certain  arti- 
cles, 1546,  1548,  1549,  1570,  1595,  1606. 
Claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1995. 
Georgia  and  the  United  Sutes,  2024. 
Insolvent  debtors'  bill,  2239. 
Officiid  corruption,  2252. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  3366,  2677,  2679. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2531,  2540,  3545,  2551,  2553, 
2558,  2559,  2567,  2595. 
Apportionment  bill,  2620,  3631,  3052. 
Internal  improvements,  3061. 
Indian  annuities,  3075. 
Alexandria  canal  bill,  3103. 

Tariff,  3188,  3298,  3655,  "3656,  3659,  3689,  3705, 
3714. 3729,  3736, 3779,  3804. 
Itemarks  on  mode  of  paying  members,  3289. 
Davi.s  Mr.,  (S.  Carolina,)  on  Bank  of  the  United  States, 

1508,  1527,  3843,  3847. 
the  salary  of  minister  to  Colombia,  3167,  3169. 
Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
.      tee,  2179. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  2374,  2386,  2428. 
Convention  with  France,  3340. 
Dayan,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  3774. 

Dearborn,  Mr.,  on  exempting  certain  articles  from  duty, 

1443   1446. 
Bank  of  the  United  SUtes,  1512.  '      * 

the  effects  of  the  present  tariff  on  certain  articles, 

1547. 
the  apportionment  bill,  1565. 
reprinting  British  report  on  steam  carriages,  1777. 
observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1786. 
directing  a  portrait  of  Washington,  1824,  1835. 
SUtue  of  Washington,  1839. 
'  Mr.  Adams's  declming  to- serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2180. 
Turkish  mission,  2189. 
Ordnance  bill,  3339. 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  3458. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2565. 
District  of  Columbia,  3077. 
on  the  culture  of  silk,  3086,  3090. 
Indian  Relations,  3239. 

the  Tariff,  3295, 3675,  3684, 3704, 3705, 3706. 
Register  of  Debates,  3608. 
Documentary  History,  3719; 
Qoarantine,  3857. 
the  Fast  day,  3860. 
Denny,  Mr.,  on  the  effect  of  the  present  tariff  on  certun 
articles,  1541. 
the  Tariff,  1631,  1634,  3679,  3681,  3683,  3683. 
Bank  of  the  United  Stetes,  1949. 
.    Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 2179. 
Bridge  over  the  Ohio  at  Wheeling,  2206. 
Rerolutionary  Pensions,  2555. 

Vol.  vm.— I. 


Denny,Mr.,  on  InUmal  iivprorementi,  ZH6, 3723»  2804, 

Dewart,  Mr.,  on  the  Alexandria  canal  bill,  3101. 
Dickson,  Mr.,  on  Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2021. 

Indian  appropriations,  2326. 

Colonization,  2340. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2567,  2570,  2581,  3002. 
Doddridge,  Mr.,  on  the  expediency  of  a  delegate  lor  the 
District  of  Columbia.  1449. 

erecting  a  bridge  over  the  Ohio  at  Wheeling, 

"  1450, 2206. 

observing  tlitf  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1790. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1823. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2029. 

Mrs.  Decatur's  cbtim,  3182. 

Insolvent  debtors'  bill,  2328. 

District  of  Columbia,  3476, 3477,  3475,  3479, 3077, 

3078,  3088. 

Breach  of  piivilege^  3518,  3543,  3.i43,  35£5.  2590. 
2593,  2594,  2868,  2871. 

Revolutionary  Pensions,  3554. 

Minister  to  France,  3647. 

Internal  improvements,  2718, 3061,  325  ^ 

Cumberland  Road,  2742. 

Alexandria  aqueduct  and  canal,  3748,  3754|,  3101. 
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Mercer,Mr.,  on  salary  of  Second  Auditor,  2184. 

Colonization,  2332,233.<i,  3338,  234o. 

Washington  bridge,  2331. 

Buffalo  and  New  Orleans  Rou},  3383. 

Intju^al  improvements,  3436,   3444,  2733,  2726, 
2799,  2805,  3807,  3058,  3060. 

District  of  Columbia,  2479,  3079,  3081. 

lireach  of  privilege,  2580,  3582,  3592,  2593,  3015. 

on  the  general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 

Cumberland  Road,  274& 

Alexandria  Aqueduct  and  Canal,  2751,  2753. 

mode  of  paying  Members,  3288. 

Adjournment,  3731. 

In^gnity  to  the  Speaker,  3890. 
Mitchell,  Mr-,  on  appointing  a  Committee  on  Roaxls  aoJ 
Canals,  1438,  1440. 

Public  Land)-,  1468. 

Bank  United  ^tat(s,  1510,  1943,  1957. 

the  effects  of  the  present  Tariff  on  certain  articles, 

1595,  1599. 

the  Tariff,  1622,  3326. 

Chickasaw  Treaty,  1686. 

■  printing  a  report  in  relation  to  Steam  Camafti, 

1765,  1776,  1777. 

salary  of  a  Ministt^r  to  Columbia,  2172. 

Insolvent  Deb'ors,  2206. 

Official  corruption,  2351. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2540, 3546,  2547,  2549,  2563, 

2570,  2593,  2930. 
Muhlenburg,  Mr.,  on  the  claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1833. 

Bank  United  States,  3846. 

Nuckolls,  Mr.,  on  South  Carc^na  claims,  1464,  1465. 

the  effects  of  the  present  Tariff  on  certain  artidos, 

1625. 
the  T.iriff,  3672.       , 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3902. 

PattoD,  Mr.  on  tlie  apportionntent  bill,  1635. 

Bank  United  States,  1888. 

Colonization,  2341,  3347. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2537,  2555,  2337,  S561,257J, 

3696,  38C& 

tlie  pay  of  Members,  3321. 
Pearce,  Mr.,  on  Internal  Improvements,1446. 

Brooklyn  Navy  Yard,  1827,  1828. 

chim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1834,  1858. 

Ordnance  bill,  2247. 

official  corruption,  2397. 

District  of  Columbia,  2476. 

survey  of  Narragansett  bay,  3649^ 

Convention  with  France,  3340,  3342. 

mounted  troops,  3393. 

the  Tariff,  3789. 
Pendletoif,  Mr.,on  a  call  for  the  Chickasaw  treatv,  ine. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  1918,  3508,  3503,'3354. 

Georgia  and  the  United  StatM,  a014<. 

a  petition  from  the  State  of  New  York,  in  rdatioo 
to  the  imprisoned  Indian  Missionaries.  3105. 

the  Tariff,  3679. 
Plummer,  Mr.  on  Public  Lands,  3260,2871. 
i  Breach  of  privilege,  2669,  2585. 

I  Official  corruption,  2672,  2679,  3680. 

general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 
I  Fast  day,  3859.  3883. 

Polk,  Mr.  on  French  ^Spoliation*,  prior  to  1800, 14^3. 

apportionment  bill,  1581,  1645,1568,  1666,  I»i 
1648,  1725,  1813,  1815,  2620.  8621,  a«B, 
2623,  2781,  3063. 

Chickasaw  Treaty,  1706. 

compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  I8S3. 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1873. 

Bank  United  SUtes,  1898,  3161,  2163. 

Official  corruption,  2258. 

Revolutionary  nensioBs,  2300. 
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Folk,Mr.,  on  Colonintion,  388S,  3886. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3518,3533.  9638,  3676,3596, 

3832. 
Stanberrv's  char^  agwnst  J.  H.  Eaton,  8028. 
another  breach  of  privilege,  3036,  SOSl,  3038. 
Internal  Improremento,  S%3,  3064,  3360,  8356. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3090,  8093. 
establishing  the  territory  of  Wisconan,  3246. 
Convention  with  France,  3841. 
Begister  of  Debates,  3603. 
the  Tariff,  3668,  3706. 
'      the  Cholera,  3697. 

the  Fast  day,  3864,  3866,  3878,  8874,  a8T5. 
In<Iignity  to  the  Speaker,  3898,  3900,  3901. 

Reed,  Mr.,  on  the  Apportionment  bill,  1656. 

Commercial  arrangement  witli  Colombia,  1669. 

Contracts  for  Cannon  and  Shot,  1817. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2018. 

Interna]  improvements,  2441,  3059. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2584,  2594. 

another  Breach  of  privilege,  3026. 

Convention  with  France,  3342. 

Tariff,3658,3672,3686,3690,3691,3717,3718,3789, 

3795,3798. 

Fast  day,  3860. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3904. 

a  Breach  of  the  Rules,  3911. 
Bencher,  Mr.,  on  the  clainvof  Mrs.  Decatur,  1869. 

Documentary  History,  3719. 

Bank  United  States,  3850. 
Root,  Mr.,  on  Poblic  Lands,  1455, 1458,  1465,  2259. 

Bank  United  States,  1511,  1888,  2036,  3069,3455, 

3839,3840. 

Apportionment  bill,  1563. 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birthday, 

1804. 

CompenAtion  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 

Amendments  to  the  Constitution,  1963,2150, 3164, 

3102,  3103. 

Petition  in  favor  of  Temperance,  2232. 

Coins  and  Currency,  2235. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  2297. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2594. 

Indian  appropriation  bills,  3083,  3084. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3088,  3095. 

Post  OfiBce  inquiry,  3243. 

establishing  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  3246,  3247. 

Tariff,  3474,  3657,  3681,  3707,  3799. 

Virgfinia  claims,  3530. 

Mounted  Troops,  3568. 

Sevier,  lb-.,  on  Indian  appropriations,  3336,3327. 

Internal  Improvements,  3486,  8718,  3733,  3724, 

3804. 

Mounted  troops,  3395. 
Semmes,  Mr.  on  Colonization,  3337. 

Washington  bridge,  3351. 

the  Tariff,  3706,  3706,  3720. 
Shepperd,  Mr.  A.  H.,on  Breach  of  privilege,  3673. 

District  of  CoUunbia,  8079. 

Virginia  claims,  3360. 
Slade,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1686. 

Breach  of  privilege,  3667. 

Official  corruption,  2712,  2754 

retolulion  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowances  to 
Mr.  Randolph,  as  Envoy  to  Russia,  8505. 

tlie  Tariff,  3714. 
Speaker,  Mr.,  his  address  to  Houston,  in  relation  to  his 
attack  on  Mr.  Stanberry,  3649. 

puts  interrogatories  to  Houston,  2566. 
Speight,  Mr.  on  roads  and  canals,  1438. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1487. 

Colonizing  free  Negroes,  1637. 

the  effect  of  the  present  tariff,  oh  certain  articles, 

1540. 


Speight,  Mr.,  on  Apportionment  bill,! •73,  8633,  8638. 

the  Tariff,  1681,  8774,  3808. 

report  on  the  use  of  Steam  Carriage^  1765. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  Bank  Commit- 
tee, 3180. 

Commissioners  of  the  Land  Office,  3190. 

Official    omiption,  2815. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2618,  2570,  8583,  3590. 

Internal  Improvements,  3719,  2800,  3068.     ' 

contracts  of  Postmaster  Genera],  3808. 

D.  Green's  proposed  edition  of  the  Laws,  3100. 

Columbia  College,  3310. 

Bank  United  States,  3464. 

resolution  calling  for  a  statement  of  allowances  to 
Mr:  Randolph,  as  Envoy  to  Russia,  3606. 

Re^ster  of  Debates,  8608,  3606,  3607. 

adjournment,  8782. 

Fast  day,  3867. 
Stanberry, Mr., on  salary  for  a  Minister  to  Columbla,3174. 
.      salarj'  of  Second  Auditor,  2183,  3186. 

official  corruption,  2321. 

his  evidence  against  Houston,  2571. 

Breach  of  privdege,  2569,  3674,  3578,  3682,3589, 
3690,  3691,  2692,  2593,  2596,  2596,  2597. 

Ills  charge  against  John  H.  Eaton,  3032. 

another  breach  of  privilege,  3030,  3031,  3033, 
3035. 

Fast  day,  3864,  3876,  3877. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3896  to  3S05. 
Stewart,  Mr.,  on  the  effect  of  the  present  Tariff  on  cer- 
tun  articles,  1539,  1646,  1658,  1668,  1570. 

apportionment  bill,  1563. 

'  Geor^a  and  the  United  States,  3038. 

Mr.  Adams's  declining  to  serve  on  the  Bank  Com- 
mittee, 2181. 

Internal'  Improvements,  3380,  3717,  3800,  3060, 

3068,  8065,  3356. 

Comberiand  Road,  3737. 

culture  of  Silk,  3095. 

Tariff,  8368,  8894;  3396,  8687,  3664,  3657,  3672, 
8674,  8676,  8676,  3681,  3682,  8683,8884,8704, 
3706,  3706,  3800. 
Storrs,  Mr.,  on  official  corruption,  8468. 
Sutherland,  Mr.,  on  Interna]  Improvements,  1446,  3487, 
2440,  2718,  3719,  2799,  3063. 

Bank  United  States,  1622,  1634,  3454,  3466. 

Apportionment  bill,  1717,  1778. 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1798. 

claim  of  Mr».  Decatur,  1835.   * 

breach  of  privilege,  2580,  2581,  2980,  8016,8017. 

general  appropriation  bill,  2713. 

tiia  Tariff,  3667,  3668,  8668,  3676,  3704,  3807, 

3894. 

Register  of  Debates,  3603. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3891. 

Taylor,  Mr.,  on  Public  Laiuls,  1468. 
issuing!;  patents  to  aliens,  1500. 
resolution  authorizing  additional  clerks  in  Post 

Office,  1588. 
Apportienmcnt  bill,  1656,  1722. 
directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1827. 
bill  granting  Patents  to  certain  aliens,   1846, 
.  Wood's  Patent  Plough,  1998. 
Spafford's  Patent,  2200. 
Public  Lands,  2200 
Insolvent  Debtors,  3259.  '  , 
Revolutionary  pensions,  3398,  2503,  2503,  3099.. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2580. 
Internal  Improvement,  3249. 
Bank  United  States,  3454,  3836. 
resAution  for  the  admission  of  ladies,  3678, 
the  Tariff,  3804,  3894. 
Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3897. 
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Thomas,  Hr.,  on  the  apportionment  bilf,  1584. 

proposition  for  observing  Washington's  centennial 
birthday,  1732,  1788. 
■      •        Public  Lands,  2260. 

Uevolutionarv  pensions,  2296,  2300. 

Bank  United  States,  2667,  3860, 

District  of  Columbia,  3078,  3079,  3080. 

the  Tariff,  3663. 
Thompson,  Mr.,  on  colonizing  <Vee  Negroes,  1662.' 

on    observing    the  centenary    of   Washington's 
birthday,  1788.  1790. 

Geor^  and  the  United  States,  2016. 

Ordnance  Corps,  2241,  2242. 

Indian  appropriations,  2326. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2551,  2566,  2580,2585,  3017. 

apportionment  bill,  2623. 

Internal  Imprcvemcnts,  2807. 

another  breacli  of  privilege,  5036. 

Bank  United  States,  3463,  3484,  3581. 

Register  of  Debates,  3604. 

Documentary  History,  3719. 

adjournment,  37J3. 

the  Tariff,  3798. 
Tracy,  Mi-.,  on  satisfying  the  Seneca  Indians,  1449. 

Apportionment  bill,  1680, 

claim  of  Mrs.  Decatur,  1833,  1996. 

Revolution^  pensions,  2287. 

Vance,  Mr.,  on  filling  the  offices  of  Deputy  Postmasters, 

1917,  1918. 
the  Ordnance  bill,  2237. 
Revolutionary  pensions,  2207. 
Indian  Agents,  2314^  2326. 
Breach  of  privilege,  ^612, 2616,2618,  2648,  2679, 

2680,  2582. 
Cumberbnd  Road,  2748. 
Internal  Improvements,  2804,  2806,  2806. 
Indian  annuities,  3076,  3077. 
Appropriation  bill,  3083,3096,  3097,  3240. 
Convention  with  France,  3347,  3348. 
Mounted  troops,  3397. 
Indian  Commissioners,  3856,  3856. 
Fast  day,  386,3. 
Verplanck,  Mr.,  on  the  Tariff,  1764,  3805. 
contracts  for  cannon  andshot,  1817, 
directing  a  Portrait  6f  Washington,  1827. 
Brooklyn  Navy  Yard  bill,  1828. 
salaw  of  Second  Auditor,  2185. 
bill  for  relief  of  Bishop  Flaget,  2203. 
Indian  apprnpriations,  2325,  2368, 
Internal  ImprovemcnU,  3o89,  8436,  2439,  2440, 
8713,  2717,  2719,  3062. 
Gold  and  Silver  coin,  2632. 
Indian  annuities,  3075,  3076. 
Appropriation  bills,  3083,3086,3097,  3239. 
the  Fast  day,  3884. 
Vinton,  Mr.,  on  (Usposing  of  the  Public  Lands,  1462, 

1476,  2234. 
Compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1849, 

1850,  1863. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2573,2381,  2586. 
Internal  Improvcjr.ents,  3063,  3063,  3249. 
Indian  annuities,  3075,  3076. 
Indian  appropriations,  SOSo. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3093. 
hills  relating  to  the  Territories,  3243,  3244 
granting  pre-emption  to  Pul>l;c  Lands,  3508,  3509, 

3510. 
Indian  Commissioiicr-s  3856. 
Indignity  to  llie.Spe.ikcr,  3901,5902. 

War(',  Mr.,  on  claims  of  Soutli  Corolina,  1457. 
enlisting  minors  iii'.o  the  Army,14G9.  • 
directing  a  Porlmit  of  \V:.shington,  1824. 
Bcvolutionarjc  pensions,  1938. 


Ward.Mr.,  on  the  Survey  of  the  Gout,  S186. 

on  the  Tariff,  3662. 
Wawlwell,  Mr.,  on  Georgia  and  the  United  Slates,  3034. 

Bank  United  States,  3839,  3840,  3841,  384.;. 

on  the  Fast  day,  3879. 
Washington,  Mr.,  on  District  of  Columbia,  3078,  3079, 

308a 
Watmough,  Mr.,  on  the  apportionment  bill,  1757. 

<!ireoting  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1824,  1825. 

Bank  United  States,  1954^  1963. 

Internal  Improvements,  3063. 

the  culture  of  Silk,  3087,  3088,  3096. 

Mounted  troops,  3390.    . 

U.  M.  Whitney's  memorial,  3600. 

the  Tariff,  3679,  3704, 3706, 3806,  3807. 

Naval  affairs,  3696. 

Adjournment,  3730. 
Wayne,  Mr,  on  Bank  United  Slates,  1428,  1432.  2666. 

exempting  certain  articles  from  duty,  1444. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1465. 

Bank  United  States,  1502,  1520,  1524. 1525,1876, 
2076,  2087,  2129,3455,  3507,  3835, 38J6,  3839, 
3841,3846,3847,3848. 

Apportionment  bill,  1567,1595,  1630,  262.'?. 

observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birth- 
day, 1805. 

SUtucof  Washington,  1830. 

Georgia  and  the  United  States,  2012. 

Mr..\(lam9's  declining  to  ser>'e  on  Bank  Comnuttee, 

2183. 

Breach  of  privilege,  2534,  2556,2560,  2562,  3563, 
2574,  2579,  2589,  2592,  2593,  2594,  3016. 

Minister  to  France,  2627,  2640. 

Internal  Improvements,  3059. 

proposition  for  compensating' witnessci,  3235. 

die  Tariff,  3683,  3718,  3723, 3774. 

Adjournment,  3731. 

Indignity  to  tlie  Speaker,  3889, 3898,  3905,  3907. 
Wliite.Mr  ,(New  York,)  o:i  the  mode  of  paying  MemberN 

3320. 

Tariff,  3676,  3681,  3683,  3690,  3783,  3796,3804, 

38i7. 
White,  Mr.,  (Florida,)  on  the  Georgia  and  Florida  boun. 
dary  hne,  1461. 

surveys  of  Public  Lands,  1852. 

Live  Oak  Agents,  1859,  1862,  1865,  1866,  1867, 

1868. 

Internal  Improvements,  2804. 

bills  relating  to  the  Territories,  3243,  3244. 

granting  pre-emption  rights  to  Public  r.-uids,  3528. 

Tariff,  3690. 
Whittlesey,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  representatives 
of  General  Hull,  1451. 

South  Carolina  claims,  1463, 1*21, 1822, 1823. 

clairosforcaptnredproperty,  1501,  1536. 

compromise  with  the  Bank  of  Erie,  1588. 

directing  a  Portrait  of  Washington,  1827. 

Statue  of  Washington,  1829. 

Turkish  Mission,  2193,  2196. 

Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  2231. 

official  corruption,  2282. 

Internal  Improvements,  2441,  2444,  2717,  2720. 

Breach  cf  privilege,  2568,  2586. 

Bank  United  States,  2667, 3453. 

contracts  of  postmaster  General,  3809,  3236, 3343. 

another  Breach  of  privilege,  3036. 

Indian  relations,  3241. 

the  moilc  of  paying  Members,  3330. 

U.  M.  Whitney's  memorial,  3600,3601. 

transferring  certain  pension  duties,  3659, 3661. 

Naval  AffairB,  3695,  3096- 

tl.c  Tariff,  3720. 

Fast  day,  3860.  3876. 

Indignity  to  the  Spe.iker,3900, 3904, 3907. 
Wickliffe,  Xir.,  on  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  representalirfi 
of  Gen.  Hull,  1451, 

Virginia  Li-nd  claims,  1461. 
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WiaUiffe,Mr.,  on  rescinding  a  pai-t  of  the  17tlk  rule,1483. 
claims  for  captured  properly,  1536. 
apportionment  bill,  1536,  1766. 
the  effect  of  the  present  Turifi*  on  certain  articles, 

1542,  1570. 
referring  memoriiil  Bank  of  Pennsylvania,  1598. 
commercial  arrangement  with  Colombia,  1C64. 
Chickasaw  treaty,  1685,  1845. 
observing  the  centenary  of  Washington's  birtli- 
*        day,  1791. 

printing  a  report  on  Railways  and  Canals,  1341. 
Insolvent  Debtors'  bill,  1842,  2231,  2359. 
allowing  extra  compensation  in  the  General   Land 

Office,  1847,  1848. 
compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 
salary  of  Minister  to  CoUnnbia,  1854,  1855. 
salary  of  Commissioner  General  of   I.aiKl  Office, 

2183,  2198. 
salary  of  Secund  Auditor,  2184. 
Public.Lands,  2200,  2234,  2258,  35J8,  3509,3510. 
bill  for  relief  of  Bishop  Flagef,  2201. 
Official  corruption,  2258,  2470. 
on  nleitse  of  sureties,  2277. 
Uevoktionary  pensions,  2296,  2297,   2502,  2553, 

3099. 
■^      Arkansas  Salt  Springs,  2311. 
Indian  appropriations,  2328. 

Internal   ImprovemenU,  2329,  2350,  2ri4,  3060, 

3061, 3063,  3064. 
Washington  Bridgc,2350,  2351. 
vaccination  of  the  Indians,  2384,  2385. 
Dirttrictof  Columbia,  2475,  2476,  2478,  2 179,3077, 

3080,3081. 
Breach  of  privilege,  2538,  2541,  2573,2577,  2580, 

3583,  2584,  2585,  2588,  259J,  2591,  2592,  2595, 

3j17. 
Minister  to  France,  2636,  2640. 
Bank  United  States,  2666,  3835. 
Indian  annuities,  oU76. 
Indian  appropriation  bills,  3081. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3094,  3096. 
the  manner  of  advancing  money  on  account  of  the 

pay  of  Members»3286,  3288,  3322,  3323. 


WicUiffe,  Mr.,  on  Lewis's  CliickAsaw  reservaUon,  3289. 

Mounted  tro<H>s,  3393. 

the  Tariff;  3599,  3674,  3675,  3718,  3720,  3729, 

3783,  3805,  3807. 

Indian  Commissioners,  3855. 
Wilde,  Mr.,  on  Bank  United  States,  1510. 

apportionment  bill,  1699. 

Chickasaw  treaty,  1782,  1844. 

compensation  for  surveying  Public  Lands,  1851. 

salary  of  Minister  to  Colombia,  1854. 

salary  of  Commissioner  of  General  Land  Office, 

2182,  2183. 

Bridge  over  the  Ohio,  at  Wheeling,  2207. 

Coins  and  Currency,  2207,  2232,  2233,  2241. 

Breach  of  privilege,  256  ,  2568,  2574. 

Minister  to  France,  2625. 

Gold  and  Silver  coin,  2632. 

Revolutionary  pension  bill,  2712. 

Internal  Improvements,  2717. 

Convention  with  France,  3345. 

the  Tariff-,  3474, 3^22,  3723. 

Indignity  to  the  Speaker,  3890,3891. 
Wilkin,  Mr.,  on  the  T.inff",  3655. 

Williams,  Mr.,  on  claims  of  South  Carolina,  1457,  1493, 

1821.' 

rescinding  a  part  of  the  17th  Rule,  1483. 

Apportionment  bill,  1717. 

pnnting  a  report  on  Kail-roads  and  Canals,  1841. 

Turkish  Mission,  2197. 

the  Ordnance  bill,  2238. 

Revolutionary  pensions,  25J2,  3099. 

Columbia  College,  3210. 

Territory  of  AVisconsin,  3244,  3245.     . 

granting  pre-empti(m  rights  to  Public  Lands,3S27. 

Tariff;  3657,  3659,  3694,  3720. 

Fast  day,  3866,  3868,  3872, 3877,  3899. 

Wing,  Mr.,  on  the  bill  for  establishing  the  Territory  of 
Wisconsin,  3244,  3246,  3247. 

Yoinig,  Mr.,  on  Hevolnilonary  pensions,  2359. 
the  culture  of  Silk,  3087. 
Tariff;  3586. 


INDEX  TO  THE  APPENDIX. 


J 


Act*  of  Congress  passed  by  the  first  session  of  the  22d 

Congress,  ii. 
Apportionment  bill,  reports  by  a  select  committee  of  the 

Sen»''-,  (See  iieporh.)  ^ 

Bank  of  the  United  States,  (^See report).)  33  to  46. 

Census,  {See  Reporte.) 

Documents  accompanying  the  President's  message  at  the 
opening  of  Congress,  6. 

Fortifications  projected  by  the  Board  of  Engineers,  15. 

Manufactures,  {See  ReporU.) 

President's  message  at  the  opening  of  Cong^ress,  1. 

do.  returning  the  bank  bill  to  the  Senate,  with  his 
objections,  73. 

Report  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  6. 

from  the  Topographical  Bureau,  15. 
Reportfrom  the  Indian  Bureau,  17. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  19. 

of  tlie  Postmaster  General,  23. 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  25. 

of  the  majority  of  the  committee  appointed  to  in- 


spect the  books,  and  examine  into  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  33. 

of  the  minority  of  the  Bank  Committee,  46. 

of  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  on  so  much  of 
the  President's  message  as  relates  to  Manufac- 
tures, 79. 

of  the  Select  Committee  of  the  Senate,  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  from  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives for  the  apportionment  of  representa- 
tives among  the  several  States,  92. 

of  the  majority  of  the  Select  Committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  apportionment  bill,  as  proposed 
to  be  amended  by  the  Senate,  99. 

of  the  minority  of  the  same  committee,  105. 

of  the  Committee  on  Manufiictures  of  the  Senate, 
on  reducing  the  price  of  Public  Tjtnds,  112. 

counter,  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  118. 

of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  on  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter  Bank  United  SUtes,  127, 

128. 

of  the  minority  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  on  the  renewal  of  charteit  Bank  United 
States,  143. 

of  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads,  of  the  Senate,  on  the  bill  to  repeal  the 
postage  On  newsp^iers,  148. 


Tariff;  {See  Report:) 
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